SOMALIA

Drought and
Protection

Concerns in
IDP Sites

Joint Partner Assessment

U SAI D * Funded by

FROM THE AMERICAN PEOPLE European Union
Humanitarian Aid




Drought and Protection Concerns in Somalia. April 2018.

O O

£ DANISH
) @ PLAN NORWEGIAN éREFUGIEE
ox FA M CATHOLIC RELIEF SERVICES

INTERNATIONAL REFUGEE COUNCIL ﬂ COUNGIL

About REACH

REACH is a joint initiative of two internatigoalemomental organizatigxGTED and IMPACT Initiati
and the UN Operational Satellite Applicatt
based decision making by aid #utough efficient data collection, management and analysis befor
after an emergency. By doing so, REACH contributes to ensuring that communities affecte
receive the support they need. All REACH activities are condoctéd amdwpithin the framework of
agency aid coordination mechanisms. For more information please vigitvourreestsitetive.org
You can contact us directbeaeva@readtitiative.omnd follow us on Twitter @REACH_info.

ves
ons Pr
2, during and
d by emergel
inter

Informing
more effective
humanitarian action



http://www.reach-initiative.org/
mailto:geneva@impact-initiatives.org

Drought and Protection Concerns in Somalia. April 2018.

SUMMAR

Drought in Somaiace early 20h&sresulted in widespread1utzn displacement as households move in
search of seces and livelihood opportunities, with an estiddad®0 peophavingbeendisplaced since

November 201G he increased displacement presents significant protection challenges, particularly for wom
and childreas households lose traditionalezmiomic safety nets and frequently experience extremely poor
living conditions in Internally Displaced Persons (IDP) sites. The Centrality of Protection Strategy endorsed |
Humanitarian Country Team in early 2018 identifies significant irfsromatibe gpecific protection
vulnerabilities faced by IDPs, and has outlinedftiiestierdgthened systeithe data collection, analysis and

data management across the protectich sector

Against this backdrop, REACH, in partnership with Concern, Catholic Relief Services, Danish Refugee Ca
Norwegian Refugee Council, Plan International and Oxfam, conducted this assessmenteétwagn January
2018to explore the key protection concerns experienced by IDPs living in formal and informal sites in Son
across Somaliland, Puntland and South Central Ksgm#iiemes covered by the assessment include
displacement trends, safety and security in and around IDP sites, child protectidey chkasyiagdygaps

and availability of protection services.

The assessment used a mixed methods methodology, using both quantitative data collection, through hous
surveys, key informant interviews with site leaders, and a site observatisrwelieaklgualitative data
collection through extensive gender and age segregated focus groupdiaciasdioissassessment was
collected between 24 January and 16 February and is drawn from SBeDResiteselected based on

where paréers were operating dad collected for this assessment is considered representative at the site level
only. Findings therefore cannot, and should not, be generalised to the district, region or national level. The
presented in this report aimmedbdach assessed site as-degth case study, and the common themes that
emerge from them should be treated as indicative of broader trends only.

Key findings
Displacement trends

1 Displacement must be understood as a protection concern iDRselffneittiipeing some of the most
vulnerable populations in Somalia and Somaliland.

1 An extremely high proportion of households across all assessed sites reported that they intended to re
and settle in their current (IDP site) |logsatjgastinthe need to mainstream humanitarian protection
programming into longer term responses, such as durable solutions.

Site safety and security

1 Hotspot areas of insecurity for women and girls included latrines, shelters and water points within the sit
1 Themost commonly identified area where men and boys were reported to expityieves dusside
of the site
1 The por qualityfshelters was raised as a key security concefloaudgotiup discussioff$&sD$and
the household survey. FGD respondents indicated thgtdieetigoraaterials (plastic sheeting/cloth etc.)
are easily torn or ripped making households vulnerable to theft or intrusion, an issue compounded by a |z
lockable doors
9 In addition to the external threats that temporary shelters are vtheeraplatén lack of internal
separations in shelters raise additional protectionretaticeys lack of privacy.

Child Protection

1 A total of 3% of all assessed households in Somalia reported experiencing family separation in the t
months prido the assessment, whilst 10% reported the same in Somaliland.

1 Office for th€oordination Bfimanitariafffairs (OCHAJumanitarian Impacts of Drought. Issue 6 June 2017
2HTC. Centrality of Protection Strategy 2018
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The majority of separation was reported to be voluntary as children are sent to IDP sites whilst adults il
household remain behind with the livestock, or travel to urban areasanksearch of

The drought has also resulted in a growing proportion of children engaging in paid work in order to suy
household income, and relatedly, increased schoglmhdpularly amongst older children.

Early marriage has become more caimo®the start of the drought as families seek to access dowry as
an additional income source

Ahigh proportion of households also indicated inceadinglghildren to bsga coping mechanism,

reported by 24% of households in Somalia ar@aaédiland.

Changing gender roles within the household

T
T

Livestock herd depletion and degradation of agricultural land have reduced traditional male livelihood acti
whilst forced displacement into IDP settlements has further limited oppootuaigesdéoation for men.
Simultaneously, women are increasingly engaging in paid work outside the home in order to contribu
declining household incomes.

The frustration and lossadfitional societal rekperienced by some men as a resudtilobdd loss,

combined with their perceived emasculation in response to women increasingly taking on the role
breadwinner, was reported to be contributing to increased rates of domestic violence.

The increased proportion of women working outsighe th@s also reportedly resulted in their greater
vulnerability to exploitation, sexual assault and rape, both in the workplace and during the journey to and
the IDP site.

Gaps and availability of protection services

T

Extremely limited services wepatedly available for survivors of SGBV, whichcisnfipabeded by

the social stigma attached to victims of rape which prevents many from accessing services where they
available.

In a reflection of the lack of formal legal services, canuamptyeaders usually resolve disputes,
including issues relating to SGBV, rather than any formal justice system. These systems are often bi
against the victim.

Fifteen percent (15%) of all assessed households indicated that delivery ofshisteantéatiad a

caused conflict or violence in the community, most commonly during food distributions.

Widows, the elderly, and physically and mentally disabled people were reported to be more likely tc
excluded from humanitarian assistance. Withimigrisyvere reportedly more likely to be excluded than
men.

Recommendations

T

Protection concerns should be mainstreamed throughout the cluster system in the IDP response. Prote
should be a central component of site design and development regalditigr\\s8i8ehtion and other

facilities, as well as the overall camp planning, where it exists.

Protection concerns should be better integrated into planning around durable solutions for the sustain
integration of IDPs across Somalia and Somhidandlufles considerations regarding livelihood and
resilience interventions and urban amdpemplanning, and the need to include local authorities within this.
The issue of dignified employment, and how this is understood by Somali I®Psnshuzuitioe in

the design of cafgifwork and other such livelihood generating interventions. As women increasingly engag
in paid work, one possible mitigation method to reduce household tension would be to improve integrated
schemes for men amdmenin which both men and women are targeted for livelihood or employment
opportunities simultaneously.

Improved provision of protection services in IDP sites, including service provision and behaviour che
interventionss neededi\dditionallgtronger coordination, better partner mapping, and more public referral
pathways for beneficiaries (not just partners) is needed.

Emphasisontber eat i on of womenb6s committee as a key ¢
structures would helpgi voi ce to issues traditionally seen
the existing gendgas inherent in commdraged customary law. Humanitarian actors should additionally
work with these committees to establish referral pathiningsrotdialready existing pathways.
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1 Given the lack of objective legal services for SGBV survivors identified in this assessment, humanitarian ¢
should work with local authorities to strengthen formal justice systems, such as the petiiee service, to b
enforce existing legislation around sexual violence.

9 Partners should review vulnerability profiling for targeted response in IDP sites to ensure that assistan
reaching the most at risk groups. This should include improving shortfalfsitivegmdgramming to
avoid adverse exclusion of particular gudipenally, the modality of aid delivery, particularly during food
and cash distributions, should be reviewed, with input from communities themselves, to avoid trigge
instances ofolence in targeted communities.
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INTRODUCTIO

Drought in Somalia has led to another wave of displacement since early 2015, with an estimated 761,000 p
having beatisplaced by the drought since NovemBang&t@lly Displaced Persons (IDPs) are moving from
ruralareasto urban cerds in search of livelihood opportunities and humanitarian assseneesed
displacement presents significant protection challenges, particularly for women and children. Family separ
both forced and voluntary, has resulted in increased numbers of woimeadaddchohidgtholds and raises

the risk of sexual violencernty parriage, as well as recruitment of boys and young men into armed groups or
criminal gangs. Additionally, although likely substantially unaxebréedbenderBased Violence
(SGBWemains prevalent, with women and girls from IDP harsieblaidg pulnerable. Further exacerbating

the problem is timereasén forced evictions of IDPs in urban areas over the last two years as a result of lanc
dispute’s An estimated 13,809 households across Berealiated in the second half oP,2@50lting in

further internal displaceniérd substantial need for improved protection services has been emphasized by the
humanitarian community@mde i nf or cing provision of protection
objective of t2@T Somalia Humanitarian Responge Plan

Despite the significant protection risks outlined above, there has been lirddadimesdheckpecific
vulnerabilities and threats faced by IDPs, and even less is understood about the relationship between droug!
protection risks. Gaps in information on the nature and spread of protection risks has limited the extent to
humanitén intervention and protection service paoeiaigeted towards affected populations. Additionally,

at the strategic level, greater emphasis has been placed on the need to better understand, and respon
protection c¢onc €entmadity df AroteStiomBirategyl291@E Somalid uimanitadan

Country Team (HGdentified the need for strengthened -sjyd¢emhata collection, analysis and data
management across the protection sector as a key priority.

Inresponse tihe sigificant information gapsumenprotection concerns, and to strerdgteenollection
mechanisms within the Somalia protection sector, this assessment was conducted between January and Fel
2018 and was designed to improve understanding teictiey pomcerns in IDP settlements, as well as
identifying service availability and gaps in pféMsissessmenas conducted bgansortium comprised

of GitholidReliefServices (CRSToncermanish Refugee Coulmi@, Norwegian Refugee Council (NRC)

Plan International, Oxfam and REX@kng on extensiesearch in Somalia, REACH prdeutedcal

support throughout the assessment, including methodology and traghingsignagement of data
collection, asell as leading on data analysis and reporting.

This report provides a detailed description of the methodology and why it was chosen, and then outlines th
assessment findings, organised into the following sections:

1) Displacement Trends

2)Safetyand Security

3)Child Protection

4)Changing gender roles

5)Protection services

3 Office for th€oordination BEimanitariafffairs (OCHAJumanitarian Impacts of Drought. Issue 6 June 2017

41DPs frequentigttle on privately owned land, rather than publically owned (which is scarce in general in Somalihiacarsmad|tand).
sudden forced evictions, causing further displacement.

5Somalia Humanitarian Response Plan 2017.

6lbid.

7HTC. Centrality of Protection Strategy 2018.
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METHODOLO

This assessment was designed to contribute to improved understanding of the relationship between the on
drought and its impact on key protectioms@meengst IDP households in Somalia, and to map existing
protection services and gaps in formal and informal IDP settlements in selected areas of Puntland, Somalilar
South Central Somalia. A mixed methodology was used to address the fdllquéstioasearc
1. Towhat extent has the current drought crisis and gaps in access to services contributed to protection
amongst women, men, boys and girls living in IDP camps?
2. What are the main forms/types of protection risks experienced amgsiggtisandheomen living
in the IDP camps, their causes and perpetrators?
3. What strategies/coping mechanisms do different family members (women, men, boys and girls) us
improve their safety and security and mitigate against their protection risks?

Methodology and tool design

The overatlesign ofthe assessmemwasdevelopeih close collaboratiwithparticipating partners (CRS,
Concern, DRC, NRC, Plan International and Oxfamhe/loppadunitydive input into the key indicators

to be assessed, andetdgew all assessment tools before their depldyengundlitative and quantitative tools

were also reviewed by the Somalia Protection Cluster, the Child Protection Working Groupiagd the GBV Wi
Group prior to data collection starting. Internally, REACH also received input into the tool design from the Re
Protection Coordinator for the Middle East for ACTED, the sititar of gRIBACH.

Population of interest

The populationsmkrest for this assessment were identified as:
i1 IDP households, particularly those displaced by the most recent drought (within the last two yea
Population figures will be taken froantp€d@rdination a@mpManagement (CCGilister
Detailedsite Assessment{®SA)yecently conducted in Sofnalia
1 Camp/community leaders, both male and female wheoiddéhbfeskifpon visiting the site.

Following data collection, a series of JoisisANalrkshops (JAWS) wiefe inMogadishu, Nairobda

Hargeisa. The JAWSs allowed relevant humanitarian and government stakehgdéntotiothgweting

the data anw discuss the accuracy and relevance of the key findings. Learning from these workshops wi:
captured by REACH and has furthereidfine findings presented in this report.

Primary data collection

Data collection for iissessment took place between 24 January and 1&@6t®mardywas chrcted by

CRS, Concern, DRC, NRC and wthrfield support freaveSomali Womand Chilén(SSWCHA total

of 28 IDP sites were selected for assessment using convenience sampling; sites were identified by the asses
partners based on which districts they were targeting for intervention. Two sites were selected from each tar
district and where possible included one site with a small population (less than 100 households) and one sit
a large population (100+ households). The sample also includes a mixture of formal and informal, and urba
periurban sites, in ordecdpture data from a range of different IDP settlement contexts.

8CCCM2018. DSA Master List.
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Map2: Assessed IDP sites in Somalia
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Quantitative

A representative household survesondiscted @8 targeted IDP settlements across 14 districts in Somalia
and Somalilan@ihe sample for each fadjmn had 95% confidence lered a 5% margin of errorcand

therefore be considerggresentative at the site level. Alongside the househablbskeyeapformgist)

inteviews with camp and/or community leaders were conducted. Where possible one male and one female KI
interviewed per site. The final component of the quantitative data collection was a site observation chec
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encompassirkgy security features of the site, which was conducted by the Eneassegement was
conducted inpdanned sites a2d spontaneolBPsites.

Tablel: Sample size for household survey

State Region District Site Population Samplé Total
95/5 surveys
collected

Somaliland Sool Ainabo Ainabo A 900 296 299
Sool Ainabo Ainabo B 600 257 254
Togdheer Burao Sahara 815 287 290
Togdheer Burao Aqil Yar 1500 257 287
Sanaag Garadag Karasharka 450 228 227
Sanaag Garadag Fadhpab 400 216 143
Woolgoi Hargeisa Ayaha 4 350 201 201
Galbeed
Woolqoi Hargeisa M.mooge A 300 186 187
Galbeed

Somalia Banadir Kahxda Maakaw 285 180 181
Banadir Kahxda Shuute 201 145 145
Banadir Dayniile BuuleVarbo 350 201 201
Banadir Dayniile Kurtuunwaare 60 57 58
Banadir Hodan Gunsor 250 167 166
Banadir Hodan Midnimo 75 69 69
Bari Bossaso 100 Bush 900 296 282
Bari Bossaso Gawraca IDP 200 145 142
Lower Afgoye Tofiq 80 73 73
Shabelle
Lower Afgoye Tayeglow 170 130 120
Shabelle
Bay Baidoa Shabelow 49 48 52
Bay Baidoa Bula Xawo 865 293 290
Bay Baidoa Boodaan 1 350 201 201
Bay Baidoa Bataalimiin 149 119 119
Mudug Galkacyo Taalead 370 208 209
Mudug Galkacyo Muduepare 500 239 239
Nugal Garowe Al Khayraad 37 37 37

IDP
Nugal Garowe Shabeelle ont 765 282 359
Gedo Doolow Kabasa 7500 402 378
Gedo Doolow Qansaxley 4500 389 368
Qualitative

Complementing the quantitative data collection, 12 focus group discussenesqfr@DEih each
targetedDPsite; 6 adults (3 male, 3 female) and 6 addfScematie, 3 femalElsDs had between 6 to 8
participants per discus#@Ds were conducted by one facilitator and-talendiee netaker used a

notetaker version of the paper questiofwittiradditional spaces) to take notes on responses. These notes
were then be copied into typewritten form, for ease of digital storage and use at the analysis stage. Par

9 Sample included a 10% buffer to account for survey loss during data cleaning.
10 Adolescents wetefined as aged between 12 and 18, as per international humanitarian standards.

REACH
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submitted both the typed FGD transcripts and the original interviets R&ESCljptso allow for cross
referencing to verify data quality.

In order to ensurgher data quality [H&cilitatorarereselectedrom partner agenciesd hadlreadyad
some experience of conducting ¢raDgics of a sensitive nature. Trainings were also conducted to ensure that
guestions which might evoke problematic responses can be anticipated.

Data analysis

Quantitative data was analysed using Excel and all GPS points were spatiallystadfifiddabys@|8om
guantitative data was supplemented with qualitative findings from the FGDs. The 12 FGD transcripts per site
synthesised into one analysis table in order for all answers to be viewed together and key themes to be more
idenfied. Findings from FGDs were summarised into a narrative which covers the key elements of the assess|
child protection, site safety and security;bgsedeviolence and access to services at the site level. These
narratives were then comparedémdrossutting and site specific findings were drawn out for this report.

Assessment limitations

Data collected for this assessmeansidered representative at the site level only. Findings therefore cannot,
and should not, be generalised tthet,degiahor national level. The data presented in this report aims to
treat each assessed site as-@d@pit case study, and the common themes that emerge from them should be
treated as indicative of broader trends only.

Additionally, the subjeatter examined in this assessment is of an extremely sensitive nature, particularly give
the conservatileaning®f Somali culture. Open discussion about sexual and domestic violence, child abuse
female genital multilation (FGM) and other pcotemimis is not common which therefore potentially limits the
accuracy and detail of the data collected. In order to mitigate against this the assessment used both qualitati
guantitative research methods, and findings have been triangulatdarywithteesources, where available.
However, it must be notedathéindings, except the site observations, are based on responses that are self
reported and may therefore be subjecténs@ithip, bias or exaggeration.
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HNDINGS

This section dfie report presents the main findings from the protection assessment. It is organised into tl
following sections; displacement trends amongsitdRagety and security, prevalence of violence and
insecurity, family separation, child labour amthiloth@ptection concerns, domestic and sexual violence,
humanitarian service gaps, and exclusion from aid provision.

Displacement

The majority of households interviewed in this assessment had been displaced between 2015 and 2018, refl
the direcimpact that the drought has had on displacementtw®epentent (72%) of households in
Somaliland indicated being displaced in 2017, whilst 51% reported the same in SomalighiRetetedly, d

the single most commonly reported reason for digilabeth Somalia and Somaliland and FGD respondents
repeatedly drew attention to the loss of livestock and land teaptregnbad

Table2: Top reported reason for displacement as reported by sites in Somalilan8 $aaspf
7 Drought

1 Pressure from authorities

The overall loss of livelihood and income thatrdhaceghidisplacement has caused a ripple effect on major
protection concerns within the household, as explored throughout this report. Additionally, given the clear prof
issues caused by livingri IDP camp, such as inadequate service provision, close proximity to multiple clans ar
site congestiatisplacement must be understood as a protection concern in itself, with IDPs being some

of the most vulnerable populations in Somalia and Somalilzedtly.

Table3: Top reported reason for displacement as reported by sites in Somalia (out of 20 sites)
15 Drought

3 Conflict in the community

2 Conflict in the surrounding area

An extremely high proportion of households across all assessed sites reported that they intended to
remainand settlen their current (IDP site) locatfonthe feseeable future, rather than to move to another
location within the district, region or cAsnfiigures 1 and 2 indicate, this was reported by all assessed
households in some sites.

Figure 1: Proportion of households reportitigat they intend to remasnd settlein their current location,
disaggregated by sites in Somalia
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That the overwhelming majority of IDPs reported the intention to remain, has notable implications for
humanitarian response. The protection cogtdigisdu throughout this report point to the clear need for
improved targeting &dprotection concerns to be taken into Huowgtout the IDP response in Somalia

and Somaliland, particularly given that IDPs are likely to continue dadivions tthescribed here. Further

this points towards the need for humanitarian partnerscnk@lering protection andtpatial risks to

affected women and mieito longer term responses, suchdasablesolutions.

Figure 2. Proportion of households reporting that they intend to remain and settle in their current location,
disaggregated by sites in Somaliland
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Safety and security

Safety and security in and around the site

Whilst the security issues reported by househiifismiaayts and FGD respondents varied from site to site,
some common themes emerged, particularly regarding specific areas within, and external to, the IDP sites
inhabitants experienced greater insétigpot areas of insecurity for womengirld included latrings

sheltersand water points within the sité$.10 of the 28 assessed sites latrines were the most commonly
reportetbcation where woraed girlsvere indicatedfeelunsafefollowed Bgcations outside the site, such

as whemathering firewood, or taking animals tA\greizpure 3 illustrates, latrines were the most commonly
cited location where women and girls felt unsafe in Somalia, reported by 63% of households, followed by
points (51%) and food distribution(Be¥gApproximately cfifth(224) of assessed households in Somalia
indicated that the distance to their nearest water point had increased in the six months prior to the assess
suggesting that the drought is exacerbating these vulneexilitig $otinvgomen and girls was primarily linked

to the risk of sexual assault and rape, with FGD respondents in almost every assessed site reporting that ¢
was common. This is explored in more detail later in this report.

The most commonly identifiadea where men and boys were reported to experience insecurity was
outside of the site, reported by 43% of asselssadeholds in Somalidhis is likely a reflection of the
ongoing insecurity affecting much of South Central Somalia, with FGDnresgogdeatsl iBanadir
indicating that men were at risk of violence and forced recruitment when leaving the site premises.
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Figure3: Proportion of households in Somalia reporting that site residents feel unsafe in identified areas,
disaggregated by gender
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In contrast to Somakiauseholds in Somaliland most commonly identified areas outside the site as being th
most unsafe for women and girls, reported by 50%. This was followed by the market (26%), which may refle
increased vulnerability experienced by women atitbgirteoas from primarily working in the domestic sphere
(predrought) to working in the public sphere to support household income in respondsedd tiveligbod

loss. This transition in household gender roles is analysed in greaten dieisthrejateBchool was

identified as a key area where men and boys feel unsafe in both Somalia, reported by 28% of households,
and Somaliland (39%Yhilst the reasons for this remain unclear, it potentially suggests that there is tensiol
between IDRsd host community with regards to shared access to services. Additionally, in both areas a note
higher proportion of households indicated that men and boys felt unsafe in school than women and girls, whic
be reflective of the higher proportibngsoéttending school than gutther research is required on the
potential adverse impact of education provision on protection concerns.

Figure4: Proportion of households in Somaliland reporting that site residents dafd imidentified areas,
disaggregated by gender
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Aside from the arddsntifiedbove, #&ck of perimeter fencing was reported to be a source of concern in some
sites, witRGDrespondents indicating that host community members sometimesetiitenedttiae rsight

or during aid distributions, causing sem#iolDP3As the below figure illustrates, less than half of all assessed
sites were observed to have a perimeter wall or fence. The lack of fencing likely reflects the imfprmal nature of
of the IDP sites assessed: data captured by REACH in the Detailed Site Assessment indicates that 79% of
assessed sites across Samaald Somaliland (a totaB&Dlsites) were identified as spontaneous settlements,
rather than plani#ed

Tabled: Number of sites with observed safety features (out of 28)
'| 1 Perimeter wall or fe(mfewhich all were in spontaneous sites)

5 Lighting at niglaf which one was in a planned site and four in spontaneous sites)

-l 8 Adequate space to walk between sfodltengch two were in a planned site and 16 in
spontaneous sites)

-l 3 Presence of community security pegdnvigth three were in a planned site and 10 in
spontaneous sites)

A total of 13 assessed sitesabsrrved to have some sort of community security persor{oejanidede

by IDPs themselveB)r example security watch commiii@8srespondents repottesl asa coping

mechanism to a lackonmakecurity infrastructusach as a policectaGenerally, where formal security
personnel, such as the police, were mentioned, FGD respondents indicated that they were a stabilising force,
than an additional source of insecurity.

Shelter

Poor quality shelters was raised as a key secuoritgeen in both FGDs and the household survey. FGD
respondents indicated that temporary shelter materials (plastic sheeting/cloth etc.) are easily torn or ripped
making households vulnerable to theft or intrusinrissue compounded by a lack of lockaduesdl he

issue ofheft from sheltavas much more prevaleBbmalia, with 21% of households reporting that they had
experienced thefttheir shelter in the three months priordatdheollectipas opposed to just 6% in
Somaliland.

Figureb: Proportion of assessed households in Somalia reporting that their shelter has a lockable door
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A lack of lockable shelters was also reported as a source of increased extaenahitagkmr assault,
with FGD resptents indicating that this makes women much more exposed to sextlzd setl\gelehese

11cccM2018. DSA Master List.
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during the nigin. some instances, women reported sleeping together in atgritjpaderattackiuring

the nightAlthough not explicitly mentioried FGDs, a high proportion of households reported that men also
feel unsafe in their shelters, with shelters identified as the primary location of insecurity for women and girls
the 28 sites, and 2 of the 28 sites for men and boys.

Figure6: Proportion of assessed households in Somaliland reporting that their shelter has a lockable door
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In addition to the external threats that temporary shelters are vulnertfigledported lack of internal
separations in shelteraiseadditional protection concerredating to lack of privaci study of congestion

in an IDP camp in South Sudan found that the absence of physical space and privacy in IDP temporary sh
had a notable impact on rates of domestic violencentéaily pot@osed children to inappropriate sexual
behaviou¥s Whilst not explicitly mentioned by FGD respondents in Somalia ot Samigtilatidely that

these issues are also prevalent in Somalia given the close proximity of shedterartd techigthnumber

of people sharing a shelter (at an avesixgeubfeachimgghin some siteglhis issue is further exacerbated

in instances where multiple families share oneegloettt by households across all sites. In thite sites
proportion of households reportinthehahartheir shelter was ghi&d or highewith 43% reporting this in

Al Khayraad, 34% in T-adlcand 33% in Mudaye.

Additionally, whitbis study did not include a household needs assdasané&oim previous REACH
assessments, most notably the Joi@Iwbidr Needs Assessment (JMCNA) conducted in 2017, indicates that
shelter remains a key concern for IDP households, il BB% amiseholds identifying it as a priofity need
Thelack of adequate she#tad theesultant issues with shelter theft, overcrowding and lacliaifqativacy

this assessmepbintowards the needdrprotection concetade at the centre aditdl planning and shelter
provision in IDP site Somalia.

Latrines

In addition to the spetwifioerabilities identified regarding shelter conditions, latrines were also frequently cite
as a location where women and girls experience insecurity and assault. As the below tgbkt Befmonstrates,
the 28 assessed sites were observed to have lighting at night; an issue that was raised in numerous FGDs
as a reasofor greater exposure to SGB\dditionally, in some locations latrines were not available within the
site itself, meaning that womdaraesl to move to host community areas in order to defecate, further increasing
their vulnerability to aaBkilding gender segregated latrines with solar lighting within IDP sites could
greatly reduce this risk.

12DRC 2017. Congestion in thekdbRrotection of Civilgites South Sudan.
13JMCNA. 2017. Final report.
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Tables: Number of sites with observed latrine features (out of 28)

5 Lighting at night
23 Lockable doors

5 Gender segregated

7 Disabled access

Violence and insecurity

Onefifth (20%) of assessed househaldsSomaliaeported fearing or experiencing insecurity at some

point in the three months prior to ttada collectiopwhilst 14% reported the same in Somaliawetall,

reported incidents of insecurity were notably more common in sitesith Sonegliaug reported as the

most commauerpetrators of insecuntgightsites in South CentRlatedly, whilst men were generally
reported to feel safe in and around the IDP site, some FGD respondents mentioned the presence of armed ¢
or militias as awoe of insecurity and, in some cases in Mogadishu and Afgoye, forcedrmeecuitment.
insurgent groups were the most commonly reported perpetrators of insecurity in Somalia, reported by 8
households, followed by local militiagiGreé).er, whilatidents afisecurityere frequently mentianed

mostsites irSouth Centrahe assessed sites imlDw had extremely low proportions of households reporting
any incidence of insecurity, at 0% in Kabasa and 1% in Qaiss&fleygts the extedmow incidence of

insecurity in this district.

In Somaliland, the proportions of households reporting insecurity as a result of armed groups or local militia
lower, reported by 1% andedfectively, reflecting the absence of open coeflicijoritii of regions in
Somaliland. On the other hand, criminals were the most commonly reported perpetrators of insecurity in Some
reported by 4% of assessed households.

In both Somalia and Somaliland, family members were also identifiedessasonsecurity, reported by

3% of all assessed households in botationsThis hints at the prevalence of domestic violence within
the household something which was drawn out more in the FGD discussions and is etquldegutfin grea
later in thieport.

Figure7: Proportion of households reporting experiencing insecurity in the three months pridat the
collection disaggregated by IDP sites in Somalia
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As demonstrated-igure8 belowa notably lower propodfdrouseholds in IDP sites in Somaliland indicated
experiencing insecurity in the three months prior to the assessment than sftee ik)Smnalmve
reflecting the different spalibical contexts of the two regions. The highest pbpatiseholds in
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Somaliland reportihgt they had experierinedcurity were located in Sool (Ainabo A) and Togdheer (Sahara)
which potentially reflects the recent incidencelaf witdence in these districts. This is corroborated by FGD
respondds in sites in Sool, witeedndicated intelan violence as a source of insecurity.

Figure8: Proportion of households reporting experiencing insecurity in the three months prior to the assessment,
disaggregated by IDP siiesSomaliland
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Alongside insecurity, households were also askbdiabgperiences of direct violence in the three months
prior to data collectidrilst incidences of direct violence were less commonly reported, particularly amongs
households IDP sites in Somaliland, there were a few sites with a notably higher proportion of househol
reporting that they had experienced violence in the three months prior to the assessment;ahdicated by 3¢
householda Midnimo and 35% in Gunsor, both in Hodan, Mogadishu, and 34% in Tayfdlsdikelxfgoye.
indicates the greater prevalence of direct conflict occurring in these distdlas, figgttinigtend insecurity

as a result of the presence afdhgnoups.

Despite the tension reported by FGD respondents regarding host community members entering sites after
issues between IDPs and host commurityseholds were reportedtyinima) withless than 1%f

assessed households indicating thaythavea poor relationship with host community neighhouhgst

the overwhelming majority (93%) reported timasrelatice r e 6 g o ©hée énly exceptidrvt@ thigywag o o d ¢
Ayaha 4 in Hargeisa, Somaliland, where 6% of households reporétatitvaghipiwith the host community

was Obadé or o6évery bado.

Child protection

Family separation

A total of3% of all assessed householdsSomaliaeported experiencing family separation in the three

months prior to the assessmenthilst 10% reportetie same in Somalilanid both regionghe vast

majoritgpf households who had experienced separation indicated it to be voluntary, reported by 93% in Somali
and 60% in Somall4is is corroborated by findings from FGDs, in which multiples reisgbridearily

separation resulting from male adults travelling to urban areas in search of work and/or children being sent t
with extended family or in IDP sites whilst adults (male and female) remained behind to care for their rem
livestoclnd landrigure indicates that 76% of households in Somaliland that had experienced separation hac
sent their children to stay with extendedrfamgyggests thsaparation is commonly used as a coping
mechanism to respond to the ongoing drought conditions.

Accidental separation was more commonly reported in Somalia, with 39% of households who had been sep:

repeting that this was accidemiadt comméy as a result of displacement, reported by 36% of households in
Somalia that had experienced family separation.
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