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Introduction

Definition of refugee 

camps is contextual 

and controversial. 

This study aimed to 

focus on how peaceful 

and competitive 

interactions are resulted 

as a result of economic 

interaction. 

the nature of host-

refugee interaction is 

not inherently conflict 

as many prior studies 

have focused on. 

Refugees always move 

beyond the camp and 

the policy of the host 

country with their 

connection to the host



Methdology
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Why Sherkole refugee 
camp ? 



Sherkole refugee camp 

is a unique camp 

because it is the oldest 

camp in the region 

population is composed 

of refugees from different 

countries such as Sudan, 

South Sudan, Congo, 

Rwanda, Burundi, and 

Liberia.

protracted refugees 

who lived for several 

years 

It is a destination for 

refugees who have more 

than one camp story



the camp, shelters 2855

households and 11,028 registered

refugees and asylum seekers.

The camp has 9 zones and 44

Blocks.

The Zones are Zone A, Zone B,

Zone C1, Zone C2, Zone E, Zone

F1, Zone F2, Zone G1 and Zone

G2.

These number told that there is a

registration and inspection of

refugees in the camp which

makes interesting how the

refugees navigate beyond the

encampment to looking for other

way out strategy to sustain their

livelihood.





Economic Interaction



Restrict movement of refugees

Restrict work

Sanction using resource

policy
interactio

n

Agencies Host 

community

Refugees
Allow refugees to their market, 

environment, basically harmless

Receives small  aid

Navigate opportunities

Support livelihood

Government and non 

government agencies

Have only formal format for the 

refugees’ economic activities  

Economic interaction

Peaceful, competitive, 

contract,etc



Informal economic 
activities inside the 
camp



Market places inside the refugee camps

serve as a meeting place to buy and sell

goods between the refugees and the host.

Refugees sell thier food and non food

items

pans
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There is also a network of refugees and local

people in between the marketing system

Local people who are living in the Homosha woreda

are agrarian and they sell agricultural products



Networking and 
connectivity 



Networking are different among 
refugees from different countries

Refugee- Refugee 

connection

Refugee-Host community 

connections

Brokers 

agencies



Why networking

Great lakes refugees are

famous in their mining

activities.

They go to Menge area for

mining

People who have butcher

houses need cattle supply

from the local market

Sudanese and south

Sudanese are good in

farming

They go to local farmers in

search of job

Market owners needs goods

from Assosa or Kurmuk



What type of interaction

Win- win business

Business shops inside the camp are not paying tax but other merchants are 

paying

Refugees selling charcoal and firewood which was previously owned by 

local merchants

01

02

03

04

Competition over market

Competition over resource

Some refugees breed  animals which 

destroyes yards



How the New Policy acts?

The 9 

Pledges

Out of Camp,

Education,

Work and Livelihood

s, Documentation, 

Other Social and Ba

sic Services and

Local Integration.

Work and 

livelihood

Some intervention by NGOS 

which are bringing refugees and 

hosts together but the impact is 

not yet evaluated

good lesson: Poultry 

and joint farming acti

vities are carried out j

ointly between the ho

st and refugees in Sh

erkole. 

Work and 

Livelihood

The promised industrial pa

rk is not yet established

CRRF

•in Sherkole refugee camp, 

all of the business activities 

have been started before th

e CRRF. 

The camp setting is also 

evidence for how the camp 

is transforming in to a small 

town.  Most of the business 

activities are operated 

informally de facto CRRF. 



Unintended Factors

Decreased the interest of 

donors to bring new projects 

to the camp

Security problem in Benishangul-

Gumuz

The political turmoil and war 

in the country decrease the 

construction of new industrial 

parks  

Turmoil in the 

country

Impacted the refugee movement and

humanitarian aid in general

COVID-19 



NGOs and 

Donors
Government

Some of the promises in the 

new proclamation and in the 

commitments in the Global 

Forum are already fulfilled.For

example, refugees can already 

register births and marriages, 

open bank accounts, and buy 

mobile SIM cards.

However, the rights to work, 

residence permits and local 

integration, as well as 

diminishing encampment are 

still remaining. Refugees have 

to find means to get jobs still 

informally, which expose them 

to lack of access to jobs, labor 

abuse and exploitation by 

employers. What is missing? 

Inefficient Programs that 

Unnecessarily Consume a 

huge amount of Money

There is a gap in need 

assessment and coordination 

among donors.

The projects are short term 

and come up with small 

budget 



Participatory planning

inclusiveness
Coordination of 

stakeholders
Using human, cultural and 

economic capital



Knowing who are the refugees?

The origin of 

refugees 

Why they choose 

Ethiopia  

There networks

Final destination





Recommendations

strong coordination among 

stakeholders, including information 

and experience sharing

Creating awareness regarding the 

CRRF and the pledges  among the 

different level stakeholders

Establishing taxpayers platform for refugee 

merchants

Platform  that incorporate the woreda

governance, zone, and region 

Concerned bodies should be working 

more on protracted refugees

Government initiatives need 

follow-ups to control 

unintended negative 

consequences 

Awareness raising campaigns need to 

be at place among the host





Thank you
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The Issue of Investigation
oGlobally, a country who received large numbers of

refugees faces a variety of social and economic impacts.

oEthnic tensions may become especially prominent when

refugees possess ethnic ties with groups already present

in the host society. (Jacobsen, 2002)

oIn countries where ethnic cleavages are deeply rooted,

large unexpected migrant inflows may stimuluses inter

group conflict (Atim 2013:6).

oThe sense of exclusion and deprivation of local

communities generated by provision of aid services to

refugees is one of the major drivers of tension and

conflict b/n refugees and host communities.(Dereje,

2014:3).



… Cont’d

oThe problems is not be restricted to a particular area

but also have spillover on the internal security

situation of a region.

oThe impact of refugees on the host communities in

Benishangul Gumuz regional state has not been well

studied so far particularly, in the Bambasi and

Sherkole refugee camp

oTherefore, the researcher were conducted the study

to assess the socio-economic impact of the refugees

on host communities in the study area



Research Questions 

 It is aimed to answer the following questions

1.What are major changes that the refugees brought to the

host community?

2.What are the social and economic impact of the refugee

on the host community?

3.What are the social services the camp built for host

communities?

4.What are the challenges of refugee impose on the host

communities?



Scope of  The Study
The five refugee camps

located in the region
were:-

oSherkole refugee camp

oBambasi refugee camp

oTsore refugee camp

oTongo refugee camp and

oGure shembola refugees

The researcher focused
on Basmbasi and
Sherkole refugee camp
and focused to socio-
economic impacts of
refugees on the host
communities



The Study Area and Research Methodology

oBenishangul-Gumuz

Regional state is located

in the north western part

of the Ethiopia

oThe region is sub

divided in three zones

and twenty-one woreda.

They includes:-

 Kemashi zone (5

woredas)

 Assosa zone (9 woredas)

and Metekle zone (7

woredas)



Research Design 
oThe research was used descriptive research design

and survey methods and the survey can be

longitudinal Survey and cross-sectional Survey

o Longitudinal survey is appropriate when the study

aims at understanding the problem over longer

period of time.

oCross-sectional survey involves collecting data at a

single point in time with the intention of describing

the nature of the problem in its current state.



Data Collection Tools 
The principal methods of data collection tools

were:

Questionnaires: It includes both open and close ended

questionnaires

Key Informant Interview: The participants were

officials of the woreda, kebele chairman and elders,

concerned stakeholders

Focus Group Discussion: Two focus group discussions

were conducted to collect the relevant data with

relevant questionnaires

Field Observation: This was conducted during pilot

survey and supervision of enumerators.



Major Finding of The Research 

According to finding of the study the main impacts

refugees after the establishment camps, on the host

communities were:

1) Economic impacts

oDisplacement of host communities from the refugee

hosting area.

oLosses of agricultural land and some immovable

properties without any compensations

 720 hectares in Sherkole refugee camp

More than 600 hectares in Bambasi refugee camp

oThe finding revealed that land scarcity, shortage of clean

water, fire woods and charcoals, and sanitation problems



..Cont’d
oRefugees set a pressure on the local environment by cut

down trees and collect firewood for cooking or heating

oAccessing reliable income-earning opportunities is a
challenge for refugees and hosts across the refugee
hosting areas

o New market opportunities in the middle of the hosts and
refugees hosting areas

o The allocation of ration for refugees is not enough and
leads the in stealing properties of the host communities

oRefugees engaged in extracting minerals like gold that
leads them in conflict with host communities



2) Social Impacts 
oHost communities have good cohesion with refugees in

line with linguistic, ethnicity, culture, religion and other

norms

oRefugees and host communities have partaken their

social ceremonies together like marriage religious,

wedding and death ceremonies

oThe mass influxes of refugees have added to security

problems on the host community such as crime, theft,

murder, prostitution and alcoholism



… Cont’d

oSome refugees engaged in petty theft and violence,

the host communities property like goats, maize

and others around the camp especially in Bambasi

oEven if the refugees and hosts enjoy positive

relationships, but there are significant differences

between the groups

o gender-based violence affects women from host

and refugee communities alike

oHost communities under social tension because of

presence of crime, theft and conflict around camps



Level Social Tensions of Host Communities

63 63 63 63 63

39 39 39 39 39

16 16 16 16 16
23 23 23 23 23

12 12 12 12 12

Levels of Agreement On 

Impact of Refugees On Host 

Communities 

Strongly agree Agree

Neutral Dis agree

Strongly dis agree

o The level of agreement of

host communities for the

diffusion of gambling, crime

and murder by refugees to

host communities were:-

 63(41%)were strongly agreed

 39 (26%) were agree

 23 (15%) were disagree

 16(11%)of the host

communities as neutral &12

(7%) were strongly dis agree



…Cont’d

35%

27%

20%

12%

6%

Rate of Host Community

On Health issues due to

Refugees

Strongly

agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Srongly

disagre

The rate of host communities to

be affected by diseases such as

HIV from the refugees were:-

 53 (35%) were strongly agree

 42 (27%) were agree,

 31 (20%) were neutral

 18 (12%) were dis agreed and

 9 (6%) were strongly dis agree

As the result of research, some

refugees partaken in rape of

female & accelerate the impose

of the diseases to host

communities



3) Environmental Impacts of refugees
The impact of the refugees on the environment of

host communities can be categorized as:

oForest depletion

oLand degradation

oWater pollution

oSpread of diseases and

oExhaustion of water ground resources



Conclusion and Recommendations
o The establishment of the Sherkole refugee camp were in

1997 G.C and Bambasi refugee camp were in 2012 G.C

oThe finding of the study displays that, displacement of

host communities from the refugee hosting area.

oThe host communities were lost agricultural land and

some immovable properties without any compensations

because of the establishment of refugee camps

oThe refugees involved deterioration of environment and

inappropriate management of the local resources

o As a result of the study, host communities challenged in

getting modern energy alternatives for cooking and

heating



…Cont’d
o The camp develop the social services for host

communities such as schools, health center an others

oHost communities have good social cohesion with

refugees, they were interrelated to each others

linguistically and religiously especially in Bambasi

oThe major challenge between refugees and host

communities were conflict because competition natural

resources and some host communities engaged in

gambling, crime and murder since they daily contact

with the of refugees.

oThe host communities were under social tension to be

affected by infectious diseases such as HIV and others

diseases from the refugees



Recommendations
oThe regional and federal government have to work

collaboratively to provide compensation for both

agricultural land and products loss for the entablement of

camps to the host communities

oThe ARRA/UNHCR has to provide training to the host

communities and refugees to reinforce their work on

protection and wise utilization of natural resources

oThe UNHCR/ARRA should built big projects, which

create good livelihoods for host communities and

refugees around the camp

oThe government and concerned bodies have to work

together on how to return back the refugees to their own

home land



… Cont’d
oThe regional and international non-government

organizations (NGOs) has assist with big projects
that reduce the pressures of environmental
degradation and provide alternative technologies in
energy consumption for refugees and host
communities

oThe concerned bodies have to work together on the
social harmony and mutual- coexistence and
benefits of both host communities and refugees
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1.Introduction
• Lutheran World Federation - has been implementing humanitarian relief and 

development programs since 1971  in Ethiopia.

• LWF is committed to assisting the most vulnerable, irrespective of ethnicity, gender, 
religion, race, or political conviction.

• LWF Ethiopia responds to the humanitarian and development challenges in Ethiopia.

• Thematic Areas;
 Food Security, 

 Livelihoods, 

 WASH, 

 Environment and Climate Resilience, 

 Protection and CBPS

 Emergency Responses and Recovery 



 Geographic areas;
 Amhara,

 Tigray,

 Benishangul Gumuz,

 Somali and

 Oromia regional states.

 LWF is operating in four refugee camps

 Somali (Sheder, Awbare and Kebribeyah camps) and

 Benishangul Gumuz Regions (Bambasi refugee camp).

 LWF has been operating in Assosa zone since 2012 supporting refugees in

Bambasi, Sherkole and Gure-Shembola camps and host communities in the

areas of Community Based Psychosocial Support (CBPS), Livelihoods and

Environment, Water, Hygiene and Sanitation (WASH) and alternative

household energy



 LWF successfully accomplished a three-year project (2018-2020) funded by ACT
Church of Sweden aimed at addressing the gaps in access to livelihood opportunities,
environmental protection and psychosocial wellbeing of the target communities.

 The project has played a significant role to achieve improvement in the biological,
economic and psychosocial wellbeing of Sudanese refugees in Bambasi Camp and
the surrounding host communities

 The achievements among others include;

 Created access to livelihood opportunities to both groups – some (_R, _H) have

secured lasting income from the interventions

 Promoted peaceful co-existence between refugees and host

Cont…



Policy Framework – The CRRF

 In November 2017, the Government of Ethiopia has reformed its refugee

law and policy under the Comprehensive Refugee Response

Framework (CRRF)

 It also shifted towards a new approach of refugee response, combining

wider support to host communities, fostering peaceful coexistence and

greater inclusion of refugees in national development plans.



 The key aspect of the CRRF is the creation of job opportunity for

unemployment, access of financial institution, access of livelihood

opportunity for self-reliance.

 The QEP project is one of the mechanisms available for the refugees

to exercise their rights

 This project is well aligned and is being implemented within the

framework of CRRF.



2. The Project QEP - Qualifications and 

Employment Perspectives for Refugees & 

Host Project

 Currently, LWF is implementing a project funded by GIZ (July 15,

2019 – February 14, 2021).

 The project called Qualifications and Employment Perspectives for

refugees in Bambasi refugee camp and hosts in Womba and Dabus

Kebeles



 The overall objective of the project is “Improved Employment

Perspectives for Refugees and Host Communities”.

 The project aims to contribute to the inclusion and resilience

of the refugees and host communities through employment

in the field of agriculture (irrigation).

Objective of the Project 



3. Problem Analysis 

Livelihoods and employment gaps, key capacities 

and resources 

 Refugees in Assosa, including those in Bambasi, rely on WFP food

assistance and a cash injection of 120-180 ETB/person/month as their

primary source for food.

 As a result of low purchasing power, more than 85% of refugees in

Bambasi camp sell rations to generate income and purchase firewood.

 Households that run short of food before the next distribution borrow

food and/or eat fewer or smaller meals as a coping strategy

 As a result, they don’t get the recommended 2,100 Kcl/ person/day.



 According to the market and livelihood capacity assessment

conducted by LWF in 2019, only 3% to 5% of refugee

households are engaged in income-generating activities as

their main source of income.

 The assessment reveals that a small number of refugees

engage in cultivation, either in backyard gardening or on land

rented or sharing system from the host community.



 The income generating activities vary from on-farm to off farm activities

like irrigation cultivation backyard gardening, barbershops, coffee and

tea shops, bread selling, tailoring, butchery, and petty trade.

 The host community remain among the most underdeveloped in the

region despite the availability of natural resources.

 Generally, there are gaps in youth programming that address the

economic and psychosocial problems of refugee and host

communities’ youth.



 Bambasi Woreda hosts huge number refugees fled from Sudan (As of

31 July 2021, there are 19,052 refugees (9,546 F).

 Including refugees settled in the Woreda two administrative kebele of

the Woreda; Dabus & Wamba are selected as project site.

 LWF targeted 400 (280 male and 120 female) heads of households

through this project of which 50% are refugees

 Direct beneficiary of the project is 400 of which;

 Refuge share is 50%(30% female ),

 Dabus kebele share 25%(30% female) and

 Womba kebele share 25% (30% female)

4 .Target beneficiaries



Cont..

 It is estimated that 1,366 (594 male and 772 female) household

members were indirectly benefited from the project.

 The refugees and nearby host communities share similarities in socio-

cultural practices like language, culture and religion as well as their

agrarian background.

 These commonalities were used as a connecting factor to strengthen

the social and economic ties by fostering sustainable, integrated and

self-reliant solutions for both refugees and host communities in the

Woreda in response to their developmental needs and aspiration.



Population Data of Refugees & Host Community

Male

Female

Total

0

5000

10000

15000

20000

Refugee
Dabus
kebele Womba

kebele

9506 

635 
667 

9546 

610 
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19052 

1245 1309 
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5. Major Project Achievements 

• Beneficiaries were selected using an open, transparent and

participatory approach by involving representatives of LWF,

GIZ, ARRA, UNHCR, the local or Woreda administration and

the Refugee Central Committee (RCC).

• Capacity building training provided on small scale agricultural

production for 396 beneficiaries (196 Refugee & 200 Host

communities)



 Additional trainings were provided for 400 (147F)

beneficiaries on business skill, value addition, saving,

bookkeeping and market linkage etc.

 All the training and technical supports were provided in

collaboration with Woreda, Regional Bureau of Agricultural

and Cooperative Office experts

 About 1,450 meter of irrigation canal was constructed on

both Dabus (724.M) and Wonba (726m) Irrigation site with

two intakes (Weir) at the head.

 s

Achievements contd…



Achievements contd…

Inputs Provided

 287 kg varieties of vegetables seeds (Okria, Kudura, Radish, cabbage, Swiss-chard,
roll cabbage, Red onion and Carrot)

 Crop seeds like maize (6 Quintal) improved seed from Bako Research center, Soya
Bean (6 Quintal), Groundnut (4 Quintal) and 28 Quintal fertilizer

 Farm tools for 398 beneficiaries (148 F). Shovel (400), two finger pickaxe (400), Flat
hoe (400), watering cane (400) and empty sack (7500).



Contd.…

 Workshops and forums organized for stakeholders on the progress,

success, and the challenges of the QEP project implementation.

• 25 producer groups are organized for market linkage, financial services,

and will organize exhibitions for best performed produced groups.

• To protect constructed irrigation canal from flood and runoff, 12 km of

soil bund was constructed on the upper part of the irrigation canal in

collaboration with Worda Agricultural and natural resource office.



6. Project  Contribution to CRRF Implementation 

 Commitments made by the government relevant to the

context include;

- To provide work permits to refugees and those with permanent

residence ID

- To make 10,000 hectares of irrigable land available, to enable 20,000         

refugees and host community households (100,000 people) to grow   

crops



 LWF encouraged those working for mutual benefits by facilitating

infrastructure such as irrigation scheme, providing agricultural

input and capacity building trainings.

 200 refugee and 200 host community benefited from this project

intervention and have access to source of livelihoods.

 The project has contributed for social and economic integration of

refugee and host community by enabling them to work for mutual

benefit.

 Due to the project intervention for both communities, refugees

have got free access to land through legal arrangement

 The government (ARRA) is facilitating residence ID which is

requirement for work permit



 19 hectors of land under irrigation command area and the refugee and

host community HHs are engaged in small scale irrigation and able to

produce different vegetable products and crops.

 The refugee target beneficiaries are able to produce 2-3 times per year

 The household nutrition status and the income of household was

improved and they are able to sell their surplus production

 Psychological well being of the households members improved by

engaging on agricultural activities



 The project improved the peaceful coexistence of refugee and

host communities

 It has also good contribution for local integration and durable

solutions

 Overall, the livelihood intervention in Bambasi refugee camp is

an exemplary project in its role towards fulfilling the

governments’ commitment to CRRF implementation.



7.Challenges

 Limited funds/resources  to reach more people through the intervention 

 Low livelihoods opportunities for both communities that could foster more 

economic and social interaction

 Low awareness and less support towards CRRF, durable solution 

national policies, proclamation and implementation by stakeholders

 Depletion of natural resources (cutting down of trees for firewood)

 Which sometimes created tension among host and refugee communities 

who will be fighting over scarce resource



8. Ways Forward

 Increased commitment to allocate additional funds for livelihood

interventions for both community

 Support and capitalize on the achievements so far for continued gains

and sustainability of the action

 More awareness raising forums on the CRRF, durable solutions and

other relevant policies and proclamations such as Ethiopia’s refugee

proclamation adopted in 2004.

 Provide alternative energy resources for refugee to minimize the

deforestation and strengthen environmental protection and rehabilitation

works



THANK YOU
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Introduction

9/14/202183

Hepatitis is an inflammation of the liver

 Most commonly caused by viruses such as

HBV and HCV

 HBV is an enveloped DNA virus

 HCV is an enveloped RNA virus

Transmitted by

 Exposure to blood or blood products

 Blood transfusion

 Intravenous drug use

 Sexual intercourse, Mother-to-child, etc

(WHO 2017 & CDC 2017)



1.2. Statement of the problem

9/14/202184

The WHO classifies countries according to the hepatitis B

surface antigen (HBsAg) in to

 Low (<2%)

 Intermediate (2-8%)

 High (>8%)

Such as USA, Europe,

Australia, South America

Such as Middle East, Southern

Europe, Mediterranean

Such as Amazon, Southeast

Asia, Sub-Saharan Africa
(Evlampidou I, 2016)
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Studies from Horn of Africa , particularly Ethiopia reported

 5.4%-15% prevalence of HBsAg and

 0.5%-5% prevalence of anti-HCV (Padovese V et al, 2013)

This increased prevalence might be

due to

 Increased arrival of refugees in

Ethiopia

 No appropriate preventive and

screening methods are employed

Moreover, these immigrants living

system is not limited to in the camp

rather highly communicated to the

local population no rule and

regulation that restrict the movement

of the refugees through the local

society.

(Roussos A. et al, 2003)
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Furthermore, there was no study conducted on the

prevalence of hepatitis B and C and associated factors

among refugees in Benishnagul Gumuz Region

Therefore, the aim of this study was to determine the

prevalence of hepatitis B and hepatitis C viruses and

associated factors among refuges in Benishangul Gumuz

Region, western Ethiopia



1.3. Objectives

9/14/202187

1.3.1. General objective:

 To determine the prevalence of hepatitis B and hepatitis C viruses

and associated factors among refugees in Benishangul Gumuz

Region, western Ethiopia

1.3.2. Specific objectives:

 To determine the prevalence of hepatitis B and hepatitis C viruses

 To identify factors associated with HBV and HCV



2. Methods and materials

9/14/202188

2.1. Study area, period & design:

2.2. Population:

Source population:

Study population:

A cross sectional study was conducted among refugees found in

BGR from November to January 2018.

 Benishangu Gumuz Region has 5 refuge camps (61,000 refugees)

 Bambasi, Tongo, Sherkole, Tsore and Gure refuge camp

All refugees found in BGR

Refugees aged >18 years & who were

volunteer to participate in the
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2.3. Sample size determination

The sample size was calculated by using statistical formula for

single population proportion

N= (Zα/2)2*P(1-P)

D2

 Since there is no study conducted, p is

taken as 50% (0.5)

 384 + 10% contingence=422
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Laboratory analysis

 5 ml of the blood sample was collected from each refugee.

Each blood samples were allowed to clot and serum was

separated and all serum samples were tested for HBsAg and

anti-HCV rapid tests.

All serum samples which were positive for HBV and HCV

further tested with Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay

(ELISA) at Assosa Regional Blood Bank for confirming the

rapid screening results by using gold standard ELISA test.



3. Key Findings

9/14/202191

Socio-demographic characteristics of the study participants 

 413 volunteer refugees gave their consent to participate 

(Bambasi=155, Sherkole=140 and Tsore=118) were included in the 

study with overall response rate 98%. 

 59.3% (n=245) were females and the age range was 15 to 61 years 

with mean age of 28.1 + 9.4 years. 

 Regarding educational status, marital status and religion, 34.6% 

(n=143), 63% (n=260) and 43.3% (n=179) of the refugees were 

illiterate, married and Muslims, respectively. 

 15% (n=62) of the refugees have income generating job in the 

refugee camps 



Prevalence of HBsAg and anti-HCV antibody among 

the study participants
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 The prevalence of HBsAg and and anti-HCV antibody

among refugees in this study was 8.5% (n=35) and

1.9% (n=8).

 All HBsAg and anti-HCV antibody positive samples

by the rapid test were also positive by ELISA yielding

100% concordance result.



Cont’d

9/14/202193

 The prevalence of HBV was higher among age 15-24 years

11.8% (11.8%; 19/161). However, the prevalence of HBV was

relatively similar among male (8.9%; 15/168) and females

(8.2%; 20/245).

 Data from educational status showed that prevalence of HBV

was higher among illiterate (14.9%; 21/143).



Cont’d
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 Majority (73.4%) of the study participants had never

heard and/or know about the mode of transmission of

hepatitis.

 Only five study participants (1.2%) and three (0.7%)

participants have ever screened for hepatitis and

vaccinated against HBV, respectively.



Risk factors associated with prevalence of 

HBsAg
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 In multivariate logistic regression, Age of 15-24 years

(AOR=16.1 (1.6-82.1), Sharing Of Sharp Materials

(AOR=3.8 (1.5-9.3), History of Tooth Extraction (AOR=3.3

(1.1-10.1) and History of Multiple Sexual Partners

(AOR=6.9 (2.5-19.6), were significantly associated with

prevalence of hepatitis B virus among refugees in this study

area.



Cont’d
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 Educational status, history of hospital admission, history of

surgery, history of intravenous or parenteral drug use,

tattooing, nose/ear piercing, traditional tonsillectomy, history

of STDs and alcohol consumption were associated with

prevalence of HBV in bivariate logistic regression, they lacked

association in multivariate logistic regression (p>0.05).



Risk factors associated with prevalence of anti-HCV 

antibody
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 Tattooing (AOR=14.3 (1.4-86.8) and sharing of sharp materials

(AOR=6.1 (1.1-34.4) were significantly associated with prevalence

of hepatitis C virus among refugees in this study area.

 Although, history of tooth extraction (COR=5.3 (1.5-26.4) and

history of multiple sexual partners (COR=8.2 (1.6-41.5) were

associated with prevalence of HCV in bivariate logistic regression,

they lacked association in multivariate logistic regression (p>0.05).



Conclusion
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 The prevalence of HBsAg among refugees in the study area was

8.5% which has high prevalence and the prevalence of anti-HCV

antibody among refugees was 1.9% which has moderate prevalence

according toWHO classification.

 The prevalence of HBsAg was significantly associated with age of 15-

24 years, sharing of sharp materials, history of tooth extraction and

history of multiple sexual partners.

 The prevalence of anti-HCV antibody was significantly associated

with sharing of sharp materials and history of tattooing.



Cont’d
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 This indicates the need for screening policy to be implemented

and integrated with other health services and awareness creation

about the infection in all refugee camps.



Implications for Refugee Programming 
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National surveillance screening for Hepatitis B and C among 

Ethiopian refugees is required. 

Conducting regular health education for refugees and the local 

population to prevent the transmission of hepatitis.  

Formulate the screening policy of HBV and HCV among 

refugees. 

Large scale study is important to make generalization among 

refugee in Ethiopia. 
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Thank You
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