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This report combines the assessment of two 
displaced communities currently hosted in Palma 
District. The exercise aimed at identifying the main 
profile of the IDP families, the most common 
vulnerabilities as well as their intentions in regards to 
a possible return to their places of origin.  
The exercise combined the collection of quantitative 
and qualitative data, ensuring that a comprehensive 
understanding of the comunity is recorded.  
A total of 268 households were randomly selected 
and interviewed in Maganja and Quitunda areas. 
For this exercise, the Protection Cluster is thankful for 
the support of its members Save the Children, 
UNHCR, IOM, and OCHA for the support.   
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268 Households 

 

75% Adults 

25% Elderly 

The analysis of the demographics of the 268 

households assessed clearly indicates two main 

characteristics of the groups interviewed: (i) the 

absolute majority of the interviewed 

households,(90%) are originally from Mocimboa 

da Praia (MdP); 

 
 (ii) the high number of women (62%), almost 

twice the size of the male population. The 

prevalence of women may also indicate the need 

of additional support and other Protection 

vulnerabilities that may need further assessment 

to be identified.  

 

Another relevant element identified was the high 

prevalence of elderly individuals, around 1 in 4 

of the displaced individuals interviewed. This 

could have implications on the support required 

in case of returns, as well as considerations for 

assistance in the areas of refuge. 

The identification of Persons with Specific Needs indicated a high percentage of 

households (51%) with at least one case identified. This is indicative of the 

vulnerable profile of the displaced families, which, in combination with the 

lack of access to specialized services reported by 85% of the interviewed 

households may correlate with the IDPs families’ intentions of return. The 

graphic below indicates the main vulnerabilities:  

 

The vulnerabilities identified confirmed the high number of households with elderly 

individuals. The assessment also indicates that a very high number of the families identified 

to have specific protection needs. Out of these, around 33% of the reported cases are related 

to vulnerable elderly persons. It is also worth noting that almost 1 in 5 of the reported 

households with identified PSNs has a person with disability.  

Considering the high proportion of women in the assessed sites, single females at risk and 

female headed households represent 35% of persons with specific needs.  

 

PERSONS WITH SPECIFIC NEEDS (PSN) 

Districts of origin: 

Main Specific Needs: 
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OTHER PROTECTION CONCERNS 

The qualitative information collected also highlighted some concerning issues taking place in both Maganja and Quitunda sites. The 

main issues identified refer to: 

Tensions with host communities: often linked to lack of access to livelihoods and limited resources being scarcer with the 

arrival of displaced families. Tensions may also arise from disputes in regards to access to the limited humanitarian assistance 

available and inclusion of names in distribution lists. 

Negative coping mechanisms: the reported limited access to livelihood activities, combined with the profile of the displaced 

families, who are often composed of vulnerable individuals and/or are headed by a female may lead to the extreme responses. 

Information collected in both sites indicates survival sex as one of the main immediate responses for some vulnerable members 

of the communities.  

•  

 

  

• Lack of civil documentation: only 24% of the respondents have 

any sort of civil documentation. The vast majority of the group 

without documentation lost it as a consequence of the attacks 

of the Non-State Armed Group (NSAG), either prior or during 

flight; only 5% of the individuals without documentation never 

had it issued. Lack of civil documentation severely impacted 

displaced families, with around 28% of those with no 

Mozambican IDs reporting some incident.  

 
RETURN INTENTIONS 

Families were asked what their preferred intention would be: (i) return to their 

place of origin; (ii) undecided; or (iii) move to another safe area other than the 

place of origin. The of 92% reflected the willingness, both males and females, to 

return; moreover, only 1% of the households assessed is willing to move to another 

safe area instead of returning.  

The conditions in both sites may be a push factor for the overwhelming majority of 

the displaced and their desire to return. In both sites there are increasing tensions 

between IDPs and hosts, mostly linked to access to resources (fishing areas and 

access to humanitarian assistance, for example).  

Lack of opportunities, with little perspective of improvement in the near future, seems to be a major factor encouraging the 

willingness of return for the families interviewed in this assessment. The limited provision of humanitarian assistance, combined 

with the few and often disputed sources of livelihoods was presented as one of the main indicators. Moreover, the lack of 

alternatives has pushed vulnerable groups, particularly women and girls, to engage in survival sex.  

The analysis of the main reasons provided by the families for the possible return 

to their places of origin indicates the lack of perspective in the areas of refuge. 

The majority of the families objectively indicated that livelihoods and 

assistance are the driving factors for their decisions. It is also worth highlighting 

that 21% of the respondents cited tensions with the host communities as a main 

reason for return, which may be linked to the scarcity of resources and the 

burden of hosting displaced persons in a protracted situation.  

Only 1% indicated that the return was guided by the improvement of the 

security situation. This is a serious indicator as, on one hand, families are 

massively indicating their intentions to return; however, on the other hand, 

this is a result of poor conditions, lack of assistance and tensions with host 

communities, not due to the perceived safety of their home villages.  

  

Reason for not having documentation: Issues for not having documentation: 

Reasons for possible return: 
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• Although the vast majority indicated the willingness to return to their districts of origin, the driving factors are 

linked to the harsh conditions and lack of access to livelihoods. Overall, there is almost no perception that they 

security situation in their home districts is conducive to return now. 

• The majority of those that have already left the site and returned did so due to perceived lack of security in the 

areas of refuge, followed by possible livelihoods alternatives.  

• The main return movement is planned to take place alongside family members, indicating the willingness to return 

as a durable solution.  

•  

Similarly, when asked if they had any family member that had already returned, 13% of the 

households indicated to have at least one relative that had returned. Around 2 in 3 of those that 

returned did so due to safety issues in the places of refuge. Therefore, similarly to what was 

observed in the case of the families willing to return, most of those that have already returned 

did so as a consequence of the conditions in the areas of refuge rather than the perceived 

improvement of the conditions at home.   

95% of the households interviewed indicated that the return 

movement would be done with the family, as a group. This is 

a clear indication that families are not willing to be separated 

and that, if return takes place, returnees are willing to remain 

in the returned areas. On the other hand, it may also be the 

case that male and male youth returnees may leave the 

return area in onward movement to seek livelihood activities, 

also returns may be assistance-driven and pendular 

movements may takes place.  

Moreover, also 95% of the respondents indicated need of 

assistance for the movement. The items indicated are mostly 

related to immediate needs for the movement itself, with 

items linked to shelter and livelihoods, for example, being 

underrepresented. 

 

 

Family members who returned – reasons: 

Support needed in case of return: 

Based on the information collected, the majority of the families residing in Quitunda and Maganja sites have expressed their 

intentions to return to their home districts. This decision, however, is mostly based on the harsh living conditions in the areas 

of refuge, with little access to economic inclusion, frictions with host communities and the perceived lack of effective 

alternative in the foreseeable future. Only a fraction of the respondents, 1% of those who indicated their willingness to 

return, did so as a result of the perceived improvement of the security situation.  

KEY FINDINGS • The majority of the population is composed of women, with a large 

number, around a quarter of the total assessed, being elderly individuals.  

• Around half of the households were identified with at least one person 

with specific protection needs, with a high incidence of vulnerable elderly 

persons, disabled persons, and women at risk. 

• Serious Protection issues, such as increasing tensions between IDP and 

host communities, engagement in negative coping mechanisms as a 

response to the conditions in the area, and lack of civil documentation are 

among the most pressing issues.  

RECOMMENDATIONS 

• Protection Cluster to work with partners to increase presence and service provision to IDP and host communities.  

• Report to be circulated within the members of the Protection Cluster, as well as within the humanitarian framework 

and authorities to ensure a holistic approach to the provision of assistance. 

• Protection and other sectors to assess and consider possible support to ensure effective service provision in the 

areas of return indicated by the families.  
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