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Financing summary 

Initiating institution: IFAD 

Borrower/recipient: Government of South Sudan 

Executing agency: Ministry of Agriculture and Food Security 

Total SSLRP cost (US$ ‘000): 33,160 

Amount of original IFAD [DSF Grant 

and Loan] (US$ ‘000): 

9,800 

Terms of original IFAD financing: Grant (80 percent) and Loans (20 percent) 

on highly concessionary term 

Amount of additional financing (from 
GAFSP) (US$ ‘000): 

14,500  

Terms of additional financing: Grant 

Financier(s): GAFSP 

Amount of co financing (US$ ‘000): 18,660 

Terms of co financing: Grant 

Contribution of Kingdom of the 

Netherlands  

7,038 

Contribution of borrower/recipient 

(US$ ‘000): 

780 

Contribution of beneficiaries (‘000): 1,042 

Amount of original IFAD climate 

finance (US$ ‘000):1 

1,030  

Amount of additional IFAD climate 
finance:2 

0 
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I. Background and project description 

A. Background  

1. Additional Financing has been requested to scale up the South Sudan Livelihood and 

Resilience Project (SSLRP). The AF will be financed by the grant from the Global 
Agriculture and Food Security Programme (GAFSP), with IFAD acting as the 

Supervising Entity (SE). SSLRP was approved by IFAD’s Executive Board (EB) in May 
2021and - 
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8. The Project overall goal is to “contribute to improved and resilient livelihoods among 
the targeted rural communities”. Whereas the Project Development Objective is to 

“empower communities to participate in decision-making processes that will recover 
agriculture livelihoods, build household resilience and promote stability”. SSLRP has 

three main components and a Component Zero for disaster’s response. 

¶ Component 1: Community Driven Development Planning 
¶ Component 2: Agriculture Production and Rural livelihood Support. 

¶ Component 3: Project Management, Coordination and Capacity Building  

II. Rationale for additional financing  

A. Rationale 

9. GAFSP funding will complement and reinforce the existing efforts and fill in some of 
the financing gaps in the country led policies such as the South Sudan Food Security 

Crisis Preparedness Plan (June 2022) and other existing government policy 

instruments such as the South Sudan Development Plan (SSDP)3 ; including priorities 
identified by the Agriculture and Livelihoods Donor Working Group (ALDWG) and other 

key donors in South Sudan such as the World Bank (Resilient Agricultural Livelihoods 

Project; Emergency Desert Locust Response Project; South Sudan Productive Safety 
Nets Project); AfDB (Building Resilience for Food and Nutrition Security in the Horn of 

Africa- South Sudan Component; Agricultural Market Value Addition and Trade Project; 
South Sudan Emergency Food Production Project), etc.  

 

10. Within the country, investments in agriculture are guided by the Comprehensive 
Agriculture Master Plan/Irrigation Development Master Plan (CAMP/IDMP) 2015–2040. 

The GAFSP funding will fit into investments in agriculture by supporting medium to 
longer term elements (agricultural practices, opening feeder roads for market linkages) 

at the County and Payam levels. Further, the additional financing is in sync with IFAD’s 

Country Strategy Note (2021-2022) through which the parent project has been 
resourced. As such the funding will not finance new standalone projects. It will 

contribute to the achievement of the UN’s Sustainable Development Goal (SDG2) and 

the priorities of the UN’s Development Cooperation Framework (UNDCF-2023-2025) 
respectively.  

 
11. The relationships between the Additional Financing (AF) and the Rural Enterprise for 

Agricultural Development (READ)—the GAFSP grant to South Sudan currently under 

preparation—hinges on their complementary approaches to addressing the prevailing 
community development challenges. The main design process for READ was conducted 

in 2022, and the grant was designed to be highly complementary with SSLRP and given 
that this AF will be used to scale-up SSLRP activities, the AF is also well aligned to the 

READ grant. Specifically, the AF will scale up the community driven development (CDD) 

approach which empowers grassroots communities to identify agricultural production 
and productivity constraints; and collectively identify potential solutions and allow 

communities to take the lead in guided discussions focused on developing 

implementation plans and strategies in a conflict-sensitive and gender-responsive 
approaches. In providing substantial support to cooperatives, rural finance, access 

roads and value addition, also applying a CDD approach, READ activities will therefore 
be highly complementary. MAFS choice of the same supervising entity (IFAD) for the 

two projects will ensure harmonization of coordination and other oversight activities: 

ultimately translating to cost saving as well as higher value for money. Furthermore, 
MAFS will ensure appropriate liaison and linkages with all other relevant programmes 

funded by World Bank, and AfDB being managed by MAFS in the country. 
 

12. In scaling up selected SSLRP activities, the AF grant will support the medium- to long-

term elements of national agriculture and food security strategies, and food crisis 
response action plans and priorities. South Sudan, as a low-income country, has food 

approaches

http://mofep-grss.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/08/RSS_SSDP.pdf
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security and strategies in place that contribute to the GAFSP development priorities. 
South Sudan’s investment in agriculture is guided by the Comprehensive Agriculture 

Master Plan/Irrigation Development Africa Agriculture Development Program (CAADP) 
priorities to increase access to adequate food, end hunger and support national 

programs for food security for increased production and productivity.  

 
13. Poverty levels remain extremely high in South Sudan at the rate of 6.4% with 98.44% 

of the population earning less than 10$ per day4. South Sudan poverty index ranked 

first among the poorest. The United Nation Development Programme Human 
Development Index ranks South Sudan 191 out of 191 countries. This is attributed to 

widespread poverty, long-time civil war, and 85% reliance on small scale agriculture. 
The nutrition situation is critical, an estimated 1.4 million children under 5 years are 

suffering from acute malnutrition in 2021 while 15.6% suffer from chronic malnutrition, 

mainly due to conflict that resulted to displacement, hence food insecurity, poor 
sanitation and limited access to basic health and nutrition services. With the additional 

funding, scaling up SSLRP interventions to other new locations is essential as this will 
spread project benefits across South Sudan.  

 

Special aspects relating to IFAD's corporate mainstreaming priorities 

 

14. In line with IFAD’s mainstreaming commitments, SSLRP has been validated as: 

☒ Including climate finance ☒ Nutrition-sensitive ☒ Youth-sensitive  

 
15. The additional financing will build on SSLRP’s ambitions to equitably engage and 

empower women, youth, and marginalized people, including persons with disabilities, 

returnees, and internally displaced people, through meaningful participation in SSLRP’s 
investment activities. Thereby, socio-economic, and cultural barriers will be addressed 

to promote youth and women’s economic and social empowerment, including access 
to employment, assets, improved decision-making power, and improved division of 

labor to be well mainstreamed across SSLRP’s components. That said, SSLRP will 

allocate significant resources for (i) social inclusion, empowerment of target groups 
through on-and off-farm activities, (ii) improvement of food and nutrition security by 

increasing availability and accessibility to diversified and nutritious foods, and (iii) 

sustainably addressing climate vulnerability. 
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Bor South (Jonglei State), Awerial (Lakes State), Jur River and Wau (Western Bahr El 
Ghazal State). The targeted areas were selected by the GoSS based on predetermined 

criteria that considered access, vulnerability to climate change, poverty, food insecurity 
and regional balance. The selected areas are also important food production counties 

with high numbers of returnees and IDPs. In addition, they have great potential to 

build on ongoing projects and programmes funded by IFAD and other key institutional 
donors. They are stable and with low risk of protracted conflict.   

 

19. The additional financing will target rural poor smallholder producers engage in mainly 
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29. Through GASFP funding consideration will be given to Internally Displaced Persons 

(IDP) who mostly are women, children, elders, and persons with disabilities. These 
IDPs live in extremely fragile contexts with high need for humanitarian assistance, very 

poor connectivity, and infrastructure. The project will work closely with local 

authorities, UNCHR, FAO, WFP, and IOM to identify areas of synergies and 
complementarities. Most importantly UNCHR will provide statistical data on IDPs 

presence in the project areas of operation as well as linkage with areas hosting high 

numbers of IDPs.  In communities where there is easy access to communal land for 
production, the project will collaborate with local authorities to put in place system for 

smooth access to land and this could include signing memorandum of understanding 
detailing use of land and duration. While in areas where access to productive land is a 

challenge, the IDPs will be engaged in nonfarm initiatives.  Through the CDD approach, 

investment plans for the IDPs will be identified and grants provided to facilitate their 
operations. This will be complimented with capacity building initiatives for smooth 

running and management of the investment. 
 

30. With the additional GAFSP funding, the project will replicate the criteria of the parent 

project, collaborating with government administration at lower level to identify new 
Payams and Bomas through a county profiling process, including benchmarking 

existing CBOs and county strategic plans. The community development committees 
will use Project Targeting Guidelines, County profiles and other relevant information 

for geographical area targeting within the Counties; The community facilitators will 

identify the vulnerable, prepare engagements with Payams, Bomas and with existing 
CBOs and facilitate formation of new and inclusive CBOs. The community facilitators 

and local leaders will generate baseline data on the community, their institutions, and 

CBOs; identifying, prioritizing & planning for capacity needs; identifying new groups of 
vulnerable communities and profiling them for actions; and identifying targeted public 

CBOs and private CBOs based on memberships. 
 

B. Components, outcomes, and activities 

31.           Component 1: Community Driven Development Planning. Under the 
original financing, this Component aims to: a) build strong and inclusive Community 

Based Organization (CBOs) that will serve as promoters and managers of socio-clusive Community 
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Table 2: Additional financing project costs by component (and subcomponent) and financier (Thousands of United States dollars) 

 

 

Table 3: Additional financing: costs by expenditure category and financier (Thousands of United States dollars) 

 

 

 

South Sudan Livelihoods and Resilience Project (SSLRP)  

Components by Financiers  Beneficiary Local

(USD '000)  GoSS GAFSP AF IFAD Grant IFAD Loan Contribution Dutch Fund Total For. (Excl. Duties &

Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Exch. Taxes) Taxes

A. Community Driven Development Planning  

Build strong and inclusive Community Based Organizations (CBOs)  159          8  995          49  585          29  286          14  -               -   -               -      2 025      6       480      1 386     159     

Development of Community driven development plans (CDPs)  -               -   1 077      83  -               -      217          17  -               -   -               -      1 294      4       325      968        -           

Subtotal Community Driven Development Planning  159          5  2 072      62  585          18  503          15  -               -   -               -      3 319      10     805      2 354     159     

B. Agriculture Production and Rural livelihood Support  

         -  -83                   -           -15           

South Sudan Livelihoods and Resilience Project (SSLRP)  

Expenditure Accounts by Financiers  Beneficiary Local

(USD '000)  GoSS GAFSP AF IFAD Grant IFAD Loan Contribution Dutch Fund Total For. (Excl. Duties &

Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Amount % Exch. Taxes) Taxes

I. Investment Costs  

A. Grants and subsidies (includes community works)  
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Table :4 Project costs by component and project year (PY) 

 
 

Table 5
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Financing and co-financing strategy and plan 

44. With the additional GAFSP funding, the IFAD grant will finance up to 30 percent of 

the project costs. This is split into a loan on highly concessionary terms (20%) and 
a grant (80%). The GAFSP will fund 44 percent of the total project costs amounting 

to USD 14.5 million. Kingdom of the Netherlands co-financing constitutes 21 percent 

and domestic co-financing constitutes 5 percent of the total project costs. This 
includes the GoSS contribution (2%) which will be exclusively in the form of tax 

reimbursements and Beneficiary in-kind contribution (3%).  

Disbursement 

45. Funds will flow directly from IFAD to the designated account held by VSF-G for SSLRP. 











https://webapps.ifad.org/members/eb/126/docs/EB-2019-126-R-48-Rev-2.pdf


[Insert EB../DoA/..] 

 

 

17 

President is invited to approve the proposed financing in terms of the following 

resolution: 

RESOLVED: 
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Annex I: Updated logical framework incorporating the additional financing 

 
Results 
Hierarchy 

Original End- of - Project Target GAFSP- End of-project -Target Revised 
EOP 
Cumulat
ive 
target 

with 
GAFSP 
AF 

Means of Verification Assumpt
ions (A) 
/ Risks 
(R) 

Indicator Indicator       

Name Bas
elin

e 

Mid-
Term 

End 
Target 

Name Baseline Mid-
Term 

End Target   Source Frequen
cy 

How   

Outreach 1. Number of persons receiving services promoted or 
supported by the Project 

1. Number of persons receiving services promoted or 
supported by the Project 

  Progress  Six 
monthly
, AOS; 
Project 
M&E 
System 



file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A66
file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A66
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file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A67
file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A67
file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A67
file:///C:/Users/Susan%20Angwech/Documents/Result%20Matrix_������_%20Book1-worksheet.xlsx%23RANGE!A67
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complet

ion  

Committe

es (CDCs) 
and 
Payam 
Develop
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Outcome 2  

 
 
 
 
 
Improved 
access to 

productive 
assets, 
services 
and 
climate 
resilient 
infrastruct

ure  
  
  

  
  
  
  

Indicator 10: Households reporting improved access to 

markets, processing and storage facilities (CI. 2.2.6) 
***, ****  

Indicator 10: Households reporting improved access to 

markets, processing, and storage facilities (CI. 2.2.6) 
***, ****  

  COI survey 

 
  
 
  
  
  

Baselin

e, Mid 
Term, 
Comple
tion 

Service 

Provider
s 
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 Number of structures 

- Number 

0 11 22 Number 

of 
structur
es - 
Number 

NA NA NA  

 Households reporting 

farm access to new 
water facilities 

constructed/rehabilitate
d/upgraded (%) 

   Households reporting 

farm access to new 
water facilities 

constructed/rehabilitated
/upgraded (%) 

0 25 50 50     

 Area provided with 

improved irrigation 
services (Ha) 

   Area provided with 

improved irrigation 
services (Ha) 

0 500 1000 1000 

Output 2.2 
 

Increased 
access to 
marketing
, 
processin

g and 
storage 
facilities, 
and water 
& soil 
conservati
on 

structure.  

Groups supported to sustainably manage natural 
resources and climate-related risks (CI.3.1.1)  

Groups supported to sustainably manage natural 
resources and climate-related risks (CI.3.1.1)  

  
    

Groups supported - 
Groups 

 159 542 Groups 
support

ed - 

Groups 

 176 600 1,142 

Total size of groups 
Number of people 

 2,385 8,130 Total 
size of 
groups 
Number 
of 
people 

 2,640 9,000 -17,130 

Males  954 3,252 Males  1,056 3,600  6,852 

 Females 0 1,431 4,878 Females 0 1,584 5,400  10,278 

 Young people 0 1670 5690 Young 
people 

0 
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rural 

people’s 
economic 
activities 

 Young - Young people 0 39,463 78,926 Youth – 
number 

0 49,410 98,820  177,746 

Output 2.4 

 
Communit
ies receive 
nutrition 
support 
  
  

Indicator 18: Households provided with targeted 

support to improve their nutrition (CI 1.1.8) 

Indicator 18: Households provided with targeted 

support to improve their nutrition (CI 1.1.8) 

        

Total # of households 0     11,6
00  



Appendix II   
   
  [Insert EB../DoA/..] 

ix  

Annex II: Social Environment and Climate Assessment (SECAP) Review Note 

 
Introduction 

 

The Social Environment and Climate Assessment Procedures (SECAP) Review Note details 
the analysis of the social and environmental and climate change of SSLRP. It outlines the 

contextual background, risk factors and recommendations of how they can be reduced. To 

improve the terms on which people take part in society means to enhance their ability, 
opportunity, and dignity. The review has been achieved through literature review of social, 

environment and climate related strategies, policies and programs of various stakeholders 
operational in South Sudan and where possible in target states. Other sources included the 

Country Strategic Note (CSN) and reports/assessment prepared by international 

organizations, accessed from web or sourced directly from partners. The State of the 
Environment and outlook report for South Sudan (2018) and National Adaptation Program 

of Action (NAPA) for South Sudan provided an environment and climate change context. 
The main constraint was unavailability of up-to-date data on policies and legal frameworks 

and county specific context. In some cases, due to unavailability of data, the national 

overview has been extrapolated to the state level. Nevertheless, the SECAP does provide a 
strong basis to inform the project design given the similarity in vulnerability factors across 

the country (conflicts, gender inequalities, youth, nutrition, and food security situation) 
although local adaptations will need to be 
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https://globaldatalab.org/shdi/table/2021/shdi+sgdi+lifexp+lifexpf+lifexpm+msch+mschf

+mschm+lgnic+lgnicf+lgnicm/SSD/ 
 

 

 
 

 Central 

Equatoria 

Eastern 

Equatoria 

Jonglei Lakes Western 

Bahr el 
Ghazal 

Gender 
% 

16.65 17.16 17.95 23.8 21.2 

Inequali

ty % 

40.9 34.8    32.9 

https://globaldatalab.org/shdi/table/2021/shdi+sgdi+lifexp+lifexpf+lifexpm+msch+mschf+mschm+lgnic+lgnicf+lgnicm/SSD/
https://globaldatalab.org/shdi/table/2021/shdi+sgdi+lifexp+lifexpf+lifexpm+msch+mschf+mschm+lgnic+lgnicf+lgnicm/SSD/


https://hdr.undp.org/content/2022-global-multidimensional-poverty-index-mpi#/indicies/MPI
https://hdr.undp.org/content/2022-global-multidimensional-poverty-index-mpi#/indicies/MPI


Appendix II   
   
  [Insert EB../DoA/..] 

xii  

Displace

ment 

Figures 

15,31

2 IDPs 

and 

68,97

1 

return

ees 

(Q1 

2020) 

2,499 

IDPs 

and 

8,295 

return

ees 

(Q1 

2020) 

17,273 

IDPs and 

33,671 

returnees 

(Q1 2020) 

23,165 

IDPs and 

22,352 

returnees 

(Q1 2020) 

46,555 IDPs 

and 149,010 

returnees 

(2019) 

16,838 

IDPs and 

32,777 

returnees 

(2019) 

29,063 

IDPs and 

51,117 

returnees 

(Q1 2020) 

51,410 

IDPs and 

3,331 

returnees 

(Q1 

2020) 

 

Conflict context 

1. Conflicts in South Sudan is attributed to political insurgency with isolated inter-

communal and inter-ethnic clashes over cultural and dwindling resources exacerbated by 

climate variability and change. South Sudan was drawn into a devastating conflict in 2013 
following political disputes that overlapped with ethnic tensions. The crisis reflects the 

underlying tensions and mistrust that date back to the civil (1983 to 2005). In the 

Equatoria region, the increasing presence of different opposition factions since 2016 has 
contributed to growing insecurity in the county. Clashes between government forces and 

different armed factions has led to the mass exodus of population back into Uganda. 

2. Ethnic violence in South Sudan has a long history among the varied ethnic groups 
notably between Dinkas and Neurs. Social exclusion from political and economic 

participation due to ethnicity in has inflamed conflict, promoted violent confrontations 

resulting in loss of human life. 

3. Widespread communal conflicts cause human and livestock displacement and 
disruption of crop production activities making households to be perpetually food insecure 

with weak resilience. Markets and trade routes are disrupted and large portions of the 

population in the conflict affected states are either minimally or completely unable to 
undertake agricultural activities in a particular season due to displacement, violence and 

uncertainty. Severe challenges in protracted conflict areas include early depletion of 
household food stocks, dysfunctional markets, loss of livelihoods, and displacement. 

4. Disagreements over administrative boundaries is common in Kajo keji and Magwi 

who share the border with Uganda. Communities in Kajo Keji have a history of boundary 
related disagreements with neighbouring communities (Kuku and Moyo). In Magwi, tension 

between the Madi and Acholi communities erupted into violence in 2011 relating to 

ownership and demarcation of land arising from the border between Madi-dominated 
Pageri Payam and Acholi-dominated Magwi Payam, and the location of the county 

headquarters and Ame road junction. The high bride price encourages cattle raiding 
especially in Terekeka and Bor. Bor has especially been host to some large cattle raids and 

intercommunal tensions. Also, tensions between the Bor Dinka and neighbouring Murle 

community of Pibor have been long-standing and is reflected in cattle raids and the 
abduction of children, with attacks being reported as late as December 2019. 

5. Poverty also plays in the vicious violent ethnic conflicts in South Sudan as amongst 

the marginalized ethnic groups, communities clash over access to water and grazing lands. 
Conflicts based on ethnicity have retarded development and contributed to food insecurity 

as people abandon their farms for safer areas. Conflict is often aggravated among nomadic 
groups over the issue of cattle and grazing land and is part of the wider nomadic conflicts. 

In Terekeka, intercommunal conflicts are common between the Mundari and Bari and Dinka 

involving local armed militias. While in Torit its tensions between cattle keepers and 
farmers. Community defence groups in Torit, such as the monyomiji among the Otuho, have 
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youth on the other hand, the cattle camp youth, might have different perceptions about 
peace and conflict, and might regard conflict as the only option to access resources and 
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most returnees have settled in Eastern Equatoria and Central Equatoria states, these may 
or may not be their places of origin. Returning families have challenges of shelter and 

NFIS5 because they are not able to return with any items thus end up fully dependent on 
sharing items with hosting families which strain resources and relationships. Lack of 

comprehensive health services in the places of returns has a huge impact for the returning 

families. Although many returnees have land for farming, they lack seeds and tools. 
Reliable livelihoods opportunities are scarce and although they may have capacity, they 

lack start- up capital. House, land and property issues is another challenge for returning 

families because they cannot return to their places of origin as their land/houses and 
properties have been occupied by the cattle keepers from other states. While a marked 

increase in displaced people deciding to return would be an indication of greater stability 
and prospects for prosperity and potentially reinforce these in the long term, high volumes 

of returns could in the short to medium term worsen vulnerable people’s well-being and 

living conditions and erode community resilience. This could be due to greater competition 
over limited food and livelihoods, pressures put on already stretched basic services, or 

problems related to housing, land and property. The current level of service provision in 
areas of return is estimated to be unsustainable for higher rates of return 

18. Internally displaced persons (IDPs): In the context of recurring ethnic conflicts 

and consequences of climate change, a large number of South Sudanese are pushed to 

move in order to seek better opportunities. In November 2021, there were around 1.6 

million9 IDPs in the country, 55 percent of whom were women and girls.  Among SSLRPs 
counties, Awerial in Lakes counts the most IPDs while Wau in Western Bahr El Ghazal State 

has the largest proportion of returnees (see figure on populations). 

19. Persons with 

https://www.worldbank.org/en/country/southsudan/overview#1
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000231645_eng
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groups dominated by Juba Arabic, Nilotic, Nilo-Hamitic and Sudanic languages such as 
Dinka, Azande, Nuer and Shiluk12. However, there is no official demographic data in 
South Sudan since the 2008 census was rejected and a post-independence census has 
not yet been undertaken 13 .Western Nilotes, including Dinka and Nuer (with their 
associated subgroup Atuot) are the largest groups in the country. They traditionally live 
in the North and East areas of South Sudan14. Dinka are a Nilotic people and seasonal 
migrating agro-pastoralists. Nuer are divided into several independent groups organised 
in clans, lineages and age groups. For both Dinka and Nuer, cattle are essential to social 
structures, and can be a source of conflict when herds are competing over limited grazing 
resources during transhumance. Some Western Nilotes peoples are settled crop farmers 
such as Shiluk and Anuak. Other groups live in the Southern parts of the country, such 
as the Azande, Bari, Latuka, Madi, Moru, Taposa and Turkana, who are a mixture of 
Sudanic and Eastern Nilotes peoples.  

21. The civil war which erupted in 2013 was mostly driven by ethnic dissents. Fights 
between Dinka and Nuer militias, among others, have led to widespread human right 
violations, large population displacements of indigenous peoples and increased tensions 
on land rights. Additionally, traditional rule of law and resolutions mechanisms that are 
deeply anchored into the tribe institutions and the areas in which the peoples have long 
resided, are being disrupted by the recurring displacements, the non-
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according to the Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC) analysis. UNOCHA 
estimates that nearly 7.5 million people need some type of humanitarian assistance or 

protection in South Sudan. Of the 78 counties in South Sudan, 45 are in severe need and 
33 are in extreme need. Some 21 per cent of the counties in extreme need are in Jonglei 

and 15 per cent in Eastern Equatoria. These include 5.2 million people from host 

community, 1.4 million IDPs, nearly 600,000 returnees and about 300,000 refugees. 
Within these population groups, there are vulnerable groups with specific needs, and they 

include children, women headed households, the elderly, people with disabilities, single-

headed household members, and the extremely poor. 

23. Food insecurity in South Sudan is highly seasonal and largely influenced by 

recurrent and frequent shocks and conflict. Since the conflicts started in December 2013, 
households have not managed to produce enough even during the main cultivating 

seasons. Instead the minimal harvest realized does not take households long enough 

before they fall into food insecurity. For instance, the 2019 cropping season production 
met only 63 percent of the 2020 national cereal needs. Despite a 10% increase in cereal 

production the demand outstripped supply mainly because of flooding, low number of 
farming households and small planted area. Insecurity and disrupted livelihoods are some 
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in addition to flood-induced crop losses especially in Terekeka. The proportion of 
households with poor food consumption is 40 percent and consumption gaps are high 

during the lean season due to depleted household food stocks and high food prices which 
usually limit their access to foods through markets in addition to seasonal reduction in 

livestock products. Livestock movement is seasonally practiced by pastoralists from 

Terekeka County starting from May, moving to the uplands of Juba, Lainya and Yei counties 
and then returning home between September and November. The number of animals in 

Kajo Keji has decreased significantly in recent years mainly due to the prevailing insecurity. 

The situation sharply deteriorated due to increased conflict, resulting in the displacement 
of several farming households to neighbouring countries of Uganda and Kenya. This meant 

that farmers in these areas were unable to cultivate far-fields and were limited to 
homestead areas. There is heavy reliance on fresh cassava, but access to cassava fields is 

still limited by insecurity, especially in far fields. Abandoned cassava fields in Kajo Keji 

remain unharvested due to insecurity and the poor state of feeder roads used to transport 
harvested cassava (CFSAM 2020). There has however been an improvement in security 

situation with the signing of the peace agreement. Other than conflicts, farming household 
experience shocks 
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insecurity in January 2020. Floods damaged homes and public 



http://applewebdata/3EC7805F-DAEC-4E38-A828-74D9BC681348#_ftn2
http://applewebdata/3EC7805F-DAEC-4E38-A828-74D9BC681348#_ftn3
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Table 4 Average days of consumption by different
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grazing and pastoralism, wild food harvesting and fishing (MOAF, 2013); (EU, 2016). About 
81 per cent of households cultivate land, 74 per cent own livestock and 22 per cent engage 

in fishing (RSS, 2015). Although agriculture is the backbone of the subsistence economy 
of South Sudan (BRACED, 2016a), production is very low. In 2009, the agriculture sector 

contributed one-third of the country’s GDP (UNDP, 2012). 

47. South Sudan’s agricultural potential is immense, but largely unrealized. It has 

about 33 million hectares of land across six agro-ecological zones that are suitable for 
agriculture (see Appendix 3), but only about four percent is currently cultivated. The 

livestock sector is not commercialized and suffers from high incidence of disease, rustling, 

and resource-based conflict. 
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for the infrastructure development. However, given the resource allocated for 
infrastructure, significant tree clearance is not expected. SSLRP will also positively 

contribute to forest sector in the country through the planned soil and water conservation 
activities aimed at ensuring sustainability of the infrastructures. 

51. Biodiversity: South Sudan is endowed with a natural environment rich in biological 

resources. These include a large variety of ecosystems, a vast array of globally important 
species of flora and fauna and an unknown lode of genetic diversity. It is home to the Sudd 

swamp, one of the world’s largest tropical wetlands, and to one of the greatest circular 

migrations of wildlife on the planet. Sudd swamp has been declared a wetland of 
international importance under the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands. Most of the 

population live close to the natural environment, directly depending upon forests and 
woodlands for fuel and food products, local soils in which to grow their crops, pastures for 

their livestock and nearby water sources for household needs. These ecosystem goods and 

services constitute the foundation of South Sudan’s socioeconomic development (MOE, 
2014). South Sudan has 14 national parks or protected areas and is home to the world’s 

second largest animal migration after the great Serengeti-Maasai Mara wildebeest 
migration; this epic migration of antelopes offers tremendous opportunity for the 

development of ecotourism; The country harbours an immense diversity of wildlife species, 

many of which face threats from human activities, including wildlife poaching and 
trafficking; deforestation; settlements, cropland and livestock expansion; road 

construction; mining and oil development; and climate change impacts. SSLRP is not 
expected to have significant impact on biodiversity lose. Watershed approach of 

interventions added with the conservation activities will enhance the biodiversity of the 

project site. 

52. Water resources: South Sudan’s water resources are unevenly distributed both 
spatially across the country, and temporally, since water quantities vary substantially 

between years depending on periodic major flood and drought events. The Nile River 

hydrological basin covers most of the country. Water is held in perennial rivers, lakes and 
wetland areas, in seasonal pools, ponds, rivers, streams and extensive floodplains. Water 

demand is still low given the country’s relatively small population, density and the lack of 
industrial development, but it is expected to increase rapidly in the future with projected 

population growth and economic development. In 2007, the Ministry of Water Resources 

and Irrigation reported that the impact of human activities on the availability and quality 
of water resources was already evident and a growing concern. There is increased 

pollution, reduced river flows, declining water tables in urban areas and both surface and 
ground waters are becoming contaminated (MWRI, 2007). For the environment and 

resilient assessment, two types of zonation are considered from different source. These 

are: agro-ecological zones which divide the republic of South Sudan in to seven agro-
ecological zones (NAPA, 2016) and the other one is based on livelihood which categorizes 

the country into twelve livelihood zones (WFP/VAM, 2014). 

 

Agro-ecological zonation 

53. South Sudan has been classified into seven agro-ecological zones (NAPA), which 

have been determined taking into account the following considerations: livelihood patterns 
(crop production, livestock rearing, off-farm income generation), physical geography, 

agro-ecology and market access. 

54. These are: 

I. Greenbelt (Western Bahr el Ghazal; Western, Central and Eastern Equatoria): 

Rely almost exclusively on agriculture. Smallholder rural and urban/peri-urban 

livestock keeping is focused on poultry and goats – few cattle. Traditional and modern 
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the border. The area further inland is primarily flat plainlands with an estimated altitude 
between 800 – 1200 meters (m) above sea level. Soil types vary from the lowland to 

highland areas with a mixture of fertile loamy clay and sandy soils that are most suitable 
for agricultural production. 

58. The zone has a bi-modal rainfall pattern with two reliable seasons and average 

annual precipitation of 1100-1600 millimeters (mm); although the seasonal averages 

range 600-900 mm 
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during growing season, as well as pests (rodents, termites, armyworm, monkeys, birds), 
diseases and weeds (striga) which limit agricultural productivity in the zone. 

 
South-Eastern semi-arid pastoral 

62. This semi-arid livelihood zone lies at the south-eastern tip of southern Sudan within 

former Eastern Equatoria and Jonglei States, covers many parts of Pibor and Greater 

Kapoeta and is bordered by Kenya and Ethiopia. Local livelihoods are typically pastoral 

with very limited crop production but supplemented with wild food consumption and sales. 
Access to food is predominantly through market purchase and exchange with other zones 

and grains from Kenya and Ethiopia. The zone is characterized by vast plains which stretch 

towards the foothills of the mountain ranges near the Ethiopian border. Altitude ranges 
between 400-1100 m above sea level. The soils are predominantly sandy loam with 

presence black cotton clay tending to be higher in the north, west, and east of the zone. 
Though soils are suitable for crop farming, semi-arid conditions severely limit crop 

production. The zone is typically a dry Sahelian savannah, with rainfall that averages 200 -

600 mm per annum. The rains start in June and end in October. Average temperatures are 
38-40° Celsius, with a minimum of 20° Celsius in December and January and a maximum 

of 42° Celsius in March. 

63. Livestock rearing drives the zone’s economy. The zone is inhabited by almost pure 

pastoralists who survive in a very harsh, drought-prone environment. Livestock kept 
include cattle, camels, goats, and sheep and, to lesser extent, poultry (mainly for household 

consumption). In the dry season, herders usually move into Ethiopia and Kenya in search 

of water and pasture. There is limited crop production, including sorghum and small-scale 
vegetable production (e.g., okra). 

64. The rainy season starts in June and ends in October. Although this area is mainly 

suitable for rearing livestock, small quantities of sorghum and some vegetables are grown. 
Cultivation starts with land preparation in February to March, followed by wet sowing in 

April and weeding in June 
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b. Climate trends and impacts 

65. 
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cent for any observed warming of more than 1 °C. A general trend of delayed and 
shortened rainy seasons over the years has been reported in many places 

 

 

 

 

67. Climate change has long been affecting agriculture and water sector in South 

Sudan. Most of the people, being dependent on rainwater, the delayed onset of rainy 
season and prolonged dry spell changes the seasonal calendar of the country, which in turn 

affects the production system. 

68. Although South Sudan contributes very little to global greenhouse gas emissions, it 
is highly vulnerable to the impacts of rising temperatures and increased rainfall variability 

due to climate change, since pastoralists and farmers rely heavily on seasonal rains. Indeed, 
according to the 2017 Climate Change Vulnerability Index, South Sudan ranks among the 

five countries in the world most vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. The others are 

the Democratic Republic of the Congo, the Central African Republic, Haiti and Liberia 
(Reliefweb, 2017). Climate change is thus a significant driver of environmental change in 

South Sudan. 

69. In addition to the scientific evidence of climatic change in South Sudan, agro-
pastoralists and farmers have noticed the delayed onset of rains, prolonged dry spells at 

the beginning of the wet season and an increase in the intensity of rainfall events, resulting 
in more erratic and heavy flooding (Murray, 2016). 

70. The population of South Sudan is extremely vulnerable to the impacts of increased 

warming and unpredictable and reduced rainfall, given its fragile state and its extreme 
dependence on rain- fed subsistence agriculture. A warmer climate and drier weather have 

food security implications, reducing crop harvests and pasture availability and intensifying 
the impacts of droughts and floods. If the current climate change trend continues, rain-fed 

agriculture may become untenable. 

71. Green House Gas emission: The state of conflict, insecurity, limited capacity and 

lack of financial resources in South Sudan have made collecting data on greenhouse gas 
emissions challenging. Given the low level of industrial development, however, they are 

likely to be relatively small, with most emissions derived from land use, land-use change 
and forestry, as well as the agriculture sector (RSS, 2015). Diesel generators for energy 
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and the transportation sector also contribute to overall emissions. The United Nations Food 
and Agriculture Organization estimates that in 2013, South Sudan emitted 1,448 

kilotonnes of CO2 and per capita emissions were 0.1 metric tonnes (FAO, 2016). 

2.3 Poverty and targeting profiles (full integration of all themes) 

72. Poverty is a multidimensional issue that is underpinned by conflict and 

vulnerabilities from a range of factors. The MPI poverty is based on the number of 

deprivations a population suffers. These deprivations are in Health, Education and Living 

Standards. Poverty intensity in both states is higher. Vulnerabilities are not constant and 
are affected by the ever-changing relationship between politics, localised conflicts, natural 

and climatic shocks. Thus, targeting for the project will have an objective of reducing the 
vulnerabilities in: Climate change, Gender dynamics, Food Security, and Livelihoods. 

Flexibility should be built within the targeting strategy to ensure that it remains responsive 

to the ever-changing needs of the communities and the beneficiaries. Based on the socio-
economic profile, return on investment would be higher if women and youth are prioritised 

and the agricultural sector (through smallholder farmers) strengthened to ensure stable 
incomes and food and nutrition security.  

73. Cultural Diversity: South Sudan has 64 tribes with the largest being the Dinkas, 

who constitute about 35% of the population. The second largest are the Neurs. Dinkas and 

Neurs account for almost half of the population and dominate the government and the army.  

 
Distribution of ethnic groups across SSLRP counties 
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challenges of smallholder agro-pastoral HH include low agricultural productivity due to the 
limited availability of good quality seeds, erratic rainfall, pest infestations, and declining 

soil fertility. Furthermore, the lack of adequate access to sufficient productive assets 
prevents smallholder agro-pastoral HH from making maximum use of the land (draught 

power/machinery, good quality seeds, fertilizer, and labour). Agro-pastoral HHs usually 

receive low prices from the sale of their products due to absence of organized commodity 
ma
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opportunities, limited or no employment opportunities,
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pumpkin and beans. People living near the white nile, engage in cattle keeping, agriculture 
and fishing, whereas residents in the Ironstone Plateau with open savannah woodland and 

porous soils, rely on farming, mainly gorwing sorghum and maize. Despite fertile ground, 
80 percent of Households face severe food insecurity, which is further aggravated by high 

numbers of IPDs. According to a REAC report in 2019,  IDPs constituted at leasy half of th 

epopulation in 66 percent of assessed settlement. Additionally, 81 percent of assessed 
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enforcing the rule of law; (iii) Ensuring secure access to adequate and nutritious food; (iv) 
Silencing the guns; (v) Restoring and expanding the provision of basic social services. 

 

3.1. Gender 

87. Below are a number of gender policy frameworks in South Sudan. In practice, many 

gender- oriented policies in South Sudan have not been implemented or remain in draft 

form. Gender Focal Points or departments created by the Ministry of Gender, Child, and 
Social Welfare in various government institutions are inadequately funded (Edward, 2014). 

The general political and public attitude and indifference to gender issues, the low 

prioritization of gender issues, as well as the institutional and organizational weakness of 
the governance institutions continue to be a challenge (GenderIndex.org South Sudan 

2019) 

- The comprehensive draft National Gender Policy (NGP): Developed by the 

Ministry of Gender, Social Welfare and Religious Affairs, to which advocates for 

programmes that have specific impact on the gender mainstreaming and women’s 

empowerment. 

- National Gender Policy (2013): The Policy provides an overall context for 

mainstreaming gender equality in all national development processes and a 

framework to address existing inequalities and remedy historical imbalances. 

- The National Social Protection Policy Framework of the Ministry of Gender, 

Child, and Social Welfare (MGCSW). The overall goal of this framework is to 

address multiple vulnerabilities and secure livelihoods as well as access to social 

services for the most vulnerable. An integrated set of approaches, including cash 

transfers, are directed at vulnerable groups including orphans, widows, persons 

with disabilities and the poorest households. It coordinates all social protection 

initiatives nationwide and therefore an important backbone of resilience in South 

Sudan, the Framework’s six objectives are: 1) Inclusive social protection: ensuring 

access to basic social services for all; 2) Protective environments for children; 3) 

Strengthened linkages among social protection, economic development and 

sustainable livelihoods; 4) Improved livelihoods for women; 5) A systems approach 

to social protection; and 6) Progressive realisation of coverage. 

- Comprehensive Agriculture Master Plan (CAMP) This is a gender sensitive policy 

that 
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ensure persons with disabilities are well integrated in the society and will pave the 

way for enhanced participation in social, economic, and political decision-making 

processes. 

 

3.4. Child Labour 

89. Revitalized Agreement on the Resolution of the Conflict in the Republic of 

South Sudan (R-ARCSS): Replaced all components of the Agreement on the Resolution 
of the Conflict in the Republic of South Sudan signed in 2015, including the Joint Action 

Plan with the UN to Combat the Use of Child Soldiers, and reaffirms commitments made 

under the 2017 Agreement on the Cessation of Hostilities. Establishes the structure of a 
Revitalized Transitional Government of National Unity and outlines actions to be taken by 

signatories, including prohibiting the recruitment and use of child soldiers by armed forces 

or militias. 

General Education Strategic Plan (2017–2022): Aims to improve access and quality of 

education by providing     capitation grants, teacher salaries, and cash transfers to 
girls in upper primary and secondary schools. 

 

3.5. Food Security and Nutrition 

90. Food Security Council (FSC) was established to ensure the overall alignment and 
harmonization of food security initiatives of the various line ministries and commissions, 

and to provide guidance for national food security policies and programmes. It is also a 
platform for enhanced coordination and fostering linkages among the nine ministries that 

deal with various aspects of food security. 

- A Resilience Technical Working Group established to coordinate the current 
analytical efforts and programming efforts. Recognises that building resilience 
requires a multi-sector approach and a long-term commitment to flexible 
programming aimed at reducing the risk and strengthening capacities; and it also 
requires a partnership approach to the development of a common resilience 
building agenda. 

- Scaling Up Nutrition: South Sudan joined the SUN Movement in 201325 

- National Health Policy 2016-2026: Includes nutrition as a component with the Basic 
Package of Health and Nutrition Services (BPHNS). It provides guidance on 
nutrition, therapeutic feeding, and control of malnutrition in special and vulnerable 
groups. 

- Food Security Policy 2012: Supports policy measures and strategies meant to 
mitigate the adverse effects and impacts from climate change in the medium and 
long-term. These include the development of community adaptive capacity for 
climate change through the development of crops that can resist droughts and 
floods. 

 

3.6. Environment and Climate 

91. Draft Environmental Protection Policy 2013: Provides policy guidance on how to 
address climate change issues by developing a national strategy and climate change policy, 

and mechanisms for adaptation and mitigation. It encourages the formulation and 

enactment of laws that maintain and preserve ecological functions and the integrity of 
forests that conserve biological diversity and, water and soil resources in fragile 

 
25 10 Scaling Up Nutrition South Sudan https://scalingupnutrition.org/sun-countries/south-sudan/ 

https://scalingupnutrition.org/sun-countries/south-sudan/
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(forecasted) for coming decades (SOE, 2018). According to other source rainfall will 
decrease in the north and increase in the south. Seasonal rainfall trends are highly 

variable across the country. Recent rainfall data showed that increasing trends 
particularly in the northern parts of the country and declining rainfall in the western 

and southern parts of the country. In addition, analyses suggest that there has been a 

shift in the start and cessation of rainfall, leading to more erratic and unpredictable 
rainfall patterns (WFP, VAM 2014). Since the mid-1970s, South Sudan has experienced 

a decline of between 10 to 20 per cent in average precipitation as well as increased 

variability in the amount and timing of rainfall from year to year (USAID, 2016). South 
Sudan is highly vulnerable to the impacts of rising temperatures and increased rainfall 

variability due to climate change since pastoralists and farmers rely heavily on seasonal 
rains. 
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Targeted nutrition education for household members and communities will be 
integrated through the programme interventions. Nutrition education for extension 

workers and integration of nutrition modules will be integrated within extension 
workers’ modules. Health and Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH) campaigns 

(where there will be Rehabilitation and maintenance of water sources). Social 

Behaviour Communication (SBCCC) campaigns will seek to demystify socio cultural 
practices and myths associated with foods and encourage adoption of nutritious foods 

amongst key populations such as pregnant and lactating mothers, children under 5 

years and adolescents. 

96. Women Empowerment: Women empowerment and attitude towards women: 

program will promote women as individuals capable of being productive in ways that 

have the potential to mitigate effects of shocks and stress and enhance food and 
livelihood security through: (i) Economic empowerment for enhanced access to and 

control of productive resources, finance, and services. (ii)Access to information, 
knowledge and extension services will be promoted through business skills training, and 

access to extension services. (iii)Balanced workloads due to increased resilient crop 

yields through use of labour and time-saving technologies to encourage shifts towards 
equitable sharing of workload burden within the households. (iv) Support to women’s voice 

in decision-making power at household and community level will be implemented 
through leadership trainings and mentorship of women in groups and enforcing 50 

percent representation of women in committees, (v) Other gender related interventions 

such as awareness raising on issues related to prevention of 612 792ivention
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Therefore, weather information dissemination to end users should be considered as a 
priority for adaptation of Disaster Risk Reduction 

99. Partnerships will play a key role in enabling resilience building given the 

communities face varied challenges that require a mix of interventions (humanitarian 
and development) and how they are implemented. Thus, the project will use multi-

sector coordination mechanisms geared towards building sustainable systems. The 
project will seek partnerships with Organisations for Persons with Disabilities for 

adequate targeting and disability-inclusive designing of interventions. 

 

100. Integrate peace building approach: SSLRP will adopt a conflict sensitive 
programming as a cross cutting approach and integration across all levels of the 

interventions by implementing 
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weather station and dissemination of an up to date weather information to end users. 
For SSLRP, taking the budget availed for the project into consideration, weather 

infrastructures cannot be considered. However, partnership/collaboration with other 
developmental partners, engaged in South Sudan in general and the target counties in 

particular, is important to make sure that the target beneficiaries receive up to date and 

credible weather information. 

105. Irrigation: There is huge potential for irrigation but this practice is insignificant. 

Therefore, taking the surface and ground water resources in the selected states, 

construction of small to medium scale irrigation schemes can be considered to benefit 
smallholder farmers. Therefore, the community and other stakeholders should be aware 

of these things during CDD and also preparation of CDPs. 

106. Promotion of clean energy: More than 90% of the South Sudanese depend on 
forest for fuelwood and charcoal production (FAO, 2016). Therefore, it is highly 

recommended that provision of clean and renewable energy source as well as energy 

saving technologies is crucial in maintaining 
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first year of implementation, progress indicators and their means of verification will be 
developed at the Start up Workshop. IFAD supervision and Implementation Support 
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4. IPC (2020) Acute Food Insecurity and Acute Malnutrition Analysis January 2020 – 
July 2020 

5. UNICEF (2015) Youth-Led Participatory Action Research Budi County, Eastern 

Equatoria State, South Sudan August 2015 

6. JICA (2017) Country Gender Profile Republic of South Sudan 

7. OXFAM (2017) South Sudan Gender Analysis: A snapshot situation analysis of the 

differential impact of the humanitarian crisis on women, girls, men and boys in 

South Sudan. Joint agency consolidated gender analysis 

8. World Food Program (2018) South Sudan Integrated Context Analysis 

9. Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC 2020) IPC acute food insecurity 

and acute malnutrition analysis; January to July 2020 

10. Gender Concern International Women in South Sudan “Predicament, Challenge 

and Hope” 

http://www.genderconcerns.org/images/gal/Women%20in%20South%20Sudan.pdf
http://www.genderconcerns.org/images/gal/Women%20in%20South%20Sudan.pdf
http://www3.weforum.org/docs/WEF_GenderGap_Report_2010.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF-South-Sudan-Child-Protection-Briefing-Note-Oct-2018.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF-South-Sudan-Child-Protection-Briefing-Note-Oct-2018.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF-South-Sudan-Child-Protection-Briefing-Note-Oct-2018.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF_South_Sudan_Report_Childhood_under_Attack_15Dec_FINAL.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF_South_Sudan_Report_Childhood_under_Attack_15Dec_FINAL.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/southsudan/UNICEF_South_Sudan_Report_Childhood_under_Attack_15Dec_FINAL.pdf
https://www.dol.gov/sites/dolgov/files/ILAB/child_labor_reports/tda2018/South%20Sudan.pdf
https://www.dol.gov/sites/dolgov/files/ILAB/child_labor_reports/tda2018/South%20Sudan.pdf
https://www.dol.gov/sites/dolgov/files/ILAB/child_labor_reports/tda2018/South%20Sudan.pdf
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https://reliefweb.int/report/south-sudan/policy-brief-covid-19-pandemic-vulnerability-factors-south-sudan
https://reliefweb.int/report/south-sudan/policy-brief-covid-19-pandemic-vulnerability-factors-south-sudan
https://reliefweb.int/report/south-sudan/policy-brief-covid-19-pandemic-vulnerability-factors-south-sudan
http://postconflict.unep.ch/sudanreport/sudan_websi
http://www.fao.org/emergencies/fao-in-action/stories/stories-detail/en/c/418029/
http://www.fao.org/emergencies/fao-in-action/stories/stories-detail/en/c/418029/
http://www.fao.org/emergencies/fao-in-action/stories/stories-detail/en/c/418029/
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/434701468302991568/pdf/799230v10ESW0P0Box0379795B00PUBLIC0.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/434701468302991568/pdf/799230v10ESW0P0Box0379795B00PUBLIC0.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/434701468302991568/pdf/799230v10ESW0P0Box0379795B00PUBLIC0.pdf
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/687411468103733448/E4220v20South00021
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/687411468103733448/E4220v20South00021
http://reliefweb.int/report/world/climate-change-vulnerability-index-2017
http://reliefweb.int/report/world/climate-change-vulnerability-index-2017


http://www.climatelinks.org/sites/default/files/asset/document/2016%20CRM
http://www.climatelinks.org/sites/default/files/asset/document/2016%20CRM
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