
Welcome!

Welcome to the online guide to the guidance documents created by the InterAgency

Standing Committee Task Force on Safe Access to Firewood and alternative Energy in 

Humanitarian Settings (IASC Task Force SAFE). This online guide is meant to accompany the 

hard copies of the SAFE posters: the Matrix on Agency Roles and Responsibilities for 

Ensuring a Coordinated, Multi-Sectoral Fuel Strategy in Humanitarian Settings, and the 

Decision Tree Diagrams on Factors Affecting Choice of Fuel Strategy in Humanitarian 

Settings. 

If you have not received hard copies of the SAFE guidance posters, please contact your 

headquarters office. You can find electronic versions of the documents at 

www.fuelnetwork.org or request more information by emailing iasc@fuelnetwork.org. 
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This Introduction Section will cover the guide’s intended audience and objectives.
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Intended Audience for this Online Guide: 

The intended audience for this online guide is headquarters and field-based staff from UN 

humanitarian agencies, NGOs, donors, governments and others who have received the 

SAFE guidance posters but cannot attend the in-person workshops. 

Workshops are being held during 2009 in the following locations: Geneva, Rome, New York, 

Washington DC, Nairobi, Khartoum, Kampala, Bangkok and Democratic Republic of Congo 

(precise location pending). For more information on the timing of these workshops, please 

see www.fuelnetwork.org
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Objectives of this Guide:

By the end of this guide, participants will:

• Understand the multi-sectoral nature of cooking fuel in humanitarian settings

• Understand the relevance of cooking fuel to each agency/cluster’s overall work

• Understand the importance of and methods for ensuring safe access to 

appropriate cooking fuel in diverse field settings and phases of humanitarian 

response

• Understand the reasons for the creation of and how to implement the IASC Task 

Force SAFE guidance tools

Displaced women and girls do not typically have the luxury of choosing or changing 

their cooking fuel/energy device. This lack of choice or control greatly affects their 

health, safety and livelihoods, and that of their family. This guide will help 

humanitarian actors use the SAFE tools to determine safe and appropriate means of 

meeting cooking fuel needs under difficult circumstances.

4



Pre-test:

It is important that we gain a sense of the existing fuel-related knowledge of the 

users of this guide. For this reason, before beginning the guide, kindly complete the 

anonymous pre-test available at 

http://www.surveymonkey.com/s.aspx?sm=P_2fZHFI7TsX_2fFpnBjh0jMuw_3d_3d
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This section of the guide will discuss the context in which the Task Force was 

created, why it was needed, what it did during its existence and next steps for the 

SAFE process.

6



Why cooking fuel? 

Every day, millions of displaced women and girls around the world risk being raped, 
beaten, or even killed as they search for the firewood they need to cook food for 
their families. Firewood collection also increases environmental degradation, and 
burning wood indoors releases toxic smoke, causing respiratory infections that kill 
more people every year than does malaria. 

Despite these many risks, and despite the fact that the food distributed by relief 
agencies (typically dried beans, rice and whole grains) needs to be cooked before it 
can be eaten, the humanitarian community has long ignored the issue of cooking 
fuel. 

Moreover, no single humanitarian agency has traditionally been held responsible 
for addressing cooking fuel needs – largely because fuel is a cross-cutting issue with 
multi-sectoral ramifications: if not managed properly, fuel-related projects 
implemented to reduce protection risks, for example, could have negative health or 
environmental consequences.

The lack of focus on cooking fuel and related concerns has meant that fuel response 
in humanitarian settings has tended to be either ad hoc or, more commonly, non-
existent. There has been little coordination and no predictability for either 
humanitarians or beneficiaries. 
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Origin of IASC Task Force SAFE:

The lack of coordination and predictability of fuel response in humanitarian settings 

necessitated an inter-agency process to ensure long term sustainability and 

implementation worldwide. The InterAgency Standing Committee (IASC) was chosen as the 

medium because it was critical to ensure that multiple agencies and areas of expertise 

were represented.

The IASC is the primary mechanism for inter-agency coordination of humanitarian 

assistance. It is a unique forum involving the key UN and non-UN humanitarian partners. 

The IASC’s Subsidiary Bodies, such as the Task Force SAFE, assist in developing policy or 

operational guidelines for humanitarian assistance. Subsidiary bodies usually focus on a 

particular policy issue, and their work often forms the basis for IASC Working Group 

discussions and, ultimately, for IASC decisions. As such, the IASC afforded the Task Force 

the highest level, inter-agency support for its work.

By engaging with the IASC, the Task Force was able to draw on the experiences and 

expertise of over a dozen humanitarian agencies: agencies with background and mandates 

in protection, environment, health, shelter, camp management and other critical areas.

More information on the IASC is available at www.humanitarianinfo.org/iasc
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IASC Task Force SAFE process and results:

The Task Force was created by the IASC Working Group in May 2007.  It was co-chaired by 
the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the World Food Programme (WFP) and 
the Women’s Refugee Commission, working under the authority of InterAction (InterAction
is a consortium of US-based humanitarian organizations). 

Other members of the Task Force included the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), 
the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), the UN Population Fund 
(UNFPA), the World Health Organization (WHO) and others.

As stated in its Terms of Reference, the guiding purpose of the Task Force was to: “reduce 
exposure to violence, contribute to the protection of and ease the burden on those 
populations collecting wood in humanitarian settings worldwide, through solutions which 
will promote safe access to appropriate energy and reduce environmental impacts while 
ensuring accountability.”

The Task Force was in existence for 18 months, during which time it held three in-person 
meetings and communicated frequently via email and teleconferences to produce its key 
outputs, which will be discussed in detail in the rest of this guide. Before finalization, the 
Task Force undertook a four-month field review process to ensure that its work was  
relevant to field-based actors and as user-friendly as possible.

The work of the Task Force was endorsed by the full IASC Working Group in November 
2008. 
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Key Task Force outputs:

The Task Force created three key outputs:

• A Matrix that defines agency roles and responsibilities for developing a coordinated fuel
strategy, and essential activities that agencies must undertake to achieve an effective
response in new and ongoing humanitarian crises.

• Decision Tree Diagrams to help humanitarian workers choose the most appropriate fuel
strategies for the acute and protracted phases of humanitarian response in individual 
settings - recognizing, for example, differences in staple foods and cooking habits.

• International Network on Household Energy in Humanitarian Settings 
(www.fuelnetwork.org), a web-based information-sharing platform and technical resource
that aims to link implementers of fuel-related projects in humanitarian settings, 
those who are researching and developing applicable technologies.

This online workshop focuses on the first two outputs – the Matrix and Decision Tree 
Diagrams. 

More information on the Network can be found by visiting www.fuelnetwork.org and/or 
emailing info@fuelnetwork.org. Membership in the Network is free and open to all with 
interest/expertise in fuels and energy technologies applicable for use in humanitarian 
settings. All users of this online guide are encouraged to join.
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IASC Task Force SAFE’s eight areas of focus:

The Task Force focused on eight key issue areas, deemed by Task Force members to be those 

sectors within humanitarian response that had the closest linkages with issues associated with 

cooking fuel collection, supply and/or use. These issue areas were:

• Camp Coordination and Camp Management (CCCM)

• Emergency Shelter

• Environment and Natural Resource Management

• Food and Nutrition

• Health

• Information, Education and Communication

• Livelihoods, Development and Food Security

• Protection

Some of the linkages between these issue areas and fuel are more obvious than others – the 

protection risks associated with collection of firewood outside of camps or environmental 

degradation caused by unsustainable harvesting of firewood, for example. 

Other linkages may not be quite as obvious to those that are not necessarily experts in that 

particular issue area, however. The Task Force therefore detailed the linkages between fuel and 

all eight issue areas. Please take a moment to read through the section on the next page [note: 

this text is also included on the front page of the Task Force’s Matrix]. 
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IASC Task Force SAFE’s eight areas of focus (continued):

Camp Coordination & Camp Management (CCCM): 

Environmental degradation caused by firewood can increase tensions with host governments and local communities and 

force increased competition for scarce natural resources. Tensions may also arise over property rights and use of land; such 

tensions are likely to increase over time and can lead to retribution or attacks on firewood collectors and displaced 

communities. Poorly-designed shelters and cooking structures also increase the risk of house fires. 

Emergency Shelter:

Excessive reliance on wood-based construction materials for shelters & other camp structures can exacerbate environmental 

degradation around camps, increasing tensions with hosts and forcing women & children to travel greater distances to find 

firewood, increasing their risk of attack. Poorly-ventilated shelters increase indoor air pollution (IAP) and associated health 

problems & can increase the risk of house fires; poorly-designed shelters can result in heat loss/use of cooking fuel for 

heating purposes. NFI distributions should include appropriate clothing/blankets to decrease reliance on cooking fuel for 

heating and should include items to support fuel efficiency (such as pot lids). Improper site selection/planning can negatively 

impact local fuel consumption & protected natural resources, increasing tensions with host communities, possibly leading to 

retribution/attacks on firewood collectors.

Environment & Natural Resource Management: 

Environmental degradation caused by firewood harvesting lengthens the distance women and children must travel outside of 

camps to collect firewood, putting them at greater risk of attack. Environmental degradation can result in soil erosion, flash-

flooding, surface water pollution and loss of natural habitat, possibly limiting livelihoods opportunities and negatively 

impacting food security, in addition to increasing tensions with hosts over access to or availability of natural resources, 

possibly leading to retribution or attacks on firewood collectors.

Food & Nutrition:

Lack of safe access to sufficient cooking fuel can lead to unsafe cooking techniques & domestic practices which can also 

negatively impact nutritional intake. These negative impacts include: selling portions of rations to buy fuel and/or to mill food; 

trading rations for more appropriate/easier-to-cook food items; undercooking food to save time/fuel (which can lead to trading rations for more appropriate/easier-to-cook food items; undercooking food to save time/fuel (which can lead to 

foodborne disease and digestive problems); skipping meals; & improperly cooking unfamiliar food items, reducing nutritional 

uptake.

Health: 

The use of biomass fuels for cooking or heating leads to high levels of IAP, especially when burnt on traditional stoves/open

fires indoors. Especially children are at risk of burns from fires caused by improper use or storage of cooking fuels or poorly-

designed shelters. Gender-based violence (GBV) and physical assault during firewood collection can cause lasting physical and 

psychosocial damage and increased risk of contracting HIV; frequently carrying heavy loads of firewood over long distances 

also has negative health consequences. Undercooking because of lack of fuel can lead to foodborne disease. Access to clean 

and sufficient household energy is also important for general health care purposes.

Information, Education & Communication (IEC):

Young girls are disproportionately kept from school in order to collect firewood. Schools are typically constructed of wood, 

further depleting area resources, and often use firewood for school feeding programs and/or heating. Formal and non-formal 

educational opportunities and information management structures can be used to teach fuel-efficient cooking techniques, 

benefits of environmental conservation, general usage techniques, safety & nutrition issues for unfamiliar food & fuel types.

Livelihoods, Development & Food Security:

Women and children spend significant time and labour to secure sufficient cooking fuel, threatening their welfare and limiting 

opportunities for education and/or safer income-generation activities (IGAs). Women without access to safer IGAs may rely 

on collection and sale of firewood to support their families. The primary source of income for displaced persons is often 

woodfuel-intensive activities, which can lead to deforestation. 

Protection: 

Lack of firewood, fodder or shelter materials near areas of displacement means that women & children must travel great 

distances to find firewood, increasing risk of physical/sexual attack and/or harassment. Women & children who cannot collect 

firewood may have to buy fuel & therefore may be forced to sell food rations and/or are at increased risk of sexual 

exploitation. 
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Next steps for the SAFE process:

During 2009/2010, the co-chairs and other members of the Task Force and its 

successor, the International Network on Household Energy in Humanitarian 

Settings, remain focused on ensuring widespread dissemination of the Task Force’s 

guidance and conducting workshop and trainings on their use. We are also 

undertaking consistent internal advocacy within relevant agencies to encourage the 

uptake and institutionalization of the guidance throughout the humanitarian 

system, and advocating for dedicated funding mechanisms for fuel-related 

programming within the humanitarian sphere.

The Women’s Refugee Commission, which is currently serving as Secretariat of the 

Network, is working to enhance and expand the Network’s capacity to serve as a 

key technical resource for field-based humanitarians, and WFP is leading SAFE pilot 

projects in cooperation with the Task Force co-chairs in North Darfur and Uganda.
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This section of the guide will discuss the Matrix and Decision Tree Diagrams in 

detail, providing instructions on why, when and how to use them. 
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Understanding the Matrix:

As noted earlier, before the creation of IASC Task Force SAFE, there was no existing humanitarian 

action framework for cooking fuel needs. The first focus of the Task Force, therefore, was to create 

just such a framework. The result was the “Matrix on Agency Roles and Responsibilities for Ensuring 

a Coordinated, Multi-Sectoral Fuel Strategy in Humanitarian Settings.”

In short, the Matrix lays out who (which agency) must do what (specific fuel-related activities), 

when (in which phase of response)?

How to read the Matrix:

The Matrix consists of four pages. 

PAGE ONE

The left column of the first page is an introduction. It lays out the issues associated with 

cooking fuel collection, supply and use in brief – explains what the Matrix is, and details the 

linkages between fuel and the eight issue areas on which the Task Force focused (just as 

this guide did in Slide #11). 

The right column is the methodology – it explains how to use the Matrix. This will be 

explained in detail in the discussion of pages 2-3 of the Matrix (immediately below). 
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Understanding the Matrix (continued):  

PAGES TWO – THREE

Pages 2-3 are the substantive portion of the Matrix. This section can be read in two directions: horizontally and 

vertically. 

Reading horizontally, the Matrix is divided between the eight issue areas on which the Task Force focused: 

Camp Coordination and Camp Management (CCCM); 

Emergency Shelter; 

Environment and Natural Resource Management; 

Food and Nutrition; 

Health; 

Information, Education and Communication (IEC); 

Livelihoods, Development and Food Security; and 

Protection. 

The Matrix lists the key fuel-related activities that each of these eight issue areas must undertake in order to 

achieve the ultimate goal of ensuring a coordinated, multi-sectoral fuel strategy. So, for example, under the issue 

area “CCCM”, the Matrix lists several fuel-related activities such as “Conduct fuel-related needs assessments in 

collaboration with partners/beneficiaries and establish a fuel strategy for the emergency context” which CCCM 

agencies are responsible for undertaking.

It is important to note that most of the activities listed in the Matrix are not brand new to humanitarian 

response, and in fact most of them should already be being done in one capacity or another. The added value of 

the Matrix is that it presents, for the first time, a clear framework for cross-sectoral coordination of fuel-related the Matrix is that it presents, for the first time, a clear framework for cross-sectoral coordination of fuel-related 

activities.

At the far right side of each issue area’s section, the final column lists those Global Clusters, Primarily Responsible 

Agencies and Agencies with Relevant Expertise that are ultimately responsible for ensuring that all of the 

activities listed immediately to the left, in Phases 1, 2 and 3, are indeed undertaken. As explained in the Matrix’s 

methodology section on Page 1, the “Responsibilities” section is divided into three sections because the Global 

Clusters have not yet been activated in every humanitarian setting. In settings where the clusters have been 

activated, those agencies listed under “Global Cluster Leads” are responsible for ensuring that the listed activities 

have been undertaken. In settings where the clusters have not been activated, this responsibility falls to those 

agencies listed as “Primarily Responsible.” And lastly, since other agencies and many NGOs have specific 

experience and expertise in various issue areas generally, and on the listed activities specifically, the final division 

in the “Responsibilities” column lists the agencies and NGOs that can and should be called upon by the Global 

Cluster Leads and/or Primarily Responsible Agencies for actual implementation of the activities and/or additional 

technical expertise and consultations. This list of agencies with relevant expertise is not meant to be exhaustive, 

but rather an indication of some of the agencies that can and should be consulted. The specific NGOs listed in this 

section are those that are participating in the relevant Global Clusters at the time the SAFE outputs were printed. 

Throughout the Matrix, links are made between various issue areas. In Phase 2 of the Emergency Shelter issue 

area, for example, one of the listed activities is “With IEC and CCCM partners, use formal/non-formal education 

settings to promulgate sustainable shelter construction techniques, including mandating use of sustainable 

material in UN/NGO structures.” [emphasis added] Similarly, then, a listed activity in Phase 2 of the IEC section is 

“Support relevant partners to use formal/non-formal education settings to…ensure that environmentally-

sustainable…shelter construction techniques are used/demonstrated throughout humanitarian system.” 

[emphasis added] The emphasis on cross-sectoral linkages and partnerships throughout the Matrix is critical to 

ensuring that fuel-related activities are implemented in a cross-sectoral manner.
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Understanding the Matrix (continued):  

PAGES TWO – THREE (continued)

Pages 2-3 are the substantive portion of the Matrix. This section can be read in two directions: horizontally 

and vertically. 

Reading vertically, the Matrix is divided by phases of humanitarian response: 

Phase 1: Emergency Preparedness and Contingency Planning; 

Phase 2: Acute Emergency; and 

Phase 3: Protracted Crises, Transition and Durable Solutions. 

The Matrix is divided between these three phases of response because the specific actors and activities 

involved in the creation of a coordinated, multi-sectoral fuel strategy can change or evolve as the response 

shifts from its earliest, most acute stages into a more protracted phase. For example, fuel needs should be 

incorporated into templates for emergency protection assessments during the contingency planning phase 

(that is, before a response is actually underway). In the acute emergency phase, those protection 

assessments will actually be undertaken, based on the templates that had been devised in the contingency 

planning phase. And over the longer-term, it will be necessary to consistently monitor and evaluate the 

protection impact of the fuel strategy that was put in place in the earlier response stages as a result of the 

findings of the emergency protection assessments.

PAGE FOUR

This page presents the Task Force acknowledgements, including the Task Force members and co-chairs, 

contributors, reviewers and donors.
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Understanding the Decision Tree Diagrams:

The need for safe and appropriate fuel strategies in humanitarian settings is great, but there is no “magic bullet” 
fuel or energy technology that will work in each and every humanitarian context. The second focus of the Task 
Force, therefore, was to create a tool for processing the variety of factors that could be adapted for use in very 
diverse settings. The result was the “Decision Tree Diagrams on Factors Affecting the Choice of Fuel Strategy in 
Humanitarian Settings.”

In short, the Decision Tree focuses on the what – what specific fuel-related activities are more or less appropriate in 
specific settings?

How to read the Decision Tree:

The Decision Tree Diagram consists of four pages. 

PAGE ONE

The left column of the first page is an introduction and methodology to the Decision Trees: what they are, why they 
are divided between acute and protracted response, and how to use them. 

The Decision Tree is divided between the acute and protracted phases of response because fuel strategies can and 
often should change or evolve as the response shifts from its earliest, most acute stages into a more protracted 
phase. For example, in some situations it may be absolutely necessary to directly provide some sort of fuel to 
beneficiaries at the outset of a crisis, due to immediate protection concerns or rules established by the host 
government, for example. However, over the longer term, direct provision of 100% of fuel needs can become either 
economically and/or environmentally unsustainable, and must be changed. The earlier in the process of fuel 
response that a longer-term, more sustainable strategy can be established and implemented, the better – so it is 
critical that a sustainable, long term strategy is being developed even as a short term strategy is actually being 
implemented. The goal is to avoid having an unsustainable, short term strategy become by default the long term 
strategy – and then be forced to scramble for a less than ideal alternative once the short term strategy does, in the 
end, prove unsustainable.

The right column of Page 1 emphasizes the importance of conducting participatory assessments with beneficiaries. 
Participatory assessments are critical for ensuring that the fuel strategy or strategies that are instituted respond to 
the needs, preferences, habits and cultural customs of those that will be using them.  
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Understanding the Decision Tree Diagrams (continued):

PAGE TWO

Page 2 of the Decision Tree Diagram is focused on Acute Emergencies. It is targeted to first responders: site 
selectors and site planners, emergency response teams, camp managers, etc., and because it assumes that those 
using it will be working in the earliest stages of humanitarian response, asks primarily YES/NO questions.

It begins with one question: “Are fuel sources locally available for collection?” Based on how the user responds to 
that question, additional questions are asked. If the user responds that “yes, fuel sources are locally available for 
collection,” the diagram then asks a follow up question: “Do protection risks inhibit collection?” If the user responds 
that “yes, protection risks do inhibit protection,” the diagram then asks the user to determine whether 
peacekeeping patrols or direct provision would be appropriate - after a series of additional assessments through 
which the diagram guides the user. If, on the other hand, the user responds that  “no, protection risks do not inhibit 
protection,” the diagram then asks the user to assess local laws/regulations and environmental sustainability. 

Any time that the users’ responses suggest that direct provision would be the most appropriate option, the diagram 
guides the user through a series of five assessments that should be undertaken for each specific fuel or energy 
technology being considered for direct provision [a list of common fuel and energy technology options is included in 
a box on the lower right side of the diagram]. These assessments are:

1. Transportation infrastructure
2. Sustainability
3. Options for safe storage/use
4. Familiarity of beneficiaries with the fuel
5. Market for re-sale (of the fuel/device) 

Ultimately, the acute version of the Decision Tree Diagram should provide users with a few choices for a fuel 
strategy that are appropriate for the specific setting in which they are working.

PAGE THREE

Page 3 of the Decision Tree Diagram is focused on Protracted Response. It is targeted to representatives from all 
relevant areas of humanitarian response, and as such, focuses on the relationships between the various factors and relevant areas of humanitarian response, and as such, focuses on the relationships between the various factors and 
the impacts that particular strategies or interventions have on other response sectors, especially over the long term.  
Rather than asking mostly YES/NO questions in the style of the acute emergency diagram, the protracted settings 
diagram asks the users to conduct a series of assessments regarding:

1. Availability of Fuel, 
2. Access to Fuel, and 
3. Use of Fuel. 

Based on the responses to those assessments, the diagram then presents various fuel options that are more 
appropriate for that specific setting, as well as other considerations that the user should take into account if s/he 
has chosen a particular option. 

For example, if the assessment shows that relationships with hosts are good (in other words, the host community 
and/or government are collaborating with the humanitarian community and beneficiaries), the diagram advises that 
all fuel options may be considered. However, it then advises that particular care should be taken if choosing fuel 
options that have the potential for long term environmental impact, such as firewood or charcoal, for example, 
since unsustainable firewood harvesting can lead to environmental degradation which can, especially over the long 
term, increase tensions between displaced and host communities.

The goal of the Protracted Settings Decision Tree is to ensure that any fuel strategy or strategies chosen for use over 
the long term are as appropriate for the specific context and as environmentally and economically sustainable over 
the long term as possible.

PAGE FOUR

This page presents the Task Force acknowledgements, including the Task Force members and co-chairs, 
contributors, reviewers and donors.
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Implementation:

Please take a moment to think about how you can help to ensure that fuel-related issues are integrated into your agency or 
cluster’s programming. The following questions are a guide to this process. To share your thoughts on this issue and receive follow-
up support on implementation, please complete these questions at: 

http://www.surveymonkey.com/s.aspx?sm=VGH682FBGE4C71P7vyMDLQ_3d_3d

1). In what fuel-related interventions, if any, has your agency/cluster already been involved?

2). How will you promote and/or integrate the SAFE guidance into the policies and procedures used by your individual 
cluster/agency? [INDICATE WHETHER CLUSTER OR AGENCY]

3). How can you help to support the fuel-related needs of two (diverse) field programs or offices?

Sample: 

Office: IRC field office, Gulu, Northern Uganda

Activity: Undertake evaluation of existing fuel-related programming in the region; conduct Training of Trainers on SAFE Guidance Tools with local staff working in IDP camps and returnee 
villages to ensure that appropriate fuel strategies are being used/promoted in the camps and that returnees have access to safe and appropriate means of cooking. Advocate to IRC 
Headquarters for additional funding for fuel-related interventions if evaluation determines more appropriate/safer options are needed. Will contact Women’s Refugee Commission to 
obtain TOT modules. 

Field Program/Office: 

Activity: 

Field Program/Office: 

Activity: 

Note: The Women’s Refugee Commission will follow up with you in six months to determine whether you need additional support in fulfilling the goals/activities outlined above.
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Post-test:

It is important that we gain a sense of the knowledge that users of this guide have 

gained by reading it. For this reason, before finishing the guide, kindly complete the 

anonymous post-test available at 

http://www.surveymonkey.com/s.aspx?sm=lmMPhBO_2bDlTFFBE69X0zKg_3d_3d
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Additional Information:

Would you like to learn more?

Additional household energy-related reading and background information on all eight issue 

areas addressed in the SAFE guidance is available from the following locations:

• The flash drive (USB key) included with the Decision Tree Diagrams

• Online at www.fuelnetwork.org

• Specific documents can be requested from iasc@fuelnetwork.org
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Contact Information:

Should you have any questions on the guidance documents or on this online guide, kindly 

email iasc@fuelnetwork.org. 
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You have now completed the online guide for the IASC Task Force SAFE guidance 

documents. Thank you for your interest and participation. documents. Thank you for your interest and participation. 

The work of the Task Force was generously supported by the US Agency for International 

Development (USAID).
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