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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Area-Based Approach An approach that defines an area, rather than a sector or target group, as the main entry point. 
All stakeholders, services, and needs are mapped and assessed, and relevant actors mobilised 
and coordinated within it. (ReDSS) 

Displacement- 
Affected 
Communities 

All displaced populations (refugee, returnee, IDP), host communities, and local institutions. (ReDSS) 

Durable Solutions A durable solution is achieved when the displaced no longer have any specific assistance 
and protection needs that are linked to their displacement and can enjoy their human rights 
without discrimination on account of their displacement. It can be achieved through return, 
local integration, or resettlement. (IASC framework) 

Host Communities The local, regional, and national governmental, social, and economic structures within which 
refugees live. (UNHCR). In this report, the term “host population” is defined as non-displaced 
persons living in the same municipality as IDPs, returnees, and / or refugees. 

Internally Displaced 
Person (IDP)

Persons or groups of persons who have been forced or obliged to flee or to leave their homes or 
places of habitual residence, in particular as a result of or in order to avoid the effects of armed 
conflict, situations of generalised violence, violations of human rights, or natural or human-
made disasters, and who have not crossed an internationally recognised State border. (Guiding 
Principles on Internal Displacement)

Livelihoods A combination of the resources used and the activities undertaken in order to live. Resources 
include individual skills (human capital), land (natural capital), savings (financial capital), equipment 
(physical capital), as well as formal support groups and informal networks (social capital). (DFID) 

Local Integration Local integration as a durable solution combines three dimensions. First, it is a legal process, 
whereby refugees attain a wider range of rights in the host State. Second, it is an economic 
(material) process of establishing sustainable livelihoods and a standard of living comparable 
to the host community. Third, it is a social and cultural (physical) process of adaptation and 
acceptance that enables the refugees to contribute to the social life of the host country and live 
without fear of discrimination. (UNHCR) 

ReDSS Durable 
Solutions Framework 

A rapid analytical tool to assess to what extent durable solutions have been achieved in a particular 
context. The framework contains 31 indicators that relate to: 1) physical safety (protection, security, 
social cohesion); 2) material safety (access to basic services, access to livelihoods, restoration of 
housing land and property); and c) legal safety (access to documentation, family reunification, 
participation in public affairs, access to effective remedies and justice). 

Refugee A person who “owing to well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion, nationality, 
membership of a particular social group or political opinions, is outside the country of his [or 
her] nationality and is unable or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself [or herself] of the 
protection of that country”. (Geneva Convention relating to the Status of Refugees, Art. 1A (2), 1951)  

Reintegration A process that involves the progressive establishment of conditions that enable returnees and 
their communities to exercise their social, economic, civil, political, and cultural rights, and on 
that basis to enjoy peaceful, productive, and dignified lives. (UNHCR)

(Re)integration An umbrella term used to encompass the two separate processes of local integration in place 
of displacement and reintegration in place of origin. (ReDSS)

Returnee The act or process of going back to the point of departure. This can refer to return within the 
territorial boundaries of a country, as in the case of returning IDPs and demobilised combatants; 
or between a host country (either transit or destination) and a country of origin, as in the case of 
migrant workers, refugees, asylum seekers, and qualified nationals. There are sub-categories of 
return that describe how return is implemented; e.g. voluntary, forced, assisted, and spontaneous 
return. There are also sub-categories that describe who is participating in the return; e.g. 
repatriation for refugees; return for IDPs. (IOM)

Self-Reliance The social and economic ability of an individual, household, or community to meet basic needs 
(including protection, food, water, shelter, personal safety, health, and education) in a sustainable 
manner and with dignity. (UNHCR) 

Social Cohesion  A “socially cohesive society” is defined as one that “works towards the well-being of all its members, 
fights exclusion and marginalization, creates a sense of belonging, promotes trust, and offers 
its members the opportunity of upward mobility”. (OECD)
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

ACF Action Contre La Faim

ACTED Agency for Technical Cooperation and Development 

CCCM Camp Coordination and Camp Management

CDI Combined Drought Index

COD Common Operational Datasets

DFID Department for International Development

DRC Danish Refugee Council

DSA Detailed Site Assessment

EASO European Asylum Support Office 

FAO Food and Agriculture Organization

FGD Focus Group Discussion

GPS Global Positioning System

HLP Housing, Land, and Property

HRW Human Rights Watch

IASC Inter-Agency Standing Committee

IDMC Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre

IDP Internally Displaced Person

INSO International NGO Safety Organization

IOM International Organization for Migration

IRC International Rescue Committee

JMCNA Joint Multi-Cluster Needs Assessment

LORA Local (Re)Integration Assessment

LWF Lutheran World Federation

NGO Non-Governmental Organisation

NRC Norwegian Refugee Council

OCHA Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UN)

OECD Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development

PII Personally Identifiable Information

PRMN Protection & Return Monitoring Network

RCK Refugee Consortium of Kenya

ReDSS Regional Durable Solutions Secretariat

SGBV Sexual and Gender-Based Violence

SOP Standard Operating Procedure

SWALIM Somalia Water and Land Information Management

TVET Technical and Vocational Education and Training

UN United Nations

UNHCR United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

UNITAR-
UNOSAT

United Nations Institute for Training and Research – Operational 
Satellite Applications Programme
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Displacement in Somalia remains one of the most complex and 
challenging humanitarian and development contexts in the 
world.1  As of January 2020, more than 750,000 Somali refugees 
remain in neighbouring countries and more than 2.6 million 
Somalis are internally displaced persons (IDPs) in Somalia. The 
significant scale of displacement and the pattern of movement 
to major cities in Somalia among many displaced households has 
led to overcrowding. It has also added pressure on infrastructure, 
housing, and services, which has increased vulnerability among 
those living in displacement-affected communities. Poor living 
standards, insecurity, protection issues, and restricted livelihoods 
are the norm for many displaced people and their hosts. Weak 
urban systems in cities are unable to cope with the demands 
of the ever-growing population. Consequently, both host and 
displaced populations risk being excluded from access to basic 
infrastructure and services. Addressing displacement challenges 
that arise from conflict, violence, insecurity, and severe natural 
shocks remains critical to finding durable solutions that can give 
millions of displaced people a chance of a better life with dignity 
and self-reliance. 

Against this backdrop, the Regional Durable Solutions Secretariat 
(ReDSS) has established the aspirations survey for Somalia, based 
on ReDSS research analysis processes in other countries; namely, 
Kenya and Ethiopia. Adopting a longitudinal survey design, the 
aspirations survey is intended to assess and track the evolution 
of movement intentions and livelihood aspirations over time and 
to identify the factors that support or hinder the achievement of 
these intentions and aspirations. Conducted in Baidoa, Kismayo, 
and Mogadishu, the assessment applies a mixed methodology 
consisting of structured quantitative household interviews and 
semi-structured focus group discussions (FGDs) in each of the 
target locations. Overall, the aspirations survey focuses on four 
thematic areas: 1) economic development (livelihoods); 2) social 
cohesion; 3) safety and security; and 4) housing, land, and property 
(HLP). These thematic areas have been selected in such a way 
to inform the most important dimensions of (re)integration 
and adapt durable solutions programming based on a better 
understanding of the aspirations of the displaced people in the 
assessed locations. 

As of January 2020, 
more than 750,000 
Somali refugees remain 
in neighbouring 
countries and more 
than 2.6 million Somalis 
are internally displaced 
persons (IDPs) in 
Somalia. The significant 
scale of displacement 
and the pattern of 
movement to major 
cities in Somalia 
among many displaced 
households has led  
to overcrowding. 
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Round 1 (baseline) of the aspirations survey was conducted 
from October 2018 to March 2019. It is devoted to developing the 
methodology and piloting the survey. Round 1 establishes baseline 
values for the research indicators to enable a comparability 
platform during Round 2 by providing a better understanding 
of the trends and changes related to host and IDP communities. 

Similar to the baseline, Round 2 data collection applies a minimum 
sample size required to achieve a representative sample for 
host and IDP households, using the buffer established in the 
baseline to ensure enough respondents were available. In total, 
490 host household surveys and 625 IDP household surveys 
were completed between 30 March and 5 April 2021 for Round 
2. During Round 2, households that participated in the baseline 
(Round 1) were revisited. To ensure safety and mitigate the risks 
of inadvertently spreading COVID-19, Round 2 data was collected 
remotely through phone calls (using KoBo). This differs from 
Round 1, when COVID-19 concerns were not relevant and data 
could be collected in person. The contact details of the baseline 
respondents were used to establish the sample.

To ensure data quality, questions regarding current location 
and identity were used to ensure responses were accurate and 
respondents were still able to represent the same host and IDP 
community groups. Round 2 findings are generally representative 
with a 95% confidence level and a 10% margin of error for both 
host and IDP households.

Photo credit: Communities 
displacing to urban areas to 
find food and livelihoods.  
Credit - DRC 2022
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Photo credit: An IDP settlement. 
Credit - DRC 2022

KEY FINDINGS 

  Displacement patterns

The vast majority of the assessed IDP households in all locations 
consider themselves to be IDPs, with more than two-thirds of 
IDP households indicating that they have been through multiple 
displacements since leaving their area of origin and reaching the 
present location.

IDP households commonly report having been displaced from 
within the same districts where they were interviewed (Baidoa, 
Kismayo, and Mogadishu), as well as other neighbouring 
districts, indicating that most displacements are localised (that 
is, originating from neighbouring districts and regions). 

Conflict and drought-related reasons remain the two most 
commonly reported push factors causing displacement. In 
addition, lack of livelihoods and job opportunities in areas of 
origin emerges as another considerable driver of displacement 
among IDP households (19% in Kismayo; 10% in Baidoa; and 1% 
in Mogadishu).

Across all three research sites, the primary pull factor is reported 
as related to better security in the current location, while the 
availability of work / sources of income is the most commonly 
reported secondary pull factor in all locations. The availability of 
food distribution / food assistance is also a common secondary 
pull factor in Baidoa.

A large majority of IDP households in all locations (90% in Baidoa; 
96% in Kismayo; and 93% in Mogadishu 93%) report intending to 
stay in their current location in the six months following data 
collection. In Baidoa, there is a slight reduction in the proportion of 
households intending to remain in their current location between 
the Round 1 (baseline) and Round 2 surveys.

IDP households believe living in an urban centre ensures better 
access to livelihoods opportunities and may provide a better 
standard of living compared to their area of origin. In addition, 
the perception of being “safe” or “very safe” in their current places 
might also influence their decision to stay. 
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Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming: 
displacement patterns

A large number of households indicate that they intend to remain in their current locations. 
This signals the need for well-coordinated durable solutions efforts by the government, durable 
solutions actors, and local authorities to plan and prepare durable solutions programming to 
avoid further displacements occurring and to provide long-term solutions to displacement-
affected communities in Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. Given that IDPs generally prefer to 
stay in urban areas, due to perceived access to security and livelihood opportunities, durable 
solutions partners may consider investing in urban planning and preparedness to increase 
the absorption capacities of cities.    

Increased efforts in resilience building programmes in IDP areas of origin (mainly rural, 
agricultural, and pastoral areas) might contribute to reducing the number of people leaving 
due to climate-related shocks such as drought. According to IDPs, this is a common push 
factor, particularly in Baidoa. 

Mapping out displacement-related vulnerabilities in a participatory manner might support 

better understanding of the needs of IDP households.

  Economic development 

Daily labour / casual work is the most reported primary income 
source for host and IDP households in all locations. In Baidoa 
and Kismayo, the proportion of IDP households reporting daily 
labour as their primary income source has increased since the 
baseline assessment and Round 2. In Mogadishu, findings suggest 
the opposite: The proportion of IDP households reporting daily 
labour as their primary income source has decreased. 

The increase in the percentage of IDP households relying mostly 
on daily labour as their main source of livelihood is reportedly 
due to limited alternative livelihood opportunities and scarcity of 
resources such as space, skills, and money to facilitate establishing 
and running a better source of livelihood; namely, a business or 
self-employment. Due to the comparative ease to access daily 
labour in urban contexts, temporary work seems to be the only 
opportunity available to generate subsistence income. Although 
it might be helpful in the short term, this type of work remains an 
insecure source of income in the medium and long term.
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Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming:  
economic development

Daily labour is the most commonly reported source of income across all locations, despite it 
being temporary, insecure, and unsustainable. Considering the vulnerabilities associated with 
engagement in daily labour, durable solutions programming needs to focus on supporting 
displacement-affected communities in finding more sustainable livelihoods.
 
In particular, the most preferred type of livelihood activity is business and / or self-employment. 
This suggests a durable solutions focus on creating related job opportunities and capacity 
building for vulnerable host and IDP households in Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu to improve 
their main livelihood sources and avoid further migration in search of food and livelihoods. 

Durable solutions actors could consider incorporating job creation efforts and initiatives in their 
programming in the form of either small start-up businesses, or self-employment by providing 
start-up capital and skills-based capacity building such as Technical and Vocational Education 
and Training (TVET).  

To further support vulnerable households, particularly in the event of shocks, and negate the 
employment of negative coping strategies, provision of social safety nets and cash assistance 
could be considered as an additional measure to boost household livelihoods and income in 
their areas of origin. Alongside this, support for peaceful coexistence would also be valuable. 

A considerable proportion of the households assessed in all 
locations report having to adopt negative coping strategies 
to deal with a lack of income in the two years prior to data 
collection. They report either spending savings on food or reducing 
household expenditure on other items (that is, health, education), 
borrowing money, and selling livestock that they own.

The preferred type of livelihood activity is business and / or 
self-employment. Notably, 36% of IDP households in Mogadishu 
and 31% in Baidoa report subsistence farming as their preferred 
type of livelihood. Some prefer daily labour to be their primary 
source of income, however. The main motive for this is related to 
the hope of earning more money more quickly in the short term. 
Across all locations, the majority of households indicate that a lack 
of finance to start a business is a key obstacle limiting household 
access to their preferred type of livelihood activities. 
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  Social cohesion

In general, the relationship between host and 
IDP communities is reported to be either “very 
good” or “good” by the majority of households 
across the assessed locations. This is the case in 
both the baseline survey and the Round 2 survey. 

Reported potential impediments to social 
cohesion include factors such as clan conflict, 
burden on the access to local services and 
infrastructures, competition for employment, 
and a small number of criminal activities. 
Clan conflict in particular emerges as a 
critical factor potentially affecting the social 
cohesion between IDPs and host communities 
in Kismayo and Baidoa. The proportion of 
households reporting clan conflict to be a strain 
on the host–IDP relationship generally appears 
to have decreased between the baseline survey 
and the Round 2 survey. 

Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming:  
social cohesion

To prevent any potential conflicts arising from the burden on access to local services and 
infrastructures, this would best be helped by ensuring sufficient and equal access to, and 
strengthening of, local infrastructure and services. In addition, it is crucial that community 
action planning be done using a participatory approach. 

Community peacebuilding activities and other related programmes should be prioritised in 
durable solutions programming. Such programmes need to mainstream inclusive approaches 
and make sure diverse community groups are involved in all stages of a project to promote 
cohesive integration and build a sense of ownership. 

Round 2 survey findings indicate clan conflict remains an impeding factor that hinders social 
cohesion between host and IDP households. In light of this, durable solutions actors and 
agencies should cautiously consider this sensitive issue to be a major strategic objective and 
mainstream related factors in durable solutions programming to address it. 

In terms of positive aspects about the 
relationship between host and IDP households 
in all locations, the ability to share resources 
and services peacefully is one of the most 
commonly reported positive factors across all 
locations. In Baidoa, “respect for each other” is 
also commonly reported. 

While language issues might be associated with 
clan dynamics in the country, the majority of 
assessed households in all locations commonly 
speak similar languages as their mother 
tongue, which is also the language that is most 
spoken in the area. There are some household 
members who can only speak one language 
and are unable to sufficiently use the main local 
language in that specific area. This potentially 
indicates a specific vulnerability for them. They 
may also face stigmatisation on the basis of 
their dialect.
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Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming:  
safety and security

Freedom of movement does not appear to be a displacement vulnerability. Both displaced and 
host communities report that they enjoy free mobility between the first and second rounds 
of the aspiration survey. Additionally, both populations report high levels of safety, which is a 
significant pull factor. These finding on safety and security mean that displaced populations 
are unlikely to move from their areas of displacement until their areas of origin provide relative 
safety for them. In the absence of interventions aimed at improving safety and security in their 
places of origin, this also means that the most viable durable solutions process for them at this 
time is local integration. 

  Safety and security

Freedom of movement appears to be the norm in all locations 
during both survey rounds. The vast majority of host and IDP 
households (from 80% to 98% across locations) report being able 
to move freely in their community and surrounding areas. 

Considering safety is a commonly reported pull factor, the fact 
that households generally appear to enjoy freedom of movement 
might contribute to the commonly reported intention to stay 
in the current location.

A small proportion of households across all locations report having 
felt unsafe in the community at any point during the two years 
before data collection. Those who report having suffered violent 
crimes or experienced safety incidents, including sexual and 
gender-based violence (SGBV) in the two years preceding the 
Round 2 data collection, is similarly small in all locations.
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  Housing, land, and property (HLP)

In all three locations (Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu), lack of 
access to land documentation remains common, as evidenced in 
both the baseline and Round 2 surveys. The majority of households 
in all locations report having no access to documentation to secure 
their land. 

Findings suggest a relative increase in rent prices in the two 
years before data collection, particularly among host and IDP 
households in Baidoa (76% host, 75% IDP) and Kismayo (41% host, 
50% IDP). Increase in rent prices might contribute to the difference 
between perceived risk of being evicted and actual eviction rates. 

Forced evictions in Somalia are commonly associated with lack of 
land tenure security when displaced people settle spontaneously 
on land that is largely in private ownership. Correspondingly, the 
proportion of households that report having experienced actual 
eviction in the two years before data collection decreased for 
both host and IDP households across all three locations but 
remains relatively high for IDP households in Baidoa, where 
forced evictions have increased slightly. 

Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming: HLP

Forced evictions among IDP communities are correlated with lack of access to land tenure 
documentation, particularly when displaced people settle spontaneously on lands that are 
largely in private ownership. To address this issue, the government and durable solutions actors 
need to effectively work together on providing households in IDP settlements formal written 
documentation to secure their land tenure.

Conducting a comprehensive and joint eviction mapping in all locations, including but not 
limited to eviction prone areas, could further support anticipatory planning and relevant 
programming. Consultations with the displacement-affected communities might also reveal 
alternative solutions and help identify suitable land for resettlement.

Photo credit: A man transports 
a block of ice for sale.  
Credit - DRC 2016
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Key take aways to inform durable solutions programming: COVID-19

The COVID-19 pandemic has had an adverse impact on the material safety of displacement-
affected communities, particularly in terms of economic development. Access to livelihood 
opportunities presents a strong incentive for displaced communities to stay in the locations 
to which they move. A large portion of this population relies on casual labour, which is an 
unreliable source of income and less likely to lead to self-reliance. Therefore, it is important for 
durable solutions programmes and policies to be sensitive to this type of shock and ensure 
displacement-affected communities are protected through social safety net interventions in 
order to retain gains made through durable solutions interventions.

  COVID-19

The majority of households in Baidoa (99%), Kismayo (98%), and 
Mogadishu (99%) report being either “somewhat knowledgeable”, 
“knowledgeable”, or “very knowledgeable” about COVID-19 and 
its symptoms. 

In terms of the most notable adverse impacts of the COVID-19 
pandemic on households, the most commonly reported of these 
across all locations are economic impacts, such as limited work 
opportunities and remittances, as well as decreased access to 
aid services.
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Photo credit: A man tends after his farm. 
Credit - DRC 2014
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INTRODUCTION
Globally, the number of internally displaced 
persons (IDPs), and forcibly displaced 
populations in general, has reached historic 
highs.2  Both natural and human-made disasters 
have contributed to major displacements 
globally, regionally, and in Somalia, in particular. 

In terms of dynamics in Somalia, an overlap 
between regional and local-level crises has 
triggered an emergency situation that has 
led to massive displacements of hundreds of 
thousands of people having fled the country 
because of political instability and the civil war 
that broke out in the 1990s.3 As of January 2020, 
more than 750,000 Somali refugees remain 
displaced in neighbouring countries and more 
than 2.6 million Somalis are internally displaced 
in Somalia. 4 

The significant scale of displacement, combined 
with the pattern of movement for many 
displaced households to major cities in Somalia, 
has led to overcrowding and added pressure 
on infrastructure, housing, and services, which 
has increased vulnerability among those living 
in displacement-affected communities.5 Poor 
living standards, insecurity, protection issues, 
and restricted livelihoods are the norm for 
many displaced people and their hosts. Weak 
urban systems in cities are unable to cope with 
the demands of the ever-growing population. 
Both host and displaced populations risk being 
excluded from access to basic infrastructure 
and services.

Against this backdrop, Somalia continues to 
be one of the most complex and challenging 
humanitarian and development contexts in the 
world.6 Addressing displacement challenges 
that arise from conflict, violence, insecurity, 
and severe natural shocks remains critical to 
finding durable solutions that can provide 
millions of displaced people a chance of a better 
life with dignity and self-reliance. Combining 
peacebuilding, resilience building, development 
programmes, and humanitarian assistance is 
key to achieving durable solutions for displaced 
people in Somalia.

To ensure triple-nexus programming (across 
the humanitarian–development–peacebuilding 
nexus) is relevant, efficient, and effective, it is 
necessary to close key information gaps in 
relation to the long-term impact of household 
displacement in Somalia.7 In particular, there 
is a lack of information in four key areas: 1) 
how IDPs are identified and targeted for 
humanitarian assistance; 2) the influence of 
economic migration, urbanisation, and conflict 
on displacement-affected communities; 3) the 
number and frequency of IDP movements; 
and 4) the impact of social dynamics (social 
networks, relationships based on clan, family, 
friends) between IDPs, returnees, and host 
community members on durable solutions 
outcomes.
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AIMS OF THE  
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY

In light of these information gaps, the ReDSS 
aspirations survey aims to better understand 
the aspirations, intentions, and push and pull 
factors of IDP populations in Somalia, as well as 
the inter-community dynamics and relations 
between IDPs and the host communities in 
which they reside. It is designed to support 
understanding of the underlying issues that 
influence the processes of displacement, return, 
and (re)integration. The survey also seeks to 
identify the factors that shape the decisions 
of people to move and the impact of these 
decisions on the wider community. 

The aspirations survey is undertaken on a regular 
basis between 2018–2022 in three displacement-
affected locations in Somalia: Baidoa, Kismayo, 
and Mogadishu. Round 1 was conducted from 
October 2018 to March 2019. It focused on 
developing and piloting a methodology that 
uses a participatory and consensus-building 
process. The primary goal of Round 1 was 
to establish baseline values for the research 
indicators to enable a comparability platform 
during Round 2. 

This report presents key findings based on data 
collected from Round 2 of the aspirations survey, 
which was conducted between March and April 
2021. It focuses on four specific themes that 
impact displacement: 1) economic development 
(livelihoods); 2) social cohesion; 3) perceptions of 
safety and security; and 4) housing, land, and 

property (HLP). These themes also reflect the 
most important dimensions of local integration 
identified in the first (baseline) aspirations 
survey, as this is understood by host and IDP 
communities alike.8 Round 2 of the aspirations 
survey also expands the scope of the research by 
incorporating new objectives and lessons learnt 
from similar studies conducted in Somalia and 
in other countries with large IDP populations (for 
more detail, see Methodology). It also includes 
a COVID-19 component.

Through the aspirations survey, this research 
aims to provide granular data and analysis 
to inform durable solutions programming, 
policies, and plans. It also aims to connect 
policymakers and practitioners to discuss long-
term implementation. By using a longitudinal 
survey design, the aspirations survey is intended 
to assess and track the evolution of movement 
intentions and livelihood aspirations over time, 
and to measure the factors that support or 
hinder the achievement of these intentions 
and aspirations. The data gathered through the 
aspirations survey is collectively reviewed by key 
stakeholders  –  government, operating agencies, 
and displacement-affected communities (both 
host and IDP populations) – to inform a common 
understanding and develop joint analyses and 
recommendations to adapt durable solutions 
programming. 
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METHODOLOGY
The aspirations survey undertakes a collaborative process through a 
consensus-building approach to develop a common methodology. This 
approach is based on ReDSS research analysis processes in other countries; 
namely, Kenya and Ethiopia. This research applies a mixed methodology 
consisting of structured quantitative household interviews and semi-
structured focus group discussions (FGDs).

M
ET

H
O

D
O

LO
G

Y

INITIATE THE 
PROCESS AND 
IDENTIFY ITS AIMS 
AND SCOPE

DEVELOPMENT 
OF THE 
METHODOLOGY

9 MONTHS
PROCESS

CONSULTATIONS 
WITH AUTHORITIES 
& ACTORS
12 key informant 
interviews and 5 
technical committee 
meetings

1 2 3

FOLLOW-UP 
SURVEYS

2021 
SURVEY

JOINT 
ANALYSIS 
WORKSHOP

In subsequent years, shorter structured household interviews will take 
place every six months, and will focus on the same households. Indicators 
include changes in livelihood aspirations and movement intentions from 
the baseline.

Between March and April 2021

In total, 490 host community households and 625 IDP households were 
surveyed between 30 March and 5 April 2021. The survey uses in-depth 
structured household interviews administered by phone (using KoBo). 
Findings are representative with a 95% confidence level and a 10% margin 
of error for host community and IDP households. For the 2021 survey, data 
is collected in Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. Data is not collected in 
Dollow during Round 2 due to budget limitations.

November 2021
 
A joint analysis workshop was conducted in November 2021. The workshop 
was organised by ReDSS remotely, and in partnership with local authorities 
and durable solutions partners. Around 30 plus participants attended 
the workshop. The main objective of this workshop was to develop key 
recommendations to adapt future durable solutions programming.
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SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES AND  
RESEARCH QUESTIONS

The specific objective of the aspirations survey is to inform 
and adapt durable solutions programming based on a better 
understanding of the aspirations of IDPs in three locations in 
Somalia: Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. 

This research is guided by the following questions:

 What are the profiles, aspirations, intentions, and push and 
pull factors of host and IDP populations?

 What are the underlying issues that influence processes of 
displacement, return, and (re)integration?

 What factors shape people’s decisions concerning displacement, 
return, and (re)integration?

 What is the impact of displacement, return, and (re)integration 
on the wider community?

Round 2 of the aspirations survey also includes new objectives 
to improve understanding of: 

 The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on IDPs and the 
challenges it may pose for the implementation of durable 
solutions.

 The views and opinions of IDPs themselves, with reference to 
how they understand their primary needs, the challenges they 
face, and the barriers they must overcome when it comes to 
durable solutions.  

SECONDARY DATA REVIEW
To assist in the development of research questions, inform the 
sampling framework, and provide contextual information for the 
development of indicators and roll out of the survey, a secondary 
data review was completed by REACH. Sources reviewed include 
relevant resources from United Nations (UN) agencies and non-
governmental organisations (NGOs), and consist of reports, 
assessments, documents, updates, and articles.

The aspirations 
survey is intended to 
assess and track the 
evolution of movement 
intentions and 
livelihood aspirations 
over time, and to 
measure the factors 
that support or hinder 
the achievement of 
these intentions  
and aspirations.
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SAMPLING STRATEGY

In the baseline, the sample is drawn using a 
point sampling technique. This entails drawing 
random GPS points across neighbourhoods 
that are predominantly inhabited by host 
community members (using OCHA [Office 
for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs] 
Common Operational Datasets [COD] data) 
and IDP households (using the prioritisation 
matrix from the CCCM [Camp Coordination 
and Camp Management] Cluster based on the 
Detailed Site Assessment [DSA] conducted by 
REACH). One representative of each of the ten 
closest households to these points was asked 
to participate in the baseline survey. In each 
of the three current locations, a minimum 
random sample of 300 households forms the 
baseline sample. This is split evenly between 
neighbourhoods that are predominantly 
inhabited by host community members and 
those that are predominantly inhabited by 
IDP households. The baseline findings for 
the host community and IDP households are 
representative with a 95% confidence level and 
a 10% margin of error.

Similar to the baseline sample, Round 2 data 
collection uses a minimum sample size required 
to achieve a representative sample for host and 
IDP households, using the buffer established 
in the baseline to ensure enough respondents 
were available. In total, 490 host household 
surveys and 625 IDP household surveys were 

completed between 30 March and 5 April 2021. 
During Round 2, households that participated in 
the baseline were revisited. Unlike the baseline, 
Round 2 data collection was conducted remotely 
by phone. The survey is based on in-depth 
structured household interviews (using KoBo). 
Baseline respondent contact details were used 
to establish the current sample. To ensure data 
quality, questions regarding current location 
and identity were used to ensure responses 
were accurate and respondents were still able 
to represent the same host and IDP community 
groups. Survey findings are generalisable with a 
95% confidence level and a 10% margin of error 
for both host and IDP households. 

The Round 2 aspirations survey also conducted 
FGDs in all locations to gain contextual 
information on the four research themes. 
The FGDs consisted of a semi-structured 
questionnaire (see Annex 8) that is asked to a 
selected sample of participants from different 
groups in the community (male IDP, female IDP, 
male host community, female host community, 
and single displaced mothers between eighteen 
and thirty-six years of age with one or more 
children younger than fifteen years old). A total 
of five FGDs were conducted in each of the three 
locations. Each FGD session included eight to 
thirteen participants. Key findings from the 
FGDs are reflected throughout the report.
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DATA PROTECTION  
AND CLEANING

The aspirations survey collects Personally 
Identifiable Information (PII) such as respondent 
name, phone number, location, and the GPS 
coordinates of the assessed households. Informed 
consent was sought from each respondent 
at the start of the interview. At the outset, 
the enumerators also explained (based on a 
written text that they read) the survey objectives, 
rationale, and time needed to complete the 
interview to the selected participants. Further, 
the enumerators implemented confidentiality, 
anonymity, and overall protection procedures 
before data collection. PII details from the 
baseline data were used in Round 2 to target 
the same households for remote data collection.  

REACH field officers were in charge of 
supervising data collection and coordination, 
as well as data cleaning. They reported to the 
REACH assessment officer. At the end of each 
day, data was uploaded from smartphones to the 
REACH server. Subsequently, a REACH database 
officer downloaded the data and removed all 
the PPIs. Only REACH field officers retained the 
raw data, principally using respondent contact 
information for follow-up calls and data checks 
that were performed during data cleaning. 

Any data determined to include PII was deleted 
after data cleaning. Field officers were responsible 
for conducting daily data cleaning based on 
the protocols detailed in the Data Protection 
Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs). Any 
changes made were noted in the data cleaning 
log. Cleaned data and accompanying cleaning 
logs were sent to the REACH assessment officer 
on a daily basis, who then conducted a review. 
The outcome of this review was relayed back to 
field officers and incorporated in daily briefings 
for the enumerator teams. (See Annex 9 for the 
data cleaning SOPs followed by field officers.)

ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS

All enumerators were trained on the ACTED 
code of conduct, which delineates and explains 
standards and responsibilities. Specific topics 
covered include: receiving informed consent; 
Do No Harm principles; prohibition on creating 
relationships (especially those of a sexual nature); 
ensuring and protecting confidentiality; and the 
procedures for reporting misconduct. The survey 
questionnaire was translated by multiple field 
officers, each of whom were assigned a separate 
section. These sections were then reviewed 
by the larger team, with particular attention 
to the accuracy of the translation, as well as 
implications and connotations of word choice.

HYPOTHESIS TESTING

A two proportion Z-test9 was conducted 
on a selection of key indicators (see Annex 
3) to understand whether the proportion of 
households giving a particular response is 
the same for the baseline and Round 2. The 
results suggest if the null hypothesis can or 
cannot be rejected; that is, whether there is a 
significant difference (one-sided) between the 
two measured populations:

H0 (the proportion of a particular group is the same 
between 2019 and 2021)

H1 (the proportion has changed [either increased or 
decreased] in 2021 compared to 2019) 
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SCOPE AND LIMITATIONS

The scope of the baseline assessment in 2018 (Round 1) includes 
four districts in Somalia: Baidoa, Dollow, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. 
For Round 2 of data collection, only three locations were selected: 
Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. The selection criteria for limiting 
the scope of the survey to these three locations is based on the 
scale of displacement in these locations and the presence of 
durable solutions operating partners, as well as the ongoing 
durable solutions programming in these locations, which also 
fund the aspirations survey. Dollow is not included in the Round 
2 data collection due to resource constraints. The scope of the 
sampling framework includes households from both host and 
IDP communities in all selected locations to enable comparison 
between these population groups. 

Similar to the baseline developed in Round 1, the scope of the 
aspirations survey is limited to the key objectives identified 
above. The aspirations survey is not intended to monitor the 28 
IASC / ReDSS solutions framework indicators. Monitoring of the 
IASC / ReDSS indicators is done through the solutions analysis 
using available secondary data. That process is led by ReDSS, in 
collaboration with the government and ReDSS partners. The 
survey is also not intended to inform IDP figures in the assessed 
locations as only selected displacement-affected communities 
are part of the exercise.

For Round 2, the team was unable to reach to all households that 
participated in the baseline assessment for all locations, yielding a 
lower sample size. In addition, unlike the baseline, data collection 
for Round 2 was conducted remotely as a preventive measure 
to contain the spread of COVID-19 in the assessed communities, 
which resulted in a higher non-response rate for participants. 
Some subset sizes are too small to conduct a significance test. 
Consequently, statistical testing is done only for those selected 
indicators for which the assessment provides sufficient subset 
sizes. Findings related to subsets are also not representative 
with a known level of precision and thus should be considered 
indicative. Findings related to culturally sensitive topics, such as 
clan affiliation, might be subject to under reporting.
 

Photo credit: Camels at a local 
watering trough. Credit - DRC 
2022
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Photo credit: A family takes shelter 
from the heat in their home.  
Credit - DRC 2016
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SUMMARY COMPARISON OF 
FINDINGS ACROSS LOCATIONS 
DISPLACEMENT PATTERNS:  
PUSH AND PULL FACTORS

Key findings

 Conflict and drought-related reasons remain the two most commonly reported push 
factors causing displacement. Drought appears as a common push factor in Baidoa, and 
conflict-related reasons emerge among IDP households in Mogadishu and Kismayo. Lack 
of livelihoods and job opportunities in areas of origin is another major driver of displacement 
across all three locations.

 Access to better security is the primary pull factor, which is reported in all locations, 
while the availability of work and sources of income is the most reported secondary pull 
factor in all locations. Availability of food distribution and food assistance is also a secondary 
pull factor in Baidoa.

 More than two-thirds of IDP households indicate that they have been through multiple 
displacements since leaving their area of origin and reaching their present location. A vast 
majority of the assessed IDP households in all locations consider themselves to be IDPs.

 Most displaced people are originally coming from within the same (assessment) districts 
(Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu) as well as from other neighbouring districts. This confirms 
that most displacements are localised, and people want to stay near major urban locations 
because the IDP households believe that living in an urban centre ensures better access 
to livelihoods opportunities and may provide a better standard of living compared to their 
area of origin. In addition, the perception of being safer in their current places might also 
influence their decision to stay.

 A large majority of the IDP households in all locations (Baidoa 90%, Kismayo 96%, Mogadishu 
93%) report that they intend to stay in their current location in the six months following 
data collection. This has slightly reduced since the baseline.

Findings highlight that 86% of the interviewed IDP households 
in Baidoa and 91% of the IDP households in Mogadishu consider 
themselves to be IDPs, compared to 69% for Kismayo. A possible 
explanation for this difference may be related to the perception 
of respondents in Kismayo that they are already integrated or 
settled in their current locations, and hence do not see themselves 
as displaced. More than two-thirds of IDP households report 
having lived in more than one location before arriving at their 
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current location, indicating that they have been through multiple 
displacements since leaving their area of origin and reaching the 
present location.

IDP households commonly report having been displaced from 
within the same districts as where they have been interviewed 
(Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu), as well as other neighbouring 
districts. This confirms that most displacements are localised 
(that is, originating from the same or neighbouring districts and 
regions) and that most people have the intention to stay near 
major urban areas. The top displacement locations (areas of origin) 
are presented in the map and in Table 1. These findings are further 
triangulated with recent findings from the Local (Re)Integration 
Assessment (LORA) 202010 and the REACH 2021 Detailed Site 
Assessment (DSA),11 which both reveal similar information on 
IDP areas of origin.

MOST COMMONLY REPORTED DISTRICTS OF ORIGIN OF THE 
IDP HOUSEHOLDS PER ASSESSED LOCATION 

Source: REACH Initiative
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  Push factors

Conflict and drought remain the most commonly reported push 
factors among IDP households across all locations. Economic 
factors (lack of livelihoods) are less commonly reported as main 
push factors in all locations. Drought appears as a common push 
factor in Baidoa, and conflict-related reasons emerge among IDP 
households in Mogadishu and Kismayo.

This is in line with the literature from LORA,13 the REACH (2020) 
Somalia Joint Multi-Cluster Needs Assessment (JMCNA),14  the 
2021 Internal Displacements Monitored by Protection & Return 
Monitoring Network (PRMN) April Report,15 as well as the FGD 
findings, which also mostly point to drought and conflict as key 
push factors.
  
The PRMN April Report indicates, however, that drought-related 
displacements have remained stable since the start of 2021.16 The 
Somalia Water and Land Information Management (SWALIM) 
Combined Drought Index (CDI)17 also reports normal to mild 
drought conditions for Baidoa and moderate conditions for 
Kismayo. 

Around half (51%) of the IDP households in Mogadishu report 
having been displaced due to actual conflict in the community, 
followed by drought and flooding (13% and 12% of IDP households 
in Mogadishu, respectively).   

The common incidence of conflict-related displacement is 
echoed in the literature. According to the 2021 PRMN April 
Report , the districts of Mogadishu and Baidoa experienced major 
displacements due to conflict-related reasons (military offensives), 
followed by displacements from Wanlaweyn, Hudur, Jowhar, 
and Hobyo districts.18 In particular, displacements skyrocketed in 
February 2021, when major displacements occurred in Banadir, 
Wanlaweyn, Hudur, Baidoa, and Jowhar.19 

Baidoa % Kismayo % Mogadishu %

Baidoa 36% Jamaame 35% Qoryooley 29%

Diinsoor 15% Kismayo 29% Baidoa 13%

Buur Hakaba 10% Jilib 22% Afgooye 10%

Qansax Dheere 9% Afmadow 5% Marka 9%

Waajid / Hudur 8% Gaalkacyo 2% Jowhar 9%

TABLE 1.  TOP FIVE REPORTED DISTRICTS OF ORIGIN, % OF IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)12  



26
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY ROUND 2 REPORT: BAIDOA, KISMAYO & MOGADISHU

Findings from the FGDs further reflect conflict and drought as 
two major triggers of displacement across all locations. Moreover, 
the 2020 International NGO Safety Organization (INSO) report 
further highlights that there has been a substantial increase in 
the number of armed clashes in Somalia during the last quarter 
of 2020.20 In addition, a slight increase of other types of deadly 
incidents (due to hand grenades, improvised explosive devices, 
and so on) is reported during this period.21  

The second most reported driver of displacement across all 
locations (except Mogadishu) is a lack of livelihoods and job 
opportunities in their areas of origin, which is cited by 19% of IDP 
households in Kismayo, 10% in Baidoa, and 1% in Mogadishu. This 
is in line with the recent findings from the 2021 JMCNA data, 
which indicates that 19% of the assessed households living in IDP 
settlements in Baidoa, 16% in Mogadishu, and 20% in Kismayo 
report having been displaced due to lack of livelihoods and job 
opportunities in their area of origin.22  

It should be noted that displacement decisions can be influenced 
by multiple intersecting factors. Limited access to livelihoods 
and job opportunities can be influenced by other events and 
processes, such as conflict and drought, as well as COVID-19. 
Among the assessed households in IDP settlements that report 
having lost their employment in the three months before data 
collection, the main reason cited is related to the impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic, with 63% of IDP respondents in Kismayo, 
47% in Mogadishu, and 37% in Baidoa offering this response. 
In contrast, nearly half the assessed households living in IDP 
settlements in Baidoa report having lost their employment due 
to drought-related reasons.

IDP households 
commonly report 
having been displaced 
from within the same 
districts as where they 
have been interviewed, 
as well as other 
neighbouring districts. 
This confirms that 
most displacements 
are localised and that 
most people have the 
intention to stay near 
major urban areas. 

  Pull factors 

In line with the reported push factors, the main reported pull 
factors are related to better security in the current location, which 
is indicated by IDP households in all locations, while the availability 
of work and sources of income is the most commonly reported 
secondary pull factor in all locations. Better security, access to 
livelihoods, and access to humanitarian assistance also emerge 
as common pull factors for IDP households in all locations during 
the FGDs. 
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At the district level, the absence of conflict in the current location 
is the most commonly reported primary pull factor among IDP 
households in Mogadishu (71%), Kismayo (54%), and Baidoa 
(32%). In addition, the availability of livelihoods opportunities is 
a commonly reported secondary pull factor across all locations 
(see Table 2). Among IDP households in Baidoa, 22% also report 
the availability of food distribution / food assistance in the current 
location as a secondary pull factor.   

Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

First pull factor Absence of  
conflict  
32%

Absence of  
conflict  
54%

Absence of  
conflict  
71%

Second pull factor Availability of food 
distribution / food 
assistance  
22%

Availability of work / 
income  
37%

Availability of work / 
income  
24%

Availability of work / 
income  
20%

While the reported pull factors suggest hopes for an improved 
situation among IDP households in the assessed locations 
compared to their prospects in the area of origin, households 
also commonly report negative implications as a result of their 
displacement decision. In particular, around one-third to a quarter 
of IDP households across all locations (33% in Baidoa, 21% in 
Kismayo, and 25% in Mogadishu) report that displacement has 
led to a greater need for assistance and protection, and / or that 
they had experienced discrimination related to their displacement 
status. 

TABLE 2.  TOP TWO REASONS FOR CHOOSING THEIR CURRENT LOCATION, % OF IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2) 

  Movement and return intentions

A large majority of IDP households in all locations (Baidoa 90%, 
Kismayo 96%, and Mogadishu 93%) report that they intend to 
stay in their current location in the six months following data 
collection. Findings reveal a slight reduction in the proportion of 
households in Baidoa planning to remain in their current location 
between the baseline and Round 2 (see Graph 1).
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GRAPH 1.  INTENTION TO STAY IN CURRENT LOCATION SIX MONTHS FOLLOWING DATA 
COLLECTION, % OF IDP HOUSEHOLDS  
(BASELINE AND ROUND 2)
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In line with these findings, FGD participants also commonly report 
preferring to stay in their current locations, mainly because they 
believe living in an urban centre ensures better access to liveli-
hoods opportunities and may provide a better standard of living 
compared to their area of origin. These results are supported by 
the findings from the LORA, which reports that only 5% of inter-
viewed IDP households planned to return to their area of origin 
within the next 12 months of data collection ( December 2020).23  
In addition, the LORA report indicates that most households in 
displacement-affected communities feel either “safe” or “very 
safe” in the place where they currently live, which may influence 
their decision to stay in their current locations.24   

The most commonly reported primary reason for IDP households 
preferring to stay in their current locations is the absence of 
conflict. This is particularly the case in Mogadishu and Kismayo 
(67% and 55%, respectively) and to a lesser extent in Baidoa (25%). 
The second most reported factor is related to optimism linked to 
economic factors, such as the availability of work, income, and 
livelihood opportunities in current locations (Baidoa 28%, Kismayo 
28%, and Mogadishu 13%). One-fifth (20%) of IDP households in 
Baidoa also say that the presence of food distribution and food 
aid in their current location is encouraging them to stay.
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Key findings

 Daily labour / casual work is the most commonly reported primary income source for 
host and IDP households in all locations. In Baidoa and Kismayo, the proportion of IDP 
households reporting daily labour as their primary income source has increased between 
the baseline and Round 2. In Mogadishu, findings suggest the opposite, with the proportion 
of IDP households reporting daily labour as their primary income source having decreased. 

 The increase in the percentage of IDP households relying mostly on daily labour as their 
main source of livelihood is reportedly due to limited livelihood opportunities and scarcity 
of resources such as space, skills, and money to facilitate other livelihood sources, such 
as businesses or self-employment. 

 Due to the comparative ease of accessing daily labour in urban contexts, temporary work 
seems to be the only opportunity available to generate subsistence income. Although 
it might be helpful in the short term, this type of work (temporary, casual labour) remains 
an insecure source of income in the medium term and long term.

 A considerable proportion of the households assessed in all locations report having to adopt 
negative coping strategies to deal with a lack of income in the two years prior to data 
collection. They report either spending savings on food or reducing household expenditure 
on other items (health, education), borrowing money, and selling livestock that they owned.

 The preferred type of livelihood activity identified is business and / or self-employment. 
Notably, IDP households in Mogadishu (36%) and Baidoa (31%) report subsistence farming 
as their preferred type of livelihood. At the same time, some prefer daily labour to be their 
primary source of income, with the main motive related to the hope of earning more money 
more quickly in the short term.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

Photo credit: Displacement-affected 
communities observing social distance at a 

water distribution point. Credit - IOM 2020
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During the baseline assessment, the most commonly reported 
livelihood sources (daily labour / casual work, subsistence farming, 
and business / self-employment) are relatively similar among host 
and IDP households. Daily labour / casual work is slightly more 
commonly reported by IDP households than by host households 
in all locations except for Mogadishu, where findings suggest the 
reverse is the case. 
 
Overall, in Round 2, daily labour / casual work again emerges as 
the most important source of income among both host and IDP 
households in all three locations. This is further reflected in the 
FGD findings, which indicate that daily labour is the main source 
of income for both host and IDP households in all locations. The 
most reported sources of income for both host and IDP house-
holds across all locations are further illustrated in Graph 2. 

During the FGDs, participants report that they undertake the 
following daily labour jobs, working as: maids, casual agricultural 
labours, stone crushers, construction labourers, and shepherds. 
They also indicate that they run small kiosks, or sell milk, vege-
tables, or used clothes.
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GRAPH 2.  TOP FOUR REPORTED PRIMARY INCOME SOURCES, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)
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A considerable proportion of IDP households in Baidoa (78%), and 
a somewhat lower yet still noteworthy proportion in Mogadishu 
(38%) and Kismayo (38%), report wanting but not having been 
able to undertake similar livelihoods activities in their current 
location as they were doing in their area of origin. At the same 
time, more than half of IDP households in Mogadishu and Kismayo 
reportedly rely on different livelihoods activities compared to the 
ones in which they engaged in their area of origin because they 
willingly chose to engage in different livelihoods.   

Along the same lines, during the FGDs, IDP participants commonly 
report being unable to undertake a similar livelihood as to what 
they had been doing in their area of origin. Nonetheless, some 
participants mention having been able to freely choose engaging 
in different livelihoods activities, indicating that changes in liveli-
hoods profiles are likely often but not always driven by necessity, 
with some of these changes driven by agency.

In Round 2, a considerable proportion of assessed households in 
all locations are reportedly dissatisfied with their primary liveli-
hood activities: Baidoa (24% host, 49% IDP); Kismayo (32% host, 
35% IDP); and Mogadishu (36% host, 52% IDP). In all locations, 
IDPs report higher levels of dissatisfaction, with closer parity in 
Kismayo. Of those who report being dissatisfied with their primary 
livelihoods, more than 90% of both host and IDP households in all 
locations indicate that their dissatisfaction is specifically related 
to low compensation (insufficient money) from their primary 
livelihood activity. 

Photo credit: A man draws water from a borehole for 
domestic use. Credit - NRC Danwadaag 2021
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 Changes in IDP livelihoods  
(baseline versus Round 2)

In Baidoa and Kismayo, the proportion of IDP households reporting 
daily labour as their primary income source has increased between 
the baseline and Round 2. In Mogadishu, findings suggest the 
opposite, with the proportion of IDP households reporting daily 
labour as their primary income source having decreased. In the 
baseline assessment, subsistence farming is reported as the 
main source of livelihood for IDP households in Kismayo. This has 
substantially decreased in Round 2 (see Graph 3).
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GRAPH 3.  TOP FOUR PRIMARY INCOME SOURCES, % OF IDP HOUSEHOLDS  
(BASELINE AND ROUND 2)

As reported by respondents, the increase in the percentage of 
IDP households that rely mostly upon daily labour as their main 
source of livelihood is due to limited livelihood opportunities 
and scarcity of resources such as space, skills, and money to 
facilitate the establishment of a better livelihood source and / or 
the improved operation of an existing livelihood source, such as 
a business or self-employment. Temporary work seems to be the 
only opportunity available for these IDPs to generate subsistence 
incomes. While it might be helpful in the short term, this type 
of work remains an insecure source of income over the medium 
term and long term.

Baseline Baseline BaselineRound 2 Round 2 Round 2
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In urban areas, daily labour may be an easy 
option for households as it is nearly always 
possible to find work quickly. Due to the insecure 
and unsustainable nature of daily labour jobs, 
however, the high proportion of households 
engaged in daily labour might indicate a lack of 
access to predictable and sustainable sources 
of income, and suggest limited ability to meet 
needs among IDP households.25 Protracted 
insecurity in IDP areas of origin and surrounding 
areas, as well as recurring climatic shocks (mainly 
droughts and floods) can lead already vulnerable 
population groups to engage in urban daily 
labour jobs. This may lead to more precarious 
lives in the medium term, even if (in some ways) 
daily labour jobs appear more reliable in the short 
term. This may potentially increase household 
economic vulnerability, leading such households 
to engage in negative coping strategies such as 
selling land, animals or other valuable assets. 

Coping strategy Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

(n=97) (n=293) (n=138) (n=25) (n=378) (n=164)

Borrowing money 30% 52% 34% 36% 15% 17%

Sold livestock 23% 25% 47% 19% 23% 10%

Spent savings on food 7% 18% 17% 19% 8% 6%

Sold productive assets (sewing machine, 
agricultural tools, etc.) 18% 22% 7% 12% 3% 1%

Engaged in unsafe activities26 2% 26% 1% 2% 3% 2%

Abnormal migration to other areas in 
search of food27 2% 16% 3% 2% 5% 7%

Sent children to work 7% 4% 8% 12% 7% 10%

Sold household items (mobile phone, 
furniture, cooking equipment, etc.) 1% 34% 8% 7% 0% 1%

Sent family members to live in a different 
place (e.g. an IDP settlement) 1% 2% 2% 7% 2% 3%

None 13% 5% 7% 6% 42% 58%

TABLE 3.  LIVELIHOODS COPING STRATEGIES USED IN THE PAST TWO YEARS, % OF HOST 
AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2) 

Perhaps reflective of the high proportion 
of households reporting unsustainable or 
uncertain livelihoods (such as daily labour) as 
their primary source of income, the proportion 
of assessed households that report having had 
to adopt negative coping strategies to deal with 
a lack of income in the two years prior to data 
collection is considerable (see Table 3). The most 
commonly used negative coping techniques 
across all locations are either spending savings 
on food, reducing household expenditure on 
other items and / or services (health, education), 
borrowing money, and selling livestock that 
they owned.
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 Livelihood aspirations

As shown in Table 4, the most commonly reported preferred 
type of livelihood activities is business and / or self-employment. 
Notably, IDP households in Mogadishu (36%) and Baidoa (31%) 
report subsistence farming as their preferred type of livelihood. 
FGD findings indicate that agro-pastoralist communities tend to 
prefer to engage in farming or livestock rearing, which they also 
did before leaving their area of origin.  

As illustrated in Graph 4, a considerable majority of households in 
all locations indicate the main reason why they want to undertake 
their preferred livelihood activities is related to the hope of earning 
more money. In Baidoa, 33% of IDP households and 29% of host 
households also report that they have chosen their livelihood 
activities based on their past experience and training related to 
the work. 

TABLE 4.  TOP THREE PREFERRED TYPES OF LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITY, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

Business / 
self-employed 
51%

Business / 
self-employed 
37%

Business / 
self-employed 
46%

Business / 
self-employed 
66%

Business / 
self-employed 
35%

Business / 
self-employed 
36%

Daily labour 
19%

Subsistence 
farming 
 31%

Daily labour 
15%

Daily labour 
14%

Daily labour 
30%

Subsistence 
farming  
36%

Subsistence 
farming  
12%

Daily labour 
12%

Subsistence 
farming  
15%

Subsistence 
farming  
2%

Subsistence 
farming  
10%

Daily labour  
11%

Humanitarian 
assistance  
10%
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The figures in Table 5 indicate the top three barriers limiting 
household to access their preferred type of livelihood activities 
across all locations. The most commonly reported constraint is 
a lack of financial capacity to start a business.  

GRAPH 4.  REASONS HOUSEHOLDS WANT TO UNDERTAKE THEIR PREFERRED TYPE OF 
LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITY, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)
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TABLE 5.  TOP THREE BARRIERS TO ACCESSING PREFERRED TYPE OF LIVELIHOOD 
ACTIVITY, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

No finances to 
start business 
59%

No finances to 
start business 
79%

No finances to 
start business 
58%

No finances to 
start business 
82%

No finances to 
start business 
38%

No finances to 
start business 
44%

No land  
26%

No land  
29%

No land  
58%

No land  
44%

No land  
30%

No land  
38%

Drought / 
flood 
20%

Lack of skills / 
education 28%

No storefront 
or office space 
22%

Lack of skills / 
education  
3%

Lack of skills / 
education 30%

Drought / 
flood  
24%

M
og

ad
is

hu IDP

IDP

IDP

Host

Host

Host

K
is

m
ay

o



36
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY ROUND 2 REPORT: BAIDOA, KISMAYO & MOGADISHU

Key findings

 The relationship between host and IDP communities is reported to be either “very good” 
or “good” by the majority of households across the assessed locations in the baseline and 
Round 2 surveys. 

 Clan conflict in particular emerges as a critical factor potentially affecting social cohesion 
between IDPs and host communities in Kismayo and Baidoa. The proportion of households 
reporting clan conflict to be a strain to the host and IDP relationship generally appears to 
have decreased between the baseline and Round 2. 

 In terms of positive aspects about the relationship between host and IDP households in all 
locations, the ability to share resources and services peacefully among the households 
is one of the most commonly mentioned factors. 

 The majority of assessed households in all locations speak similar native languages, which 
are also the most spoken languages in the area.  

 Some households report being unable to sufficiently speak the main local language used in 
their specific area, which may indicate a specific vulnerability, as they might face stigmatisation 
on the basis of their language or dialect. Some languages and dialects can be associated 
with clan dynamics (some clans speak a unique dialect), which makes it easier to identify 
people associated with these clans. 

SOCIAL COHESION

Photo credit: Community members work 
together to fix a road. Credit - Concern 2021
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In general, the relationship between host and IDP communities 
is reported to be either “very good” or “good” by the majority of 
households across the assessed locations, which is the case in 
both the baseline and Round 2 (see Graph 5). 

In Round 2, overall, host households in Baidoa (32%), Kismayo 
(50%), and Mogadishu (49%) commonly report that the ability to 
share resources and services peacefully among them is one of 
the most positive aspects of the relationship between host and 
IDP households. Interestingly, this same view is also reflected in 
IDP households: Baidoa (34%); Kismayo (21%); and Mogadishu 
(34%). In Mogadishu, both host and IDP households assessed in 
Round 2 report perceiving adults socialising as a positive aspect 
of their relationship. In Baidoa, assessed households (49% host, 
40% IDP) mention that maintaining respect for each other is a 
key positive aspect of their relationship. This is mentioned to a 
slightly lesser extent in Kismayo and Mogadishu. 
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GRAPH 5.  PERCEPTIONS ABOUT HOST–IDP RELATIONS, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS 
(BASELINE AND ROUND 2) 
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Positive aspects Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

Able to share resources / services 
peacefully 32% 34% 50% 21% 49% 34%

Children play together 6% 10% 20% 31% 12% 17%

Adults socialise together 12% 16% 15% 22% 21% 34%

Respect for each other 49% 40% 15% 24% 8% 10%

None 1% 1% 1% 2% 5% 4%

I don't know 0% 0% 0% 0% 6% 0%

TABLE 6.  REPORTED POSITIVE ASPECTS ABOUT HOST–IDP RELATIONS, % OF HOST AND 
IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)
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GRAPH 6.  MOST REPORTED STRAINS ON HOST–IDP RELATIONS, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

The most commonly reported strains on the relationship between 
host and IDP households are illustrated in Graph 6. Factors such as 
clan conflict, burden on access to local services and infrastructures, 
competition for employment, as well as a small rate of criminal 
activities, are reported as potential impediments to social cohesion. 
Clan conflict in particular emerges as a critical factor potentially 
affecting the social cohesion between IDPs and host communities 
in Kismayo and Baidoa. The proportion of households reporting 
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GRAPH 7.  MOST REPORTED STRAINS ON HOST–IDP RELATIONS, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (BASELINE) 

clan conflict to be a strain on host–IDP relations generally appears 
to have decreased between the baseline and Round 2. 

According to the 2020 ReDSS study on contested land, major towns 
such as Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu are dominated politically 
by one clan family.28 Within the clans that dominate these cities, 
sub-clans tend to congregate by district or neighbourhood, such 
that there are discernible clan-related trends in the settlement 
patterns in each of the three cities, especially among the major 
clans. Somalis from other clans and sub-clans are permitted 
to reside in these clan enclaves but only as galti (guests), with 
limited rights. 

The clan-based configuration of settlements in urban areas is 
linked to wider concerns about security. The clan-based settlement 
trends also influence the location of settlement for IDPs and 
returnees, with most resettlement camps dominated by specific 
clans. Settlement patterns may influence service provision, if 
local authorities are dominated by politicians from specific clans 
concentrated in particular locations. 

Host Host HostIDP IDP IDP
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During the FGDs, participants report perceiving that the 
relationship between host and IDP households is “good”, due to 
cultural similarities among various Somali communities. Some 
IDP participants even report feeling that they are considered to 
be part of the community. As one man from a host community 
in Kismayo explains, “Because of the origins [Somali] we share, 
the religion [Islam] we share, the language, and the culture, this 
creates a good relationship between us.” 

In line with clan conflict remaining a commonly reported strain 
in Baidoa and Kismayo, households in these locations also report 
that peacebuilding initiatives would be good tools to promote 
healthy relationships between host and IDP communities. In 
Mogadishu, where the burden on local services is one of the 
most commonly reported strains, household ideas about ways 
to improve relations revolve around increased provision of such 
local services, particularly healthcare facilities (see Table 7).

TABLE 7.  TOP THREE FACTORS TO IMPROVE HOST–IDP RELATIONS, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

Peace / 
community 
building 
initiatives  
37%

Peace / 
community 
building 
initiatives  
39%

Peace / 
community 
building 
initiatives  
42%

Peace / 
community 
building 
initiatives  
53%

More clinics 
/ healthcare 
services  
45%

More clinics 
/ healthcare 
services  
41%

More jobs  
29%

More jobs  
29%

More clinics 
/ healthcare 
services  
22%

More water 
points  
16%

More jobs  
23%

More jobs 20%

More clinics 
/ healthcare 
services  
14%

More water 
points  
12%

More water 
points  
18%

More jobs  
13%

More water 
points  
11%

More water 
points  
18%
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In addition to the high proportion of households that report 
perceiving the relations between host community and IDPs to 
be “(very) good”, a large proportion of households in Baidoa (88% 
host, 79% IDP), Kismayo (82% host, 86% IDP), and Mogadishu (52% 
of IDP households) indicate feeling accepted in the community 
where they live. In Mogadishu, in contrast, the proportions of the 
host households that feel accepted in the community appear 
relatively low (29%). This might be related to an escalation in 
tensions in Mogadishu in early 2021, when clan differences were 
further emphasised.29 

Similarly, the proportion of households that report having faced 
any type of stigmatisation (that is, verbal violence, insults, exclusion) 
in the two years prior to data collection is generally low across 
locations (Baidoa: 7% host, 14% IDP; Kismayo: 11% host, 4% IDP; 
and Mogadishu: 7% host, 4% IDP).

Finally, the two most commonly reported mechanisms available 
for decision-making at the settlement level for both host and IDP 
households in Kismayo and Baidoa are the community leader or 
community elder and the camp committee. As demonstrated in 
Table 8, “camp committee” is the second most reported decision-
making mechanism available in Kismayo (57% host, 61% IDP) and 
Baidoa (52% host, 38% IDP), while the proportions are quite low for 
both host and IDP households in Mogadishu (6% for both groups). 
Moreover, a considerable majority of the assessed households in 
Mogadishu (49% host, 74% IDP) report that there is no community 
decision-making mechanism available to them.

TABLE 8.  AVAILABLE DECISION-MAKING MECHANISMS AT THE SETTLEMENT LEVEL, % OF 
HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Available mechanisms Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

Camp committee 52% 38% 57% 61% 6% 6%

Community leader or elder 48% 59% 73% 70% 31% 16%

Gatekeeper / landowner 1% 24% 25% 42% 13% 6%

Civil society organisations (CSO) 3% 28% 10% 6% 31% 8%

I participate in demonstrations / political 
movements - 14% 1% 2% - 0.4%

Digital media (SMS, social media, radio 
talk show) 7% 36% 2% 4% 0.4% 0.4%

None 18% 7% 12% 19% 49% 74%

I don't know or don’t want to answer 1% 1% 2% - 3% 2%
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 Communication

The Somali language is divided into two dialects: Somali Maay and 
Somali Maxaa Tiri. Overall, the Somali language of nearly all the 
assessed households in Baidoa is the Somali Maay dialect. Somali 
Maay is also the most commonly reported spoken dialect in Baidoa 
(see Table 9). In Kismayo and Mogadishu, in contrast, most host 
households (96% and 94%, respectively) and IDP households (63% 
and 83%, respectively) report Somali Maxaa Tiri as their dialect. This 
is also reportedly the most commonly spoken dialect in the area. 

There are, however, some households that indicate they have 
a different native dialect than the one that is most commonly 
used their area of residence. This is especially the case among 
IDP households in Kismayo (39%) and Mogadishu (45%).30 As 
evident in Table 9, in Mogadishu and Kismayo, the proportion 
of IDP households that report speaking Somali Maay is slightly 
higher (54% and 47%, respectively) than the IDP households in 
Baidoa, which reportedly speak Somali Maxaa Tiri. That is, more 
than one-third of both host and IDP households in Baidoa (34% 
and 37%, respectively) reportedly speak the Somali Maxaa Tiri 
dialect. This may potentially indicate a specific vulnerability among 
those people who can only speak one dialect and are unable 
to sufficiently use the main local dialect in that area, or among 
those who might face stigmatisation on the basis of their dialect. 

TABLE 9.  TOP TWO SOMALI DIALECTS USED BY HOUSEHOLDS, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)* 

Language use Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

Host IDP Host IDP Host IDP

Spoken Maay   
79%

Maay  
93%

Maxaa Tiri 
88%

Maxaa Tiri 
80%

Maxaa Tiri 
71%

Maxaa Tiri 
65%

Maxaa Tiri 
34%

Maxaa Tiri 
37%

Maay  
25%

Maay  
54%

Maay  
37%

Maay  
47%

Read Maay   
53%

Maay  
57%

Maxaa Tiri 
90%

Maxaa Tiri 
79%

Maxaa Tiri 
84%

Maxaa Tiri 
68%

Maxaa Tiri 
45%

Maxaa Tiri 
34%

Maay  
12%

Maay  
26%

Maay  
12%

Maay  
29%

Written Maay  
53%

Maay  
55%

Maxaa Tiri 
88%

Maxaa Tiri 
79%

Maxaa Tiri 
73%

Maxaa Tiri 
61%

Maxaa Tiri 
46%

Maxaa Tiri 
36%

Maay  
15%

Maay  
16%

Maay  
23%

Maay  
33%

*The phrase “used by households” indicates that at least one member of the household is able to speak, read, and / or write the language.
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In parallel to the majority of households in Baidoa speaking Somali 
Maay, the majority of interviewed households in Baidoa (77% host, 
79% IDP) report a preference to receive information in the Somali 
Maay dialect, while the majority of assessed households in Kismayo 
and Mogadishu report a preference to receive information in the 
Somali Maxaa Tiri dialect (Kismayo: 87% host, 66% IDP; Mogadishu: 
72% host, 56% IDP). In general, households express a preference 
to receive information in the same dialect that they speak. Hence, 
37% of IDP households in Mogadishu and 18% in Kismayo report 
a preference to receive information in Somali Maay.

Photo credit: Displacement-affected 
communities moving into settlements as a 

result of drought. Credit - NRC Danwadaag 2021
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Key findings

 Freedom of movement appears to be the norm in all locations during both survey 
rounds. The vast majority of host and IDP households (ranging between 80% to 98% across 
locations) report being able to move freely in their community and surrounding areas. 

 Considering that safety is a commonly reported pull factor, the fact that households generally 
appear to enjoy freedom of movement might contribute to the intention to remain in 
the current location.

 A small proportion of households across all locations report having felt unsafe in the 
community at any point during the two years before data collection. The proportion of 
households that report having suffered violent crimes or having experienced safety incidents, 
including SGBV in the two years preceding the Round 2 data collection, is similarly small in 
all locations.

SAFETY AND SECURITY 

Photo credit: Road construction in one of the settlements 
where displacement-affected communities reside.  

Credit - Concern Worldwide 2021

Freedom of movement appears to be the norm in all locations 
during both survey rounds. The vast majority of host and IDP 
households (ranging between 80% to 98% across locations) report 
being able to move freely in their community and surrounding 
areas. Findings in the LORA report also reflect this finding, 
highlighting that most displacement-affected communities 
felt either “safe” or “very safe” in the place where they live.31  
Considering that safety is a commonly reported pull factor, the fact 
that households generally appear to enjoy freedom of movement 
might contribute to the intention to stay in the current location.
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GRAPH 8.  LEVELS OF FREEDOM OF MOVEMENT IN THE COMMUNITY AND THE 
SURROUNDING AREA, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Similarly, in Round 2, the proportion of 
households that report having felt unsafe in the 
community at any point during the two years 
before data collection is consistently small across 
locations (Baidoa: 8% host, 12% IDP; Kismayo: 8% 
host, 3% IDP; and Mogadishu: 6% host, 13% IDP).

Moreover, the proportion of households that 
report having suffered violent crimes or having 
experienced safety incidents, including SGBV 
in the two years preceding the Round 2 data 
collection, is similarly small in Baidoa (7% 
host, 14% IDP), Kismayo (11% host, 1% IDP), and 
Mogadishu (1% of IDP households).32 

Among those households that report having 
suffered violent crimes or having experienced 
safety incidents, including SGBV, in the two 
years preceding the Round 2 data collection, 
considerable proportions report not having had 
access to police services in their neighbourhood, 

where they could make a report in the event of 
violent crime. Among those households that 
report experiencing violent crime or safety 
incidents, in Baidoa, 56% of host households 
and 39% of IDP households indicate that they 
are unable to report these to the police. In 
Kismayo, 64% of host households and 50% of 
IDP households also indicate this, along with 
33% of IDP households in Mogadishu. 

In Round 2, among the households that 
report being unable to move freely, findings 
suggest that there are some hindrances to free 
movement within neighbourhoods across all 
assessed locations. These include road blocks, 
the presence of gatekeepers,33 the presence 
of explosive remnants of war, the presence of 
armed groups, and / or fears of SGBV perpetrated 
against girls and women. These hindrances are 
reported by a small proportion of households 
across all locations.   

Host Host HostIDP IDP IDP
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Key findings

 In all locations (Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu), lack of access to land documentation is 
commonly reported in both surveys (baseline and Round 2). The majority of households in 
all locations report having no access to documentation to secure their land. This continues 
to be sparsely available for both host and IDP communities, with very little change from 
the baseline assessment to Round 2, across all locations.

 Findings suggest households commonly have experienced an increase in rent prices in 
the two years before data collection. In particular, increases are reported among host and 
IDP households in Baidoa (76% host, 75% IDP) and Kismayo (41% host, 50% IDP).  

 Forced evictions in Somalia are frequently associated with lack of security for land tenure, 
especially when displaced people settle spontaneously on lands that are largely in private 
ownership. The proportion of households that report having experienced actual eviction 
in the two years before data collection decreased for both host and IDP households in 
Mogadishu and Kismayo, while this slightly increased in Baidoa.

HOUSING, LAND, AND PROPERTY (HLP)

Photo credit: Community structures meant to improve 
health outcomes for displacement-affected communities. 

Credit - NRC Danwadaag 2021

In all locations (Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu), lack of access 
to land documentation is commonly reported by households 
both in the baseline and Round 2. Access to documentation 
to secure land continues to be sparsely available for both host 
and IDP communities, with very little change from the baseline 
assessment to Round 2, across all locations. 



47
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY ROUND 2 REPORT: BAIDOA, KISMAYO & MOGADISHU

Interestingly, findings from the 2021 JMCNA reveal that more 
than 70% of the assessed households in Baidoa, Kismayo, and 
Mogadishu report having no formal written documentation to 
prove their occupancy arrangement; for example, written rental 
agreement; ownership papers.34 This potentially puts them more 
at risk of forced eviction from their current location and thus 
subsequent displacement. Findings from LORA 2 indicate that 
53% of the assessed households still do not have documents to 
prove land tenure security.35  In addition, LORA 2 findings highlight 
that large inequalities continue to exist with regard to housing 
quality and documentation for host versus IDP households in 
all locations, with IDPs generally being worse off as compared 
to host communities. At the same time, some host households 
(especially poor ones) face similar inequalities regarding land and 
housing documentation as those faced by their IDP counterparts. 

This is reflected in Round 2 findings. The majority of households 
in all locations report having no access to documentation to 
secure their land. While this proportion appears to have reduced 
slightly since the baseline for host and IDP households in Kismayo 
and for host households in Baidoa, the findings suggest that 
almost all households across all three locations do not have the 
right documents to prove ownership of their land. The evolution 
between the baseline and Round 2 results is illustrated in Graph 9. 
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GRAPH 9.  LACK OF ACCESS TO DOCUMENTATION TO SECURE LAND, % OF HOST AND IDP 
HOUSEHOLDS (BASELINE AND ROUND 2) 
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Forced evictions in Somalia are frequently associated with lack of 
security for land tenure, especially when displaced people settle 
spontaneously on lands that are largely in private ownership.36  
Tenure insecurity can be driven and exacerbated by limited 
economic power among households to pay for rent and rapid 
urbanisation, with increasingly valuable lands further driving up 
property and rental prices. 

This precarious settlement pattern intersects with a complex 
and embedded political economy that influences flows of and 
access to humanitarian assistance. Forced evictions also affect the 
spatial organisation of urban areas where displaced populations 
live.37  Following evictions, individuals often relocate to peri-urban 
areas, which are increasingly becoming a source of speculation 
and investment. These peri-urban areas are likely to be tenure 
insecure or eviction prone, which places these individuals in 
challenging protection situations.38 

Indeed, forced evictions remain a key obstacle to achieving durable 
solutions for displacement-affected communities.39 In addition 
to driving risk for new displacements and general insecurity 
about the future, forced evictions undermine local integration 
and social cohesion, eroding living standards and livelihoods, 
and undermining a sense of belonging among IDPs and others 
living in informal settlements.40 

At least 20% of the assessed households as part of the 2020 LORA 
survey has been evicted in recent years, and a high percentage has 
been evicted repeatedly, making them even more vulnerable.41 In 
line with this, Round 2 findings suggest a considerable proportion 
of households has been evicted in the two years prior to data 
collection, mostly in Mogadishu and among IDPs in Baidoa 
(around one-fourth of the assessed households). The perception 
of a high risk of eviction among the assessed households overall 
appears to mirror the reality of actual evictions in most locations 
(see Graph 10). The exception is IDP households in Kismayo, where 
actual evictions are fewer in number (6%) than the perceived risk 
of eviction (18%). 
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GRAPH 10.  REPORTED RISK OF EVICTION COMPARED TO ACTUAL EVICTION IN THE PAST 
TWO YEARS, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (ROUND 2)

Round 2 findings (see Graph 10) highlight relatively low figures 
for host households in Baidoa regarding both the reported risk 
of eviction and actual evictions in the two years before data 
collection. In contrast, these figures are considerably higher for 
IDP households in Baidoa. In general, however, compared to the 
baseline, Round 2 findings show a substantial reduction in the 
proportion of households that report a risk of being evicted from 
their land in all locations. Baidoa is the only exception, where 
findings indicate the opposite – evictions have increased over 
time (see Graph 11).42   

In 2020, HLP actors in Baidoa, including local dispute resolution 
committees, have undertaken multi-stakeholder eviction risk 
assessments. These exercises include regular monitoring of at-risk 
sites by collecting data at IDP settlements on tenure type and 
vulnerability to evictions. According to a 2021 report from the NRC, 
from 2017 to June 2021, 22,945 individuals have been prevented 
from being forcibly evicted in Baidoa.43 This may indicate that 
extended efforts and strong collaboration among the Bay Eviction 
Task Force, local authorities, line ministries, HLP actors, the CCCM 
Cluster and other clusters, could help to minimise forced evictions 
in the community.
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GRAPH 11.  REPORTED RISK OF EVICTION, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS (BASELINE 
AND ROUND 2)

Correspondingly, the proportion of households that report 
having experienced an actual eviction in the two years before 
data collection have decreased for both host and IDP households 
across all three locations. As noted above, IDP households in 
Baidoa are the exception, with a slight increase in those who 
report being evicted. 

According to the NRC Eviction Information Portal, in 2020 and 
2021, districts in Mogadishu remain the most affected in terms of 
forced evictions.44  Baidoa is the third largest district most affected 
by forced evictions, while Kismayo comes in the fourth place in 
2021. This data is generally mirrored in the Round 2 findings. In 
all three locations, the lands where evictions occur tend to be 
privately owned, with only verbal agreements in place and informal 
tenancy tenure types.45 The top most reported reason behind 
these evictions is mainly related to owner interests and plans to 
develop their land for business and / or economic purposes, while 
the second and third reasons are related to ownership disputes 
and rent defaults.46  
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GRAPH 12.  ACTUAL EVICTION IN THE PAST TWO YEARS, % OF HOST AND IDP HOUSEHOLDS 
(BASELINE AND ROUND 2) 

In Round 2, findings highlight a slight difference between host 
(28%) and IDP households (29%), which report paying rent in 
the form of either giving goods or cash to stay on the land they 
occupy in Baidoa. In Kismayo, 33% of host households and 4% of 
IDP households report paying rent to stay on the land they occupy, 
while in Mogadishu, the proportion of IDP households (4%) that 
report paying rent is noticeably lower. Among households that 
report paying rent, nearly all pay rent directly to the landowner. 
Cash is the most commonly reported form for rent payment 
across all locations. 

Perceptions about rent price changes appear to vary considerably 
per assessed location. As presented in Graph 13, the proportion of 
households indicating an increase in their rent in the two years 
before data collection is relatively high, particularly among both 
host and IDP households in Baidoa (76% host, 75% IDP) and 
Kismayo (41% host, 50% IDP). In Mogadishu, in contrast, findings 
indicate that more than half of the assessed households (both 
host and IDP) report no change has occurred in the rent prices 
since the two years before data collection. 
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GRAPH 13.  PERCEIVED CHANGES IN RENT PRICES IN THE PAST TWO YEARS, % OF HOST AND 
IDP HOUSEHOLDS THAT PAY RENT TO STAY ON THEIR LAND (ROUND 2)
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COVID-19 

The majority of households in Baidoa (99%), Kismayo (98%), and 
Mogadishu (99%) report being either “somewhat knowledgeable”, 
“knowledgeable”, or “very knowledgeable” about COVID-19 and 
its symptoms. This points to an increase in awareness among 
the population and thus a higher probability that they have kept 
themselves safe. 

In terms of the most notable adverse impacts of the COVID-19 
pandemic on households, the majority report that COVID-19 has 
had a perceived impact on their household. The most commonly 
reported impacts across all locations are economic such as limited 
work opportunities and fewer remittances, as well as decreased 
access to aid services (see Graph 14). The impacts of COVID-19 on 

Key findings

 Majority of respondents report that they were aware of COVID-19 and its symptoms. 

 Most commonly reported perceived impact of the pandemic was economic such as limited 
work opportunities, reduced remittances, and decreased access to aid services. 
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(ROUND 2)
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work opportunities are reported highest in Baidoa among the 
host population relative to the IDP population, while it is highest 
in Mogadishu among the IDP population relative to the host 
population. Limitations on work opportunities due to COVID-19 
appear to have affected host and displaced populations alike. 
Another notable finding is that 48% of the IDP population in Baidoa 
report decreased access to aid services. In essence, COVID-19 has 
had an impact on the material safety of both displaced and host 
populations, particularly their ability to be self-reliant. 
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Photo credit: A woman washes her clothes  
in the glistening sun. Credit - DRC 2016
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CONCLUSION
Displacement in Somalia remains one of the most complex and 
challenging humanitarian and development contexts in the world. 
The significant scale of displacement and the pattern of movement 
for many displaced households to major cities in Somalia has led 
to overcrowding and added pressure on infrastructure, housing, 
and services. This has increased vulnerability among those living 
in displacement-affected communities. Addressing displacement 
challenges that arise from conflict, violence, insecurity, and severe 
natural shocks remains critical to finding the durable solutions 
that can give millions of displaced people a chance of a better 
life with dignity and self-reliance. 

The Round 2 findings of the ReDSS aspirations survey specify 
various factors that potentially support or hinder sustainable 
livelihoods and peaceful coexistence in displacement-affected 
communities in Baidoa, Kismayo, and Mogadishu. This is 
particularly the case in terms of intentions related to movement 
and return, safety and security, access to livelihoods, social 
cohesion, and HLP issues.

Displacement profile findings indicate that most displacements in 
the assessed locations are recent and localised, mainly originating 
from within the same or the neighbouring districts. Similar to 
the baseline findings, and in line with the overall humanitarian 
context in Somalia, displacement appears to be mostly driven by 
conflict and drought-related reasons, with most IDP households 
arriving at their current locations with the perception of having 
better security and improved access to livelihoods compared to 
their previous locations. IDP households commonly report that 
they want to remain in their current locations in the near future 
(six months following data collection). This is frequently based 
on the assumption that living in urban settings ensures them 
a better standard of living compared to their area of origin and 
may also provide them better access to livelihoods opportunities. 

Daily labour / causal work emerges as the main livelihood source 
for most of the assessed households (both among host and IDP 
households). Temporary jobs, such as daily labour, seem to be 
the only opportunity available to generate subsistence income. 
Although potentially helpful in the short term, daily labour / casual 
work remains an insecure source of income in the medium term 
and long term. Indeed, while business and / or self-employment 

Addressing 
displacement 
challenges that arise 
from conflict, violence, 
insecurity, and severe 
natural shocks remains 
critical to finding the 
durable solutions that 
can give millions of 
displaced people a 
chance of a better life 
with dignity and  
self-reliance. 
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are the most commonly preferred type of livelihood activity, lack 
of finances to start up a business appears to be one of the most 
significant barriers to household pursuit of preferred livelihood 
activities. Many households also perceive that the COVID-19 
pandemic has had an adverse impact on their living conditions, 
especially in terms of economic-related impacts. This may have 
further increased household vulnerabilities.

While findings indicate that the relationship between host and IDP 
households is generally (very) good and households commonly 
report positive perceptions about sharing resources between 
communities, some factors (clan conflict, burden on local services, 
competition for employment) are reported by some households 
to negatively affect social relations. In particular, clan-related 
dynamics emerge as a critical point of tension, potentially affecting 
social cohesion between IDP and host households, particularly 
in Kismayo and Baidoa. 

Lack of access to land tenure documentation remains as a major 
HLP issue and is indicative of a risk of eviction faced by households 
across locations. Findings suggest that lack of access to land 
tenure documentation is inevitably high across all locations. Lack 
of documentation notwithstanding, considerable efforts have 
been undertaken to reduce the proportions of households that 
report being at risk of eviction and / or having been evicted in 
the two years prior to data collection. 

Photo credit: Children play in the 
evening shade at a settlement 
for displaced communities. 
Credit - DRC 2016
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KEY ISSUES FOR CONSIDERATION IN 
DURABLE SOLUTIONS PROGRAMMING

There are a number of actions to be undertaken in order to 
address displacement-related issues within the scope of durable 
solutions programming. Coordination among durable solutions 
stakeholders may need to be well-established and perfected over 
time. Provided that IDPs generally seem to prefer to stay in large 
urban cities, investment in urban planning and preparedness 
might support increased absorption capacities in cities. 

A key take away for durable solutions stakeholders is to plan 
and prepare context-based durable solutions programming in 
order to avoid further displacement. It is also essential to work 
with the government at the national, regional, and local levels 
in providing long-term solutions to the current IDPs in Baidoa, 
Kismayo, and Mogadishu. Findings suggest that durable solutions 
programming might be particularly relevant when it considers 
the factors aggravating the risks and vulnerabilities households 
face, such as the high levels of respondents who report a lack of 
documentation to prove tenure. This lack of documentation may 
aggravate the household risk of eviction and lead to secondary 
displacement.

In addition, Round 2 findings suggest that the creation of business 
and / or self-employment opportunities for both poor host and 
IDP households in IDP-dense locations might further improve 
livelihoods and support peaceful coexistence. Incorporating 
skill-based capacity training sessions and start-up grants to 
foster greater access to small-scale start-up businesses and self-
employment opportunities for both poor host and IDP households 
would reinforce this.  

Additional research could be conducted to further identify and 
explore the factors influencing the perceived risks of eviction and 
actual eviction rates in all locations, with particular attention to 
Baidoa, where actual eviction rates have increased among the 
displaced population while the same has decreased for other 
populations in Baidoa and in the other two locations. Further 
research into the potential links between clan dynamics and social 
cohesion, as well as the factors contributing to the marginalisation 
of minority groups in the areas of displacement, might also 
contribute to support area-based durable solutions programming.

Further research 
into the potential 
links between clan 
dynamics and social 
cohesion, as well as the 
factors contributing 
to marginalisation of 
minority groups in the 
areas of displacement, 
might also contribute 
to support area-based 
durable solutions 
programming.
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Photo credit: A mother tends to her 
children outside her home.  
Credit - DRC 2016
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ANNEXES
ANNEX 1: SAMPLE SIZE

ANNEX 2: MULTI DISAGGREGATION LEVELS

Disaggregation subset size table

District Population size Strata Sample size

Baidoa 269,337 Host 137

Kismayo 290,653 Host 130

Mogadishu 1,731,463 Host 223

Sub-total Host 490

Baidoa 454,104 IDP 197

Kismayo 64,051 IDP 170

Mogadishu 904,000 IDP 258

Sub-total IDP 625

Total (Host + IDP) 1,115

Disaggregation subset47 Subset size

Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

IDPs displaced once 191 106 163

IDPs displaced more than once 6* 83 98

Recently displaced IDPs48 196 167 215

Protracted IDPs49 1* 22* 46*

IDPs who displaced mainly for conflict-related reasons 49* 74 183

IDPs who displaced mainly for flood and drought-
related reasons

114 47* 63

IDPs who displaced mainly for other reasons 34* 68 15*

IDPs living inside settlement50 165 156 236

IDPs living outside settlement 32* 33* 25*

Female-headed households 238 234 389

Male-headed households 96 85 95

47 Findings related to the disaggregated subsets are not generalisable with a known level of precision and should hence be considered 
indicative. The disaggregation subsets marked with an asterisk (*) have small subset sizes, so these figures are therefore not 
representative.

48 There is no universal definition for the term “recently displaced IDP” but the threshold that is used is usually 18 months, so less than 18 
months would equate to recently displaced.

49 The term “protracted IDP” is defined as an IDP who is in a displacement situation for 18 months or more.
50 In this case, the term “settlement” refers to either formal or informal settlements.
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Displacement and movement profiles

Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households considering 
themselves to be 
internally displaced 
persons (IDPs)

Do you 
consider your 
household 
displaced?

IDPs displaced once 86% 75% 94%

IDPs displaced more than 
once

83% 57% 88%

Recently displaced IDPs 86% 66% 93%

Protracted IDPs 100% 68% 87%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-related 
reasons

76% 69% 91%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

93% 60% 95%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

79% 69% 80%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

87% 73% 97%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

84% 36% 36%

Female-headed 
households

86% 65% 91%

Male-headed households 87% 71% 96%

% of displaced 
households intending 
to remain in their 
current location in the 
six months following 
data collection

Where do you 
want to live 
in the next six 
months?

IDPs displaced once 90% 97% 90%

IDPs displaced more than 
once

83% 96% 97%

Recently displaced IDPs 90% 98% 93%

Protracted IDPs 100% 91% 91%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-related 
reasons

88% 93% 92%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

91% 98% 90%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

88% 100% 100%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

89% 97% 92%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

94% 94% 96%

Female-headed 
households

86% 98% 93%

Male-headed households 97% 94% 87%
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Economic development

Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of IDP households 
that report relying daily 
labour / casual work as 
their main source of 
livelihoods

What 
were your 
household's 
three primary 
sources of 
income / 
household 
financial 
support in the 
past year?

IDPs displaced once 66% 66% 52%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

83% 58% 43%

Recently displaced IDPs 66% 64% 47%

Protracted IDPs 100% 50% 57%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

61% 65% 49%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

69% 57% 52%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

65% 63% 20%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

64% 61% 45%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

81% 70% 76%

Female-headed 
households

59% 60% 50%

Male-headed 
households

81% 69% 41%
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Social cohesion

Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households 
reporting 
host–IDP 
relations 
to be (very) 
good, by 
displacement 
status per 
location

How would 
you describe 
relations 
between 
the host 
community 
and 
displaced 
groups??

IDPs displaced once Good 49% 65% 11%

Very good 27% 21% 71%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

Good 50% 43% 22%

Very good 33% 48% 73%

Recently displaced 
IDPs

Good 48% 57% 14%

Very good 28% 30% 71%

Protracted IDPs Good 100% 41% 22%

Very good 0% 55% 74%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

Good 39% 58% 16%

Very good 41% 32% 72%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related 
reasons

Good 54% 70% 11%

Very good 23% 23% 71%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other 
reasons

Good 47% 43% 20%

Very good 24% 40% 73%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

Good 52% 57% 14%

Very good 25% 31% 72%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

Good 34% 48% 24%

Very good 38% 42% 72%

Female-headed 
households

Good 46% 55% 14%

Very good 23% 31% 73%

Male-headed 
households

Good 54% 56% 22%

Very good 36% 38% 63%
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Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that report 
they feel accepted by 
the community where 
they live

Do the 
members 
of your 
household 
feel accepted 
in the 
community 
where you 
live?

IDPs displaced once 78% 85% 56%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

100% 86% 43%

Recently displaced IDPs 79% 86% 50%

Protracted IDPs 100% 77% 52%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

78% 88% 48%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

82% 79% 63%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

71% 87% 40%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

83% 83% 53%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

56% 94% 36%

Female-headed 
households

77% 85% 52%

Male-headed 
households

81% 75% 48%

% of displaced 
households that report 
someone in their 
household faced some 
form of stigmatisation 
in the two years before 
data collection

Has anyone 
in your 
household 
faced any 
form of 
stigmatisation 
(verbal 
violence, 
insults, 
exclusion, etc.) 
in the last two 
years?

IDPs displaced once 14% 7% 4%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

- - 4%

Recently displaced IDPs 14% 4% 5%

Protracted IDPs - - -

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

78% 88% 48%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

82% 79% 63%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

71% 87% 40%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

13% 4% 4%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

19% - 4%

Female-headed 
households

15% 2% 4%

Male-headed 
households

12% 8% 4%
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Safety and security 

Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that report 
being able to move 
freely in the settlement 
and nearby locations

Are people 
able to move 
freely in this 
community 
and the 
surrounding 
area?

IDPs displaced once 84% 96% 92%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

83% 99% 93%

Recently displaced IDPs 84% 98% 92%

Protracted IDPs 100% 95% 93%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

90% 96% 91%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

83% 98% 97%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

76% 100% 87%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

81% 97% 93%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

100% 100% 88%

Female-headed 
households

77% 99% 91%

Male-headed 
households

96% 94% 98%

% of displaced 
households that 
report someone in 
their household has 
felt unsafe in the 
community in the 
two years before data 
collection

Has anyone 
in your 
household felt 
unsafe in the 
community 
at any point 
in the last two 
years?

IDPs displaced once 12% 1% 16%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

17% 7% 8%

Recently displaced IDPs 12% 2% 16%

Protracted IDPs - 14% -

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

12% - 11%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

6% 7% 16%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

29% 3% 27%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

10% 4% 14%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

22% 3% 8%

Female-headed 
households

16% 2% 12%

Male-headed 
households

4% 8% 20%
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Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that 
report someone in 
their household has 
suffered violent crimes 
or experienced safety 
incidents, including 
sexual and gender-
based violence (SGBV) 
the two years before 
data collection

Has anyone 
in your 
household 
suffered 
violent crimes 
or experienced 
safety 
incidents, 
including 
sexual and 
gender-based 
violence 
(SGBV) in the 
last two years?

IDPs displaced once 14% 2% 2%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

17% 1% -

Recently displaced IDPs 14% 2% 1%

Protracted IDPs - - -

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

10% 3% 1%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

11% - 3%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

12% 1% -

IDPs living inside 
settlement

25% 1% 1%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

22% 3% -

Female-headed 
households

17% 1% 1%

Male-headed 
households

9% 4% -
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Housing, land, and property (HLP)

Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that report 
not having access to 
documentation to 
secure their land, by 
displacement status per 
location

Does your 
household 
have any 
documentation 
to secure 
your land 
tenure (title 
deed or rental 
agreement)?

IDPs displaced once 96% 81% 98%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

100% 96% 99%

Recently displaced IDPs 97% 88% 98%

Protracted IDPs - 91% 98%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

98% 83% 98%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

97% 84% 100%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

94% 97% 93%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

96% 89% 98%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

100% 86% 100%

Female-headed 
households

97% 88% 98%

Male-headed 
households

95% 88% 100%

% of displaced 
households that 
report not owning the 
land they settled, by 
displacement status per 
location

Does your 
household 
own the land 
you are settled 
on?

IDPs displaced once 88% 91% 97%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

83% 98% 94%

Recently displaced IDPs 88% 95% 96%

Protracted IDPs - 93% 96%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

90% 96% 95%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

86% 91% 98%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

91% 98% 93%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

85% 88% 92%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

100% 95% 96%

Female-headed 
households

90% 93% 96%

Male-headed 
households

84% 96% 96%
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Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that report 
paying rent to stay on 
their current land, by 
displacement status per 
location

Does your 
household 
pay money 
or give goods 
or service in 
order to stay 
on this land?

IDPs displaced once 30% 7% 4%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

20% 5% 4%

Recently displaced IDPs 29% 6% 4%

Protracted IDPs - 9% 4%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

27% 6% 6%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

32% - 2%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

26% 11% -

IDPs living inside 
settlement

27% 2% 3%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

41% 28% 13%

Female-headed 
households

31% 6% 4%

Male-headed 
households

26% 6% 7%

% of displaced 
households that report 
having experienced 
actual evictions in 
the two years before 
data collection, by 
displacement status per 
location

Has your 
household 
been evicted 
from housing 
in the last two 
years?

IDPs displaced once 26% 6% 36%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

- 6% 6%

Recently displaced IDPs 25% 6% 29%

Protracted IDPs - 9% 4%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

14% 8% 21%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

29% 5% 37%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

29% 5% 20%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

24% 7% 28%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

28% - 13%

Female-headed 
households

23% 5% 23%

Male-headed 
households

29% 10% 33%
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Indicator Question(s) Disaggregation subset Baidoa Kismayo Mogadishu

% of displaced 
households that 
report being at risk 
of forced evictions, by 
displacement status per 
location

Are you 
at risk of 
eviction in this 
community / 
settlement?

IDPs displaced once 27% 21% 36%

IDPs displaced more 
than once

20% 13% 5%

Recently displaced IDPs 27% 19% 29%

Protracted IDPs - 9% 4%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for conflict-
related reasons

18% 15% 21%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for flood and 
drought-related reasons

29% 16% 39%

IDPs who displaced 
mainly for other reasons

32% 21% 13%

IDPs living inside 
settlement

25% 17% 27%

IDPs living outside 
settlement

34% 17% 4%

Female-headed 
households

33% 15% 22%

Male-headed 
households

23% 24% 36%

ANNEX 3: LIST OF INDICATORS FOR SIGNIFICANCE TESTING
1. Households consider themselves to be IDPs

2. IDP households report intending to stay in their current location in the six months following 
data collection

3. Primary source of income for IDP households

4. Access to documentation to secure their land tenure
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Indicator Location Baseline Round 2 X / N P-value

Households consider 
themselves to be IDPs

Baidoa 98% 86% 120 / 139
89 / 93

0.0196*

Kismayo - - - NA

Mogadishu 99% 91% 253 / 277
364 / 380

0.0199*

IDP households report 
intending to stay in their 
current location in the six 
months following data 
collection

Baidoa 99% 90% 125 / 139
108 / 109

0.003*

Kismayo - - - NA

Mogadishu 94% 93% 256 / 277
370 / 400

0.497

Primary source of income 
for IDP households 

Baidoa – Daily labour 47% 66% 92 / 139
52 / 109 

0.003*

Baidoa – Subsistence farming 11% 16% 23 / 139
13 / 109 

0.238

Baidoa – Humanitarian 
assistance

11% 9% 12 / 139
12 / 109

0.347

Kismayo - - - NA

Mogadishu – Daily labour 59% 48% 134 / 277
230 / 400

0.011*

Mogadishu – Subsistence 
farming

18% 22% 60 / 277
75 / 400 

0.185

Mogadishu – Humanitarian 
assistance

- - - NA

Access to documentation to 
secure their land tenure

Baidoa (host) 97% 59% 48 / 53
65 / 69 

0.346

Baidoa (IDP) 98% 59% 118 / 122
96 / 98

0.366

Kismayo (host) 90% 59% 50 / 57 
105 / 112

0.12

Kismayo (IDP) - - - NA

Mogadishu (host) 97% 59% 483 / 502
536 / 597

3.366

Mogadishu (IDP) 99% 59% 267 / 273
386 / 399

0.208

ANNEX 4: STATISTICAL TESTING RESULTS51

51 In Annex 4, the abbreviation NA indicates “not applicable”, as the sample size is too small to generate a p-value score.
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ANNEX 5: CLEAN DATASET
Available upon request.

ANNEX 6: DATA ANALYSIS (COPY R SCRIPTS)
Available upon request. 

ANNEX 7: HOUSEHOLD SURVEY QUESTIONS AND CHOICES

Question label Question type Survey response 
options

General information

Hi my name is {enumerator_name} and I work for 
REACH on behalf of the Regional Durable Solutions 
Secretariat (ReDSS). We are interviewing households 
about their displacement history, current situation, 
and plans for the future. This will take approximately 
45 minutes. Are you still willing to participate?

select_one  yes_no Yes

No

1.1 What region is the assessment being 
conducted in?

select_one region Lower Juba

Banadir

Bay

1.2 What district is the assessment being 
conducted in?

select_one district Baidoa

Kismayo

Mogadishu

1.3 What is the name of the village / settlement 
(not the IDP site name)?

select_one_external 
settlements

1.4 What is the name of the IDP site / 
settlement?

text

Household characteristics

2.1 What is the gender of the respondent? select_one male_female Male

Female

2.2 What is the age of the respondent? select_one age Age 12–17

Age 18–25

Age 26–30

Age 31–35

Age 36–40

Age 41–45

Age 46–50

Age 51–55

Age 56–59

Age 60–65



73
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY ROUND 2 REPORT: BAIDOA, KISMAYO & MOGADISHU

Question label Question type Survey response 
options

Age 66–70

Age 71–75

Age 76–80

Age 81–85

Age 86–90

Age 91–95

Age 96–100

2.3  Is the respondent the head of the household? select_one yes_no Yes

No

2.4 What is the gender of the head of household? select_one male_female Male

Female

2.5 What is the age of the head of household? select_one age Age 12–17

Age 18–25

Age 26–30

Age 31–35

Age 36–40

Age 41–45

Age 46–50

Age 51–55

Age 56–59

Age 60–65

Age 66–70

Age 71–75

Age 76–80

Age 81–85

Age 86–90

Age 91–95

Age 96–100

2.6 What is the marital status of the head of 
household?

select_one marital_
status

Married

Single

Divorced

Widowed

2.7 Are there children (aged 0–17 years old) in 
your household?

select_one yes_no Yes

No
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Question label Question type Survey response 
options

Demographic list

2.8 Please give the number of household 
members in this household in each age and 
gender group, including the respondent.

note

Males 0–5 months integer

Females 0–5 months integer

Males 6 months–4 years integer

Females 6 months–4 years integer

Males 5–12 years integer

Females 5–12 years integer

Males 13–17 years integer

Females 13–17 years integer

Males 18–59 years integer

Females 18–59 years integer

Males 60 or older integer

Females 60 or older integer

Please confirm the total number of 
household members is {total_hh}

select_one yes_no Yes

Vulnerability

2.9 How many of the following people are in 
the household currently?

note

Pregnant or lactating women integer integer

Persons with disability or chronic illness integer

Sick children (under 5 years old) integer

Members suffering from mental health 
issues

integer

Unaccompanied or separated children integer

Vulnerability by gender

2.10 Please give more details of gender note

Males with disability or chronic illness integer integer

Females with disability or chronic illness integer

Sick male child under 5 integer

Sick female child under 5 integer

Boys suffering from mental health issues integer

Girls suffering from mental health issues integer

Adult males suffering from mental health 
issues

integer

Adult females suffering from mental health 
issues

integer

Unaccompanied or separated boys integer

Unaccompanied or separated girls integer
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Separations

2.11 Were any household members separated 
from the household within the past two 
years?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

2.12 Please indicate the number of separated members

Boys (aged 17 and below) integer

Girls (aged 17 and below) integer

Adult male integer

Adult female integer

Separated reasons

2.13 Was the separation voluntary, accidental, or 
forced?

select_multiple 
separation_
circumstances

Voluntary

Accidental

Forced

2.14 For people who have been intentionally 
separated from the household within the 
past two years, what are the main reasons 
for the separation?

select_multiple 
separation_voluntary

Family violence

Death of a caregiver

Family reunification

To find work

To farm or tend 
animals

To join an IDP site

To access assistance

I don't know

Other

2.15 Have you had access to adequate and 
efficient mechanisms to reunite with 
separated family members?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know
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Displacement status

3.1 Has your household always lived in the 
settlement you are currently living in?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

3.2 Do you consider your household displaced? select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

3.3 Are you a Somali who has moved from 
another location in Somalia?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

Internally displaced

3.4 What is your region of origin? select_one region Lower Juba

Awdal

Bakool

Banadir

Bari

Bay

Galgaduud

Gedo

Hiraan

Lower Shabelle

Middle Juba

Middle Shabelle

Mudug

Nugaal

Sanaag

Sool

Togdheer

Woqooyi Galbeed

3.5 What is your district of origin? select_one district Kismayo

Baki

Borama

Lughaye

Zeylac

Ceel Barde

Rab Dhuure

Tayeeglow

Waajid

Xudur

Mogadishu
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Mogadishu-
Boondheere

Mogadishu-
Cabdulcasiis

Mogadishu-Daynile

Mogadishu-
Dharkenley

Mogadishu-Hawl 
Wadaag

Mogadishu-Heliwa

Mogadishu-Hodan

Mogadishu-Karaan

Mogadishu-Shangaani

Mogadishu-Shibis

Mogadishu-Waaberi

Mogadishu-Wadajir

Mogadishu-
Wardhiigleey

Mogadishu-Xamar 
Jabjab

Mogadishu-Xamar 
Weyne

Mogadishu-Yaaqshiid

Bandarbayla

Bossaso

Caluula

Iskushuban

Qandala

Qardho

Baidoa

Buur Hakaba

Diinsoor

Qansax Dheere

Cabudwaaq

Cadaado

Ceel Buur

Ceel Dheer

Dhuusamarreeb

Baardheere

Belet Xaawo

Ceel Waaq

Dollow

Garbahaarey
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Luuq

Belet Weyne

Bulo Burto

Jalalaqsi

Afmadow

Badhaadhe

Jamaame

Afgooye

Baraawe

Kurtunwaarey

Marka

Qoryooley

Sablaale

Wanlaweyn

Buaale

Jilib

Sakow

Aden Yabaal

Balcad

Cadale

Jowhar

Gaalkacyo

Galdogob

Hobyo

Jariiban

Xarardheere

Burtinle

Eyl

Garowe

Ceel Afweyn

Ceerigaabo

Laasqoray

Caynabo

Laas Caanood

Taleex

Xudun

Burco

Buuhoodle

Owdweyne

Sheikh

Berbera
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Gebiley

Hargeisa

Separations

3.6 What is your settlement of origin? select_one_external 
settlements

Please enter the name of the town, village, or 
neighbourhood.

text

3.7 Are you a Somali returning to Somalia from 
another country in the last two years?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

Returnee

3.8 From which country is the household 
returning?

select_one return_
country

Kenya

Ethiopia

Yemen

Uganda

Djibouti

Egypt

Eritrea

Tanzania

Other

3.9 From which area of {returnee_country} is 
the household returning?

select_one return_area Dollo Ado

Jijiga

Addis Ababa

Dadaab

Kakuma

Nairobi

Other
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3.10 From which settlement of {returnee_area} is 
the household returning?

select_one return_
settlement

Melkadida

Kobe

Hilaweyn

Bokolmanyo

Buramino

Other

Kebribeyah

Aw-Barre

Sheder

Other

Hagadera

Dagahaley

Ifo

Ifo 2

Kambioos

Other

3.11 Did any household members register for 
voluntary return with UNHCR or authorities 
in your place of refuge?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

Refugee (should not be from Somalia)

3.12 Are you a person of another nationality who 
has travelled from another country?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

3.13 From which country did this household 
travel? (Should not be from Somalia.)

text

Reasons for displacement

3.14 When did you leave 
your area of origin?

date

3.15 When did you arrive at 
the current location?

date

3.16 In total, how many 
locations have you lived 
in since leaving your 
area of origin?

integer
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What are the two main reasons you left your previous location?

3.17 First reason select_one reason1 Actual conflict in community

Conflict in surrounding area, but not in my 
community

Fear of conflict in community

Arrival of armed groups

Withdrawal of armed groups / security 
forces

Personal threats

Flooding

Lack of livelihood opportunities / jobs

Lack of health services

Lack of education services

Drought

Lack of water (not drought related)

Lack of food (not drought related)

Livestock disease outbreak / livestock death

Pressure from authorities

Pressure from host communities

Forced eviction

Availability of assistance to enable return

Was worried return package would not be 
available in the future

Other

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

3.18 Second reason select_one reason2 Actual conflict in community

Conflict in surrounding area, but not in my 
community

Fear of conflict in community

Arrival of armed groups

Withdrawal of armed groups / security 
forces

Personal threats

Flooding

Lack of livelihood opportunities / jobs

Lack of health services

Lack of education services

Drought

Lack of water (not drought related)

Lack of food (not drought related)

Livestock disease outbreak / livestock death

Pressure from authorities
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Pressure from host communities

Forced eviction

Availability of assistance to enable return

Was worried return package would not be 
available in the future

Other

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

What are the top two reasons you chose to come to this location?

3.19 First reason select_one reason1 No conflict

Availability of work / income opportunities

Presence of health services

Presence of education services

Presence of food distribution / food aid

Availability of local food (market / 
cultivation)

Presence of shelter

Presence of water

Presence of cash distribution

Presence of security forces

To join family / community

Other

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

3.20 Second reason select_one reason2 No conflict

Availability of work / income opportunities

Presence of health services

Presence of education services

Presence of food distribution / food aid

Availability of local food (market / 
cultivation)

Presence of shelter

Presence of water

Presence of cash distribution

Presence of security forces

To join family / community

Other

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer
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3.21 Do you feel that your 
displacement has led 
to a greater need for 
assistance, protection, 
or increased the level 
of discrimination you 
face?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

3.22 Which of the following 
options do you think 
would improve your 
long-term well-being?

select_one improve_
wellbeing

Returning back to your area of origin

Relocation (moving to a new area in the 
country)

Local integration (gaining more economic 
and social equality in your current location)

I don’t know

3.23 What is the primary 
reason for your 
selection?

select_one 
displacement_impact

Economic opportunities

Security

Access to humanitarian assistance

Social connections (clan / family)

Less discrimination

Other

3.24 How would you provide 
yourself with basic 
necessities such as 
food and shelter within 
the first six months of 
arriving?

select_one support_
future

Subsistence farming

Subsistence fishing

Livestock produce for sale

Contracted job

Day labour / casual work

Humanitarian assistance

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Subsistence livestock produce

Farming for sale

Fishing for sale

Business / self-employed

Remittances

Allowance / community support

Rent of land or property

Other
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Movement intentions 

4.1 Where do you want 
to live in the next six 
months?

select_one returnee_
remain

Want to stay here

Want to return to area of origin

Want to move elsewhere in this city

Want to move elsewhere in Somalia

Want to return to the previous country of 
refuge

Want to move to another country

I don't know if I want to move

4.2 What is your primary 
reason for this decision?

select_one No conflict

Availability of work / income opportunities

Presence of health services

Presence of education services

Presence of food distribution / food aid

Availability of local food (market / 
cultivation)

Presence of shelter

Presence of water

Presence of cash distribution

Presence of security forces

To join family / community

Other

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

Planning to move

4.3 Do you have concrete 
plans for making this 
happen?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

4.4 How would you get 
there?

select_one transport_
mode

By car

By foot

By plane

By boat

Don't know

Other

4.5 Do you expect any 
barriers to this 
movement?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know
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4.6 What is the primary 
barrier?

select_one move_
barriers

Lack of money

Responsibilities at home

Lack of free movement

Lack of knowledge of the process

Other

4.7 What region will you 
settle in?

select_one region Lower Juba

Awdal

Bakool

Banadir

Bari

Bay

Galgaduud

Gedo

Hiraan

Lower Shabelle

Middle Juba

Middle Shabelle

Mudug

Nugaal

Sanaag

Sool

Togdheer

Woqooyi Galbeed

4.8 What district will you 
settle in?

select_one district Kismayo

Baki

Borama

Lughaye

Zeylac

Ceel Barde

Rab Dhuure

Tayeeglow

Waajid

Xudur

Mogadishu

Mogadishu-Boondheere

Mogadishu-Cabdulcasiis

Mogadishu-Daynile

Mogadishu-Dharkenley

Mogadishu-Hawl Wadaag

Mogadishu-Heliwa
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Mogadishu-Hodan

Mogadishu-Karaan

Mogadishu-Shangaani

Mogadishu-Shibis

Mogadishu-Waaberi

Mogadishu-Wadajir

Mogadishu-Wardhiigleey

Mogadishu-Xamar Jabjab

Mogadishu-Xamar Weyne

Mogadishu-Yaaqshiid

Bandarbayla

Bossaso

Caluula

Iskushuban

Qandala

Qardho

Baidoa

Buur Hakaba

Diinsoor

Qansax Dheere

Cabudwaaq

Cadaado

Ceel Buur

Ceel Dheer

Dhuusamarreeb

Baardheere

Belet Xaawo

Ceel Waaq

Dollow

Garbahaarey

Luuq

Belet Weyne

Bulo Burto

Jalalaqsi

Afmadow

Badhaadhe

Jamaame

Afgooye

Baraawe

Kurtunwaarey

Marka



87
ASPIRATIONS SURVEY ROUND 2 REPORT: BAIDOA, KISMAYO & MOGADISHU

Question label Question type Survey response options

Qoryooley

Sablaale

Wanlaweyn

Buaale

Jilib

Sakow

Aden Yabaal

Balcad

Cadale

Jowhar

Gaalkacyo

Galdogob

Hobyo

Jariiban

Xarardheere

Burtinle

Eyl

Garowe

Ceel Afweyn

Ceerigaabo

Laasqoray

Caynabo

Laas Caanood

Taleex

Xudun

Burco

Buuhoodle

Owdweyne

Sheikh

Berbera

Gebiley

Hargeisa

4.9 What settlement will 
you settle in?

select_one_external 
settlements

Please enter the name 
of the town, village, or 
neighbourhood

text

4.10 Once you get there, do 
you plan to live in that 
location permanently?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know
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4.11 Would your entire 
household move or just 
part of it?

select_one move_hh Entire household

Partial household

I don’t know

4.12 Do women in the 
household want to live 
somewhere different?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

4.13 Where do they want to 
live?

select_one returnee_
remain

Want to stay here

Want to return to area of origin

Want to move elsewhere in this city

Want to move elsewhere in Somalia

Want to return to the previous country of 
refuge

Want to move to another country

I don't know if I want to move

4.14 Do youth in the 
household want to live 
somewhere different?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

4.15 Where do they want to 
live?

select_one returnee_
remain

Want to stay here

Want to return to area of origin

Want to move elsewhere in this city

Want to move elsewhere in Somalia

Want to return to the previous country of 
refuge

Want to move to another country

I don't know if I want to move

4.16 What is your primary 
source of information 
used for planning 
where you want to live?

select_one move_info Friends and relatives in current location

Friend and relatives at intended destination

Government

Broadcast media (TV, Radio)

Online media (not including social media)

NGO / external actors

Other
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Economic development

What were your household's three primary sources of income / household financial support in the 
past year?

5.1 First source select_one income_
source

Subsistence farming

Subsistence livestock produce

Subsistence fishing

Farming for sale

Livestock produce for sale

Cash fishing for sale

Contracted job

Business / self-employed

Day labour / casual work

Remittances

Humanitarian assistance

Allowance / community support

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Rent of land or property

None

Other

5.2 Second source select_one income_
source

Subsistence farming

Subsistence livestock produce

Subsistence fishing

Farming for sale

Livestock produce for sale

Cash fishing for sale

Contracted job

Business / self-employed

Day labour / casual work

Remittances

Humanitarian assistance

Allowance / community support

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Rent of land or property

None

Other
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5.3 Third source select_one income_
source

Subsistence farming

Subsistence livestock produce

Subsistence fishing

Farming for sale

Livestock produce for sale

Cash fishing for sale

Contracted job

Business / self-employed

Day labour / casual work

Remittances

Humanitarian assistance

Allowance / community support

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Rent of land or property

None

Other

Income in place of origin

5.4 What was your 
household’s primary 
livelihood in your place 
of origin?

select_one income_
source

Subsistence farming

Subsistence livestock produce

Subsistence fishing

Farming for sale

Livestock produce for sale

Cash fishing for sale

Contracted job

Business / self-employed

Day labour / casual work

Remittances

Humanitarian assistance

Allowance / community support

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Rent of land or property

None

Other

5.5 Why is your 
household's current 
livelihood different 
from your livelihood in 
your place of origin?

select_one income_
difference

Chose to do different livelihood

Was not able to do the same livelihood

Other
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5.6 Does your household 
own livestock or is 
anyone employed 
by someone else 
to manage their 
livestock?

select_one own_
livestock

No

Yes, own livestock

Yes, manage someone else's livestock

Other

5.7 Where are these 
livestock located?

select_one own_
livestock_where

This location

In area of origin

Other

5.8 Do you own / rent any 
land for cultivation?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

5.9 In the past two years, 
has your household 
been able to access 
enough money to cover 
your basic needs?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

5.10 Have you had to adapt 
any of the following 
coping strategies in 
the last two years to 
deal with a lack of 
employment / income?

select_multiple live_
coping

Sold livestock to pay for basic household 
needs

Sold household items (mobile phone, 
furniture, cooking equipment, etc.) to pay 
for basic needs

Sold productive assets (sewing machine, 
agricultural tools, etc.) to pay for basic 
needs

Engaged in activities that put you at risk

Abnormal migration to other areas in 
search of food

Reduced household expenditure on other 
things (health, education) in order to pay for 
food

Sent family members to live in a different 
place (e.g. IDP settlement)

Spent savings on food

Borrowed money

Sent children to work

None

Other

5.11 Has anyone in your 
household faced legal 
or administrative 
obstacles to 
employment or 
economic activity?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

5.12 Are you satisfied with 
your household's 
current primary 
livelihood activity?

select_one yes_no Yes

No
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5.13 Why not? select_one livelihood_
satisfied_no

Not enough money

Not interesting

Unsafe

Other

5.14 Including your current 
livelihood, which 
livelihood activity 
would you most like 
to do, if given the 
opportunity?

select_one income_
source

Subsistence farming

Subsistence livestock produce

Subsistence fishing

Farming for sale

Livestock produce for sale

Cash fishing for sale

Contracted job

Business / self-employed

Day labour / casual work

Remittances

Humanitarian assistance

Allowance / community support

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Rent of land or property

None

Other

5.15 Why do you want to do 
this activity?

select_one livelihood_
prefer_why

More money

More interesting

I have experience or training in it

Other

5.16 What are the barriers 
to accessing this type 
of livelihood?

select_multiple 
livelihood_barriers

No land

No storefront or office space

Drought / flood

No finances to start business

Lack of skills / education

Few training programmes available

Conflict / insecurity

Mobility restrictions

Not enough jobs

Discrimination

None

Other
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5.17 In ten years from now, 
what, in your opinion, 
is the most likely way 
you will be supporting 
yourself / family?

select_one support_
future

Subsistence farming

Subsistence fishing

Livestock produce for sale

Contracted job

Day labour / casual work

Humanitarian assistance

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Subsistence livestock produce

Farming for sale

Fishing for sale

Business / self-employed

Remittances

Allowance / community support

Rent of land or property

Other

5.18 In ten years from now, 
out of the options 
below, what best 
describes how you 
would prefer to be 
providing supporting 
yourself / family?

select_one support_
future

Subsistence farming

Subsistence fishing

Livestock produce for sale

Contracted job

Day labour / casual work

Humanitarian assistance

Sale of humanitarian assistance

Subsistence livestock produce

Farming for sale

Fishing for sale

Business / self-employed

Remittances

Allowance / community support

Rent of land or property

Other
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Social cohesion

6.1 How would you 
describe relations 
between the host 
community and 
displaced groups?

select_one host_
relations

Very good: no tensions at all between both 
groups

Good: very limited tensions between both 
groups

Fair: occasional tensions between both 
groups

Bad: frequent tensions between both 
groups

Very bad: constant tensions between both 
groups

I don’t know or don't want to answer

6.2 What do you think 
is the most positive 
thing about the 
relationship between 
host community and 
displaced groups?

select_one positive_
aspect

Able to share resources / services peacefully

Children play together

Adults socialise together

Respect for each other

None

I don't know or don't want to answer

Other

6.3 What is the biggest 
strain on this 
relationship?

select_one strain_
relations

Crime

Clan conflict

Burden on local services / infrastructure

Presence of armed groups

Competition for employment

None

I don't know or don't want to answer

Other

6.4 Has anyone in your 
household faced any 
form of stigmatisation 
(verbal violence, insults, 
exclusion, etc.) in the 
last two years?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

6.5 Do the members 
of your household 
feel accepted in the 
community where you 
live?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

6.6 What do you think 
could improve this 
relationship?

select_one improve_
relations

More water points

More schools

More clinics / healthcare services

More jobs

Peace / community building initiatives

More spaces to socialise

Other
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6.7 Have you heard of any 
community or social 
organisations in your 
neighbourhood (such 
as youth, women, 
environmental, sports, 
or peacebuilding 
groups)?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

Peacebuilding

6.8 Who is facilitating 
these initiatives?

select_multiple 
peacebuilding_who

NGO or UN

Government

Islamic organisation / mosque

Local community / community-based 
organisation

Other

I don't know or don’t want to answer

6.9 How successful do you 
think these initiatives 
have been in improving 
community relations?

select_one 
peacebuilding_success

Very successful

Moderately successful

Unsuccessful

I don't know or don't want to answer

6.10 What mechanisms 
do you have for 
participating in the 
decision-making 
processes that concern 
you within your 
settlement?

select_multiple 
decision_making

Committee

Community leader or elder

Gatekeeper / landowner

Civil society organisations

I participate in demonstrations / political 
movements

Digital media (SMS, social media, radio talk 
show)

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

Other

Social capital

7.1 Does your household 
receive remittances 
from anyone?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

7.2 Who do you receive 
them from?

select_one support_
who

Someone in this town

Someone in place of origin

Someone elsewhere in Somalia

Someone outside of Somalia

Other

7.3 Does your household 
send remittances to 
anyone?

select_one yes_no Yes

No
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7.4 Who do you send them 
to?

select_one support_
who

Someone in this town

Someone in place of origin

Someone elsewhere in Somalia

Someone outside of Somalia

Other

7.5 If you experience a 
crisis that severely 
challenges your 
household well-being, 
who would you turn to?

select_one support_
who

Someone in this town

Someone in place of origin

Someone elsewhere in Somalia

Someone outside of Somalia

Other

7.6 If you experience a 
crisis that severely 
challenges your 
household well-being, 
how confident are you 
that you would be able 
to recover?

select_one crisis_
confidence

Very confident: I have a big community and 
they can always help

Fairly confident: I have a community that 
helps me when they are able to

A little confident: my community is 
sometimes not able to help

Not very confident: my community can 
rarely give us the support that we need

Not at all confident: it is very rare that 
people in my community help us when we 
are in need

Safety and security 

8.1 Are people able to 
move freely in this 
community and the 
surrounding area?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

8.2 What are the limits to 
free movement?

select_multiple 
movement_restrictions

Road blocks

Gatekeepers

SGBV

Explosive remnants of war

Presence of armed actors

Other

8.3 Has anyone in your 
household felt unsafe 
in the community at 
any point in the last 
two years?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

8.4 Has anyone in your 
household suffered 
violent crimes or 
experienced safety 
incidents, including 
sexual and gender-
based violence (SGBV) 
in the last two years?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know
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Question label Question type Survey response options

Remediating crime

8.5 Were you able to 
access adequate police 
services?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

8.6 Do you consider the 
violations suffered to 
have been effectively 
remedied and a sense 
of justice restored?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

8.7 Did you access any of 
the following judicial 
mechanisms?

select_multiple legal_
response

Police

Community leader or elder

Traditional court / customary law

Other community organisation

Armed group

None

I don't know or don’t want to answer

Other

8.8 Do you know about 
the safety and security 
situation in the location 
you want to move to?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

Safety in place of intended settlement

8.9 What is your primary 
source of information 
about the safety and 
security situation in the 
location you want to 
move to?

select_one safety_
source

Person in current location

Person at intended destination

Local government authorities

News media (TV, radio)

Online media (not including social media)

NGO / external actors

Religious leaders or community elders

Other

8.10 In the location you 
would like to move 
to, are people able 
to move freely in the 
community and the 
surrounding area?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

8.11 If no, what are 
the limits to free 
movement?

select_multiple 
movement_restrictions

Road blocks

Gatekeepers

SGBV

Explosive remnants of war

Presence of armed actors

Other

8.12 In the location you 
would like to move 
to, does anyone feel 
unsafe?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know
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Question label Question type Survey response options

Assistance

9.1 What is your 
household's top priority 
need?

select_one iasc_needs Safety and security

Adequate standard of living

Access to livelihoods

Restoration of housing, land, and property

Access to documentation

Family reunification

Participation in public affairs

Access to effective remedies and justice

Other

9.2 In the past two years, 
has your household 
or a member within it 
received any assistance 
in the current location?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

9.3 What types of 
assistance were 
received?

select_multiple 
assistance_types

Food (in kind)

Food voucher

Cash for food

Non-food items (in kind)

Non-food items (cash or voucher)

Housing materials

Cash for housing

Housing training

Unconditional cash

Vocational training

Livelihood cash

Water voucher

Water treatment products

Hygiene items

Legal assistance

Eviction support

HLP capacity training

HLP information services

Support to elderly household members

Support to disabled members

Psychosocial support

Other

9.4 Were you satisfied with 
that assistance?

select_one yes_no Yes

No
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Question label Question type Survey response options

9.5 Why were you not 
satisfied?

select_one assistance_
satisfied_why

Assistance was not enough to meet my 
needs

I did not need the type of assistance that 
was given to me

Assistance was of low quality

Assistance caused tension in my household

I don’t know or don’t want to answer

9.6 Did that assistance 
influence your decision 
about where you want 
to live?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

9.7 Has your household 
accessed credit or 
savings and loans 
associations in the past 
two years?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

9.8 Which of the following do you feel would contribute most to the growth and development of 
your children that are under 12 years old, into healthy and successful adults?

For sons select_one child_
support

Better nutrition

Access to education

Access to quality healthcare

Less discrimination against women and 
minorities

Safer environment

More economic opportunities

Other

For daughters select_one child_
support

Better nutrition

Access to education

Access to quality healthcare

Less discrimination against women and 
minorities

Safer environment

More economic opportunities

Other
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Question label Question type Survey response options

Housing, land, and property (HLP)

10.1 Does your household 
own the land you are 
settled on?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

Households not owning land

10.2 Does your 
household have any 
documentation to 
secure your land tenure 
(title deed or rental 
agreement)?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

10.3 Has your household 
been evicted from 
housing in the last two 
years?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

10.4 Are you at risk of 
eviction in this 
community / 
settlement?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

10.5 Does your household 
pay money or give 
goods or service in 
order to stay on this 
land?

select_one y_n_dk Yes

No

I don’t know

10.6 How do you pay? select_one rent_type Cash

Goods

Services

Other

Rent payment

10.7 Has the amount you 
pay changed over the 
past two years?

select_one increase_
decrease

Increase

Decrease

No change

10.8 To whom do you pay? select_one rent_
collector

Politician

Host community

Community leader

Diaspora

Business person

Clan leader

Militia

Landowner

Gatekeeper

I don’t know or don’t want to answer

Other
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Question label Question type Survey response options

10.9 What would happen 
if you were unable to 
pay?

select_one unable_
pay_rent

Threats

Forced labour

Eviction

Violence

Denial of registration for services

Other

Communication

Languages

11.1 Which of the following 
languages is your 
native language?

select_multiple 
language

Standard / Northern Somali

Maxaa Tiri dialect

Maay dialect

Arabic

English

Italian

Bravanese (Chimwiini / Chimbalazi)

Kibajuni

Mushunguli

Somali Sign Language

None of the above

11.2 Which of the following 
languages are spoken 
by at least one member 
of the household?

select_multiple 
language

Standard / Northern Somali

Maxaa Tiri dialect 

Maay dialect

Arabic

English

Italian

Bravanese (Chimwiini / Chimbalazi)

Kibajuni

Mushunguli

Somali Sign Language

None of the above

11.3 Which of the following 
languages can be read 
by at least one member 
of the household?

select_multiple 
language

Standard / Northern Somali

Maxaa Tiri dialect

Maay dialect

Arabic

English

Italian

Bravanese (Chimwiini / Chimbalazi)

Kibajuni

Mushunguli

Somali Sign Language

None of the above
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Question label Question type Survey response options

11.4 Which of the following 
languages can be 
written by at least 
one member of the 
household?

select_multiple 
language

Standard / Northern Somali

Maxaa Tiri dialect

Maay dialect

Arabic

English

Italian

Bravanese (Chimwiini / Chimbalazi)

Kibajuni

Mushunguli

Somali Sign Language

None of the above

11.5 Which of the following 
languages would 
you prefer to receive 
information in?

select_one language Standard / Northern Somali

Maxaa Tiri dialect

Maay dialect

Arabic

English

Italian

Bravanese (Chimwiini / Chimbalazi)

Kibajuni

Mushunguli

Somali Sign Language

None of the above

COVID-19

12.1 How knowledgeable do 
you consider yourself 
to be regarding the 
symptoms and dangers 
of COVID-19?

select_one c19_
knowledge

Very knowledgeable

Knowledgeable

Somewhat knowledgeable

Not knowledgeable

Prefer not to answer

12.2 Out of the options 
below, which are 
considered common 
symptoms of COVID-19?

select_multiple c19_
symptoms

Fever

Cough

Fatigue

Sore throat

Headache

Loss of taste and smell

Constipation

Hair loss

Increased appetite

Frequent urination

Hearing loss

Pain during urination
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Question label Question type Survey response options

12.3 What has been the 
most notable impact 
the COVID-19 pandemic 
has had on your life?

select_one c19_impact Decreased access to aid services

Economic impacts, including limited work 
opportunities and remittances

Restrictions on movement

Limited access to health services

Other (list)

None
Referral contact information

Can you give the contact 
information of another 
household living in your area?

select_one yes_no Yes

No

13.1 Name of referred 
household

text

13.2 Please give the contact 
number of the referred 
household

integer

13.3 Please enter any other 
contact phone number

integer
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ANNEX 8: FGD QUESTIONNAIRES

Phase II Focus Group Discussion (FGD)

Internally Displaced Persons (IDP): Persons or groups of persons who have been forced or 
obliged to flee or to leave their homes or places of habitual residence, in particular as a result of 
or in order to avoid the effects of armed conflict, situations of generalised violence, violations of 
human rights, or natural or human-made disasters, and who have not crossed an internationally 
recognised state border.

Participants: Female or male IDP / Host (ages 18–64) / Single displaced mothers between 18–36 
years of age with 1 or more children younger than 15 years.

Instructions
Every enumerator / translator has their own style of writing and note taking. Stick to what you are 
comfortable with; however, there are specific elements to keep in mind during the transcription 
process: 

1. Please make sure to label all responses with the pre-decided location code of each participant. 
Write down and translate all non-verbal observations such as pauses, exclamations, etc. in 
brackets. This would also mean descriptions that the note taker observed during the actual 
discussion. For example: 

“I feel that [pauses and points towards the common square] more lamps in our camp would 
make us feel safer at night.”

2. Please find below an example of the transcript needed from one of the questions we are 
asking. Please feel free to use your own transcription writing style, bearing in mind the 
elements mentioned above. 

Sample transcription: 

Note:  
Please make sure to fill out the form completely answering all questions, rather than summarising 
what was said during the conversation. The most important thing is that everything that is said is 
recorded in this form.
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BASIC INFO

Date:    

Time:  

Enumerator name: 

Enumerator agency:  

Region: 

District: 

Participant information
Female or male: 
PLEASE GIVE CODES TO THE PARTICIPANTS; e.g. P1, P2, P3, etc. 

Participant code (P1, 
P2, etc.) 

Village, country of origin Age Signature

P1

P2

P3

P4

P5

P6

P7

P8

P9

P10

Displacement  
Question 1: What was the primary cause of your displacement; e.g. conflict, drought, famine?

 When were you first displaced?

 Where is your place of origin?

 Is your current location where you originally intended to remain? If not, where were you 
attempting to go? 

Question 2: Was there a particular reason you chose to come to this location (e.g. stability, 
government services, job opportunities, etc.). If so, did it meet your expectation?

Social cohesion
Question 3: Do you feel part of a community here?

 How are relations between IDPs and the host community? 

 Why is it like this?

 Has it been like this since you have arrived?
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 Are there specific groups that have better or worse relations? Why?

 Do you believe that being a single mother has made it more difficult to be accepted by the 
community?

Aspirations
Question 4: Where would you want to live if able to choose: this location, your location of origin, a 
different location in Somalia, or live a nomadic lifestyle? 

 What is your reasoning for this choice?

 Do you believe your child (or children) would benefit from this? If so, please explain why.

Question 5: Do you face any challenges keeping you from doing this? These could include: 

 Safety and security

 Adequate standard of living

 Discrimination

 Access to livelihoods

 Restoration of housing, land, and property

 Access to documentation

 Family reunification

 Participation in public affairs

 Access to effective remedies and justice

Question 6: What kind of work do you currently do? 

 Is this the same work you did before being displaced?

 Does your child (or children) help provide income in any way?

Question 7: What kind of work would you like to be doing? Why?

 Agriculture

 Pastoralism

 Business / self-employment 

 Other?

For those who want to do different work

Question 8: What are the biggest challenges keeping you from doing the work you want to do? 
Is this different for IDPs, returnees, and host community members?

Future plans 
Question 9: What are you currently doing to prepare for your future, to reach the goals that 
you are planning for yourself or your children? Are there any organisations, such as the Somali 
government, United Nations, or local or national NGOs that are helping you reach these 
objectives?
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Question 10: What are the primary needs of your child or children that are not currently being 
fulfilled? Examples include:

 Education

 Nutrition

 Better home / shelter

 Access to medical care

 Other

Question 11: Are there any final comments about anything we have discussed? Is there anything 
we did not ask that you think we should have asked?

We have reached the end of the interview. Thank you for taking 
the time to talk to us today. We will be calling each of you in a 

week for the household survey.

Host Communities: The local, regional, and national governmental, social, and economic 
structures within which refugees and IDPs live. In this report, the host population is defined as 
non-displaced persons living in the same municipality as IDPs, returnees and / or refugees.

Participants: Female or male host community (ages 18–64)

Instructions
Every enumerator / translator has their own style of writing and note taking. Stick to what you are 
comfortable with; however, there are certain elements to keep in mind during the transcription 
process: 

1. Please make sure to label all responses with the pre-decided location code of each participant. 
Write down and translate all non-verbal observations such as pauses, exclamations, etc. in 
brackets. This would also mean descriptions that the note taker observed during the actual 
discussion. For example: 

“I feel that [pauses and points towards the common square] more lamps in our camp 
would make us feel safer at night.”

2. Please find below an example of the transcript needed from one of the questions we are 
asking. Please feel free to use your own transcription writing style, bearing in mind the 
elements mentioned above. 
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Note:  
Please make sure to fill out the form completely answering all questions, rather than summarising 
what was said during the conversation. The most important thing is that everything that is said is 
recorded in this form.

Sample transcription:

BASIC INFO

Date:    

Time:  

Enumerator name: 

Enumerator agency:  

Region: 

District: 

Participant information
Female or male: 
PLEASE GIVE CODES TO THE PARTICIPANTS; e.g. P1, P2, P3, etc. 

Participant code (P1, 
P2, etc.) 

Village, country of origin Age Signature

P1

P2

P3

P4

P5

P6

P7

P8

P9

P10
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Displacement  
Question 1: What do you believe are the primary reason displaced individuals come to your city; 
e.g. conflict, drought, famine?

Question 2: Why do you believe displaced individuals chose your location; e.g. stability, 
government services, job opportunities, etc.?

Social cohesion
Question 3: How are relations between IDPs and the host community? 

 Why is it like this?

 Has it always been like this?

 Are there specific groups that have better or worse relations? Why?

Question 4: How could relations between displaced individuals and host communities be 
improved?

Question 5: Are there organisations that are improving relations between host communities and 
IDPs; e.g. government services, NGOs, civil society groups, UN entities, etc.?

Question 6: How have displaced individuals affected your life? This could include both positive 
and negative aspects.  

For those who cited negative aspects of displaced individuals 

Question 7: What could be done to improve the issues caused by displaced individuals in your 
community?

Future 
Question 8: Are there any organisations, such as the Somali government, United Nations, or 
local or national NGOs that are you think should be responsible for creating and implementing 
solutions to issues caused by displacement in Somalia?

Question 9: Are there any final comments about anything we have discussed? Is there anything 
we did not ask that you think we should have asked?

We have reached the end of the interview. Thank you for taking 
the time to talk to us today. We will be calling each of you in a 

week for the household survey.
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ANNEX 9: DATA CLEANING SOP

These Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) build on the requirements outlined in the IMPACT 
data cleaning minimum standard checks and the purpose is to guide the cleaning.

Check Description

Survey time taken Check survey time taken and the expected time threshold will be a 

minimum of 25 minutes and a maximum of 40 minutes. All surveys that go 

beyond the threshold need to be verified. Log the justifications.

Check_duplicated_hh_code Check if there are any duplicated household codes (households that have 

been reached twice). If the result is zero, this means that code is unique but 

if the number shown in the column is 1 or above it means duplicated values 

are there. So try to filter those figures that go beyond zero. 

CHECK_total_household Check if the total of household members is zero or greater than 18. 

CHECK_household_status The different household status should be cross-checked against each other. 

For instance, if the household is recorded as IDP in our database but not 

identified as such by the host community, we will need to know the reason 

(keeping in mind that the key informant contacts that are used are two years 

old). Log the justifications. 

Other options; Other options provided should be translated and recoded in the choices list, 

if found. 

assistance_types_other                         

disp_why1_other                                      

intention_loc_why_other                    

livelihood_future_likely_other     

movement_restrictions_other                   

payment_type_other                             

settlement_idp_other                               

top_need_other  

unable_pay_rent_other

settlement_other

strain_relations_other

rent_collector_other

own_livestock_where_other

livelihood_satisfied_no_other

livelihood_coping_other

hh_income_source_other

destination_why2_other

remit_receive_who_other

own_livestock_other

livelihood_prefer_why_other

livelihood_barriers_other

disp_why2_other

decision_making_other
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Photo credit: A mother and her baby 
take shelter in their home.  

Credit - DRC 2016
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The Regional Durable Solutions Secretariat 
(ReDSS) is a coordination and information 
hub that acts to catalyse forward thinking 

and policy development on durable solutions 
for displacement. ReDSS seeks to improve 

joint learning and programming, inform policy 
processes, enhance capacity development, 
and facilitate coordination in the collective 

search for durable solutions. It is comprised 
of 14 organisations working together to 

maintain focused momentum and stakeholder 
engagement towards durable solutions for 

displacement-affected communities in East 
Africa and the Horn of Africa.

CONTACT INFORMATION
Hosted at the Danish Refugee Council

Lower Kabete Road (Ngecha Road Junction)
P. O. Box 14762-00800, Westlands, Nairobi

Office: + 254 20 418 0403/4/5
Email: info@regionaldss.org

Website: www.regionaldss.org
Twitter: @ReDSS_HoA
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