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OVERVIEW 
 
Mozambique experienced heavy rainfall in the beginning of 
January 2015, affecting over 150,000 people in the country and 
causing more than 150 deaths. The extreme flooding led to the 
displacement of over 12,000 families in the hardest hit province 
of Zambezia. Mozambique’s National Institute for Disaster 
Management (INGC) has coordinated with the provincial 
Emergency Operation Center (COE) in Zambezia for the 
coordination of rescue and relief operations, yet gaps in 
information on the number of affected individuals and their 
needs at accommodation centers and relocation communities 
has led to challenges in implementing a timely and 
comprehensive response.   
 

In order to support on-going relief efforts IOM is working in close collaboration with 

INGC and partners Concern, Welthungerhilfe and World Vision to implement the 

Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) in the most affected districts of Zambezia 

Province. The DTM is a data collection system that allows tracking and monitoring 

of displaced populations. The main objective of the tool is to provide the 

Government of Mozambique and the humanitarian community with accurate and 

timely information on the population displaced by the current floods, thereby 

facilitating advocacy and planning for the delivery of assistance. 

 
The data presented in this report is the result of DTM assessments conducted by field 

monitors from IOM and partner agencies in the districts of Maganja da Costa, Mocuba, 

Namacurra, Nicoadala, Mopeia and Morrumbala. The multi-sectoral assessments were 

completed in 45 sites currently housing an IDP population. Monitors conducted 
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QUICK FIGURES 
 

 Approximately 12,166 displaced families were 

identified within 45 relocation sites in Zambezia 

Province 

 The highest number of displaced families (2,960 

families) were recorded in the district of Maganja 

da Costa 

 34 of 45 assessed sites are official government 

relocation communities 

Students attending class in the 
relocation community of Ronda 



IOM Mozambique Displacement Tracking Matrix | Round 1 Report | 21 April 2015 

2 

interviews with community leaders, observed site conditions and surveyed focus groups with IDP representatives at each 

relocation site in order to gain a clear understanding of each current site specific situation. In the rounds to follow, the DTM 

will expand or contract reflecting the movements of displaced families throughout Zambezia Province. 

 
POPULATION PROFILE  
First round assessments revealed an estimated total of 12,166 
displaced families living amongst 45 evaluated sites. The heavy 
rains resulted in flooding across a number of rivers and 
lowlands, leading to an IDP population that is geographically 
dispersed throughout the province of Zambezia with the largest 
groups in the coastal district of Maganja da Costa, the inland 
district of Mopeia, and the western district of Morrumbala 
along the Chire River.   
 
The 45 relocation sites contain an estimated population of 
68,470 displaced individuals. This estimation was made 
through a random demographic sample of households at each site. The districts of 
Maganja da Costa and Mopeia display the largest number of IDPs with almost half 
of the population living within 15 sites in the two districts. 
 
INGC has begun the complex process of allocating plots to IDPs within established 
relocation communities in safe zones with basic physical access in order to avoid 
the need for future relocation. Land allocation is ongoing amidst challenges related 
to the inaccessibility of some regions, finding suitable land in safe zones, as well as 
convincing some displaced families to transfer to official relocation communities. 
After being initially relocated to temporary accommodation centers on the fringe of 
high-risk zones for flooding and receiving support and services in these centers, 
many families prefer to stay as opposed to a second move to a government-supported relocation community. Often the 
temporary centers are closer to areas of origin for displaced families and in more fertile areas for cultivation. Eleven temporary 
accommodation centers were assessed housing a total of 2,988 families. However, INGC is working to ensure that all displaced 
families are allocated plots within relocation communities in areas with low-risk of flooding. 
 
Although flooding and mass evacuations have occurred on numerous occasions in Zambezia since the year 2000, 32 of the 45 
sites reported that the majority of families are fleeing their homes for the first time. Rainfall has lessened throughout the 
province over the past two months, yet only 18% of sites communicated that the majority of families intend to return to their 
places of origin. This signals that the thoughts and intentions of displaced families are in line with INGC’s plan for the 
establishment of permanent relocation communities. Barriers preventing IDPs from returning to their homes are varied, 
demonstrating the range of problems resulting from the floods and the specific concerns to each region within the province. 
The leading reasons given were damages to basic infrastructures, damaged or destroyed homes and lack of physical 
accessibility  to their communities of origin.  
 
 
 
 

 

Site Summary by District 

District 
Relocation 

Sites IDP Families IDP Individuals 
Ave Family 

Size 

Maganja da Costa 6  2,960  15,925  5.4 

Mocuba 7  1,502  8,968  6.0 

Mopeia 9  2,947  17,459  5.9 

Morrumbala 16  2,173  13,576  6.2 

Namacurra 4  1,768  8,020  4.5 

Nicoadala 3  816  4,522  5.5 

Total 45  12,166  68,470  5.6 
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SHELTER AND NON-FOOD ITEMS  
The majority of sites (84%) indicated that homes made from distributed tents/tarpaulins are 

the most common type of shelter. Seven sites (six within the district of Morrumbala) 
reported that makeshift shelter comprised of local materials is the most common form.   
 
Despite the fact that shelter constructed of tents/tarpaulins was observed to be the most 
common form amongst the sites, IDPs responded that plastic tarpaulins are the most 
needed non-food item (NFI) in 25 of the 45 sites. Many IDPs reported concerns that 
tarpaulins currently in their possession were beginning to wear, while others indicated 
the need for tarpaulins to serve as flooring in order to avoid sleeping on the ground. In 
addition to shelter items IDPs indicated the need for other of assistance as they transition 
to their lives in relocation communities. IDPs in 15 sites reported that their biggest NFI 
need is kitchen sets since they fled their homes without basic items such as pans, plates 
and silverware. Despite the fact that 16 sites reported less than 50% of families possessing 
mosquito nets, only one site reported nets as the most desired non-food item. This hints 
that IDPs are most focused on the basic needs of shelter and food at this time. Finally, 
families in 76% of sites indicated the need for shelter tool kits in order to construct and 
maintain their homes. 

 
 
 

 
WASH  
Water access and quality appear to be a challenge at the majority of sites assessed. Although 29 sites do not have a water 
source within the location, most (64%) reported that the primary water source is within a 20 minute walk.   
 
The type of primary water source and water quality varies greatly from site to site. Many IDP families access water for non-
consumable uses from surface water close their homes, while walking much farther distances to retrieve water for drinking 
and cooking. IDPs in 28 sites stated that manual pumps are the main source for their water consumption. In contrast, families 
in 16 sites obtain their drinking water from open-air sources including ponds and canals, open wells, surface water and lakes. 
This information was affirmed by 20 (44%) sites indicating that they do not consider their water potable. 
 
Latrine construction and plastic slab distributions are ongoing in many relocation sites. Many displaced families are in the 
process of building latrines with local material within their allocated plots as alternative options are limited - 80% of sites 
indicate an absence of public latrines and signs of open defecation were reported in 22 of the 45 sites (49%). This problem is 
of particular concern as cases of cholera have been confirmed in three districts throughout the province. On a positive note, 
hygiene promotion campaigns were reported as on-going in the majority of sites (76%). 

 
 
 

 

% of IDPs Living 
in Tents/Tarps # of Sites 

None 2 

< 25% 6 

< 50% 6 

< 75% 13 

> 75% 18 

Unknown 0 

Total 45 

% of IDPs Living 
in Makeshift 

Shelter # of Sites 

None 16 

< 25% 15 

< 50% 3 

< 75% 5 

> 75% 5 

Unknown 1 

Total 45 

Water Source by Number of Sites 

Primary Water 
Source 

Non-
Consumption For Consumption 

Ponds and Canals 8 4 

Manual Pumps 15 28 

Tanks 0 1 

Unprotected Wells 15 9 

Lakes and Dams 3 1 

Surface Water  4 2 

Total 45 45 

Farming plots and latrines in Matebe II 

Quick Fact:  Only two sites indicated no displaced families sleeping in tents/
tarpaulins.  Both are located in Morrumbala District (Guente and Murire).  
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FOOD, NUTRITION AND LIVELIHOODS  
Four months after the emergency, displaced families continue 
to be largely dependent on food distributions to fulfill their 
dietary needs. Fortunately 93% of sites reported access to 
distributions. In addition to normal food distributions, nine 
sites have received supplementary feeding for children and 
eight sites supplementary feeding for breast-feeding mothers. 
Though these distributions are ongoing, other nutrition 
services lack behind with only five sites reporting malnutrition 
screening activities.   
 
Although nearly all sites reported ongoing food distributions, 
IDPs in 33 of the sites indicated that their main source of food is 
through these distributions, while six sites stated the most 
common way of obtaining food is from neighbor families in the 
area (host communities) and another six stated that the most 
common source is through farming activities. 31% of sites 
reported access to markets, however the vast majority of IDPs 
lack the necessary income to purchase food items. Reports 
indicate that families in most sites do not have a consistent 
source of income.  
 
The livelihood of families is mixed dependent on the area, but 
the majority of relocation sites (25) indicated that the primary 
livelihood of IDPs is agricultural activities. Displaced families in 
27 of the 45 sites stated that they have access to plots to 
cultivate crops. These findings demonstrate that in nearly all 
instances, if a family has access to land for cultivation it becomes the primary family daily occupation. Further, it emphasizes 
the importance of a second round of crops before the rainy season ends after floodwaters destroyed crops in many of the 
most fertile areas of the province. Seed distributions represent a crucial need for displaced families at this point in time. 
While families adapt to their surroundings and crops grow toward harvest, dependence on distributions and host community 
support will continue.  

EDUCATION 
 
IDPs at 17 sites (38%) benefit from educational services within 
the limit of the respective relocation sites, while children in 
most locations travel less than 2 kilometers to reach the 
nearest educational facility. These factors lead to the majority 
of children regularly attending school (34 sites indicating that 
over half of children regularly attending). IDPs living at Miguel 
in Morrumbala District, the only site located more than 
10km from the nearest educational facility, have organized a 
committee to ensure that an adult member accompanies 
children to school every day.  They proudly report that 
greater than 75% of children regularly attend school. 

 

HEALTH  
The perception of health access varied greatly among displaced families. Many sites have been visited by medical 
personnel, but with varying frequency and reliability. Twenty-six sites (58%) have been visited at some point by a trained 
medical professional. For ongoing medical treatment, IDPs in 22 sites (49%) travel within 3 kilometers to reach the nearest 
health facility.   
 
Given the prevalence of malaria in Zambezia, it was unsurprisingly sited as the most frequent health problem at the 
majority (78%) of relocation sites. IDPs at the remaining 10 sites specified diarrhea as the most prevalent health problem. 
Although not all areas show significant usage of mosquito nets, positive indicators were displayed in the districts of 
Mocuba and Maganja da Costa with all 13 sites reporting more than half of families sleeping under nets.  

A child cooking in a relocation community in 
Namacurra 
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PROTECTION  
Organized security structures exist in 16 of the 45 sites (36%), with more than half of those structures being comprised of self-
organized groups. Although most sites (33) indicate that security incidents are being reported, IDPs at the remaining 12 sites 
indicate the absence of a formal security reporting mechanism. The most common security incident sited was theft (18 
locations), whereas 16 locations reported no common security incidents. Though many locations do not have an entity 
responsible for security concerns, incidents and security issues are often reported through the local community leadership 
structure.  

 
IDPs at 10 sites related occurrences of child protection issues 
including emotional and/or physical abuse. Efforts have been made 
in select sites to establish safe spaces specifically for children, 
though only 11 sites reported establishment of such spaces at this 
point in time. Gender-based violence was also noted by IDPs at 10 
sites – nine sites indicated instances of domestic violence while one 
site indicated sexual abuse.  
 

Finally, only one site reported access to energy through a small 
solar panel system, leaving the vast majority of families without 
a consistent light source at night and dependent on personal 
fires and flashlights.   
 

 
COMMUNICATION  
The majority of IDPs in 91% of sites rely on local community leaders for 
current information and news. Very few displaced families reported 
receiving information by radio or mobile phone, largely due to the lack of 
access to electricity for phone-charging and powering radios. The most 
noted principal topic for which IDPs would like to receive information is in 
regards to other relief assistance (14 sites) while access to services, 
information on distributions and shelter issues were all equally 
mentioned. 
 
 

 

WAY FORWARD  
 Round 2 of the DTM will begin with data collection in the first week of May in order to continue to identify trends in the 

displacement 
 The DTM tool will remain flexible to meet the needs of the Government of Mozambique as it moves toward a 

permanent solution to meet the needs of families displaced from the floods of 2015. 

Funding for DTM  
activities is provided 
by: 

For more information about IOM Mozambique’s DTM activities, contact: 
Zach Carlson | IOM Quelimane | +258 848 902 410 | zcarlson@iom.int 

Camila Rivero-Maldonado | IOM Maputo | +258 823 089 655 | crivero@iom.int  
 www.mozambique.iom.int/blog 

A displaced man inside his home — Ronda 


