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States out of 19 Reached in 

2020 Q1 Cycle under SO1 

and SO2

12
Localities out of 178 

Reached in 2020 Q1 Cycle 

under SO1 and SO2

90
Beneficiaries reached under 

SO1 in 2020 Q1 Cycle 

1.3 M
Beneficiaries reached under 

SO2 in 2020 Q1 Cycle 

234 K

Facts about 2020 Q1 Cycle



Sector Objective 1 Map - 2020 Q1 Cycle

Not Reached

1 - 150,000

> 150,001 – 250,000

> 250,000

PEOPLE REACHED

Outcome 1: Populations in areas affected by natural or 
man-made disaster receive timely assistance during and in 
the aftermath of a shock

1,478,895

PEOPLE TARGETED

3,469,424

19 Partners



Sector Objective 2 Map - 2020 Q1 Cycle

Not Reached

1 – 5,000

5,001 – 10,000

> 10,000

Outcome 2: Displaced populations, refugees, returnees and 
host communities meet their basic needs and/or access basic 
services while increasing their self-reliance 

PEOPLE REACHED

234,538

PEOPLE TARGETED

1,350,518

14 Partners



Partner Presence Map Sector Objective 1  - 2020 Q1 Cycle

Non Reached State

Partner Presence

Reached State



Partner Presence Map Sector Objective 2  - 2020 Q1 Cycle

Non Reached State

Partner Presence

Reached State



FSL HRP Addendum Updates (PIN and Target)

FSL PiN Calculation

All indicators are calculated under state level and
the new PiN is Vulnerability PiN.

❑ IDPs numbers.
❑ Returnees numbers.
❑ Residents numbers.
❑ Number of people affected by hazards.
❑ Reached beneficiaries/Gaps on the Q1 cycle

2020.



REACH MSNA – Multi Sectoral Needs Assessment

MSNA Sudan 2020, 

is the first-ever 

Sudan multi-sector 

needs assessment 

(MSNA).

process will be led 

by OCHA and 

humanitarian 

sectors, with the 

technical support of 

REACH

The results of the 

assessment will feed 

into the 2021 

Humanitarian Needs 

Overview (HNO) and 

Humanitarian Response 

Plan (HRP) processes.

MSNA Process: 



REACH MSNA – Multi Sectoral Needs Assessment

MSNAs typically take a 

mixed-methods approach, 

combining household 

survey data with qualitative 

sources such as key 

informant interviews and 

focus group discussions

A secondary data 

review of contextual 

information and 

existing data 

sources

The methodology for this 

year’s MSNA will be 

adapted to the special 

risks and requirements 

of collecting data during 

the COVID-19 pandemic.

% of HHs that experienced a 
shock in the 6 months prior 

to data collection
HH Hunger Scale

food expenditure share in the 
30 days prior to data 

collection

Reduced Coping Strategies 
Index

FSL main questions/topics in MSNA 

MSNA Methodology:



FSL Mailing List

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdLmOlbR1HjhSAoS4QT2YHBI0lmK-

GYPQA7Qa5S57D9T-Ubww/viewform?usp=sf_link

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSdLmOlbR1HjhSAoS4QT2YHBI0lmK-GYPQA7Qa5S57D9T-Ubww/viewform?usp=sf_link


Sudan Humanitarian Fund - SHF Update
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Sudan Humanitarian Fund - SHF Update



Floods Preparedness and Response Plan Sudan

FSL sector has completed the following tasks for Floods Preparedness and Response Plan;

❑ Partners Mapping

❑ Stock Mapping

❑ FSL State Level Emergency Contact List (FAO/WFP Focal Points)



Floods Preparedness and Response Plan Sudan
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Floods Preparedness and Response Plan Sudan



HRP Addendum 2020 

FSL Sector Strategy 

Needs Analysis:

❑ The food security situation of vulnerable people in Sudan due to seasonal floods, desert locusts economic crisis is

likely to worsen due to the direct and indirect impacts of the COVID-19 outbreak.

❑ In April, the national average cost of local food basket was SDG59.8, which is an increase by 11.6 per cent compared

to March. Also in April, the average price of sorghum has increased consistently for the past six months, reaching

SDG 3,671.

❑ Agriculture sector will be negatively impacted; fuel scarcity and increased transportation costs have an impact on

the price of food and agricultural inputs and shortages in labor.

❑ The most at-risk population groups are female/elderly/child-headed households, households with many elderly and

children, disabled, informal sector workers. Also people living in high-concentration areas, such as IDPs, refugees,

and returnees.



HRP Addendum 2020 

FSL Response Strategy – as Priorities and Way Forward 

❑ Advance rations of food distributions to IDPs over the next three months to ensure food consumption is maintained,

and to minimize risk of COVID-19 spread.

❑ FSL sector partners also work with the Government on providing food assistance to the households most affected

by the lockdowns.

❑ Provide time-critical agriculture inputs seeds and tools with prioritizing animal treatments, feed and supplements.

❑ To scale up social protection, FSL partners in coordination with the government, implemented direct cash transfers,

cash schemes, and provision of unconditional cash transfers where the existence of markets and availability of

goods allows.

❑ FSL sector will also expand real-time remote monitoring systems to collect and assess the impact of COVID-19 on

food insecurity at national, state and locality levels.



Country Cluster Performance Monitoring (CCPM) -Sudan

CCPM is a country-led self-

assessment exercise where 

country Clusters assess 

their performance against 

six core cluster functions 

and on accountability to 

affected populations.

The process enables all 

cluster partners and 

coordinators to identify 

strengths and weaknesses 

of performance and agree 

actions towards 

improvement. 

The CCPM comprises 

4 stages 

(1. Planning, 2. 

Survey, 3. Analysis 

and action planning, 

4. Monitoring).

Participants in CCPM Survey:

UN Organization 13%

International NGO 40%

National NGO 42%

National Authority 5%

Donor 2%



Country Cluster Performance Monitoring (CCPM) -Sudan

Satisfaction with the cluster meetings (Frequency)

Unsatisfactory 27%

Satisfactory 52%

Strong 17%

Don’t know 4%

Satisfaction with the cluster meetings (Information Shared)

Unsatisfactory 5%

Satisfactory 44%

Strong 48%

Don’t know 3%

Satisfaction with the cluster meetings (Discussion on Strategies)

Unsatisfactory 17%

Satisfactory 38%

Strong 36%

Don’t know 9%



Country Cluster Performance Monitoring (CCPM) -Sudan

4W Database (Ease of Use)

Unsatisfactory 18%

Satisfactory 76%

Don’t know 6%

4W Database (Usefulness)

Unsatisfactory 14%

Satisfactory 82%

Don’t know 4%

4W Database (Contribution to Operational Decision)

Unsatisfactory 33%

Satisfactory 60%

Don’t know 9%



Country Cluster Performance Monitoring (CCPM) -Sudan

FSC products (Monthly dashboard)

Unsatisfactory 23%

Satisfactory 65%

Don’t know 12%

FSC products (Presence Map)

Unsatisfactory 25%

Satisfactory 66%

Don’t know 9%

FSC products (Gap Analysis)

Unsatisfactory 25%

Satisfactory 61%

Don’t know 14%



Country Cluster Performance Monitoring (CCPM) -Sudan

Involvements of members

Unsatisfactory 37%

Satisfactory 60%

Don’t know 3%

Frequency of receiving assessments and analysis from other partners through

Sometime 74%

Regularly 26%
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Simplified Desert Locust Information Survey Form  Date: 

Tick the box as appropriate 

1. Presence of Desert Locust                              No  End of report  

 

1. Presence of Desert Locust                              Yes  Continue the report  

 

2. Green in colour un-winged hopper found individually 

 

3. Brown in colour, winged found individually   

 

4. Yellow with black spot un-winged hopper scattered 

 

5. Yellow with black spot un-winged hopper in groups  

 

6. Pink winged adult scattered 

 

7. Pink winged adult in groups 

 

8. Yellow winged adult scattered 

 

9. Yellow winged adult in groups 

 

10. Pink swarm 

 

11. Yellow swarm 

 

12. Estimate of the swarm size    ………………….. 

 

13. What is the flying direction of swarm?         North          South             West             East  

 

14. What is the status of the vegetation?             Green           Dry 
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CURRENT JUNE 2020 – SEPTEMBER 2020 PROJECTED OCTOBER 2020 – DECEMBER 2020 

 9.6 M 
 

21% of the population 

analysed 

People facing Crisis acute 
food insecurity (IPC Phase 3) 

and worse 

IN NEED OF URGENT 

ACTION 

Phase 5 000 000 

People in Catastrophe 

6.4 M 

14% of the population 

analysed 
People facing Crisis acute 

food insecurity (IPC Phase 3) 
and worse 

IN NEED OF URGENT 

ACTION 

Phase 5 000 000 

People in Catastrophe 

Phase 4 2, 200, 000 

People in Emergency 
Phase 4 724, 000  

People in Emergency 

Phase 3 7, 400, 000 

People in Crisis 
Phase 3 5, 700, 000  

People in Crisis 

Phase 2 15, 900, 000 

People in Stress 
Phase 2 16, 000, 000  

People in Stress 

Phase 1 
19, 700, 000 

People in 

food security 

Phase 1 22, 800, 000  

People in food security 



Findings of IPC 2020

Current Situation June - September 2020                     Projected Situation October - December 2020
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Findings of IPC 2020

• Rainfall: Majority of the States follow unimodal rainfall pattern. The food security situation is expected to improve
because of normal to above-normal rainfall forecast, likely generating above average pasture conditions and water
availability. This will support normal livestock body conditions, and to boost crop yields in rain fed areas

• Crop production and harvest: Despite the impact of COVID-19 on agriculture activities good crop production and
harvest is expected, creating opportunities for daily labor activities, which will increase cash income and access to
food.

• Livestock production: The above normal rainfall is likely to generate above average pasture conditions and water
availability. This will support normal livestock body conditions. As a result, livestock prices are likely to remain stable
but with high level compared to last year and 5 years average.

• Prices: Prices are expected to drop relatively during the projection period as low local consumer demands and supply
will influence prices during the harvest period. Cereal prices are likely to start seasonal decrease during harvest period.
However, prices will remain above average compared to last year and five years average; this is mainly attributed to
continuous macro-economic changes, high inflation rates and deterioration in local currency.



Findings of IPC 2020



Findings of IPC 2020

• Food Access: As a result of the expected good harvest, the food prices will relatively drop. However, the prices are
expected to remain high, and above the five year average during the projected period due to ongoing macro-
economic crises. With the assumption of a future lifting of Covid-19 lockdown measures, it is expected to have
easier access to markets with better opportunities, increased purchasing power, and improved terms of trade for
both wage to cereal and livestock to cereal.

• Cereal and livestock prices are expected to drop relatively during the projection period compared to current (lean
season), while it’s likely to remain above the last year and the five year average due to high cost of production
(fuel, seeds, labours, animal herding) as low local consumer demands and supply will influence prices during
harvest period. The increase in cash crops prices, in relation to stable food crops, is likely to encourage expansion
of sesame cultivation areas affecting the production thereby prices of Sorghum and Millet.

• Food Utilization: The rainfall across the country will improve availability and access to water, however expected
disease outbreaks and contamination of potable water sources may occur, especially in the flood prone areas are
expected to be negatively impacted by reduced access to clean water. Shortage of water especially for human
consumption in the desert, arid and semi-arid areas of the pastoral and nomadic communities will affect their
health and exposure to disease and health hazards.
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PROJECTED MAP AND POPULATION TABLE (October-December 2020)
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PROJECTED  POPULATION TABLE (October-December 2020)
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