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1. GENERAL INFORMATION ON GREATER MVOLO 

Mvolo county, also known as Greater Mvolo when including Bahr El Grindi and Yeri, is located in the 
former Western Equatoria State and is bordered by Lakes Sates to the North and East, Maridi County 
to the West, Mundri Counties to the South. Since the definition of the new administrative 
boundaries, Greater Mvolo has been divided in 3 counties: Mvolo, Bahr El Grindi and Yeri. They are 
all part of the newly defined Maridi State.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The population projections 2015-2020 issued in April 2015 by the SSNBS and based on the 2008 
Sudan census, estimate that 64,399 individuals are living in Greater Mvolo in 2018. The table below 
presents the population divided within the 7 former payams and by sex. 
 

Former payams 
Projections 2018 

females males Total individuals 

1 Kokori 3'336 3'490 6'826 

2 Bogori 3'242 3'391 6'633 

3 Lessi 2'833 2'963 5'796 

4 Bahr El Grindi 5'509 5'761 11'270 

5 Mvolo 6'737 7'045 13'782 

6 Dari 3'179 3'325 6'504 

7 Yeri 6'642 6'946 13'588 

TOTAL 31'478 32'921 64'399 

Table 1: Projections of population figures in 2018, SSNBS 

Map 1: Greater Mvolo, extract of Western Equatoria map (Annex 1) 

Kokori 

Wowo 

Legend: 

    Locations visited 

    County headquarters 
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The population in Greater Mvolo is entirely crop farmers. The livelihood zone of Greater Mvolo is 
Iron Stone Plateau Agropastoral (zone 2), has an average rainfall of about 1100 to 1300 mm/year in a 
single season from March to November. The planting season goes from April to early June and the 
harvest from end of August up to early January. The main crops grown are sorghum and 
groundnuts. The years 2015, 2016 and 2017 have had consecutive dry spells provoking limited 
harvests leading to food insecurity that recently culminated into widespread malnutrition and hunger 
related deaths.  

The national conflict had forced thousands of people to flee their home land and interrupt their 
farming activities to find refuge in the centers of Mvolo and Yeri, putting a huge pressure on the local 
resources and making both host communities and IDPs vulnerable. Currently, only the southern 
former payams Yeri, Dari and Lessi are still suffering from regular incidents involving SPLA-IO forces, 
the rest of Greater Mvolo being under governmental control.  

However these northern payams remain exposed to violence due to incursions of cattle keepers from 
Rumbek and Yirol, often leading to killing and destruction of homes while looting of cattle and other 
resources. For this reason, cattle rearing has been abandoned by the population of Mvolo over the 
past decade in an attempt to avoid the threat of cattle raiders. Thus, in the northern payams, in 
addition to the national conflict, inter communal clashes with armed pastoralists from the 
neighbouring counties have contributed over the years to increase the movements of population 
from Bahr El Grindi, Bogori and Kokori payams to Mvolo center. 

Greater Mvolo has very limited essential services: no hospital, very few health facilities, functional 
water hand pumps and schools. 

2. OBJECTIVES OF THE ASSESSMENT 
 

The join Tdh / SI rapid assessment aimed at assessing and analysing the humanitarian needs of the 
displaced population and host community from Greater Mvolo, specially related to Food Security and 
Livelihood, WaSH, Education and Protection. Basic key information were also collected regarding the 
health and nutrition situation in order to give a more holistic analysis of the situation. 
 
The objectives were: 

 Understand the specific household level living conditions to determine the immediate 
humanitarian needs of the affected population, with a focus on FSL, WaSH, education and 
protection 

 Assess the general food availability and access by the population in the areas visited and 
local markets capacity and status 

 Assess the education services through a multi sectorial analysis of schools functioning 

 Assess the availability of water and sanitation infrastructure at community level and in public 
facilities such as schools and health facilities 

 Provide recommendations for emergency interventions in Greater Mvolo 

3. PRESENTATION OF THE 2 ORGANISATIONS CONDUCTING THE ASSESSMENT 

3.1 Terre des hommes (Tdh) 

Terre des hommes has been active in South Sudan since 2013.  

In 2014, Tdh launched a Child Protection project in the Protection of Civilians (PoC) sites in Juba 
based on community-based structured psychosocial support provided to vulnerable IDP children, on 
top of a comprehensive case management system. This project, funded in partnership with UNICEF, 
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is still in place today in PoC 3 and in PoC 1. Additional Child protection activities have also been led 
during two years in the Greater Pibor Administrative Area (GPAA)/ Boma State with the aim of 
providing psychosocial, social and economic assistance to Children formerly Associated with Armed 
Forces and Armed Groups (CAAFAG) for their reintegration and rehabilitation into/with the local 
community. 

Late 2016, following the clashes that took place in Central Equatoria, Yei River State was identified as 
zone of major humanitarian concern. In February 2017, Tdh opened a permanent base in Yei city and 
worked with the local implementing partners South Sudan Health Association (SSUHA), the Crop 
Training Centre in Yei (CTC) and the Mugwo Development Organization (MDO) to put in place an 
emergency WASH and Food Security/Livelihood project. 
Throughout the years 2017 and 2018, Tdh worked in Yei to provide: 
 clean water through rehabilitation of over 60 boreholes 
 hygiene promotion, organizing massive hygiene kits distributions and hygiene promotion 

activities;  
 provision of gardening and cereal seeds and tools to thousands of farmers, along specific 

training, in order to complement food production and support livelihoods 
 Cash-For-Work activities through road rehabilitation within the city perimeter. 

In addition, Tdh is currently implementing a school feeding program in 36 schools of Yei to prevent 
high levels of food insecurity and tackle the high rate of school drop-offs due to the lack of food 
through distributions of vegetables, fruits and fish to over 10,000 children. Finally, an integrated 
WASH/Health and Nutrition programme has been set up in Laynia county to provide an extremely 
vulnerable population with mobile and static health services. Over 30 boreholes have also been 
rehabilitated along with dozens of latrines and rain water harvesting system.  

Child protection activities are at the very core of Tdh intervention country wide and a new 
intervention to the benefit notably of the hundreds of unaccompanied and separated children and 
IDPs in Yei has been set up to provide the most vulnerable children with psychosocial support, case 
management services, foster care and community based protection services. 

3.2 Solidarités International (SI) 

Solidarités International has been one of the first International Non-Governmental Organizations to 
start implementing WASH activities in Upper Nile state (2007). Its presence has been continuous 
since then. This has contributed to build a high experience on WASH assessments, implementation 
and accountability to targeted beneficiaries. 
During the crisis of December 2013 SI became a key WASH actor for the IDPs in the PoC of Malakal. 
Since that period, SI has been implementing construction and maintenance of sanitation facilities, 
waste management and hygiene promotion interventions in what became the current PoC sector 1. 
SI has also been, and still is, the focal point on cholera preparedness and response for the entire 
Malakal PoC. 
Finally, the WaSH experience of SI has been recognized by the other partners, through its nomination 
for more than a year as WaSH Site Focal Point. 

SI EP&R program had been going on since 2012 and operated in many different settings with various 
interventions, which gave SI deep knowledge and understanding of the different problems the 
country is facing. 
In the last 3 years and until December 2016, SI EP&R project carried out more than 40 assessments in 
several areas of the country (Jonglei, Upper Nile, Lakes, Unity, Western Bahr El Gazhal, Central 
Equatoria) leading to more than 27 interventions covering live-saving WaSH and NFI activities in 
response to new displacements, increased number of IDPs in formal and informal settlements, 
flooding and water-related disease outbreaks. 
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SI has also implemented food security activities in South Sudan in 2015, piloting large-scale 
unconditional cash transfers amongst IDP's and host communities in Upper Nile State. 
In May 2018 SI South Sudan carry out projects from its coordination in Juba and from 3 bases in Raja, 
Malakal and Aburoc. 

In its strategy 2018-2019, SI has 4 pillars of intervention:  
 Address the most urgent needs of conflict, epidemic (including cholera) and natural disaster 

affected population, in the whole country, through EPR mechanism 
 Contribute to strengthening the resilience capacities of agro and agro pastoral communities 

affected by conflict and climate events in Western Bahr el Ghazal, Upper Nile, Central 
Equatoria 

 Contribute to reducing the prevalence of water borne diseases and malnutrition through 
integrated WaSH in camp (formal/informal), WaSH in health and WaSH in nutrition approaches 
in rural and urban settings in Western Bahr el Ghazal, Upper Nile, Central Equatoria. 

 Challenge common approaches to hygiene promotion and sanitation and pilot innovative 
methodologies and technologies, through research studies, and partnerships with academic 
institutions; study the impact of humanitarian interventions on cholera prevalence in Upper 
Nile.  

In this trend, in 2018, SI is carrying out a WaSH, Food Security and livelihoods integrated in Nutrition 
projects and food distribution interventions in Western Bahr El Gazhal. SI is currently carrying out 
WaSH interventions in Upper Nile state as well as cholera preparedness in Juba and response across 
the country. 

4. ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

4.1 Selection of the locations to assess 

4.1.1 Choice of Mvolo County 

Various reasons led Tdh/SI to decide to conduct a multi sector assessment in Mvolo County: 
- Alarming figures and reports from last year related to repetitive droughts, hunger and 

nutrition crisis; 
- Prediction of IPC phase 4 from February to July 20181 (the prediction was phase 3 in 2017, 

however hunger related deaths were registered2); 
- Apart from the few reports related to last year hunger crisis, Mvolo seems like a forgotten 

area, with few data available and very low humanitarian presence. The few information 
available in reports and through preliminary discussions did however show an area where 
displacements have been a common phenomenon since many years as a result of high 
security and protection concerns linked to armed clashes and, as mentioned above, food 
insecurity; 

- Current adequate security conditions for humanitarian actors to operate in most of the areas 
within Greater Mvolo. 
 

                                                           
1
 Integrated Food Security Phase Classification – The Republic of South Sudan, 2018 

2
 Mvolo Multicluster rapid assessment report_August 2017- confirmed on the field 
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Map 2: IPC classification for SSD for May-July 2018 

4.1.2 Locations visited within Greater Mvolo 

Initially the assessment team had planned to visit the 3 counties: Mvolo, Yeri and Bahr Grindi. 
However, despite the insurance from the County authorities and National Security when we arrived, 
that Yeri was safe and only the 2 payams after the river (Dari and Lessi) were not secured, there has 
been an incident on Saturday 19th May (a truck was looted and burned on the road, between Domeri 
and Yeri, supposedly by IO forces). Therefore, the movement to Yeri was cancelled. In any case, our 
vehicles got stuck multiple times in the mud on the return trip from Wowo to Bahr El Grindi due to 
heavy rains while we were in Bahr El Grindi. This led to the team having to spend the night on the 
field and lose almost 1 day of assessment. It was therefore too tight to visit another location instead 
of Yeri. Here below are the locations visited during the field assessment: 
 

County Payam Boma / village 

Mvolo Mvolo Mvolo center 
Mbadumu 
Hai Matara 
Kurubabuong 
Hai Dilabu 
Hai Korson 
Asara Wulayat 
Hai Jerusalem 

Gira Zeri 

Kila Kila 

Bahr Grindi  Bahr Grindi Bahr Grindi 

Wowo 
Makiri 

Wowo 
Bidikalou 

Table 2: Locations visited during the assessment 
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4.2 Assessment team and planning 

The assessment team was composed of: 
- Tdh Emergency Coordinator 
- Tdh Senior Field Supervisor 
- SI Watsan Supervisor 
- SI Watsan Technician 
- 11 enumerators hired in Mvolo 

The team was supported by SI Program Coordinator who prepared the data collection tools in WaSH 
but remained in Juba. 
 
The team stayed in Mvolo from 17th to 24th May 2018. The assessment schedule has been the 
following: 

 
 

4.3 Used methodology  

4.3.1 Prior to deployment: desk review and meetings with stakeholders 

Prior to deployment, a desk review allowed to gather relevant background information but only a 
few needs assessment or situation reports were available, most of them from 2017, linked to the 
food security alert by the County administration and NGOs on the ground during last summer. 

- Mvolo multi-cluster rapid assessment report, 4th August 2017 
- Solidarités International Mvolo County Rapid WaSH Assessment Report, 5th September 2017 
- NPSS Mvolo Rapid Protection Needs Assessment Report, August 2017 (confidential report) 
- A brief situation report on the hunger crisis in Mvolo and Yeri counties prepared by a local 

support group in August 2017 
- IRNA Report: Mvolo County, Western Equatoria, 26 – 27 August 2015 
- Extraction of IOM DTM round 2 data base - preliminary findings, May 2018 

 
Additional information were collected in more global documents such as: 

- Fews Net “South Sudan Livelihood Zones and Descriptions”, August 2013 
- FAO-WFP Crop and Food Security assessment report, March 2018 
- SSNBS “Population Projections for South Sudan by payam From 2015 – 2020”, April 2015 
- Weekly security reports from NGO forum 
- OCHA humanitarian bulletins 
- Etc… 

 

Preparatory 
phase 

Thursday 17th Friday 18th Saturday 19th Sunday 20th Monday 21st Tuesday 22nd Wednesday 23rd 

Juba Arrival in Mvolo Mvolo town Mvolo payam 
Mvolo payam: 
Badomu boma 

Bahr Grindi 
payam 

Wowo payam 
Mvolo payam: 6 

areas 

Desk review, 
meeting with 
NGOs and UN 
agencies in Juba, 
contacts with 
field offices, 
logistics 
arrangements, 
preparation of 
data collection 
tools 

Meeting/ 
presentation 
with county 
Administration 
(Commissioner 
and RRC) 

Meeting with 
National 
Security, KII with 
county technical 
directions and 
NGOs staff, 
selection of 
enumerators, 
start of data 
collection on 
water supply 
and other 
infrastructure 

KII, training of 
enumerators 

HH 
questionnaires, 
KII 

Meeting/ 
presentation 
with Bahr Grindi 
county 
Administration, 
KII, assessment 
in schools and 
health facilities 

KII, Focus group 
discussions, 
assessment in 
schools and 
health facilities 

HH 
questionnaires, 
KII, Focus group 
discussions, 
assessment in 
schools and 
health facilities, 
market 
assessment 

Table 3: Planning of the assessment 
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Tdh/SI met in Juba representatives from NGOs active in Mvolo and from UN agencies (NPA, CUAMM, 
WFP, OCHA) to start gathering their views on the situation and allow the organization of the 
assessment. 

4.3.2 Assessment tools and informants 

The field data collection was organized around complementary tools including some on MDC, 
inspired by IRNA3 tools and adapted to the specific context and data we aimed at collecting: 

- A multi sector household questionnaire (MDC) 
- Some key informant interview guides for different type of informants 
- 2 Focus group discussions guides: 1 for adults, 1 for children 
- An assessment guide to assess WaSH in health facilities, combining questions to HCF staff 

and observations (MDC) 
- A multi sector assessment guide specific for schools, combining questions to school staff and 

observations (MDC) 
- An infrastructure assessment guide to collect numbers and types of WaSH and community 

infrastructure (schools, HCF, market) in specific areas 
- A rapid market survey tool, combining questions to venders and observations. 

 
Here below a summary of informants met and structures assessed: 
 

HH questionnaires 132 HH (respondents: 105 females / 27 males from 18 to 65 
years old) representing 1,750 individuals. 

Key informants (without 
counting HCF and school staff of 
the facilities assessed) 

18 individuals through semi-structured interviews: 
- 8 county administration representatives: Commissioners 

and technical directions (water rural, education, agriculture 
and health) from Mvolo and Bahr El Grindi counties 

- RRC Secretary 
- 2 payam Administrators 
- 3 Boma chiefs 
- 4 NGO representatives (CUAMM, CMMB, NPA, Windle 

Trust) 
Additional people in less formal discussions. 

FGD 37 individuals: 
- 26 adults (22 women and 4 men) 
- 11 children (4 girls and 7 boys) 

HCF assessed 3 (1 PHCC, 2 PHCUs) 

Schools assessed 9 primary schools 

Markets 2 

 
Returning to Juba, additional actors which we could not meet on the ground although they have or 
have planned intervention there, were met such as Food for the Hungry, UNDP and World Relief. 

4.4 Limits to the assessment 

 The number of days planed for data collection was quite short so, added to the day “lost” 
due to vehicles issues, only a few locations were visited. The short time spent in Bahr El 
Grindi county combined with bad weather and road conditions and the fact that the 
population is very scattered in this County, resulted in all data collected there through key 
informant and only one FGD. This implies that we may lack elements to triangulate 
information and thus have a fine analysis of the situation for this county. Household 

                                                           
3
 Initial Rapid Needs Assessment: inter-agency rapid needs assessment process 
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questionnaires were done in 8 areas, but only in Mvolo boma so the quantitative data and 
analyze will not represent the situation of the whole Greater Mvolo, neither will allow to 
compare between areas. It was not possible to visit Yeri so we only have secondary data 
from key informants active in this county. 

 Although the official academic holidays were ending on May 18th, schools were still closed 
the week on the 21st and teachers were not always reachable so we could not assess as many 
schools as initially planned. The reason invoked by a couple of informants was that The 
County Administration had decided to let the schools close in order to allow people (children, 
teachers) to participate in the planting activities. 

 The real population figures are very difficult to gather: even county or payam administration 
are referring to 2008 census projections and very few actually have a clear idea of the 
current population size in their area. It means that, if not through a proper census, only 
meeting all chiefs would allow a more realistic vision of population figures, which is quite 
impossible due to 1/ locations not accessible by road and 2/ time limitations. 

5. RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT 

5.1 General situation 

Greater Mvolo appears as a territory that has been receiving very limited support from the central 
government and from other entities as there is a global lack of infrastructure and services: no 
hospital, very few health care facilities managed by unskilled health care staff, poor conditions of 
roads, very few durable constructions, poor educational services in terms of infrastructure, lack of 
educational furniture, material and teachers, lack of sanitation and safe water points, very few 
markets. In terms of communication means, Vivacel used to cover the area but since it stops 
operating, there is no phone network available apart from very limited and targeted locations where 
MTN works. 
 
Since the definition of new administrative boundaries, Bahr El Grindi has become a county but it is 
actually a very remote location with no durable construction so the county Administration has 
requisitioned the school for its offices and returnees are also accommodated in some of the former 
classrooms. The PHCU has also been transferred in that building and the school is now at the former 
PHCU (where there is no water point, nor latrine and the – empty – building is falling apart). 
 

 
Since the year 2015, dry spells have affected the crop production with a significant reduction of the 
usual production, leading to a general disruption of people’s livelihood and a hunger crisis last year 

One of the classrooms of former Bahr El Grindi 
school.©Tdh 

 

Bahr El Grindi “center”, building of the former 
school.©Tdh 
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with 74 hunger related deaths recorded at the end of July 20184. Interview with the county 
Administration during our visit stated a much higher figure of around 200 hunger related deaths but 
we could not confirm with other sources. It is however likely that the number increased between end 
of July up to the following harvesting period. 
During our assessment, food is stated by 89% of the interviewed households as one of the 3 priority 
immediate needs in their community/village, followed by access to water (62% of the respondents) 
and access to health services (47%). The lack of food is confirmed by 100% of key informants who 
highlighted that the situation will worsen over the next weeks and months until the next harvest, 
as according to them most of the population have already no or less than 2 weeks food stock. Indeed 
the HH survey conducted shows that 74% of the interviewed HH have less than 2 weeks stock food5 
at the time of the assessment. The HH survey also confirms that only 20% households meet the 
Sphere standards of 15 liters of water per person and per day. 

5.2 Logistics information 

5.2.1 Access and security 

Mvolo airport is operational. It is served by a weekly UNHAS flight (on Thursdays) via Rumbek. NGOs 
based in Mvolo do use the road Rumbek-Mvolo, which is a 2 hours drive. The access road from 
Mundri is not used for security reasons. 

Here are some details and overview per payam about movements within Greater Mvolo (not all 
visited, secondary data for most of them): 

 Mvolo: Movements within the payam are possible but road conditions to some bomas are 
challenging especially Kila. The security allows travel in the whole payam. 

 Bahr-el-Grindi: the road is practicable up to Wowo but the road Wowo-Bahr Grindi is 
completely cut from June to August as it becomes swamp. Some bomas are not accessible by 
car because there is no road. The security allows travel in the whole payam although is it 
recommended to inform the County administration and check in case some inter communal 
clashes would have occurred but those do not target humanitarian workers and Mvolo 
county Administration ensures security is good in the area. 

 Yeri has an airstrip where a chopper used to land; it is accessible from Mvolo by road 
although the road has a lot of pot holes. Bomas within this payam are accessible by car, but 
the travel is very challenging during the rainy season. The humanitarian access to Yeri is 
subject to approval from Mvolo county authorities. The road up to Yeri passed under 
government control a few months ago so access is possible and NGOs are reaching there. 
Former confirmation before each trip is needed a few days in advance and the day before 
movements to ensure no new incident has occurred. During the assessment, an incident 
happened on the road so the access was restricted. 

 Kokori: the road from Mvolo is not passable during heavy rains and transportation of 
materials would be difficult. Movements within the bomas are not possible by vehicle. The 
security allows travel in the whole payam. 

 Bogori is accessible from Mvolo by vehicle only when it the road is dry but as soon as it rains 
vehicles cannot pass. The security allows travel in the whole payam. 

 Lessi and Dari payams cannot be accessed from Mvolo, only through Mundri County. 
Security does not allow movements there as it is SPLA-IO controlled and county authorities 
do not provide access clearance. 

                                                           
4
 Mvolo Multicluster rapid assessment report_August 2017 

5
 Details in section “6. Assessment findings per sector” below 
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5.2.2 Accommodation / compound 

Only one hotel is available in Mvolo town but it has limited services in terms of water and electricity 
and no internet. The best option is to be accommodated at NPA’s compound, close to the PHCC, 
either in a room if any available or in tents that guests have to bring. Internet is available there and 
meals can be provided if planned. 

There are very limited options for compound installation although it would be easy to have a land 
allocated by the county Commissioner but probably with no constructions and no infrastructure on it 
or in poor conditions. 

5.2.3 Availability of logistics supplies and services 

- Fuel has to be brought from Rumbek, Yirol or Maridi. Only very small quantities of fuel are 
available in Mvolo by random venders in town (petrol: 600 SSP/L ; diesel: 8,000 SSP/20L). 

- There is one supplier of generator spare parts in Mvolo town. For vehicle spare parts, they 
have to be bought in Rumbek or Yirol. 

- Carpenters, electricians, plumbers and car mechanics are available. 
- The nearest bank is in Rumbek. 
- Change of USD in the black market at the time of our visit: 1 USD=270 SSP (same moment in 

Juba, 1 USD=300 SSP). 
- Communication: Vivacel used to be the phone operator in the area but since the interruption 

of service, there is no other network in almost all locations. During our visit we found 1 
specific point (2 m2 up on a chair) in Wowo where MTN had network. We have been told that 
MTN was planning to install network in Mvolo. 

5.3 Humanitarian presence 

Below are the main organizations that the assessment team has knowledge about and the activities 
they are implementing in the targeted area:  
 
Food Security and Livelihood: 

- Norwegian Peoples Aid (NPA): implements a rural development project in 2 former payams 
of Greater Mvolo (Bahr Grindi and Kokori) and in neighboring payams of Lakes State to 
promote peaceful coexistence through FSL between those payams, subject to inter 
communal clashes. Farmer groups receive agricultural support (seeds and tools) and their 
partner Mundri Relief & Development Association (MRDA) supports and works with peace 
committees in those locations for the peace building component. In the locations we visited, 
NPA supports 1 group of 10 women in Bahr Grindi and 1 group of 12 individuals in Wowo. 
The intervention also targets pastoralists in the bordering counties/payams. 

- Food for the Hungry: WFP partner for general food distribution (GFD) to around 2,000 
vulnerable households in the 7 former payams of Greater Mvolo. Initial plans for GFD are to 
cover the period from March to August with monthly distributions but first distributions 
were delayed due to logistics constraints so they were realized end of May up to beginning of 
June. In addition Food for the Hungry is funded by the FAO for seeds and fishing kits 
distributions (5,200 HH) in the same locations. 

 
Education: 

- Windle Trust: Through the EU funded IMPACT project, Windle Trust is paying incentives to 
teachers (not to all teachers but according to defined pupils teachers ratio) in almost all 
primary and ALP schools (for adult education) in Greater Mvolo. 

- World Relief funded by Unicef Education unit under a new PCA which started 1st May. No 
presence on the ground yet, we met them in Juba; activities to be started in the coming 
weeks. The intervention will include supporting 11 schools in Greater Mvolo. Main activities: 
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payment of incentive to teachers, teachers training, installing temporary learning spaces (in 4 
schools only for this activity), back to learning campaign, supporting some schools gardens, 
coaching PTAs, provision of educational material, construction of emergency latrines if 
needed in schools they will select. 

- A PCA with Unicef Education unit is under discussion with Rural Development Action Aid, a 
national organization, to support additional 15 schools but we don’t have more information 
at this point. 

 
Health and nutrition  

- Doctors with Africa - CUAMM: Health Pooled Fund partner, they support all HCF in Greater 
Mvolo for primary health care through payment of incentive to health staff, supports 
supervision and on the job training, dispatch of MoH drugs from Mvolo PHCC to all other 
HCFs and provision of stationaries, cleaning material and small basic medical supplies missing 
from MoH. 

- The Catholic Medical Mission Board (CMMB): WFP partner for nutrition, they support the 2 
PHCCs and 7 PHCUs (the 2 other PHCUs Lessi and Dari are not accessible) for integrated 
management of acute malnutrition with OTP, TSFP and PLW program. 

 
Peace building 

- NPA with MRDA: mentioned above in FSL. 
- UNDP: funding the construction of a big “Peace market” in Wowo, located between Mvolo 

and Bahr El Grindi, 15 km before B/Grindi. Along with the market place, 2 meeting rooms (1 
for women, 1 for men), 6 latrines and a space to allow venders to WaSH their products. 
UNDP informed us that this space is meant to promote peaceful interactions through 
business between the different neighboring counties in line with the wider peace building 
process in that area. It seemed also interesting to us that this would also allow the re-
launching of economic activities in a location where the assessment team found almost 
nothing to purchase. 

 
Interviewed household members were asked if there are humanitarian organizations working in the 
area or active local support groups, 73% answered “No” (64%) or “I don’t know” (9%) and 19% have 
already received support at some point, mainly in agriculture (15 HH), WaSH (14 HH), and direct food 
distribution (11 HH). Part of them received hygiene kits last year during Solidarités International 
rapid intervention following the WaSH rapid assessment done in August 2017 through their EP&R 
project, and others through Oxfam before January 2017. There is currently no WaSH and no Child 
Protection actors in Mvolo. 
 
There are no UN offices in Mvolo. 

5.4 IDPs and returnees 

In Greater Mvolo, there are 2 different types of locations when it comes to movements of 
population:  

- Host community locations which are Mvolo and Yeri payams and where resources are 
stretched out by the increase of population in those areas already prone to food shortage, 
mostly in the last years due to dry spells and low production capacity by the population; 

- The other payams, from where the population has been fleeing due to insecurity in order to 
migrate to more secure locations. Currently, Mvolo payam is the one hosting the most IDP’s, 
mainly coming from Bahr El Grindi, Bogori and Kokori. The second round of the IOM DTM 
mobility tracking which had included assessments is most areas of Greater Mvolo shows as 
well a significant number of returnees in those locations, as detailed in the table below.  
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Estimated number of IDPs Estimated number of returnees 

Former 
payams 

Number of HH 
Number of 
individuals 

Number of HH 
Number of 
individuals 

Bahr El Grindi     435 2175 

Bogori     156 786 

Dari     388 1940 

Kokori     635 3175 

Lessi     818 4090 

Mvolo 691 4250     

Yeri 142 828     

Table 4: Estimated number of IDPs and returnees per Payam in Greater Mvolo, DTM round2 preliminary findings 

 
During HH interviews done in Mvolo payam, the team interviewed 58 IDP households (44% of total 
number of HH interviewed), representing 749 individuals. 47% of them are displaced from Bahr El 
Grindi county, 41% come from other payams of Mvolo county, 2% come from Yeri county and 10% 
from locations outside Greater Mvolo (Mundri, Lakes State) or did not answer. 
 
93% of the respondents stated that the main reason for displacement was insecurity. To the 
question about their will to return to their place of origin, 67% answered “Yes” (50%) or “Yes but 
not now” (17%). Out of these households, in the chart below are showed the main challenges 
expressed by respondents for their return: 
 

 
 
47% of the IDPs who want to 
return to their place of origin, 
mentioned the lack of shelter as 
one of the main challenges for 
their return, followed by the lack 
of food and livelihood (mentioned 
by 41% of respondents) and the 
fact that they have no more family 
there (28%).  
 
 
 
 
 

 
The loss of shelter has a double cause: 1/ many people saw their home burned down from past 
attacks and 2/ as all constructions are in local material, homes fell apart by lack of maintenance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chart 1: Challenges for return expressed by IDPs who want to go back 

47% 

22% 

41% 

16% 

28% 

No shelter
there

Security
issues

No food and
livelihood

I prefer this
location

now

No more
family there

Challenges for IDPs return 
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This challenge has been strongly highlighted by Bahr El Grindi Commissioner, Wowo payam 
Administrator and Bahr El Grindi boma Chief who urged us for support in shelter and NFIs to allow 
people’s return and the repopulation/revitalization of the area. According to the Commissioner, the 
security situation has improved thanks to the peace building efforts over the past years. An 
agreement has been signed by the Commissioners of all Counties involved in inter communal clashes 
in this area and as a result, he stressed out that there has been no random killings this year, which is 
a first since many years. Indeed “only” 22% of the respondents mentioned the security issues as a 
challenge for returning. 
Along with the lack of shelter and NFIs, the other great challenge as seen in the chart above, is the 
lack of food people will experience if/when they come back. This will not be only during the current 
lean period but as well up to next year’s harvest as they are not present for the 2018 planting season 
so will not constitute any food stock for next year lean period. 

6. ASSESSMENT FINDINGS PER SECTOR 

6.1 Food Security and Livelihood 

 

Summary of the key findings: 
- 100% HH interviewed has farming as one of main sources of income 
- 63% of the interviewed HH have less than 1 week food stock at the time of the assessment 
- 86% adults interviewed mentioned the lack of food as one of their 3 main sources of stress 
- FCS: 51% HH with poor food intake 
- 86% have access to land for cultivation. 97% of them grow sorghum which takes up to 6 

months before it is harvested 
- Only 2 operational markets and continued inflation over the past 2 years  

 
 
According to all key informants met, the whole population in Greater Mvolo relies mainly on farming 
activities. The HH interviews in Mvolo town show that 100% of the respondents declared farming as 
one of their main sources of income. Other sources of income are daily work (33% of the 
respondents), livestock (32%), business/trading (30%) and fishing (27%). 
 
 
 
 
 

Destroyed/burned  houses in Bahr El Grindi, May 2018.©Tdh 
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From our interviews with key informants and the economic activities observed in the different 
locations between Mvolo and Bahr El Grindi, we understand that daily work and business activities 
are specific to Mvolo town and the figures would be much lower in more remote locations. On the 
other hand, in Bahr El Grindi county, livestock was the second livelihood mentioned along with 
fishing activities. 
 
In terms of level of expenditure, 70% declare spending less than 4,000 SSP per week for the 
household, 25% spend between 4,000 and 8,000 SSP and 5% more than 8,000 SSP. 

6.1.1 Food stock 

As mentioned earlier, the area has faced repetitive droughts over the past years which have affected 
the crop production and led to livelihood disruption and serious shortages of food. Key informants 
and HH members interviewed mentioned in addition that: 

- after the drought last year, heavy rains over the summer have destroyed most of the crops 
that were started to grow; 

- during the planting season last year, the population was already lacking food and many 
people were not able to go to the field due to sickness and/or weakness provoked by hunger. 

The combination of all those factors led to poor harvest season in 2017, reason why the food stocks 
are already so low at the time of the assessment, despite the remaining months before the next 
harvest.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Chart 2: Main sources of income for HH in Mvolo town 

 

Chart 3: Current food stocks in interviewed households 

 

How long will the current food stock last in your HH? 
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27% of the interviewed HH stated that they already have no food stock, while 36% have less than 1 
week stock and 11% have one to two weeks stock. 
 
The next harvest is still far and depending on the type of crops people plant and when they plant, the 
availability of future stock varies. Only 29% of the interviewed HH estimate that they will have food 
stock again in August or September if the production is not disrupted, while 61% estimate they will 
not have new stock before October at least (39% in October/November and 22% in 
December/January). 10% say they will not have stock this year as they could not plant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
During the HH interviews, the team asked about the stress factors for the family: 

- “What are the 3 main sources of stress for you?” => 86% mentioned the lack of food. 
- “What are the 3 main sources of stress for your children?” => 54% mentioned the lack of 

food. 

6.1.2 Food Consumption Score (FCS) 

 
The FCS is a proxy of households’ food 
access and a key indicator used to classify 
households into different groups based 
on the adequacy of the foods consumed 
in the week prior to being surveyed. It 
captures the variety and the frequency of 
food consumption, according to local 
dietary habits. 
The analysis of the household 
questionnaires results showed that 51% 
(63% host community / 27% IDPs) of 130 
interviewed HH have had a poor food 
intake the week prior the assessment, 
37% borderline and only 12% had an 
acceptable food intake. 
 
 

 

When will you have stock again? 
 

Chart 4: Period from which  interviewed HH think they will  have stock again 

 

51% 
37% 

12% 

Food Consumption Score 

Poor (≤ 21) 

Borderline (21.5
to 35)

Acceptable (>
35)

Chart 5: FCS amongst 130 interviewed HH 
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Amongst them, 53% declared they did 
not eat meat or fish during the 7 days 
prior the survey, 24% managed to eat 
fish or meat once during that week, 19% 
twice and only 4% ate meat or fish 3 days 
out of 7. What HH seemed to have mostly 
consumed is “Vegetables or leaves” with 
66% of the HH who had eaten some of 
these products 4 days or more. This is 
consistent with the 74% of interviewed 
households who declared having 
collected more wild food than usual over 
the past 7 days and key informants 
interviews and focus group discussions 
which showed that the population, during 
the current period, mainly eats wild 
leaves called Maribolo (called Nyoki or Nyamba when cooked).  Some of them sell a goat or a chicken 
from time to time to be able to buy flour. In addition, this year is a good year for lulos (wild fruits 
with oleaginous stone used to make lulo oil) so the population also relies a lot on the consumption of 
those fruits. 

6.1.3 Access to land and livestock 

Within the interviewed HH members in Mvolo town, a high majority (86%: 46% of IDPs / 54% host 
community HH) have access to land for cultivation although 9% of them say they only have garden 
size land but not enough for planting quantities allowing relevant production in terms of quantity. 
The varieties mainly cultivated are sorghum (97% of the 113 HH having access to land), followed by 
groundnuts (66%), vegetables (47%) and maize (31%). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Some households decided to plant quite early, when the first rains came in an attempt to minimize 
the lean period as the food stocks were too low or already over. However, crops have been lost due 
the lack of rain in the following weeks and farmers often don’t have other seeds to replace the lost 
production. 
 

Chart 6: Main crops cultivated by HH in Mvolo 

 

Woman collecting wild leaves, maribolo, in Mvolo town. ©Tdh 
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Most key informants complained about the quantity and the diversity of seeds distributed: no 
tomato, cassava or fruit seeds. Mangos for example come from Maridi and Mundri. Another concern 
they expressed is the lack of different type of tools such as slashers, axes and pangas to be able to 
conduct optimized farming activities. 
In terms of livestock, 52% of interviewed HH (37 IDP households / 32 host community HH) declared 
having livestock: goat, sheep and/or chicken and the situation seemed similar in Bahr El Grindi from 
the information gathered through key informant interviews and FGD. During interviews with key 
informants and in FGD, it appeared that many households sold their livestock already last year during 
the food crisis and selling animals was currently used as well to cope with the lack of food or 
livelihood. 

6.1.4 Market performance 

The assessment team only saw 2 markets in the different locations visited, both of them in Mvolo 
town: the main market and a fish market. 

- At the main market, open 7 days a week, 28 venders were selling food items at the time the 
team went there (morning hours during the week), out of which 50% were selling their own 
production. Food venders were mostly selling vegetables (12 venders) and sorghum (6 
venders). There were 3 meat venders coming from Rumbek or Yirol. The team observed that 
the market seemed quite abandoned, with poor conditions of the infrastructures and low 
economic activities. Discussions with various informants have highlighted that market 
activities seem quite low in Mvolo throughout the year. 

- The fish market is also open every day and at the time the team visited it, 3 venders were 
selling fish from Mvolo river. 

 
During the HH survey, 65% of the respondents said that they do not easily find food in the market. 
According to them, the main items missing are sorghum (for 76% of the respondents), sesame 
(simsim, for 52% of them) and groundnuts (45%). In terms of prices, all key informants and focus 
group discussion members informed that prices keep rising and most families cannot meet their 
minimum food needs. 
 
 

Prices in 20166 Prices in 20176  Prices in May 2018 

1 kg Rice  30 SSP  1 kg Rice  100 SSP  1 kg Rice  
380 
SSP 

  

1 kg Sorghum  75 SSP  1 kg Sorghum  150 SSP  1 kg Sorghum  
150 
SSP 

when 
purchased 
by 50 kg 

bag 

1 kg Sugar  100 SSP  1 kg Sugar  250 SSP  1 kg Sugar  
300 
SSP 

  

1 liter  
Cooking 
Oil  

80 SSP  1 liter  
Cooking 
Oil  

178 SSP  50 cl 
Cooking 
Oil  

240 
SSP 

  

1 kg 
Baking 
powder  

150 SSP  1 kg 
Baking 
powder  

225 SSP  
100 

grams 
Baking 
powder  

150 
SSP 

  

Table 5: Evolution of market prices in Mvolo town, 2015-2018 

 

                                                           
6
 Mvolo Multicluster rapid assessment report_August 2017 
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In more remote locations such as Bahr El Grindi  and Wowo, there are simply no market and people 
actually struggle to find food or other items to buy. From our discussions with the community and 
with key informants, it appeared that sometimes people travel to Mvolo to buy products and can sell 
some small quantities to their neighbors but most of the time the communities there have to rely on 
their own production. As mentioned above, a Peace market is under construction in Wowo but not 
functional for the moment and, considering the current low / inexistent economic activities observed 
in this location, further actions will be required to promote the functionality of this market place. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Although we would think that reliance on eating fish could partly compensate the lack of food during 
the lean period, the fishing activities are unfortunately lower at that time of the year as the main 
fishing period is from September to March. 
 

 

Wowo center, just a few shops selling only hot tea, biscuits and few other minor items. ©Tdh 
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6.2 Water, Sanitation and Hygiene 

 

Summary of the key findings: 
- Routinely, 40% of the population consume unsafe water 
- Estimated 49 587 people don’t have access to sanitation (77%7) 
- 20% interviewed households meet the Sphere standards for water quantity considering the 
average number of litres per person per day (based on 15L/pers/day) 
- Water and soap for hand washing are available in only 5% of the households 

 
Even though WaSH services in the community didn’t meet the needs before the crisis, the 
displacements have led to the deterioration of the sanitary situation. In Mvolo, sanitary risks linked 
to open defecation have increased due to displacement and concentration in the urban settings. 
With a latent but continued afflux of IDPs in Mvolo town, sanitary conditions have been deteriorating 
in a context where diarrheas, malaria, skin diseases and typhoid are common diseases. With a fragile 
water supply situation before the crisis, it becomes more and more difficult to manage the existing 
infrastructures. The absence of spare parts for hand pumps and unavailability of soap in Mvolo stores 
are other consequences of the destabilization of the market. Water supply is one of the top 3 
priorities for 62% (82/132) of the interviewees and the gaps are huge. 

6.2.1 Access to water 

Having an exact picture of available water for the population is subjective in such context. We have 
opted to triangulate information thanks to:  
 Observation and questions about the quantity of water collected: when we compare the 

quantity of water collected the day before with the HH size, we find an average of 10 liters per 
person per day. On the total number of HH interviewed, only 20% have more than 15L per 
person per day (26 out of 132 HH). The limit of this method is that the estimated quantity 
collected the day before the interview could be used for several days. 

 Interviews on whether or not the community members declare having enough water (which 
should be close to 15 liters in this context): 48% of the households would meet the standards 
with this method. 

 Through a simple comparison between general population figures and infrastructures, we can 
estimate that 54% of the population meets the standards in terms of quantity (see the table 
below). The first limit of this estimation is the accuracy of the population number available, 
based on projections from the 2005 census. Another limit is that this estimation is based on the 
water points and not on surface water, even though river and stream water are part of the main 
sources of water for the communities. 

From the triangulation of the available information, 20% (26 out of 132) of the household having 
access to 15 liters per person and per day seems to be more accurate with the limitations that we 
know and considering other data mentioned below such as distance or storage capacity. The main 
reasons for not having enough water are either the distance, the absence of water point or the non-
functionality of the water point.  
 

County - Payam Population Boma # of water points 
# water point to 

be repaired 
% population 
with 15 L/ day 

Mvolo - Mvolo 13782 

Mvolo 27 11 

94% Domeri 9 0 

Kila 3 2 

Mvolo - Kokori 6826 Kokori centre 3 3 29% 

                                                           
7
 Based on 23% interviewed HH having access to household latrine 
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Dulo 2 2 

Kulu 4 2 

Kombi 4 3 

Lamu 2 1 

Mvolo - Bogori 6633 

Bogori centre 3 1 

53% Gira 5 2 

Kpwerkudu 4 2 

Sub-total Mvolo 40829   84 32 59% 

 
     

County - Payam Population Boma # of water points 
# water point to 

be repaired 
% population 
with 15 L/ day 

Yeri  - center 13588 

Yeri 9 3 

55% Degereng 4 - 

Meywe 5 - 

Sub-total Yeri 13588   18 3 55% 

 
     

County - Payam Population Boma # of water points 
# water point to 

be repaired 
% population 
with 15 L/ day 

Bahr El Grindi - 
Center  

11270 

- 5 3 

44% 

Bahr El Grindi - 
Makiri  

- 4 2 

Bahr El Grindi - 
Wowo  

- 5 2 

Bahr El Grindi - 
Leibolo  

- 4 2 

Bahr El Grindi - 
Dimere  

- 4 3 

Sub-total Bahr El 
Grindi county 

11270   22 12 44% 

 
     Total assessment 

area 
52099   106 42 54% 

NB: are not included the data for Dari (6,504 inhabitants) and Lessi (5,796 inhabitants) where access was not possible. 
Table 6: Water supply infrastructures in the communities 

 
Even though the ratio of hand pumps to be repaired is important (40%), a maintenance system exists 
in Mvolo. The government repairers work across Mvolo and Bahr El Grindi counties (no information 
about Yeri) to repair hand pumps in exchange of 10,000 SSP including manpower, materiel and 
transportation. Spare parts are usually available in Mvolo by a hardware dealer. However, the crisis 
seems to have affected the supply in spare parts. Water committees are not functional anymore and 
the disruption of livelihoods for the community makes it difficult to gather the money to repair hand 
pumps. Government is willing to reactivate or set-up water management committees to help in the 
maintenance of public water points. 
In Bahr El Grindi, spare parts are lacking. This county is recent and the maintenance system is still 
stammering and relying entirely on Mvolo. 
 
68% of the interviewed population meets the standard of 30 minutes maximum for water chore in 
rainy season, whereas only 42% spend less than 30 minutes in dry season. In dry season, 29% of the 
respondents spend more than an hour for water chore. More than being a strict WaSH indicator, 
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when it comes to compare this data with the 36% of interviewees (42 out of 116) who reported 
having felt at danger when collecting water, including 76% being women, we understand the 
importance to have water points closer to the communities. SPHERE standards recommend less than 
500 meters and less than 30 minutes. 
 
1 person out of 4 in the assessed population get its water from river, steam, swamp/ stagnant 
water or unprotected shallow well ; 75% of the interviewees get their water mainly from hand 
pump. We estimate that 16,099 persons (25%) use river or stagnant water as main source of water 
supply. 
 

 

Chart 7: Repartition of main sources of water supply 

 

Moreover, 15% (20 out of 132) of interviewed households declared having used an unsafe source of 
drinking water as secondary source in the last 7 days. So if we cumulate the 2 data (25% using unsafe 
water as primary source and 15% as secondary source), it appears that routinely, 40% of the 
population consume unsafe water. In the sample interviewed, 14% (19 out of 132) households get 
their water from a river when 1% gets its water from swamp/ stagnant water. 30% (39 out of 132) of 
the households interviewed said they used a different source for drinking water than water for 
washing or cooking in the last 7 days, which shows that the population is sensitive to water quality 
and choose easily to fetch water from unsafe source for non-drinking purposes. 
When only 10% (14 out of 132) of the population treats punctually its water, the techniques used are 
boiling, filter cloth filtration and three pot system, with several combinations possible, the most 
common way being by boiling (8 HH out of 14). If we consider that boiling is the most efficient 
treatment technique among the practices mentioned, we can then consider that only 6% (8/132) use 
a treatment which makes their drinking water safe. 
 

Hand pump; 
75% 

Rain water; 1% 

River or 
stream; 23% 

Swamp/stagna
nt water; 1% 

Unprotected 
shallow well; 

1% 
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Chart 8: Repartition of water treatment techniques 

 
For water collection, 67% have at least 2 x 20 L for storage which actually seems few for a household 
of 14 people8. Moreover, 70% have only 2 containers for the household. The assessment team also 
observed that households have dirty containers in 15% of the cases, factor which adds another risk in 
terms of water quality that may severely impact health in the community. 

6.2.2 Sanitation 

The most common practice in the area is open defecation. The household survey shows that 40% of 
interviewees practice open defecation in Mvolo town, which is already high for an urban context 
and an estimation of 90% of the population practice open defecation in more rural areas. In the 
households surveyed, which live in urban context, only 23% have access household latrine and 33% 
have access to community latrines. Even within the households having access to sanitation, 3% of 
them still practice open defecation. Out of the people who answered they were not using available 
latrines, the main reasons are the lack of security, lack of privacy, too dirty or too far. This is 
consistent with the team’s observations of 50 latrines out of which 54% (26 out of 50) were dirty, 
needed repairs and/or were not functional. 
 
One key factor is the number of people per stance: in most cases in this survey, 1 stance of latrine is 
used for 20 to 50 people, and even up to 100 people in some cases. Even if this data is indicative, 
considering that the average household size in the HH assessed is 14 people, we understand that this 
ratio reflects an emergency situation. The sanitation before the crisis was already very poor and the 
afflux of IDPs (44% of the population in our HH survey) has therefore severely impacted sanitation 
and hygiene services in Mvolo town. Open defecation is common practice and the increasing density 
of the population has worsened the situation. As mentioned above, latrines are mostly used by 20 to 
50 or even up to 100 people, and only 15% (8 out of 53) have separated latrine for males and 
females, which might strongly affect security and intimacy, especially for women and girls. 

                                                           
8
 Average much higher than the national standard in our survey as it is common that several HH from the same 

family live in the same “compound” sharing facilities such as kitchen or latrine. 
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Chart 9: Access to sanitation per system  

 

6.2.3 Hygiene 

Considering that the 5 key moments for hand washing are after going to toilets, before preparing 
food, before eating, before breast feeding and after cleaning baby’s feces, 36% (47 out of 132 
households) of the sample can identify at least 3 critical times for handwashing. The three more 
common answers are: after going to toilets, after preparing food and before eating. However, the 
two answers that are the less cited are in link with babies: before breast feeding and after cleaning 
baby’s feces, even though 79% (105 out of 132) of the interviewees are women. Therefore, there is a 
real need of key messaging on these topics, specifically towards pregnant women and with children 
under 5.  
Also, even though the knowledge exists about handwashing, washing with soap and water, which is 
the most efficient can rarely be done. Only 5% (7 out of 132) of the households have water and 
soap available. Washing its hands only with water is actually the most common practice. 61% (80 out 
of 132) of the households use this method. The use of ash is also pretty common in the population 
assessed. By triangulation, these data are consistent with the 14% households where soap has been 
observed. 86% HH (113 out of 132) didn’t have soap and we noticed that 22% (29 out of 132) of the 
households neither had soap nor water. Availability of soap is therefore a main need identified 
though this assessment. 
 
 

 

Chart 10: Most common answers for each key time for handwashing 

 
About environmental hygiene, the main risk identified is the important number of households that 
throw garbage on the ground (36%). However, landfilling in a pit (33%) and burning (30%) are 
common practices. Using organic wastes for gardening is a solution for 1% of interviewed HH. 
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6.2.4 IDPs versus host communities and WaSH services 

When we compare WaSH services between host communities and IDPs in the HH survey, some 
differences are noticed. For instance, containers availability at household level for host communities 
(57.5 liters) is superior than for IDPs (39 liters). A way to understand could be the displacement itself 
as it would make sense that IDPs have less equipment than people that haven’t been displaced. 
However, there is an important other difference that is not explained at this point: the main water 
supply is at risk (means water does not come from a protected water point) for 40% of IDPs versus 
12% for host communities. Its explanation would have to be puzzled out during a posterior phase. 

6.3 Education 

 

Summary of the key findings: 
- 58 functional schools in Greater Mvolo, including 27 from the government 
- 36 schools do not have proper classrooms 
- Main concerns are unskilled teachers, lack of teachers, lack of educative material and poor 

conditions of infrastructures 
- Almost no school provide school meals 
- 39 schools with no access to sanitation  
- 22 schools with no access to water 
- 90% of the students hadn’t had any hygiene promotion in the past year 

 
 
Information on number of schools varies as per the interlocutor but it seems that there are currently 
63 schools in Greater Mvolo, out of which 5 are not functioning (all in Yeri County). Out of these 63 
schools, 27 are government schools and only 2 are secondary schools, 1 in Mvolo and 1 in Yeri. 8 
schools in total are for adult education (Accelerated Learning Program). 
 

County Payam 
number of 

schools 
Operational 

Not 
functioning 

Government 
schools 

Mvolo 

Mvolo 14 14   5 

Bogori 7 7   2 

Kokori 10 10   6 

Bahr El 
Grindi 

all 12 12   3 

Yeri 

Yeri 14 13 1 8 

Dari 3   3 1 

Lessi 3  2 1 2 

TOTAL 63 58 5 27 

Table 7: Repartition of schools per county and former payam 
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Classroom in Talafari primary school, Kurubabuong.©Tdh 

 

 
Out of the functioning schools, 36 do not 
actually have proper classrooms. Classes are 
provided under the tree or under temporary 
structures. Even when schools do have some 
classrooms, many of them do not have enough 
for the number of children so some classes are 
done outside as well. 
Schools we visited usually did not have any 
furniture and children attend class on the floor 
or on improvised benches. School teachers 
informed the team that the government only 
build classrooms but do not provide furniture 
which are let to the community’s responsibility. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In terms of the number of students per school, it varies between 71 and 625 and the number of 
classrooms between 0 and 8 (ref. annex 2 for more details). 
Out of the 22 functional schools that do have classrooms, the comparison between the number of 
classrooms and the number of pupils gives an average of 70 students per classroom, which indicates 
that some classes have to be done outdoor. 
 
Tdh/SI assessed 9 primary schools (7 in Mvolo County and 2 in Bahr El Grindi County) through 
observations and interview with a teacher or head teacher. 
According to them, the main factors limiting the delivery of appropriate education services are: 

- Unskilled teachers => mentioned by 5 schools out of 9 
- Lack of educative material => mentioned by 4 schools 
- Poor conditions of the infrastructure => mentioned by 3 schools 

Those are the first 3 reasons mentioned as well by the other key informants: County Education 
Director and Commissioners and NGO staff working in education. 
The other reasons mentioned were the fact that no food was provided to children, the lack of 
teachers and the security in the area (by one teacher). 
 
As far as the parents are concerned, the lack of teachers is the aspect to improve mostly cited (64%) 
by the respondents who believe education services should be improved, followed by the lack of 

Kila primary school, Mvolo county.©Tdh 

 



 

 
  

Tdh / SI – Multi sector Rapid Needs Assessment Report – Mvolo – South Sudan – May 2018 
Page|29

 

educational material (62%), the poor conditions of the infrastructures (44%), unskilled teachers (34%) 
and the fact that no food is provided (29%). 
 
Key informants informed the team that no school is providing lunch to children. From the HH survey, 
it appears that at least one school does provide meals in Mvolo town as 15% of the respondents, all 
located close to Mvolo center, indicated that their children were eating at school. Amongst the 9 
schools assessed by Tdh/SI, none of them do provide food and all school staff interviewed indicated 
that the main reason for not providing meals at school is the lack of financial means to buy food. In 
addition, we observed that none of them have cooking facilities. The assessment team was 
confirmed that 6 schools out of 9 have space to grow vegetables or even grains or tubers and some 
of them already do so. Mvolo County Director for agriculture estimates that around 50% of schools 
do cultivate. However school meals are not provided even during the period of the year when crop 
productions are harvested which indicates that the lack of food is not the only reason for not 
providing lunch, but probably as well the lack of kitchen and financial resources to hire staff for the 
food preparation. 
 
During our interviews with County administration, school teachers, nutrition, health and education 
NGO staff, all indicated that the provision of school meals would be a big step in improving the 
general conditions of the population in the area. The main reasons expressed were the following: 

 In light of the general lack of food in Greater Mvolo, providing school meals would ensure 
children can eat at least once a day, reducing food insecurity in the area and contributing to 
the good development of the child; 

 It would motivate children and parents for children’s attendance to school and would avoid 
some drop out; 

 Children not suffering from hunger would be more concentrated on learning. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 WaSH in School  
In the assessed areas, 8,791 students don’t have access to water once at school. Among the total 
number of functional schools in Greater Mvolo, 59% do not have a water point (34 schools out of 58). 
During the multi sector assessment in 9 schools, Tdh/SI found out that 8 of these schools encounter a 
shortage of water routinely in the year and 7 have a shortage of water even routinely during the day.  
Moreover, 53% of the students have access to a water source within 5 minutes, but 25% need more 
than 30 min to fetch water. 
Also, even though 7 out of 9 schools assessed have a water that looks clear, 4 out the 9 schools have 
their students who go to alternatives sources of water that are not safe, either unprotected dug well, 

Land for school gardening in SDA primary school, Mvolo 
town. ©Tdh 

 

Possible land for school gardening in Talafari primary 
school in Kurubabuong, Mvolo town. ©Tdh 
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or surface water (river/ dam/ lake/ pond), and none of the schools have a treatment system set up. 
In the 9 schools that was assessed, the interviewees did not have an idea about when the last water 
quality analysis was conducted. This is a crucial point, especially when there is a risk of contamination 
from latrine that are within 30 meters of the water point (Wowo school for example).  
 

County Payam 
number 

of schools 
Operational 

# water 
points 

% schools 
with water 

points  

# blocks 
of latrines 

% schools 
with 

sanitation  

Mvolo 

Mvolo 14 14 8 57% 5 36% 

Bogori 7 7 3 43% 1 14% 

Kokori 10 10 4 40% 3 30% 

Bahr El Grindi all 12 12 3 25% 1 8% 

Yeri 

Yeri 14 13 5 36% 5 38% 

Dari 3   no data no data no data no data 

Lessi 3 2 1 33% 1 50% 

TOTAL 63 58 24 38% 15 26% 

Table 8: Water supply and sanitation infrastructures in schools per former payam 

 

Only 38% of the schools propose sanitation for their students and employees. This is worse in Bahr 
El Grindi where only 26% of the schools have sanitation. For 13,580 students, there are only 14 
blocks of latrines available when we should have about 271 stances to meet standards, which 
represent 54 blocks of 5 stance latrines. Since this huge gap in terms of sanitation, 10,984 students 
and school staff go for open defecation, and only for the two main localities, respectively 3,167 
students go for open defecation in Mvolo and 2,547 in Bahr El Grindi. One of the impact of the lack of 
latrines is the lack of cleanliness and the smell in the existing ones, which doesn’t encourage the user 
and decrease even the number of users, who will therefore choose to go for open defecation. In the 
schools visited, none of the latrines had flies and other insects controlled. An important need of 
increasing quantity of latrines and improving design and hygiene around sanitation is noticed in the 
schools. 
From our detailed survey in 9 schools, when there are latrines, we count 46 to 268 students per 
stance and there are no stance specific for personal, neither are they accessible for people with 
disabilities. Moreover, when they exist, latrines are often placed more than 30 meters from the 
premises. Open defecation is therefore visible in most of the cases. In addition, mention was made in 
a FGD with women that some girls do not go to school during their period as they don’t have 
appropriate hygiene kit nor sanitation infrastructure with intimacy and security. 
 
Regarding hygiene, in the visited schools, none had anal cleansing material, neither soap nor water 
for handwashing. The assessment team has never observed a handwashing station. However, 
surfaces and floors are cleaned after 3 to 7 days in most of the cases. Most of the schools include 
hygiene promotion in their programs and children participate to maintain hygiene in most of them.  
About a third of the schools were not free of trash on the ground and only one school assessed had 
containers with lids and a kit for waste transportation. 
Out of this assessment, the main behavior at risk in terms of hygiene remains the lack of 
handwashing. The needs expressed by interviewed school staff to face these risks are, per order of 
importance: set up of hand washing facilities, set up of faecal waste management, increasing 
hygiene promotion, set up waste management facilities (secured pit), distribution of menstrual kits 
to girls and massive soap distribution. 
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Chart 11: Main behaviours at risk 

 

6.4 Health and Nutrition 

 

Summary of the key findings: 
- 47% of interviewed HH mentioned access to health services as one of their priority needs 
- 6 HCFs are not permanent structures 
- Lack of water supply in health centers 
- 6 HCFs do not have sanitation 
- 9,95% of acutely malnourished based on MUAC in Greater Mvolo 
- Highest ratios of malnourished children compared to the number of children screened in 

each payam are found in Mvolo (11%) and in Bogori (15%) 

 

6.4.1 Health 

There are 11 health facilities in all Greater Mvolo: 2 PHCCs (in Mvolo and Yeri) and 9 PHCUs. Mvolo 
county Health Director informed us that the government has a plan to upgrade Mvolo PHCC to 
hospital but no timeframe is defined. 
 
All key informants (Health facility staff, Mvolo County Health Director and CUAMM coordinator) 
informed us that the most common diseases are malaria, diarrhea and skin diseases. Various 
informants also mentioned the nodding disease (similar to epilepsy) as a common condition, typhoid 
fever and respiratory infections. 
As previously mentioned, access to health services is the third most cited priority immediate needs 
by the interviewed HH members (47% of them listed health in their top 3 priorities). 
 
In terms of availability of health services though, the majority of the respondents (67%) do consider 
they have access to health structure in the area. However, the HH survey was conducted in Mvolo 
town where there is a PHCC so it is not representative of the whole area.  
The main common issue mentioned by all key informants and community members is the lack of 
skilled health personal, leading to a poor quality of medical assistance. According to the health 
partner on the ground, even very common conditions are often not properly treated: not the right 
prescription in terms of type of medicine or in terms of dosage or quantity, wrong diagnosis, etc. This 
can be partly explained by the fact that there a very few high level medical staff (only 1 clinical officer 
– in Yeri PHCC, not even in Mvolo – , 3 nurses and 2 midwives in the whole county), the limited 
number of health care staff in general in the facilities and the high needs for training and supervision 
by skilled personal. 
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Other factors limiting the delivery of appropriate health services are: 
 the poor conditions of the infrastructures themselves (6 PHCU buildings are made in local 

material so during rainy season, they often collapse); 
 the lack of some basic medical supplies (ex: strapping, Iodocortisone, local anaesthesia…) 

that are not provided by the MoH; 
 the access to HCFs due to bad conditions of the roads; 
 movements of population which limit proper follow up of the patients. 

 A major concern is also the fact that basic vaccination is not conducted (for Polio, tuberculosis, 
measles, pentavalent (tetanus, whooping cough, …) because vaccines, available in Yambio, do not 
reach Mvolo. Sometimes vaccination campaigns are conducted but it lacks efficiency if there is no 
routine vaccination. 
 
WaSH in health  
During this assessment, our team visited 3 HCFs: Mvolo PHCC, Lali (Wowo) PHCU and Bahr El Grindi 
PHCU. Only Mvolo PHCC had water supply on the premises and 2 of them had sanitation. In all 3 
facilities, there is no incinerator and wastes are either burned or left on the ground. 
 
  # outpatient 

consultation the 
last month 

# employees water supply Sanitation 
system 

Handwashing system 

PHCU Bahr El 
Grindi 

135 4 Borehole but not 
functional 

Yes No 

Lali PHCU 
(Wowo) 

202 8 Borehole but not 
functional 

No Yes 
 

Mvolo PHCC 505 17 Piped supply inside the 
facility 

Yes Yes 

Total 842 29    

 

The team was informed by CUAMM and County Health Director that 5 of the 9 PHCUs in Greater 
Mvolo do not offer sanitation facilities (Wowo, Domeri, Kombi, Bogori and Gira9). 

6.4.2 Nutrition 

During the last general MUAC screening realized by CMMB at the end of March 2018, 11,253 children 
from 6 to 59 months were screened within the areas of attendance of the 9 HCFs supported by 
CMMB for nutrition activities. 165 children were found with severe acute malnutrition (SAM) and 
956 children with moderate acute malnutrition (MAM), which represents a total of 9,95% of acutely 
malnourished based on MUAC (617 girls and 504 boys). 

If we analyze the GAM rate per former payam, the highest ratios of malnourished children compared 
to the number of children screened in each payam are found in Mvolo (11%) and in Bogori (15%) as 
shown is the chart below: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
9
 In Bahr El Grindi, the PHCU facilities did not have latrines until transfer to the school infrastructure ; the 

former PHCU facility is currently the school. 
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If the ratios are not above emergency levels, they are to be combined with aggravating factors 
related to the period of the year: 

- The survey was done end of March when more HH still had food stock. Food stock are now 
very low or over and there are still many months to go before the next harvest; 

- With the rainy season, the population is more prone to communicable diseases such as 
malaria or water borne diseases, influencing the nutrition condition in particular of young 
children and PLW; 

- Low fishing activities. 

It is therefore likely that the nutrition situation will continue deteriorating in the coming months. 
 

6.5 Protection 

 

Summary of the key findings: 
- 92% of interviewed IDPs living in Mvolo town left their home land due to insecurity 
- 42% of respondents mentioned “at home” as one of the locations where risks are higher 

for children in their village 
- 36% of the interviewed HH estimate women and girls are exposed to violence due to their 

gender 
- No mental health support in the 2 counties visited and no child friendly spaces 

 

6.5.1 General protection 

The main protection concerns reported by key informants 
and in FGD are inter communal violence and rape (of 
females) perpetrated by cattle raiders from neighboring 
counties. People locate the beginning of this phenomenon 
mainly from 2006, although it seemed it was happening 
long before but minimized by the wider conflict until the 
signature of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement in 2005. 
 

Chart 12: Data analysis of CMMB mass screening report, Apr.2018: SAM and 
MAM rates per former payam 

 

 

Our main fear is to be attacked by 

our neighbours – A woman during 

FGD in Wowo, Bahr El Grindi county. 
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When the population is asked about the impacts of these armed groups incursions within their 
community, the most commonly cited are the destruction of houses, looting of resources, forced 
displacements and restriction of movements. Although there is no mention by the respondents of 
psychological distress linked to this question, when asked about main stress factors for adults in the 
family, the ongoing conflict is cited by 30% of the respondents, and 40% mention that fear of 
attacks is a stress factor for their children. 
Community protection mechanisms cited by family members or community leaders in Bahr El Grindi 
County can be to gather youth, brief them and have them patrol and the fact that parents or other 
family members would accompany children to school. 
 
Bahr El Grindi county Commissioner, as well as Wowo payam Administrator however mentioned that 
the situation had improved and that there had been no random killing this year. At the time of the 
assessment, informants stated that cattle keepers were staying on the other side of El Grindi river 
and they were worried about crossing towards their land but did not mention any major clashes in 
the recent past. 
In March 2017, a peace building conference organized by UNMISS was held in Mvolo to find ways of 
ending the inter-communal conflict in the region. It brought together seven State governors from 
Terekeka, Rumbek, Northern Bahr-el-Ghazal and Amadi. As mentioned above in section “5.4 IDPs and 
returnees” a peace agreement was signed by county Commissioners of locations involved in inter 
communal clashes in order to seal a common will to end those practices and coordinate efforts. The 
UNDP funded construction of a “Peace market” in Wowo is also aiming at supporting these efforts by 
promoting peaceful interactions through business. The market will be handed over to the community 
next month but unfortunately there is for now no plans of further intervention to ensure the 
functionality of this market. 
 
During the assessment, the team did not encounter any mention of mental health support. When 
adult face problems, they mentioned the community leaders as main resources and children refer to 
parents or teachers. 

6.5.2 Child Protection 

The main child protection concerns mentioned by (few) informants are child labor, early marriage 
and early pregnancy. There was no mention of any child protection intervention in the area but 
education stakeholders believe it would be needed to favor the good development of the child. To 
the question “Can you think of any measures or support that could help reduce psychological distress 
or risks children may face?”, 8 of the 9 school staff interviewed answered “awareness raising to 
community on child protection concerns”. 
 
In Mvolo town, 57% of interviewed HH members indicated that there was a safe space in the area 
where children can attend recreational activities. Key informants in other locations however 
indicated there were none and Tdh/SI did not see any, apart from a community center in an area 
near Mvolo center. 

 
According to interviewed HH members, the 
locations where risks are higher for children 
are at home (mentioned by 42% of the 
respondents), on the way to school (35% 
cited this location), at school and on the way 
to the market (mentioned each by 21% of the 
respondents). 
 

 

 

Chart 13: Locations of highest risks for children  
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6.5.3 Women’s protection and GBV 

In HH interviews, it appears that 36% of the respondents estimate women and girls are exposed to 
violence due to their gender, 19% do not know and 45% believe they are not particularly exposed.  
Out of those 36%, a vast majority locate the risks of violence at home (63%). 
During focus group discussions with women, mainly older women dared indicating that at least now 
that they are old and their husband has passed away, they are free and don’t get beaten anymore. 
We have observed that domestic violence does not appear to most respondents as a protection 
concern and seems culturally accepted which make it difficult to gather reliable information on the 
matter. 
Although rape is mentioned as a protection risk in the area, it has been associated by informants 
(mostly men) to armed pastoralists, not to community members but this aspect would require as 
well to be looked at more in depth as it was mentioned by a female key informant as a protection 
concern for women even in locations not prone to cattle raiders, but very few cases of rape are 
actually reported. 
 
As mentioned in the WaSH part above, latrines are mostly used by 20 to 50 or even up to 100 people, 
but only 15% of the households have separate latrines between males and females (8 out of 53), 
which can create potential protection risks for women and girls. 
3 out of 5 schools that have sanitation that are designated for women and girls and provide facilities 
to manage menstrual hygiene needs, but none of the latrines have locks on the doors. 

6.6 Shelter and Non-food items 

 

Summary of key findings: 
- In Mvolo town, 47% of the IDPs who want to return to their place of origin, mention the 

lack of shelter as one of the main challenges for their return 
- Needs for shelter is stressed out by 100% of informants in Bahr El Grindi county 
- Lack of NFIs highlighted by 100% of key informants in Mvolo and Bahr El Grindi 
- Main NFIs requested are jerricans, cooking items, hygiene items, mosquito nets, clothing 

and blankets 

 

6.6.1 Shelter 

In terms of shelter the most obvious needs are observed in Bahr El Grindi county, in relation with 
returnees who do not have any homes to live in when they go back to their location of origin, as 
explained in section “5.4 IDPs and returnees”. Returnees are living in relatives’ house, under 
improvised shelter or in communal structures. The new Commissioner himself was sleeping in a tent 
near the County administration and said various returnees were accommodated with his household. 
In Mvolo town, during the HH survey, shelter was mentioned as one the 3 main priorities by 11% of 
the respondents. 

6.6.2 Non-Food items 

Needs for NFIs is high is all locations visited. Although only 36% of the interviewed HH in Mvolo 
mentioned the NFIs as one of their 3 priority needs, the need for NFIs is highlighted by 100% of key 
informants met and in all focus group discussions. For the people who mentioned NFIs as a priority 
need during the HH survey, the main items cited were cooking items (77%), clothing (75%), hygiene 
items (54%) and mosquito nets (46%). In FGD and though KII10, the most cited items are jerricans 
(mentioned by all key informants and in FGD), cooking items, soap, mosquito nets and blankets. 
Tents were also mentioned as an emergency support needed in Bahr El Grindi county in relation to 
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 Key Informant Interview 
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the shelter issue. During a focus group discussion with women in Wowo, ladies mentioned that 
sometimes girls were not going to school when having their period due to the lack of protection 
pads. 

7. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEEDS-BASED INTERVENTIONS 
 

Emergency actions Medium to long-term actions 

FOOD SECURITY AND LIVELIHOOD 

- Immediate direct food distribution 

- Increase the quantity and diversity of seeds 

distributed 

- Seeds and tools distribution to more HH 

- Distribution of different type of tools to 

improve productivity (for security 

considerations, distribution to farmer groups 

rather than to individuals for some tools like 

slashers or pangas, in order to limit the number 

distributed) 

- Re-stocking of livestock (goat, sheep and 

poultry) 

 

 

 

 

- Distribution of fishing kits for the next fishing 

season (September) 

- Improvement of the fishing system 

- support to gardening 

- Distribution of seeds and tools for 2019 

planting season (if possible through fairs to 

support local economy) 

- Awareness and training to farmers to diversify 

their production in order to 1/ increase 

nutritional diversity and 2/ diversify harvesting 

times 

- Support conservation, transformation and 

commercialization of the production 

- Food for work 

- support to diversification of livelihood and 

economic development 

- Support revitalization of economic activities in 

Bahr El Grindi county 

 

WATER, SANITATION AND HYGIENE 

- Massive boreholes repairs  

- Emergency support to Mvolo spare parts store. 

- Massive distribution of PURR11 and training 

A focus on targeting schools  

- Construction of water points accessible for 

people with disabilities  

- reinforce network of repairers 

A focus on targeting schools and on protection 

and accessibility of facilities 

- Distribution of slabs and digging tools + 

Cash/food for digging latrines 

A focus on targeting schools 

- Construction of community latrines accessible 

for people with disabilities. 

- Support for households latrines construction 

A focus on targeting schools and on protection 

of facilities 

- Massive hygiene promotion  

- Massive training in safer open air defecation  

- Massive cholera sensitization  

- Massive container cleansing 

- Massive distribution / support with soap 

- Child to parents hygiene promotion 

- Scholar brigades  
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 Water purification tablets 
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- Sensitization around menstrual hygiene 

A focus on targeting schools 

EDUCATION 

- Provision of educative material 
- Construction of temporary learning spaces 
- Construction or rehabilitation of WaSH 

facilities in the schools 
- Hygiene promotion and distribution of soap 

- Training to teachers and training to Inspector 
and payam supervisors 

- Construction of learning spaces 
- School feeding to pupils/students, including 

construction of cooking facilities 
- School gardening 
- Provision of furniture 
- Set up of waste management facilities 

 

PROTECTION 

 - Awareness raising to community and 
mainstreaming on GBV, domestic violence and 
Child protection 

- Reinforce referral pathways to enable 
reporting of protection concerns and train 
relevant authorities/stakeholders on handling 
cases 

- Support peace building efforts in Bahr El 
Grindi, Kokori and Bogori 

 

SHELTER AND NON-FOOD ITEMS 

- Distribution of emergency shelters (tents) in 
Bahr El Grindi, Kokori and Bogori 

- Distribution of NFIs 
 

- Support re-construction of shelters in Bahr El 
Grindi, Kokori and Bogori 

- NFI fairs to support local economy 

 

8. ANNEXES 

Annex 1: Map of Western Equatoria (source: UNOCHA) 
Annex 2: List of schools in Greater Mvolo 



ANNEX 1  

 



ANNEXE 2  May 2018  

 

LIST OF SCHOOLS IN GREATER MVOLO
12
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 Sources: compilation of Windle Trust and World Relief information 

# School Name Payam Type Type 2
Classroo

ms

Water 

point

Pit 

latrines

Boys Girls Total Male Female Total

1 Minikolome Mvolo Primary Community 132 85 217 6 1 7 2 Yes No

2 Talafari Mvolo Primary Church 215 185 400 11 1 12 4 No No

3 Dobo memorial Mvolo Primary Community 272 117 389 8 4 12 0 No No

4 Mvolo Centre Mvolo Primary Government 264 141 405 9 1 10 4 Yes No

5 SDA Mvolo Mvolo Primary Church 234 120 354 11 1 12 8 Yes Yes

6 Dotiraba Mvolo Primary Government 315 43 358 9 0 9 4 Yes Yes

7 Daa-Dokolu Mvolo Primary Community 175 195 370 8 0 8 0 Yes Yes

8 Mvolo Pre-school Mvolo Pre-school Community 63 70 133 2 1 3 0 No yes

9 Domeri Mvolo Primary Government 241 132 373 7 1 8 6 Yes yes

10 Bulolo Mvolo Primary Community 74 50 124 4 0 4 0 yes No

11 Ti'boro Mvolo Primary Community 229 131 360 6 0 6 0 No No

12 Kila Mvolo Primary Government 200 130 330 7 7 14 0 No No

13 Motherland Mvolo Primary Community 333 292 625 11 1 12 0 No No

14 Mvolo Secondary Mvolo Secondary Government 163 67 230 10 0 10 4 Yes No

15 Bogori CGS Bogori Primary Community 0 71 71 3 0 3 0 No No

16 Dokuri-mbere Bogori Primary Community 70 62 132 3 1 4 0 No No

17 Kperikudu Bogori Primary Community 120 77 197 6 1 7 0 Yes No

18 Gira Bogori Primary Government 100 119 219 7 2 9 4 Yes No

19 Kperikudu BALP Bogori Adult Community 63 67 130 2 1 3 0 No No

20 Bogori Bogori Primary Government 110 127 237 8 1 9 8 Yes Yes

21 Mulutu Bogori Primary Community 84 66 150 3 1 4 0 No No

22 Donyikongi Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 87 37 124 4 2 6 0 Yes No

23 Mokiri Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 130 80 210 6 1 7 0 No No

24 Lali II Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 130 116 246 7 0 7 0 No No

25 Wowo Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 188 62 250 7 1 8 4 No No

26 Bidikalau Bahr El Grindi Primary Government 160 93 253 8 0 8 4 Yes No

27 Dongoi ALP Bahr El Grindi Adult Community 60 42 102 4 0 4 0 No No

28 Donyireki Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 114 54 168 6 1 7 0 No No

29 Leibollo Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 185 75 260 7 0 7 0 No No

30 Dimere Bahr El Grindi Primary Government 182 140 322 8 1 9 0 No No

31 Kata Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 115 75 190 5 1 6 0 No No

32 Babari Bahr El Grindi Primary Community 297 50 347 6 0 6 0 No No

33 Bahr el grindi Bahr El Grindi Primary Government 180 100 280 7 1 8 4 Yes Yes

34 Lamunde Kokori Primary Community 72 39 111 7 1 8 0 No No

35 Dulo ALP Kokori Adult Government 133 144 277 3 0 3 0 No No

36 Dulo Kokori Primary Government 321 175 496 10 0 10 0 Yes Yes

37 Apiathic Kokori Primary Government 183 97 280 10 0 10 0 No No

38 Lam Kokori Primary Community 343 233 576 12 0 12 0 No No

39 Kulu Kokori Primary Government 193 86 279 9 0 9 8 Yes No

40 Kulu ALP Kokori Adult Government 95 26 121 3 0 3 4 Yes Yes

41 Lam ALP Kokori Adult Community 172 102 274 5 2 7 0 No No

42 Dulo Road Kokori Primary Community 322 52 374 7 0 7 0 No Yes

43 Kokori Kokori Primary Government 215 127 342 11 0 11 4 Yes No

44 Yeri Centre Yeri Primary Government 375 210 585 3 13 16 8 Yes Yes

45 Mayewe ALP Yeri Adult Government 86 100 186 5 0 5 4 Yes Yes

46 Wini-Kelu Pre-sch. Yeri Pre-school Community 149 95 244 3 2 5 0 No No

47 Gbara Pre-Sch Yeri Pre-school Community 138 95 233 3 2 5 0 No No

48 Yeri Secondary Yeri Secondary Government 75 35 110 11 1 12 3 Yes Yes

49 Yeri mozo Yeri Primary Community 100 53 153 6 1 7 0 No No

50 Wini-kelu ALp Yeri Adult Government 84 68 152 8 0 8 0 No No

51 Mayewe Yeri Primary Government 148 141 289 6 0 6 4 Yes Yes

52 Dogabi Yeri Primary Community 242 130 372 7 0 7 0 No No

53 Dogereng Yeri Primary Government 240 252 492 8 2 10 2 Yes Yes

54 Dogereng ALP Yeri Adult Government 64 51 115 5 1 6 0 No No

55 Yeri CGS Yeri Primary Community 0 134 134 2 2 4 2 No No

56 Yeri Sunrise Yeri Primary Community 348 113 461 8 2 10 0 No No

57 Lessi Yeri Primary Government 6

58 Kpelilkiri Lessi Primary Government 184 36 220 5 1 6 0 No No

59 Lessi Lessi Primary Government 83 37 120 6 1 7 8 Yes Yes

60 Bari Lessi Primary Community 5

61 Dari P/S Dari Pre-school Government 8

62 Yere Dari Primary Community 4

63 Ngoronya Dari Primary Community 4

Schools not functionnal

Number of pupils Teachers


