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BACKGROUND:

The term “food security” defines the imperative that all
people at all times should have access to sufficient,
nutritious, & culturally appropriate food in order to live a
healthy life. Studies demonstrate that food security Is
linked to positive individual health outcomes. Moreover,

METHODS:

Data were taken from baseline surveys conducted In
150 SNNPR HHs that will receive future agriculture and
nutrition trainings that emphasize improving the
production & consumption of orange fleshed sweet
potatoes. The surveys were conducted in April-May
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Food security indicators: Survey data were analyzed to
assess what variables may predict food insecurity. Ten
predictive variables were compared against responses
from mild (Table 2) and severe (Table 3) food insecure
households to assess their ability to serve as accurate

and significant variables.
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HHs had more than twice as much land, and had 3.31 times
as many head of livestock than HHs that exhibited mild food
iInsecurity. Among HHs facing more severe food insecurity,
similar predictive factors were observed. Wealth-related
iIndicators again were found to have a positive association
with food security. On average, food secure HHs had 1.79
times as much land and roughly twice as many livestock as

food security Is linked to community health outcomes,
and Is essential for robust local & regional economies,

2013 by trained enumerators. Respondents were
either/both the head of household and/or his wife.

Table 2. Predictive variables against mild food insecurity

severely food insecure HHs. HH size, total live children, and

political stability, effective education, & a resilient Surveys were analyzed using IBRM SPSS® version 21 I’::';':cfjr?; ood cectre technical assistance were not shown to have a predictive
environment. Consequently, measuring food security & for quantitative analysis. The baseline values serve as (n=130) (n=20) p-value association. The Ieyel of education of HH heads was
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for stakeholders from across sectors. Four domains results to evaluate program impact on agricultural No coll bhone 97 70%. 030% mildly and severely food insecure HHSs.

have been_develop_ed to help d_escribe a_nd measure the production, nutrition, and health outcomes. Ei: :i:::tss:;ings E-gg 13242 :g-ggg:‘l DISCUSS|ION:

food security experience of a given locality: _ Radio 72.30% 27.70% 0.0005 Baseline results indicate that wealth proxies such as radio,
uncertainty/worry, inadequate quality, insufficient RESULTS! . o Noradio | 93.207% 0.80% cell phone, education, land, and livestock ownership are
quantity, & social unacceptablllty. The subseque_nt All households experienced at least one time in the r:in:duc:tm Ietve! E:ﬂa'":cf' (?1-5)* 1.5au5 2.6[10 0.0026 oredictors of both mild and severe food insecurity. This is
answers are used to classify households (HHs) into food past 12 months when there was not enough food to Ti:r;f:':: .:i:rl IE::E:SI: h;nm:me Efggi 122 j 0.0093 consistent with the literature, where wealth can buffer against

security levels (l.e., food secure, & mild, moderately, &
severely food insecure) to asses food security changes

feed all household members. Among the food security

. oy . . food shortages in a number of ways. Livestock, for instance,
domains, there was variation among the five woredas in
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Table 1: Comparison of reported food insecurity domains by woreda mild or both cases. serve as an additional Wealth proxy Land
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) - food/money? B e 5% 6% 8% 086 | |qotal livestock 5.79 11.01  0.0029 The association found (mildly positive) instead suggests a
. e = Going {6 bed hungry 3% 3% 4% 5% 3w | | [Radio 25.50% 74.50% 0.0108 greater number of children may be associated with greater
v - . ' No radio 47.60% 52.40% : : : : :
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. . irt ' ' 349, B66% , . .
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insecurity among from 5 woredas from the Southern Socio-economic status Iindicators: The woredas were Total family size 7 7.21 0.4083 the effect of agronomic choices, questions about fertilizer use
y S . . .
Nations, Nationalities and Peoples Region (SNNPR), not statistically different in terms of the age of the HH Total live children 5.3 5.6 0.5084 and cropping patterns should be included in future surveys.
.. . .o head. HH size. # of live children. and occupation Received tech assistance 20.00% 50.00% 0.5340 C . . . .
Ethiopia, and evaluates the potential predictive factors ’ ) ) P - No tech assistance 40.00% 60.00% The findings of this survey may not be applicable in other

0: lliterate. 1: read/write. 2: Primary (1-6). 3: Secondary (7-10). 4: Vocational. 5. College or above

Among households with mild food insecurity, wealth-
related indictors showed a strong positive association
with food security. In contrast, total family size, type of
floor, # live children, and technical assistance did not
exhibit significance. On average, food secure

However, there was significant differences (p<0.001) In
education levels and wealth indices (total livestock
holdings, phone ownership, radio ownership, and
farmer group membership).

regions.

CONCLUSION:

These preliminary results warrant follow-up qualitative
analysis to understand community members’ feedback and
find out If these wealth indicators align with local values.

specific to this region which have implications for the
design of community nutrition and agriculture
programs, monitoring and evaluation, and policies.
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