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SOUTH SUDAN DISPLACEMENT CRISIS

AKOBO PORT AND ROAD MONITORING FEBRUARY, 2022

AKOBO COUNTY, JONGLEI STATE, SOUTH SUDAN

CONTEXT AND METHODOLOGY MAIN DESTINATIONS OF INBOUND AND OUTBOUND HHs INBOUND TO SOUTH SUDAN OUTBOUND FROM SOUTH SUDAN
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The findings in this factsheet are based on data from the REACH Port and Road Monitoring (PRM) data collection and the TFP survey, the latter ~Uror County’ 6% Assosa Camp ® 1% |
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TYPE OF MOVEMENT?
Total monthly number of HHs and individuals recorded in February 2022:

NO. OF KEY INFORMANTS (KIs) REPORTING
SECURITY CONCERNS DURING TRAVEL’

PUSH FACTORS

Primary reported push factors for inbound HHs to leave their last location:’

PULL FACTORS

Primary reported pull factors for outbound HHs to go to another country:”

HHs Individuals % of HHs Inbound transport Outbound transport Distance from family / home 37% - Proximity to education services 40% =
Inbound to South Sudan from Ethiopia 65 319 399 Checkpoints 2 3 Checkpoints Lack of employment 17% ma Proximity to family / home 26% .
Outbound to Ethiopia from South Sudan 78 423 47% Boat breakdown 1 1 Armed actors Lack of food? 1% = Presence of food distributions 14% =
Internal movement within South Sudan 24 80 14% Boat overloaded 1 1 Low water levels

During the data collection period, in addition to interviewing 167 HHs (822 individuals) travelling by foot or in small vehicles and boats (PRM data
collection), REACH also used the TFP tool to estimate the number of HHs travelling on larger boats. In February, two inbound transports were
recorded carrying an estimated 10 HHs (55 individuals) and 4 outbound transports were recorded carrying an estimated 29 HHs (179 individuals).

REASONS FOR COMING TO SOUTH SUDAN

Primary reported pull factors for inbound HHs, November 2021 to February
202277

REASONS FOR LEAVING SOUTH SUDAN

Primary reported push factors for outbound HHs, November 2021 to February
202277

November December January  February November December  January  February
VULNERABILITIES 2021 2021 2022 2022 2021 2021 2022 2022
(V) .
68% of total inbound HHs reported that at least 79% of total outbound HHs reported that at least one
one member of the HH had a vulnerability,* including: member of the HH had a vulnerability,* including: Proximity to family/home  43% 63% 38% 35% Lack of education services ~ 36% 29% 2% 40%
0
e 26% Pregnantwoman e  37% Separated/unaccompanied child
e 25% seperated/unaccompanied (] % Pregnant woman
P P 28% Preg Presence of work opportunities 3% 8% 24% 17% Distance from family/home ~ 14% 29% 58% 22%
e 15% Malnourished individual o 1.8% Person with a physical disability
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t Iy trgvelling. Family units in South Sudan often extend beyond the nuclear family.

utbo#md respondents also reported that their intended desfination was Rhino, Camp. . o
services or opportunities is indicative of resRondents erceptions and does not necessarily reflect availability. ) )
factor, which included marriage, religious mission trips, and school closures in their area of departure.
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