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1. Key findings and Actions to be Taken 
The methodology chosen to conduct this multi-sectorial assessment was to focus on three main 
sectors:  

a) WASH 
b) NFI/Shelter 
c) Food security 

 
Other sectors were briefly discussed during a general meeting conducted in each village but were not 
assessed in detail. 
 
In order to collect the data, we conducted 47 household surveys among refugees and host 
population and several focus group discussions on food security and protection. The population 
figures were first collected among community leaders and then verified directly during the 
registration process for distribution activities. 
 

1.1 KEY FINDINGS 
  
The localities assessed are located in a remote region with difficult to access mainly due to poor 
roads and general infrastructure. During the assessment these villages were only accessible on foot 
or motorbikes and the last INGO visiting these villages was reportedly more than year ago.  
 
These communities began to host refugees in March and the influx continued until June. The 
refugees now comprise approximately 40% of the total population.  If we include the districts of 
Polar and Gaye Town, according to our census, the total number of refugees in this area is around 
6,910 people among which only 43% have been registered by UNHCR. 
 
 The general situation revealed the following: 
 

 WASH: No access to safe potable water and lack of sanitation facilities combined with an 
inadequate health care system leading to high levels of diarrhea cases which affect mainly 
children under 5 years old. 
 

 NFI: Limited access to basic items since the refugees fled abruptly from their homes and host 
communities share the few NFI they have. 

 
 Food security: Depletion of host population’s rice stock, increasing their dependency on 

market availability during the hunger gap.  Limited supply of farm tools which are shared 
with refugees who are willing to work on the land of their host family.  Some refugees are 
doing work for cash and/or food.  Food consumption levels are generally low as no food 
assistance reaches these areas leading to a high risk of malnutrition. 

 
 Health: Inadequate health care system with only one isolated clinic that has no medicine 

supply to treat patients. 
 

 Education: Inadequate education system with not enough classrooms, materials, books, and 
a shortage of voluntary teachers. There is no program to support the scholarship of refugee 
children and therefore most of these refugee children do not attend school. 

 
 Humanitarian access: All the bridges are in poor condition and close to collapse. The roads 

are too narrow to be accessed by vehicle.  These roads also make it difficult for the 
community to access basic services such as schools, clinics, market, etc. 
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Based on this rapid multi-sectorial assessment (MSA) Solidarités International (SI) recommends the 
following: 

 

 NFI 
 Distribution of NFI kits to refugee households (cooking pots, clothes, mosquito nets, 

sleeping mats, blankets) to improve their living condition and minimize the risk of 
pulmonary diseases and malaria. 

 Distribution of WASH kits to Liberians (containers, buckets, soap, chlorine) to 
improve the general hygiene and water quality and storage while new water points 
can be rehabilitated and/or constructed 
 

 HEALTH :  
 Conduct a malnutrition survey in the area and ensure severe cases can be referred 

and treated accordingly 
 Give medical assistance to the Jarwodee clinic by improving the supply chain of 

medicines and training of medical staff. 
 Mobile clinics visiting communities along this axis for active case-finding 

 

 EDUCATION :  
 Material support to primary schools to improve the learning environment  
 Improve the school sanitation facilities by constructing institutional latrines and hand 

washing facilities in compliance with SPHERE minimum standards  
 Enrollment of refugee children in school and support to Ivorian teachers to improve 

access to education 
 

 PROTECTION:  
 Conduct a survey and implement a proper follow-up process for the most urgent 
cases:       

- Registration of refugees in Bakor, Jarwodee, Juluzon and Quebo;   
- Health and protection for SGBV cases; 
- Health and protection for mental health;   
- Identification and monitoring of un-accompanied children. 

 

 1.2 ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN BY SOLIDARITÉS INTERNATIONAL 
 
SI has already begun intervening on this axis and plans to continue with a new programme focusing 
on WASH and cash-for-work activities until mid-2012. Further details of SI’s planned interventions 
are provided below: 
 

 WASH 
 Hygiene promotion on the use of sanitation facilities, water storage and hand 

washing through creation and training of WASH comitees, HP events and capacity 
building of CHT (ongoing). 

 Repair and/or rehabilitation of at least 5 hand pumps and construction of 10 new 
wells (ongoing). 

 Community mobilization for the construction of family latrines using community-led 
total sanitation (CLTS) approach (ongoing). 

 

 NFI 
 Distribution of WASH kits  to the refugee population 
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NB: SI has already distributed WASH kits in Jarwodee, Juluzon and Quebo to 485 refugee households. 
No distributions were conducted in Bakor since it understood that Mercy Corps covered this 
community. 
 

 INFRASTRUCTURE 
 Reconstruction of the Bakor bridge to improve humanitarian access 

 
NB: SI constructed a temporary bridge in Bakor that had been destroyed during a storm in August. 
Discussions are underway with other partners to construct a more sustainable bridge during the dry 
season. 

. 

 LIVELIHOODS/FOOD SECURITY 
 Cash injection in the area for tools and rice seed recapitalization to minimize the risk 

of households experiencing chronic vulnerability as well as to improve their food 
consumption. 

 
NB: SI will organize cash-for-work (CFW) activities for 800 HHs along this axis. The work will be 
focused on rehabilitation of roads, bridge sand small scale community infrastructure. 

 
 

2. Key Indicators 
  

 INDICATORS VULNERABILITY SCORE   

Refugees Host Families 

NFI Score NFI * 4.0 3.1  

SHELTER Average Number of person per Household 
 

7.54 6.89  

Average Number of person sleeping in the same room 
 

3.64 3.99 

Percentage of household with inadequate shelter  51.1% 21.3% 

WASH 

Percentage of households with  access to a protected water        
source 

0%  

Percentage of household accessing to an hygienic latrine 2.1% 

Percentage of diarrhea morbidity among children under 5 71% 

 

good limit critical 

   

 
* To assess the situation, SI uses the NFI scoring methodology; develop under the Rapid Response Mechanism 

program in DRC. This consists in noting the quantity of each item at household level during household survey. The result is 
then integrated in a scale scoring from 1 to 5, 1 being the less critical (good availability) and 5 being the most critical (no 
availability). Once each item score has been calculated we obtain an average for all NFI that give us indication on the level 
of needs for this sector. To reach the level of an emergency situation, the score has to be equal or above 3.5/5 and to reach 
a level considered as critical the score has to be equal or above 4/5. 
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3. General Data 
 

3.1 LOCATION OF ASSESSED ZONE 
 
The assessed zone is located in Gbarzon (Gbao) District, Grand Gedeh County, south-west of Zleh 
Town (see map below): 
 
 

 
 
 

LOCALITIES Time State of the road 

Zwedru                   → Zleh town 45 min/1h by car Ok 

Zleh town               → Bakor 1h by car Ok ; 2 bridges 
repaired by Oxfam 

Bakor                      → Jarwodee 15 min by car 3 wooden  bridges ( 
1 repaired by SI, 2 by 
the community) 

Jarwodee               → Juluzon 10 min/15 min by car 1 small wooden 
bridge 

Juluzon                   → Quebo 15/20 min by motorbike 1 long wooden 
bridge which need 
to be rehabilitated. 

 
The road is accessible by vehicle until Juluzon with the new bridge constructed between Bakor and 
Jarwodee. Nonetheless the deteriorating state of the long bridge between Juluzon to Quebo permits 
only motorbike.  Another NGO partner may plan to rehabilitate this bridge as soon as the rainy 
season ends but this has not yet been confirmed. 
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3.3 CRISIS THAT LED TO THE ASSESSMENT 
 
The contested election in neighbouring Ivory Coast has led to an estimated 73,638 refugees1 entering 
Grand Gedeh County between November 2010 and May 2011. The Polar axis is one of the main areas 
in Grand Gedeh hosting refugees that have fled from large towns across the border such as Kuably, 
Kambly, Grie II, Zionbly, and Toulepleu.  
 
 

3.4 POPULATION MOVEMENT 
 
At the beginning of March 2011, refugees began arriving in one of the assessed communities. Most 
of them have been arriving between March and June from the following communities: Gbobly, Kobly, 
Kanbly, Sebly Toulepleu, Baba diole, Grie I and II. 
 
The first influx arrived in March, and then a second influx in May and June after Gbagbo was 
detained.   31.7% of the refugee households arrived in March/ April, while 63% arrived in May/June.  
 
 

 
 
SI carried out a census of the refugees in the four communities in September/October with the 
following2 figures:  
  

                                                           
1
 UNHCR figures of 21/06/2011 provided on August 2011.  

2
 The data were collected from each refugee chairman of these communities, and crosschecked by 

Solidarites registration before distributing Wash kits to refugees in October 2011. 
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Localities Number of refugee households Number of estimated persons* 

Bakor 36 HH 271 

Jarwodee 280 HH 2 111 

Juluzon 100 HH 754 

Queboe 105 HH 791 

TOTAL 3 927 

 
*Number of HH * by number of person per HH mean (=7.54) 

 
We can add Polar and Gaye town demographic data for refugee Households: 
 

Localities Number of refugee Household Number of estimated persons* 

Polar 147 HH 1 108 persons 

Gaye 250 HH 1 875 persons 
 

TOTAL 2 983 

 
*Number of HH * by number of person per HH mean (=7.54) 

 
As such, the total estimated number of refugees on this axis is around 6,910. 
 
 

3.6 SECURITY SITUATION 
 
The security situation is currently calm in Bakor, Jarwodee, Juluzon and Quebo. No security incidents 
were reported during the assessments. Representatives from the local authorities and the refugee 
communities said that there is a good relationship between host and refugee communities. The 
refugee representatives said they have not experience any security issues between the border and 
Polar Axis. 
 
 

3.8 CONTACT PERSONS ON POLAR AXIS 
 
Bakor: 
-Herve Segba ( refugee chairman) 
-Amos komalahm (Town Chief) 
 
Jarwodee: 
-David B. Samoka ( refugee chairman) 
-Harrisson Newray (Town Chief) 
 
Juluzon: 
- kuaKu Martin ( refugee chairman) 
- Georges Sartoe (Town Chief) 
 
Quebo: 
- Oulai Paul  (Refugee chaiman)  
- Jerry Beh (Town Chief) 
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4. Sector-specific Assessment 
 

4.1 PROTECTION 
    
According to some testimonies few women were victims of sexual violence back in Ivory Coast when 
they escaped.  They did not mention problems of SGBVs since they arrive in Liberia, which does not 
mean that the situation should not be monitor.  
 
Women feel secure in these villages as there is no tension among refugees and between refugees 
and host population.  Nonetheless most of them fled without their husbands and they do not have 
any news about the well-being of their husbands.  
 
There are some cases of women with mental trauma.  No institutions are actually taking care of 
these women; they are being care for by the community.  These women are often perceived as 
‘’crazy’’ and are not well treated.  One woman was found locked inside a house as she was perceived 
as a danger to others.  Their children, on the other hand are being care for by the community. 
 
Cases of non-accompanied children were reported to SI during the assessment but according to the 
community, no NGO / institutions have provided any assistance. 

 
 Recommendations:  

o Conduct a survey in the area to identify protection cases for referral 
o Register refugees living in Bakor, Juluzon, Jarweydee and Quebo 

 
 

4.2 SHELTER 
 

In general, we notice overcrowded houses, in which the majority are accommodating one or two 
additional families.  It was reported that nobody was sleeping outside. Nonetheless 6.4 % were 
sleeping in communal buildings such as school or churches and 84% of the shelters were considered 
to be in poor condition (i.e. giving insufficient protection from rain, cold etc.). A majority of the 
people are sleeping on the ground on a mat or lapa without a mosquito net. Some of them have 
bamboo beds without a mattress. 

 

 
 

Household status x Condition of the house

Returnee Refugee

3.6%

10.7%

85.7%

Native

26.3%
21.1%

52.6%

Good Satisfactory

Bad Destroyed (by human or  natural disaster)
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In Bakor, the refugees are living in the homes of the host families and have not yet started to build 
their own house or shelters. Refugees have to share their sleeping areas along with 4 to 6 others per 
room. The host houses are however in good condition. 
 
In Jarwodee, very few refugees have built their own houses. According to some they are planning to 
stay one more season. Nevertheless, most of the refugee families are still living with host families.  
Some have left the village in order to sleep on farms for lack of shelters in the host villages. 
 
In Juluzon and Quebo, it is more or less the same as in Jarwodee except that around a third of the 
refugee population is sleeping on farms, returning during weekends. Around 3 to 4 families have 
started to build their houses as host households are giving the refugees land if they are willing to 
build new houses using local materials. New refugee houses are made of papou and other local 
material.  

 
 Recommendations:  

o Local materials (wood, papou) are readily available in the area and should facilitate 
shelter construction for refugees. No recommendation for external assistance. 

 
 

4.3 NFI 
 
To assess the situation, SI uses the NFI scoring methodology developed under its Rapid Response 
Mechanism program in DRC. This consists in noting the quantity of each item through household 
surveys. The result is then integrated into a scale scoring from 1 to 5, 1 being the least critical (good 
availability) and 5 being the most critical (no availability). Once each item score has been calculated 
we obtain an average for all NFI that gives an indication on the level of needs for this sector. To reach 
the level of an emergency situation, the score has to be equal to or above 3.5/5 and to reach a level 
considered as critical the score has to be equal to or above 4/5. 

  
The score result of 4.1/5 reveals a critical NFI score for refugees. The main reason for this is the fact 
that most were unable to bring anything from Ivory Coast when they fled and they have not received 
any NFI assistance so far. The situation is characterized by a lack of the most essential items such as: 
blankets, bed sheets, cooking sets, mosquito nets, water and food containers, and clothes. The 
refugees are currently cooking and eating in oil cans, drinking water stored in spoiled and dirty 
containers. In terms of hygiene, soap is also urgently needed. 
 
 

 
 
  

4.7 
4.4 

4.3 
3.4 

3.3 
2.8 

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0

Mosquito Net

Water containers

Set of clothes

Score (5 = most critical) 

NFI score for refugees 
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Indicator Estimate 
Sampling 
Variance 

Confidence interval 

Inferior Superior 

Household size 7.4 6.98 6.4 8.3 

Total Score 4.0 0.23 3.8 4.2 

 
For host families the NFI score is 3.1 out of 5. They have access to basic NFIs but reach a near critical 
level due to the lack of water containers, blankets, bed sheets, and mosquito nets. In fact the 
remoteness of the assessed communities is a serious barrier to accessing other essential items. The 
most needed items (cooking pots and water containers) are shared between host and refugee 
households but are not sufficient to improve the refugees’ living conditions. Host families also lack 
mosquito nets, thus they are not in a position to share these with refugees. Consequently, both 
refugees and host households face a high risk of malaria. 
 

 
 

Indicator Estimate 
Sampling 
Variance 

 Confident interval 

Inferior Superior 

Household size 6.9 4.33 6.1 7.7 

Score Total 3.1 0.49 2.8 3.3 

 
 
 Recommendations:  

o NFI distribution is required for the refugee population and should be combined with a 
sensitization campaign on the importance of proper water storage and the use of 
mosquito nets for host communities and refugees. 

 
 

4.4 WASH 
 
Water 
According to SI household surveys, 100% of households on this axis are collecting drinking water 
from creeks or non-protected wells which are unsafe.  
 
In Quebo and Juluzon, the water situation is highly critical since no potable water is available for the 
population. The creeks or wells have a high turbidity level and there is evidence of open defecation in 
the vicinity of all water points. It should also be noted that the population is using the same creeks 
for washing clothes and drinking. According to the population, most of these water points are 

3.9 
3.6 

3.3 
2.7 

1.5 
1.4 

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5

Mosquito Net

Water containers

Set of clothes

Score (5= the more critical) 

NFI score for Liberians 
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partially dry during the dry season. The hand pump in Juluzon has a very low yield since it is damaged 
and has never received any rehabilitation since it was constructed. 
 
In Jarwodee and Bakor, the situation may seem less critical due to the presence of a hand pump 
providing water. Nonetheless, as mentioned above, 100% of the population surveyed use 
unprotected water sources as a main source as the hand pump either does not work or only works 
for one to two hours per day.  It also seems that the quality of water coming from the hand pump is 
not safe for drinking, as the smell and taste detected during the assessment would seem to indicate.  
Water analyses must be done to have accurate data on water bacteriological and chemical suitability. 
 
For the whole area, 46.8% of the people surveyed fetch water between four to ten times per day. 
This situation is due to the fact that 85% of the total own no more than three containers (shared 
between hosts and refugees). It should also be noted that 78.7% of these containers are neither 
protected (by a lid) nor clean. This is a constraint in terms of water accessibility and could have an 
impact on general living condition for the families.  
 

 
As we can see in this graph, the majority (51%), due to the constraint mentioned above, is using less 
than 10 liters per day per person. 
 
Finally, according to SI survey, it was reported during household surveys that 71% of children under 5 
years old had experienced diarrhea within the past two weeks, surpassing the critical level of 50%. 
This serious level of diarrhea morbidity could be the combined result of poor water quality and poor 
hygiene practices. 
 
Sanitation and hygiene 
In terms of hygiene, Quebo, Juluzon, Jarwodee and Bakor populations displayed inappropriate 
practices and were observed to have limited access to sanitation facilities. 
 
In all four villages SI noticed only a few personal latrines and half of these were already full. 
According to these results, only 2.1% of assessed households had access to hygienic latrines, either 
communal or family. 
 

Number of liters per person per day 

Less than 5 L

From 5 to 10 L

From 10 to 15 L

More than 15 L
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Therefore the tendency among the population is to urinate and defecate in the bush.  Unfortunately 
many fail to respect the proper distant between defecation areas and houses or water points. It was 
also observed that even if some families are washing their hands after going to the latrines, none of 
them are using soap or ashes. These practices combined with the over-crowded conditions since the 
refugee influx, increase the risk of contamination and could partly explain the high level of diarrhea 
morbidity mentioned above.  However when asked, the community linked the cause of the severe 
diarrhea with the bad quality of water but not to poor hygiene practices.  
 
Most refugees confirmed that they normally use latrines back in their home villages in Ivory Coast 
and that they do not practice open defecation. Nonetheless since their arrival in the host 
communities, they are using the bush due to the lack of sanitation facilities. They did not however 
take the initiative to build their own latrines. 
 
 Finally, it should be noted that none of the schools visited had latrines. 
 
 Recommendations:  

o The general lack of safe water points requires the rehabilitation of the 2 existing hand 
pumps and 4 existing wells.  

o Around 10 new wells should be constructed to cover the needs of the population, with an 
emergency standard of 10l/day/person  

o The problem of sanitation facilities is not linked with the incapacity of the community to 
construct new latrines but rather the lack of good practices. Communities should be 
encouraged to construct their own latrines with local materials 

o We need to conduct large-scale hygiene promotion campaigns on hand washing, water 
storage and promote a change of practices. 

 

4.5 LIVELIHOODS AND FOOD SECURITY 
 

To assess the situation we conducted a Food Consumption Scoring (FCS). This tool was developed by 
WFP to evaluate the diversity and frequency of food consumption at household level and give good 
proxy indicators in terms of food security. The methodology consists of dividing the food 
consumption into eight categories (cereal, tuber, oil animal proteins etc.), each one being linked to a 
coefficient representing its nutritional value. The weekly frequency in which the households eat each 
food group is then multiplied by the relevant coefficient. Each result is then added together to give 
the final score. The value is then reported on a scale in which the highest value is 112. If the score is 
under 24, consumption can be considered to be poor. Between 24 to 31 the score is considered 
limited and above 31 is considered acceptable. In this survey, we increase the limit scale to 38, due to 
the high consumption of oil in the meals of the household.  

 
According to our result the FCS in this area, the situation can be considered as critical, with 85% 
obtaining a score considered as poor or limited (see graph below):  
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It should be highlighted that more Liberians have a limited score which may be linked to the food 
distribution that was held in Zhle axis for refugees. In fact, according to our survey among all the 
refugees living in these four localities only 1.2% received their nutritional intake from food aid. These 
distributions have allowed them to keep ingredients such as oils and cereal in their daily food 
consumption which makes them less vulnerable than host families for the time-being. Nonetheless 
the majority of households with a limited FCS are refugees, since Liberians have already developed 
coping mechanisms. 
 
If we push the analysis a bit further it seems that the low FCS is not linked to access to cultivable land 
as the majority have such access (see graph below): 
 
 

 
 
In fact it seems that the massive influx of refugees in Bakor, Juluzon, Jarwodee and Quebo has led 
the hosts to share their food which in turn has completely depleted their stocks. From the 
households interviewed only one family still had any stocks left. This situation can also be explained 
by the fact that Liberians were experiencing a hunger gap period during the time of the survey, with 
the rice harvest starting only in September.  As a result, refugees and host families became 
dependent on the market as the main food source. This, combined with a huge inflation of rice prices 
during the period (averaging  46%), has led to deterioration in the living conditions of families which 
survive mainly on agricultural resources.  
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Liberians are less dependent on market resources as they have coping mechanisms. They find meat 
through fishing and hunting, and they share their vegetables with each other through a donation 
process.   
 
Otherwise to cope with the need to purchase food on the market, the majority of households live on 
food or cash for work and the sale of wood or charcoal. Some Liberians increase their income 
through small businesses such as motorbike taxis.  The average levels of income were reported as 
follows: 

 

  Weekly family income (LRD) Family size Weekly income/family member  

TOTAL 
N = 31 

AVERAGE 1,110 7.28 

152 STD DEV 1,212 2.37 

NATIVE  
N = 13 AVERAGE 1,203 6.89 174 

REFUGEE 
N = 18 AVERAGE 1,042 7.54 138 

 
This result shows  that refugees have less than 20 LRD per person per day to buy food and Liberians 
have around 25 LRD per person per day. This explains why the majority compensate this low source 
of income through food for work for 72% of the cases and that 100% of interviewed households 
reduce the number from 3 (63.8%) or 2 (36.2%) meals per day to 1 meal per day. For the Liberians, 
they increase the sale of fish and animal products to cope with the reduction of the sale of 
agricultural products whereas refugees mainly do agricultural daily work to cope with their expenses. 
 
In terms of agriculture, the 2 main crops are rice and cassava. Depending on the villages, other crops 
started to be produced as well, to compensate for the lack of rice. Therefore some households 
started to cultivate peanuts, potatoes, bananas and palm trees (for oil). This type of food, rarely 
eaten by Liberian families, replaces the lack of rice and is also sold to increase income. 
  
The table below shows the agricultural season schedule for various crops in the area assessed: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Main sources of food

47 Main source of Cereal

47 Main source of Tubers

47 Main source of Vegetable and Oil seed

47 Main source of Vegetable proteins

47 Main sources of Fruit

47 Main source of animal proteins

47 Main sources of Sugar

47 Main sources of dairy

47 Main sources for Oil and fat

Non-response own production market hunting, gathering,fishing

payment in kind loan donation food aid

No source
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P: preparation of soil S: Sowing/ planting H:harvest K: Keeping in stock 
   

             
  January February March April May June July August September October November December 

Rice  P P   P/S  S  S  S  S  S  H  H  K  P 
Cassava 
(6 month 
cycle)  H P   P  S  S  S  S  S  S  H  H  H 
Peanuts(3 
month 
cycle)  S  H  H P  S  S  S  H  H  P  S  S 

 
According to farmers in Bakor, Jarwodee and Juluzon, the influx of refugees reduced the size of the 
cultivable land and therefore their production in general. Another factor linked to this is the 
depletion of their seed stocks. Bakor farmers however managed to use only their own stocks to plant 
this year while in Jarweydee and Juluzon, they had to purchase the complementary seeds needed.  
As land and tools were given/share with refugees, they mentioned the lack of tools that reduce the 
time usually spend on the farm and therefore reduce their capacity to deal with bigger land.  
 
On the contrary in Quebo the most remote of the assessed villages, there was a reported increase in 
crops production from 2/3 hectare to 3/4 hectare due to an increase of available workers.  This 
production increase will however be shared with refugees as land was not not given to them.  This is 
due to the fact that, since the crisis, 90% of the cultivable land is now located more than 10km away 
from the village. To reach the farm, the population has to cross the forest which refugees are not 
allowed/or will not cross by themselves. Consequently, refugees live on the host farms to work on 
their land in exchange for food or cash. As their own food stock depleted while being shared with 
refugees, Quebo farmers had to purchase and/or ask for a loans to plant sufficient rice seeds for this 
year’s agricultural season.  
 
Finally, in all four villages, problems of insects and diseases were mentioned that could also have an 
impact on this year harvest. 

 
Regarding livestock, no one in Bakor and Juluzon lives on animal production, but meat is hunted in 
the bushes for consumption.  On the other hand some farmers in Jarwodee and Quebo keep small 
ruminants such as goats and sheep representing an additional source of income for these families. As 
the road conditions are bad and they lack water and appropriate spaces for the animals, farmers 
usually do not rely on this source of income. Hunting, fishing and gathering is a much more important 
source of food and income. 
 
 Recommendations:  

o Tool availability should be increased to ensure refugees are able to work any land they 
are provided with as well improve the capacity of Liberians.  It is also necessary to re-
introduce rice seeds to facilitate the next agricultural season and avoid reducing the area 
of land to be cultivated.  The size of the harvest would limit the capacity of the family to 
cope with the hunger gap period. Two options could be considered: 

 Distribution of tools and seeds 
 Cash-based interventions to improve food consumption and allow households to 

recapitalize in terms of tools and seeds.  
o Improve road conditions to facilitate the commercial links between villages, providing 

access to markets. 
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HEALTH 
 
The only health facility in the area is the clinic in Jarwodee which provides basic health care. The lack 
of nurses and human resources is the main cause for the poor availability of services that the clinic 
can provide.  
 
As mentioned, SI is the only humanitarian actor working after Bakor which means that Jarwodee 
clinic is not supported by any medical NGO but rather receives support directly from MoH (no data 
on the nature of this support was available). 
 
If Jarwodee clinic is not able to provide health services, the population within the vicinity has to  walk 
to Zleh town (located 9 hours walk from Quebo) in order to reach the first available medical services. 
 
MoH has been training health facilitators living in the four villages. According to them, they have 
been trained on promoting good hygiene practices, malaria diagnosis and treatment, skin diseases 
and the causes of diarrhea. Their role is to help people to diagnose symptoms and refer cases to 
Jarwodee clinic. 
 
 Recommendations:  

o In order for MoH and medical NGOs to provide the appropriate medical assistance, a 
more accurate survey and collection of the following data is necessary: 

 Malnutrition 
 Adult morbidity rate 
 Child morbidity rate 
 Morbidity prevalence 

 
EDUCATION 
 
SI didn’t have sufficient  time to carry out a full education assessment and recommends that a 
specialized education actor assess  these areas as soon as possible.  Nonetheless, SI did note in its 
survey that 24% of refugee children living in Bakor and Juluzon have stopped attending school since 
they arrived in Liberia and that 16% of Liberian children between the ages of 6 to 12 years old are still 
not going to school. It should also be noted that no refugee children had access to school in 
Jarwodee and Quebo.  
 
The situation in terms of education is summarized in the table below: 
 

 Liberian Refugee 

Bakor Attending  Selaken school 50% of the children are not 
going to school 

Juluzon Attending  school Attending  school 

Jarwodee Attending  Quebo school Not attending  to school 

Quebo Attending  Quebo School 
supported by USAID  

No Ivorian teacher available so 
refugees are not attending 
school 

 
 Recommendations:   

o There is a gap and a risk that refugee children living in Quebo and Jarwodee will not 
attend school for the next school year 2011-2012 due to a shortage of teachers. A 
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sectorial assessment in education should be conducted before the beginning of the school 
year. 

o The program supporting Quebo school should also support the enrollment and 
scholarship of refugee children. 

o School buildings are in a poor state and should be rehabilitated to improve the learning 
environment for the children.  

o There is a need to distribute school materials to children and teachers to improve learning 
conditions 

 
 

5. Previous / Ongoing Activities by Other Humanitarian Actors 
 

 
Activities Actor When Where Beneficiaries 

% 
coverage 

Comment 

Fo
o

d
 s

ec
u

ri
ty

 

Rice cultivation 
support: seed 
multiplication, 
transfer of 
technical 
know-how, 
repair of 
bridges 

OXFAM 
UK 

January-
October 
2011 

Gaye-
Polar-
Bakor 

Host 
Communities: 
around 200 
farmers 

0-25% 

Development 
program, that will 
be renewed after 
October 

W
A

SH
 

Well  and 
latrine 
construction 

Mercy 
Corps 

September 
2011 

Bakor 
Refugees and 
host 

    0-25% 

Are supposed to 
cover Zaliken and 
Chemsla as well in 
their activity plan 

H
ea

lt
h

 

Clinic support Merlin 
April-
September 
2011  

Polar 
Refugees and 
host 

0-25% 

Infrequent 
presence of Merlin 
reported; the 
populations from 
Bakor to Quebo 
and in Gaye are not 
included in this 
assistance. 
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6. Annexes 

 
WATER POINT TABLE 
 

NAME OF THE 
WATER POINT  

GEOGRAPHICAL 
LOCALIZATION 

TYPE WATER 
FLOW 

STATE AND 
COMMENTS 

STATE OF 
WATER 

QUEBO  

KUONEE N6,4’20’’/ E8,38’5’’ CREEK 0 Water from the 
creek is used for 
drinking, washing 
and bathing 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

JAMESBLY 
WELL 

N6,4’16’’/ E8,38’6’’  NON PROTECTED 
WELL 

0  Partially dry 
during rainy 
season 

NOT  SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

DRILLING PIT N6,4’19’’/E8,38’12’’ DRILLING PIT 0 Dry during 
dry/rainy season 

 
NOT  SAFE FOR 

DRINKING  

BAKOR 

FLYEH WHEN 
CREEK 

N6,7’20’’/E8,34,59 CREEK WITH 
RUNNING WATER 

0 Used for fishing, 
washing, 
drinking, bathing. 
motor bikes are 
passing through 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

GBARZONBLY 
PUMP 

N6,7’36’’/E8,34’
46’’ 

HAND PUMP 0.083 
liters 
/Second 

Partially dry 
during rainy 
season, the 
pump is 
damaged and not 
functioning 
normally. The 
water smells and 
taste bad 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

SEJAYAJUO 
WHEN 

N6,7’41’’/E,8’24
’51’’ 

DRILLING PIT  
0 

SOURCE OF 
POLlUTION 
WITHIN 15 
METERS 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

JARWODEE 
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WORLAHBLY 
WELL 

N6,6’58’’/E8,35,
55 

WELL 0 NON PROTECTED 
AND OPEN WELL 
BUILD BY THE 
COMMUNITY 

NOT  SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

TENENBLY 
PUMP 

N6,6’56’’/E8,35,59  HAND PUMP 
OPEN 2H/DAY 

0.16L/S NO FENCES. THE 
PUMP IS 
DAMAGED AND 
DOESN’T WORK 
NORMALLY 

 
NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

ZARWEABLY 
WELL 

 WELL 0 AVERAGE, BUT 
PROTECTED 
WELL 

NOT  SAFE FOR 
DRINKING 

KOUEWLON 
WELL 

 WELL 0 OPEN AND NOT 
PROTECTED 
WELL 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING  

ZARWEABLY 
PUMP 

 HAND PUMP 0 NON 
FUNCTIONAL 

 

KOUEWLON 
PUMP 

 HAND PUMP 0 NON 
FUNCTIONAL 

 

JULUZON 

DAVID 
BARHBLY 
WELL 

N6,5’37’’/E8,36’
42’’ 

COMMUNITY 
WELL 

 BAD STATE AND 
NOT COVERED. 
The water is used 
for drinking 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING  

SEMIE CREEK N6,5’40’’/E8’36’
49’’ 

CREEK 0 USED FOR 
DRINKING WHEN 
THE PUMP IS 
NOT 
FUNCTIONING. 
USED FOR 
BATHING AND 
WASHING 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING  

GEEMAN 
CREEK 

N6,5’27/E8,36’4
2’’ 

CREEK 0 USED FOR 
DRINKING BUT 
SOURCES OF 
POLLUTION 
AROUND 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING  

JOSEPH BLY 
PUMP 

N6,5’32’’/E8,36’
46’’ 

HAND PUMP 0.1L/S  DAMAGED, OPEN 
1 HOUR/DAY 

NOT SAFE FOR 
DRINKING  

 

 


