DISPLACEMENT PATTERNS & INTENTIONS Nigeria Displacement Crisis

Banki ward, Bama LGA, Borno March 2021
Context and Methodology Type of Location while Displaced Push Factors*
Banki town is located in northeast Nigeria's Bamax e (,, Previous location type of most IDPs and retumees, as ;op k4 mozt commonly reported to push factors to
Local Government Area (LGA) on the border with " reported by Kls: anki ward:
Cameroon. During a period of violence and insecurity (' Formal camp 50% | 'nsecurity 79%
that started in September 2014, many of Banki's ¢ Host community 43% R Lack of food 64%
civilians fled their communities to nearby villages and \/ 0 Lack of water 50
towns in Nigeria and Cameroon. § Formal settlement 7 ¢
Following a tripartite commission on the voluntary J Lack of shelter 39%
repatriation of Nigerian refugees from Cameroon N/ Konduga | Abbaram Zagar (\\ Priority Needs* Pull Factors*
(';/_'arfh 2221, as We"(rl;ge)cegt Si!fr']retums oflntergally Walg( Gulumba "\ Highest priority needs in Banki town, as reported by Kis: Top 4 most commonly reported to pull factors to
isplaced persons s), Banki has experienced an _ / Banki ward:
influx of IDPs and refugee returnees. However, there Bogomar S .~ Food 100% | Better security situation 82%
are critical information gaps on the return process Bama - H 0 HoRil
ealth 79% 0
and the availability of life-saving infrastructure and Yabir From Chad o . > I  Availabilty of local food 39%
basic services in the areas of return. Therefore - cameroon  Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) 76% [ Presence of security personnel 39%
REACH, under the initiative of the Assessment and o Education 36% Fami P o
: . =~/ amily reunification 36
Analysis Working Group (AAWG), has conducted o 00 L y ’
an area-based assessment of Banki ward to support $ e oo mrsion - Shelter 33% Il
hu;nam?agn acftortz toI |de|nt|fy plnc:‘nty nec(ejdsb a:tnd / Cameroon [ Couny bounday Vulnerabilities Movement Intentions?
Vu(?erat ”dlet?} 0 b € i oca pO[l)tua]ICOt?] all e ,‘t"‘r r,/ :lvaAdb;und:fY Proportion of households with the following vulnerabiliies,
understand the absorption capacity of the community — ard boundary reported by Kls:*
to support the influx of returnees. ~ ' Ll Very Few Some Many None o, -
: . . N . v y O of key informants reported
Data collection took place from 10 to 13 April 2021. In total, 33 key informant interviews were conducted with purposefully Few o
sampled commynity repre§eqtatiyes who reported on the community Ieyel. Findings present the % of key informants and are Chronically il people |~ 58% 30% 6% 0% 6% perceiving that most households were
not representative, rather indicative of trends for the assessed population. For more information on the methodology, please planning to stay in their current location
refer to the Terms of Reference. Persons with mental ~ 48% 30% 9% 3% 9% .
Area of Origin Displacement Timeline disabilties permanently, while 30% reported that
Area of origin of most IDPs and returnees, as reported by~ Estimated time most IDPs and returnees have been displaced Persons with physical ~ 45%  42% 6% 6% 0% most households hoped to leave someday
Kls: from their area of origin, as reported by Kls: disabilities o . )
Banki 45% I Between 4 years and 6 yearsago  42% (N Unaccompanied —T Tl and 3% of key informants believed that
0 0 (] 0 (] H
Kumshe 25% [ ] Within the last 3 months 42% I children most households were planning to leave to
Kote 15% B Between 3 and 11 months ago 6% B ﬁh”d Ti‘f of 30% 33% 24% 9% 3% another location to access better security,
ousenol
Tarmua 6% [ | Between 1 yearand 3yearsago 6% i food and shelter.
Barkari 3% | L than 7 39 Older persons 2% 21% 6% 48% 0%
_ _ ongerthan f years ago o Female head of 18% 21% 18% 42% 0%
Previous Country Location Frequency of Displacement household
Previous country of displacement of most IDPs and Number of times most IDPs and returnees have been displaced
returnees, as reported by Kis: prior to arriving in Banki, as reported by Kils: End Notes
1. In addition, 3% of key informants reported most people originated from Bula Jakue and Kirawa.
61% Nigeria 48% Once 2. Key ihforn-wams could select up to 3 ‘needs, other reported priority needs were nutrition (30%), livelihoods (30%), legal documentation (18%), family
reunification (15%), and psychosocial support (12%)
369% Cameroon 42% Twice 3. 12% of key informants reportedly did not know about the movement intentions of household.
. 1. Key informants were able to provide multiple answers and therefore findings can exceed 100%.
Chad Thrice * “None”- 0%, “Very Few” - Less than 20%, “Few” - 20 - 50%, “Some” - 51-70%, “Many” - Above 70%

For more information on this factsheet please contact: Informing
Funded by REACH, reach.nigeria@reach-initiative.org more effective
European Union humanitarian action

Humanitarian Aid



https://www.impact-repository.org/document/reach/7cddc3c2/REACH_NGA_TOR_Rapid_Area-Based_Assessments_in_Areas_of_Return_February_2021.pdf

