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Introduction

This report aims to provide a holistic picture of a people somehow connected
as a result of the human displacement that occurred in and continues to
affect Somalia. In particular, it reports the multifaceted conditions of families
based on a Multi-sector household survey conducted along a route of
climate-forced migration and returns crossing the Somali-Kenyan border.
Three (3) communities were analyzed:

✓Dadaab Refugees camp and Dadaab host community (located in Kenya,
close to the Somali border, hosting mostly Somali nationals)

✓Dhobley Town and the closest villages (located in Somalia, close to the
Kenyan border, where many people previously located in Dadaab
relocated)

✓Kismayo, Jamaame, and surrounding areas (on the outskirt of the city
and along the estuary of the Juba river, is an area where many IDPs live
along with returnees from Dadaab)
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Objectives
✓To assess the conditions of all communities in the five counties mentioned

above, to improve targeting and tailoring, and to orient AVSI’s response
towards entire communities (not just direct beneficiaries)

✓To gain a holistic, multi-sectoral understanding of the communities in a wide
number of fields:

• Human development – Livelihood, Resilience, Food Security, Health, Hygiene,
Education, Protection, and Gender

• Economy – Agriculture, Livestock Farming, Markets, Assets
• Peace and Governance – Natural Resources, Safety, Migration, Community

Participation& Local Governance, and Humanitarian Aid

✓ To encourage a more nexus/resilience-oriented mindset: reviewing not
only the needs but also opportunities to strengthen, potential
community-led initiatives (identification of advanced market participants,
aid groups, local leaderships, etc.)

✓To nourish genuine accountability: surveys are validated through one-day
meetings with local representatives as a means to promote an evidence-
based dialogue with the community, leading to genuine accountability
and co-design
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Methodology
Questionnaire

The questionnaire was developed based on the Food Security and Nutrition Monitoring System
(FSNMS) survey conducted by WFP/FAO (the basis of the IPC, a semestral review conducted in
50+ countries in 3 continents) and the UNICEF MICS survey (multiple indicator cluster survey)
(a survey conducted for more than 40 years in 118 countries)

Additional questions were borrowed from several renowned regional resilience-oriented surveys:
the Consortium for Improving Agriculture-based Livelihoods in Central Africa (CIALCA) Baseline
Survey, the Secure Livelihood Research Consortium (SLRC) Survey, the RGAP Smallholder
Household Survey, and a study on natural resource management compiled by the Association on
Strengthening Agricultural Research in Eastern and Central Africa (ASARECA).

Context-specific questions were developed and fine-tuned over years (the cycle data analysis-
improving of question formulation was run 10+ times, over the course of 5 years)

Sampling

The random identification of households surveyed followed the two-stage cluster sampling: 1st

stage - selection of villages (based on probability proportional to population size (PPS) and
stratification according to the administrative area); 2nd stage - selection of households (based on
“improved random-walk” method).

Timing/ Seasonality of the data collection

Data collection was done in April, right after the peak of the lean season. This must be considered
at all times when interpreting data, especially regarding food security.
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Statistical precision 
In each community, a minimum of 50 HHs were interviewed, providing “good enough” estimate, that
nevertheless must be interpreted as references rather than exact measurements.

The level of precision of the estimations can be measured against the Food Consumption Score
(FCS) indicator (a proxy of poverty, among the most important indicator). Below are the intervals of
confidence for the share of families in conditions of food insecurity (“poor” FCS)

% of HHs by Food Consumption Score
1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surroundin

g

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returne

e

acceptable conditions 51% 12% 47% 33% 27% 35% 11%

borderline conditions 31% 35% 25% 23% 32% 23% 47%

poor conditions 18% 53% 27% 44% 41% 42% 42%

(95%) Interval of confidence for the estimated value for "poor conditions" 9%  - 27% 42%  - 64% 17%  - 38% 31%  - 56% 26%  - 55% 33%  - 51% 27%  - 57%
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Targets / Locations
A total of 482 households (HHs) were interviewed, across 7 different communities that may be
grouped into 4 areas. In Kenya (A) Dadaab refugee camp and host community, located in
Garissa county; in Somalia (B) Dhobley, located in Afmadow district; (C) Kismayo, located in
Kismayo district, and (D) the rural area located across Kismayo and Jamaame districts
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A. Dadaab 
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B. Dhobley

C. Kismayo 

Urban

D. Jamame/ 

Kismayo rural

KENYA SOMALIA
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Communities 

surveyed  
County/ District 

HHs 

interviewed 

1.Dadaab refugee 

camp
Garissa 74

2.Dadaab host 

community
Garissa 82

3.Dhobley Town Afmadow 70

4.Dhobley 

surrounding
Afmadow 57

5.Kismayo Urban Kismayo 54

6.Kismayo Rural Kismayo/ Jamaame 113

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
Kismayo/ Jamaame 52

Total 502



Overall context / unexpected findings (1/3)
• Migration patterns (table 1): high mobility. Among the communities surveyed, live a very

significant share (from ¼ to ¾ of HHs) of relocated people (IDPs or Returnees, who were forced to
move due to insecurity, need to find a living, and climate-forced migration). Very surprisingly, the
communities with the highest share of IDPs /Returnees are those located in Kismayo and
Jamaame districts. Dhobley, on the other hand, has the highest share of recently relocated IDPs
/Returnees. On the contrary, the population is more “stably settled” in Dadaab refugee camps and
surrounding communities.

• Occupation patterns (Table 2): livelihood instability. Coherent with the migration patterns
described above, a large share of the families living in Dadaab and surrounding areas are engaged
in “stable occupations” such as crop or animal farming. On the contrary, in Dhobley a large share of
the population is engaged in unstable occupations such as non-agriculture casual labor or the sale
of firewood/charcoal. In Kismayo too most people are engaged in short-term jobs, with retail being
an important source of such occupations. In Kismayo rural and Jamaame, agriculture provides
most jobs, with a large share of casual laborers (arguably landless non-native IDPs/Returnees)
who have seasonal jobs.

• Food security (Table 3 and 4): alarming conditions leading to chronic malnutrition. Except for
the people in the Dadaab refugee camp, the food security conditions of all the other communities
across the Kenya and Somalia border are quite alarming. While access to food is not the most
distressing problem, the diet variety is very poor for at least 4 out of 10 families (“poor” FCS), a
condition leading to infant chronic malnutrition, and causing irreversible damage to the youngest.7© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved



Table 1

Table 2

Overall context / unexpected findings (2/3) 
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% and # of HHs by migration status 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Natives residents (continuously since birth) 45% 76% 71% 51% 23% 37% 12% 48%

Returnees (natives forced to leave temporarily) 9% 10% 19% 25% 18% 12% 7% 14%

IDP/Relocated 46% 15% 10% 25% 59% 51% 81% 38%

Returnees/IDPs/relocated more than 12 months ago 54% 20% 27% 33% 77% 57% 77% 47%

 Returned /relocated over the last 12 months: IDP/Returnee HHs 1% 4% 2% 16% 0% 6% 11% 5%

# of HHs IDP/Returnee* 61 203 48 474 0 421 396 108

# of IDP/Returnee people** 369 1,220 288 2,842 0 2,524 2,376 647

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame

9 Main sources of living

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Production of basic/staple crops (sorghum, maize, etc) 41% 28% 6% 11% 13% 53% 37% 30%

Casual labour related to non agriculture activities (for example construction) 2% 1% 30% 23% 21% 9% 23% 13%

Livestock and Sale of livestock 9% 42% 9% 18% 0% 3% 0% 13%

Other petty trading/small business (tea seller, kiosk, sales of handicraft etc) 6% 5% 13% 5% 13% 5% 6% 7%

Casual labour related to agricultural activities 0% 1% 7% 2% 0% 17% 14% 7%

Other 14% 3% 6% 5% 16% 4% 0% 6%

Sale of firewood or charcoal 0% 4% 10% 21% 0% 2% 0% 5%

Borrowing 12% 8% 0% 0% 11% 0% 0% 4%

Sale of animal products (milk etc) 0% 4% 12% 7% 3% 1% 0% 4%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Table 3

Table 4

Overall context / unexpected findings (3/3) 
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 % of HHs by Food Access

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

# of meals - Adults 2.4 2.5 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.0 2.2

number of meals – U5 Children (not 

breastfeeding)
2.7 2.6 2.7 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.5

HHS- Little to no hunger 76% 66% 49% 23% 64% 76% 74% 63%

HHS- Moderate hunger 23% 34% 47% 68% 32% 18% 24% 33%

HHS - Severe hunger 1% 0% 4% 9% 5% 6% 2% 4%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame

 % of HHs by Food Consumption Score
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee

acceptable conditions 51% 12% 47% 33% 27% 35% 11%

borderline conditions 31% 35% 25% 23% 32% 23% 47%

poor conditions 18% 53% 27% 44% 41% 42% 42%

6.Kisma

yo Rural/ 

Jamame



Recommendations for economic recovery
✓ Food insecurity and lack of livelihood opportunities is the main reason why displaced people are not returning,

this was reported by 83% of HHs; in comparison, only 30% mentioned insecurity

✓ IDPs across Somalia and the host communities around Dadaab in Kenya should receive some level of support
to raise their standards of living to conditions more similar to that of the refugees located in Dadaab; this is not
only for equity purposes but also to minimize the incentives for people to stay indefinitely in Dadaab.

✓ Daily workers in the agricultural sector, largely landless people located in rural areas, are by far the most food
insecure group, which is the poorest, hence the most economically vulnerable. Specific schemes of cash for
work targeting these groups may provide vital support. Additionally, the support provided to other groups for
instance farmers should be designed to foster the linkage with daily workers.

✓ In line with a recovery phase and the self-subsistence orientation of families, chronic malnutrition can be fought
by supporting households to expand the cultivation of nutrient and vitamin-rich food and in general to diversify
farm production – including animal rearing. Similarly, it is advisable to begin supporting the local production
and maintenance of farm items and more in general a service sector, oriented at supporting agricultural
production and its progressive marketing.

✓ Animal farming seems to provide interesting opportunities, as there is a significant share of families selling and
consuming milk and eggs who are among those enjoying the best food security conditions. In general, while
33% of families surveyed are engaged in agriculture, 39% are specifically engaged in animal rearing

✓ Asked about the sector in most need of interventions, the families mentioned first and foremost water/WASH –
much more often than food. It should be noted that poor WASH conditions contribute a great deal to infant
malnutrition. Moreover, access to water was reported as the number one cause of conflicts (more than 80% of
families reported this).
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Outlook and Recommendations by Area

✓FOOD SECURITY & NUTRITION. Both emergency and recovery support should be
brought to the communities of rural Kismayo and Jamame. These are the areas facing the
worst food security conditions and by far the areas where the highest share of families
reported worsening livelihood conditions over the last 12 months. Relying almost entirely
on agricultural farming, this community is the most exposed to the ups and downs of
seasonality and natural crises such as flooding, and droughts.

✓EDUCATION. Dhobley surrounding communities are marked by particularly poor
opportunities for education: all the indicators show the worse education conditions –
pupils’ enrollment, distance from a functioning school, lack of teachers, and adult illiteracy.
In those areas more must be done for children but also for the general population (for
instance establish adult literacy) to promote education from the HHS heads. The other
issue that deserves attention is conflicts and criminal acts (thefts in particular), which
score highest in Dhobley Town and surrounding communities. Abuses on children are also
more frequent here.

✓REFUGEE-HOST & LIVELIHOOD. The area of Dadaab is marked first and foremost by
the striking difference in the food security conditions of families in the refugee camps vs.
the families of the host communities. The rearing of animals is the main activity of this
community and supporting this occupation could bring fast relief as much as set the
foundation for a sustainable recovery

11© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved



Main findings

Food Security, Nutrition & Livelihood
• Overall, less than half of the families depend on farming for a living, and they mainly consume the produces

from this main source of living as part of the benefit. Only 2% of the HHs sell their products and use the cash
for purchasing the food items they don’t grow, as well as soap for the maintenance of their hygiene.

• 65% of the HHs reported that their livelihood worsened and that drought is the main factor to blame for the
poor livelihood in all the locations as reported by 55% of the households.

• Caring for family members is the most common activity amongst adults, adolescents, and children as part of
their contribution to livelihood.

• The daily average food consumption is 2.2 meals in adults and 2.3 meals in children under 5 yrs, which is at
the recommended threshold.

• Since families practice most of the livelihood activities, 63% experienced no hunger. However, 33% are in
moderate hunger, while 4% are severely hit by hunger.

• Poor food consumption score is highly reported in the Dadaab host community. 34% of the interviewed
population have an “acceptable” food consumption score, while 29% are on the borderline.

• The most consumed foods across the locations are cereals at 71% and dairy at 61%.

• Across all the locations, February and March are reported by 50% of the HHs as the months with the highest
food scarcity.
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Main findings

Food Security & Agriculture
• 59% of the Households in Kismayo/IDP Returnee cultivate their land, which is very high compared to 32% or

less in other locations.

• On average, the households own 5 plots of land for cultivation, and 50% manage to cultivate all the plots
owned. The average number of productive members in the households is 2.5.

• Overall, most families cultivate approximately the same size of land at 51%, with families in Dhobley
surrounding having increased the size of land under cultivation compared to other areas.

• Produces from the common land are commonly sold to get cash, while the ones from the family production
are mainly for consumption within the household.

• The cash received from selling the produce from the common land is mostly used for purchasing soap,
paying school fees, and for medical expenses.

• 40% of the respondents are aware of the existence of a variety of quality seeds, but even with this, only 18%
of the households use the same on their farms.

• The most requested seeds by the households are those of maize and beans.

• 41% of the farm inputs are purchased from the shops in towns and centers

• From the responses received, the main challenges facing farming include inadequate rainfall, high cost of
seeds, pests, and diseases.
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Main findings

Livestock
• Animals are mostly kept by households found in the Dadaab host community at 71%, followed

by Dhobley surrounding at 53% and Dhobley town at 51%.

• The most commonly kept animals are sheep and goats, and 58% of the reared animals were
vaccinated

• 64% of the households rear animals mainly for consumption, with only 33% rearing animals for
commercial and other purposes.

• Farmers are mostly forced to sell their livestock within the community due to the lack of proper
means of transport, poor road infrastructure, inability to sell in large quantities, and lack of
information about markets far away.

• 32% of the families rearing cattle harvest milk, but only 21% sell out some of the harvested milk.

• 48% of the respondents pointed out that, conflicts arise over the usage of water sources, with
this being reported mostly in Dhobley surrounding at 60%, Dhobley town at 57%, Dadaab host
community at 53%, and Kismayo urban at 50%.

• Limited water sources, inadequate grazing pastures and climate forced drought are the main
challenges experienced in animal farming.
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Main findings

Education

• 88% of the Household heads/caregivers interviewed are illiterate

• 49% of the children 4-9 yrs old, and 55% of children 10-15 yrs are enrolled in the schools.
However, only a few of the enrolled children attend classes regularly.

• Shortage of Cash for paying school fees, and uniforms are the most mentioned reason for
irregular attendance. The contribution that children can give at home is also mentioned as a
reason for school irregularity.

• 65% of the families reported having a functioning school located less than 30 minutes walk
from their homes.

• 83% support the idea of equal education for girls and boys,

• 85% acknowledge the importance of equal education for persons living with disabilities.
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Main findings

Health/Hygiene
• 60% of pregnant mothers sought ante-natal care (ANC) on average, with this figure dropping to only 7% in 

the rural areas of the Kismayo-Jamame districts.

• Most mothers went for ANC after the first three months of pregnancy due to the lack of a health 
professional.

• While urban areas are served by health facilities, around 80% of the Dadaab host community and rural 
inhabitants of the Dhobley and Kismayo-Jamame areas have to walk more than one hour to reach a clinic.

• Only 65% of children received the vaccine against measles.

• An average 28% of respondents declared they suffered from illness in the past two weeks, with diarrhoea
being particularly frequent in Kismayo urban (44% of cases); around 3 respondents out of 4 sought 
medical advice.

• A small number of HHs received training on Hygiene and Cholera prevention. The percentage ranges from 
34% in the Dadaab refugee camp and falls as low as 5% and 6% in Dhobley surrounding and Kismayo
Rural/Jamame. 

• Areas with low training on hygiene like Dhobley Surrounding and Kismayo rural/Jamame, also had higher 
numbers of diseases observed, showing a correlation between training on hygiene and disease prevention 
to disease prevalence.
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Main findings

Protection
• There seem to be relatively high numbers of orphans, with an overall average of 33% of the HHs reporting to be raising

at least one child from other families without a parent, especially in the Dadaab host community and Dhobley
surrounding.

• There seems to be a higher number of persons living with disability in Dhobley Town and its surroundings at 30% and
21% respectively to compared to other areas surveyed. This is possibly related to the large elderly population living
there.

• The most common vulnerability among children is living far from their parents and orphanhood. The two phenomena are
most rampant in Dhobley surrounding and Dhobley Town, where also child labor is particularly common, with 16% and
24% of respondents confirming it.

• The most common abuses suffered by children aged 6-17Yrs are the use of abusive words/languages and repeated
physical abuse. These are most common in Dhobley Town and its surrounding as well as Dadaab (host community and
refugee camp) and Kismayo IDP/returnee.

• Quite alarmingly, the majority of abuses on children go unreported, as most HHs seem not to be aware of, or keen on the
proper channels to file the reports, up to 90% in the Kismayo rural/Jamaame community.

• The presence of Specific threats on women and girls is mostly reported in the areas of Dhobley Surrounding (66%),
Dhobley Town (52%), and in Dadaab refugee camp (41%). Astonishingly, no respondent reported them in Kismayo
Rural/Jamaame while no case of rape or sexual assault is reported in any community, as the topic remains taboo.

• Households headed by females reported having poor food consumption scores (57%) compared to the ones sustained
by males (32%), while receiving little to no nutritional support.
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LIVELIHOOD
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The main source of Livelihood

• Families in the Dadaab refugee camp, Kismayo rural/Jamame, and Kismayo IDP/Returnee mostly
depend on the production of staple crops such as maize and sorghum for their living. This is also the
second-highest form of livelihood in the Dadaab Host Community.

• Most respondents in the Dadaab host community sustain their living through the use and sale of
livestock.

• Most HHS living in the urban locations of Kismayo Urban, Dhobley Town, and Dhobley surroundings
practice non-agricultural related casual labor as a form of livelihood.

• There are only four sources of livelihood in the Kismayo IDP/Returnee area, that is Basic production of
staple food, non-agriculture-related casual labor, agriculture-related casual, and small business.
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9 Main sources of living

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Production of basic/staple crops (sorghum, maize, etc) 41% 28% 6% 11% 13% 53% 37% 30%

Casual labour related to non agriculture activities (for example construction) 2% 1% 30% 23% 21% 9% 23% 13%

Livestock and Sale of livestock 9% 42% 9% 18% 0% 3% 0% 13%

Other petty trading/small business (tea seller, kiosk, sales of handicraft etc) 6% 5% 13% 5% 13% 5% 6% 7%

Casual labour related to agricultural activities 0% 1% 7% 2% 0% 17% 14% 7%

Other 14% 3% 6% 5% 16% 4% 0% 6%

Sale of firewood or charcoal 0% 4% 10% 21% 0% 2% 0% 5%

Borrowing 12% 8% 0% 0% 11% 0% 0% 4%

Sale of animal products (milk etc) 0% 4% 12% 7% 3% 1% 0% 4%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Gains from the main source of living

• Most of the gains or benefits from the main sources of livelihood are consumed by the families

• A few family exchange what they get from their primary sources of income for cash; which is most
common in urban setups of Dhobley Town, Dhobley Surroundings, and Kismayo Urban at 37%,
22%, and 11% respectively

• The Cash obtained from the main source of living is mostly used to purchase food and other
non-food items. Part of the money is also used to buy other things for the families. The NFIs
bought include soap, grains, and other livelihood equipment. It is also partly used to pay school
fees.
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Use of cash (% of HHs)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Almost ONLY to buy food 100% 50% 4% 13% 0% 50% 0% 17%

To buy food and other basic items  (for instance soap) 0% 0% 56% 80% 50% 0% 50% 51%

To buy basic things as well other things for family members (grinding of 

grains, school fees) 0% 50% 37% 0% 25% 0% 0% 22%

To buy things for the family as well as instruments for your livelihood 

activity
0% 0% 4% 7% 25% 50% 50% 10%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame

Gains from the source of living (% of HHs)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Self-consumption 96% 95% 60% 73% 89% 96% 95% 87%

Exchanges with other products 0% 0% 3% 5% 0% 1% 3% 2%

Cash 4% 5% 37% 22% 11% 3% 3% 12%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Changes & the Causes for changes in the level of 
livelihood last year

• Most families reported that one year before conducting the survey, their livelihood had worsened, with Kismayo
IDP/Returnees reporting the highest number at 95%

• Dadaab’s families who depend on the production of staple crops for their livelihood reported a slight
improvement in the level of livelihood at 30% (Camp) and 20% (Host Community) compared to areas that do not
employ much production of staple crops for a living. The areas that reported the least improvement in their
livelihoods were Dhobley Town (1%), Dhobley Surrounding (2%), and Kismayo IDP/Returnee (3%)

• The level of livelihood is worsening in all the locations, and the main reason for such change is pointed to be
drought. Inflation of prices had as well contributed to the negativity in the level of livelihood, especially in
Kismayo urban and Dadaab refugee camps.
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Changes in livelihood level over last year 

and causes of worsening

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Return

ee

COUNTY

Yes,  livelihood has IMPROVED 30% 20% 1% 2% 8% 10% 3% 12%

It stayed THE SAME 23% 24% 36% 39% 23% 15% 3% 24%

No,  livelihood has WORSENED 47% 56% 63% 59% 70% 75% 95% 65%

Drought 52% 64% 49% 55% 42% 59% 53% 55%

Due to inflation/high prices 42% 2% 23% 24% 46% 14% 8% 20%

Loss of livestock 0% 32% 19% 15% 0% 13% 33% 17%

Loss of employment and income sources 6% 0% 5% 3% 8% 6% 3% 4%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Adults’ contribution in the level of livelihood

• Contribution to the livelihood income is a bit balanced; except for caring for family members 
which appeared to be commonly practiced by female adults. females also appear to have reared 
and defended (looked after) livestock, though few of them.

• Production of local alcohol as a means of livelihood is very rare among communities living in the
locations while caring for family members or family duties is the most common livelihood activity.
Gathering or selling construction items like stones and poles is a male-dominated livelihood
activity among the surveyed population.
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Children 12-18 yrs. contribution to the livelihood 

• 50% of the HHs reported that children aged 12-18Yrs 
contributed to HH livelihood through caring for family members, 
26% worked as house helps while a further 13% contributed 
through the rearing of livestock and herding of the same.
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Children 6-11 yrs. contribution to the livelihood 

• It was also reported that children between the ages 6-11Yrs also contributed to the HH
livelihoods in one way or another. They mainly contributed by caring for their young siblings
(32%), washing the dishes (31%), fetching water for the HHs (25%), cooking or preparing
ingredients (18%), and caring for the sick or elderly (17%).

• Those children caring for their young ones might be those whose parents are not capable
of enrolling them in school, not at the age of being in school, or they do this activity after
school.
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RESILIENCE
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Problems experienced in the last 3 months

• The high spike in prices is pointed out as the biggest problem so far experienced by the families in all the locations, more so in the urban
areas of Dhobley surrounding, Kismayo urban, and Dhobley Town. This is followed by the death of animals due to the prolonged droughts in
areas that practice animal rearing, while areas that depend on labor like Dhobley Town were affected by huge losses of employment.

• Families in Dhobley surrounding appeared to be the most affected by the prices of food items because few of them (11%) cultivate for a
living, while most depend on the casual labor and sale of firewood and charcoal.

• There are also high levels of human and animal sickness reported in the areas of Dhobley Town and Dhobley Surroundings.
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% of HHs by problem over the last 3 

months

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Food too expensive/high food prices 51% 55% 60% 70% 64% 50% 50% 56%

Death of Livestock 24% 43% 51% 61% 2% 10% 17% 30%

Loss of income / employment 22% 6% 49% 42% 34% 19% 26% 26%

Delay of rains/ late start / dry spell 15% 20% 46% 40% 16% 23% 12% 25%

Livestock diseases 8% 35% 36% 49% 9% 14% 10% 23%

Human sickness 15% 4% 50% 47% 16% 15% 21% 23%

Insecurity/violence 9% 7% 20% 35% 2% 8% 0% 12%

Lack of free access/movement 12% 5% 9% 14% 0% 3% 5% 7%

Returnees/IDPs  living with household 0% 1% 4% 11% 7% 1% 2% 3%

Floods 0% 2% 4% 7% 2% 1% 0% 2%

Other 1% 0% 1% 2% 0% 4% 2% 2%

Death of household member 0% 2% 1% 5% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Looting / theft/ loss of assets 0% 0% 3% 5% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Weeds/pest 0% 0% 1% 2% 0% 2% 0% 1%

Social Event (Ceremonies, weddings, funerals)0% 1% 1% 2% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Cattle Raid 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0%
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Coping strategies employed

• In response to the main problems identified, most HHs that were stressed coped by borrowing
money for food, or eating at friends’ HHs.

• A number of HHs that were stressed sold HH assets to buy items

• A number reported being in crisis and responded by reducing essential Non-Food Items
(NFIs) to keep life going.

• There are also some who were in crisis and responded by withdrawing children from school,
with a majority being in Dhobley Town and its surroundings, as well as Kismayo Rural and
Jamame
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Areas Identified for support

• WASH-related issues are the most urgent support required in Kismayo, both urban (43%) and rural
(45%), and Dhobley town (51%) as well as Dhobley surroundings (36%). It is also the second most
required support in the Daadab refugee camp (20%) and Kismayo IDP/Returnee areas (28%).

• Food is the most sought-after support in the Daadab host community (68%), Kismayo IDP/Returnee
area (48%) as well as the Daadab refugee camp (43%). This is logical as these communities
indicated that they don’t major in farming for a living, but rather depend on casual work whose
earnings may not be able to overcome the high prices in the market, caused by the prolonged
droughts and inflation.

• Education is mostly needed support in Kismayo with 28% requested in Kismayo Rural/Jamame and
20% in Kismayo Urban. Dhobley Surrounding also needs educational support at 26%, with Daadab
Refugee camp and Dhobley Town requesting the same at 18% and 16% respectively. 30© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

% of HHs by support identied (by HHs) 

as most needed 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

6.Kismayo 

Rural

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee

3.Dhobley 

Town

5.Kismayo 

Urban

4.Dhobley 

surrounding
COUNTY

Water / WASH / irrigation 20% 45% 8% 28% 51% 43% 36% 33%

Food / Hunger 43% 5% 68% 48% 14% 4% 10% 26%

Education 18% 28% 11% 20% 16% 8% 26% 17%

Agriculture 0% 0% 2% 2% 12% 37% 18% 12%

Health 9% 23% 8% 2% 5% 7% 8% 9%

Peace / reconciliation 9% 0% 3% 0% 0% 1% 0% 2%

Others 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 3% 0%

COUNTY 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
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Areas Identified for Support

The other main areas of support that were requested included:

• Agricultural support was most requested in Kismayo Urban at 37%, followed by
Dhobley Surrounding at 18% and Dhobley Town at 16%. This indicates that the HHs
may be interested in pursuing farming as a livelihood to try to reduce the problem of
hunger and the high food process.

• Health Support was mostly requested in Kismayo Rural/Jamame, with the rest of the
areas having less than 10% requests, similar to requests for peace interventions which
were requested at a paltry 13% cumulatively.
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FOOD SECURITY
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Food Security: Access to food

• Despite the complaints about high food prices, and only a few families practicing farming for
their livelihood, The average number of meals eaten by adults and children under 5 years of
age is at the recommended threshold in all the different locations; all areas reported family
members consuming at least two meals in a day. This, therefore, implies that the activities
practiced by the families and the coping strategies employed are effective.

• Dhobley Surrounding and Dhobley Town were the most affected by Moderate hunger,
reported at 68% and 47% respectively, and thus require urgent requisite intervention.
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 % of HHs by Food Access

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

# of meals - Adults 2.4 2.5 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.0 2.2

number of meals – U5 Children (not 

breastfeeding)
2.7 2.6 2.7 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.5

HHS- Little to no hunger 76% 66% 49% 23% 64% 76% 74% 63%

HHS- Moderate hunger 23% 34% 47% 68% 32% 18% 24% 33%

HHS - Severe hunger 1% 0% 4% 9% 5% 6% 2% 4%
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Food Security: Access to Food Variety (FCS)

• The poor food consumption score reported in the locations gives us a sense that the
communities in these locations are not consuming adequate varieties of food, possibly
because some food varieties are not available or accessible.

• Daadab refugee camp reported the best FCS amongst all the areas at a 51% score for
acceptable conditions. In contradiction, the Daadab host community reported the worst
FCS with 53% of the HHs scoring poor conditions.

• The interval for the confidence for the value of the poor food consumption score
estimated is 33%-41%, and it is done to bring us to the level of precision that can
enhance our understanding of the FCS in each location.
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 % of HHs by Food Consumption Score
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee

acceptable conditions 51% 12% 47% 33% 27% 35% 11%

borderline conditions 31% 35% 25% 23% 32% 23% 47%

poor conditions 18% 53% 27% 44% 41% 42% 42%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Months with Food scarcity

• January, February, and March recorded the highest food scarcity in all the locations. However, there are
improvements in June and July, and these could be the months where agricultural activities are high since
they depend on casual labor related to agriculture, and thus can get money to purchase food, and could
also signal to harvest period hence the availability of food and cheaply too. In the case of interventions,
food-related activities should therefore be prioritized for the months of January, February, and March.
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Months with little food

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

January 63% 44% 30% 13% 52% 61% 44% 42%

February 68% 47% 29% 23% 64% 74% 59% 50%

March 42% 36% 29% 28% 76% 76% 59% 50%

April 26% 9% 20% 15% 48% 66% 63% 36%

May 0% 16% 16% 21% 12% 12% 11% 14%

June 0% 7% 11% 26% 9% 5% 7% 10%

July 0% 0% 11% 21% 3% 4% 19% 8%

August 5% 2% 27% 23% 6% 3% 7% 11%

September 5% 9% 27% 28% 0% 1% 11% 13%

October 5% 9% 41% 38% 6% 3% 4% 17%

November 32% 16% 36% 34% 3% 4% 4% 18%

December 37% 16% 32% 26% 18% 7% 15% 20%
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Consumed Food Items
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• The most consumed food items on average, across all the areas surveyed, are Sugar and sweet (82%), cereals, roots and
tubers (79%), and oil/fats or butter (71%), with milk and other dairy products consumed by 61% of the HHs.

• High protein foods like meat and fish are only consumed by 28%, eggs, and poultry at 17%, and legumes at 34%. This further
affirms the poor FCS noted across all the areas.

• Green vegetables and fruits like oranges are mostly consumed in Dhobley Town and its surroundings, which would indicate
better weather for growing such.

% of population consuming any food 

item 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

cereals, grains, roots and tubers 69% 63% 93% 90% 82% 81% 79% 79%

greens vegetables? 11% 6% 45% 36% 18% 12% 16% 21%

orange fruits 22% 0% 33% 5% 9% 16% 0% 15%

consume Oil / fat / butter 87% 51% 67% 69% 86% 67% 84% 71%

consume legumes/nuts (beans, 

cowpeas, peanuts, lentils, nut)
51% 29% 45% 31% 23% 14% 42% 34%

consume condiments/spices 20% 0% 5% 3% 9% 2% 0% 6%

consume meat and fish? 31% 18% 44% 36% 36% 18% 11% 28%

consume milk and other diary product? 84% 61% 76% 56% 36% 49% 26% 61%

consume fruits? 44% 8% 65% 31% 50% 35% 11% 37%

consume orange vegetables? 31% 10% 47% 41% 14% 11% 0% 25%

consume sugar or sweet? 87% 80% 76% 79% 95% 81% 89% 82%

consume eggs 25% 2% 24% 26% 18% 7% 26% 17%
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Sources of food Items consumed

• All the foods consumed are mostly sourced from the markets and shops, where they are
acquired either on cash or credit. Milk and eggs are the items for which self-production
and consumption are most significant at about 25%. A significant number of HHs also
get their food items as gifts from neighbors and relatives, while Food assistance also
contributes much to the foods consumed, while some are given food in exchange for
labor.
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Food security (FCS)

• People working as casual in 
the agricultural sectors (6% 
of HHs) – largely located in 
rural contexts – are among 
the most food insecure, a 
proxy of poverty and hence 
economic vulnerability.

• Production of crops 
(conducted mostly for 
subsistence purposes) and 
animal farming aimed at 
milk production and sale 
are the most lucrative 
occupations
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What is the household MAIN source of 

livelihood/income (ACTIVITY THAT 

ALLOWS THE HOUSEHOLD TO EAT AND 

BUY)? 

acceptable borderline poor

% of the 

population by 

source of 

livelihood

Production of basic/staple crops (sorghum, 

maize, etc)
36% 25% 39% 30%

Casual labour related to non agriculture 

activities (for example construction) 
18% 43% 40% 13%

Livestock and Sale of livestock 28% 33% 38% 13%

Other petty trading/small business (tea seller, 

kiosk, sales of handicraft etc)
42% 23% 35% 7%

Other 39% 33% 28% 7%

Casual labour related to agricultural activities 18% 24% 59% 6%

Sale of firewood or charcoal 44% 19% 38% 5%

Sale of animal products (milk etc) 45% 36% 18% 4%

Borrowing 10% 40% 50% 4%

Production of cash crops or other products 

(vegetables, groundnuts, etc)
63% 25% 13% 4%

Skilled or salaried labour 63% 13% 25% 2%

Sale of food aid (received from NGOs, WFP, 

Government)
33% 50% 17% 2%

Kinship/gifts from family friends/remittances 0% 100% 0% 1%

COUNTY 33% 30% 37%



Food security (FCS)
• Households with more than 4

members engaged in farming,
households earning cash from the
main livelihood activity, and
households selling charcoal have a
fair food consumption score. This is
also reported among households
cultivating in farmer groups
supported by NGOs.

• All these are logical in the sense
that having enough manpower in
the HH gives the ability to cultivate
large size of land and plant different
varieties of crops; obtaining cash
enables the family to buy a variety
of food and the knowledge and
advice got during the session from
the technical/extension workers in
farmer group supported by an NGO,
indeed reflects much on this matter.
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HEALTH AND HYGIENE
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Pre- and Post-Natal Care

• Only a few families in Kismayo rural/Jamame (7%) and Dhobley surrounding (36%) visited any
doctor before giving birth, the Dadaab host community also registered a low figure of 41% on
this.

• In the Dadaab host, Dhobley surrounding, and Kismayo rural/Jamame, few expectant women
visited the health facility in the first trimester or were assisted by qualified doctors during
delivery.

• These scenarios may have been contributed to by the inadequate number of health
facilities in these locations, considering that rural areas often have limited functional
health facilities, which in most cases are far from the HHs, or lack trained personnel as
indicated by the respondents.
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Pre and Post Natal care (based on mothers of U3 years children)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% who visited any doctor before delivery 88% 41% 97% 36% 92% 7% 78% 61%

% who was visited in a health facility 76% 11% 90% 14% 31% 0% 44% 40%

% who was visited in a health facility in the first trimester of pregnancy 60% 4% 51% 7% 15% 0% 25% 23%

% assisted by qualified health workers during delivery 76% 4% 45% 11% 82% 23% 78% 37%

% visited in the days/weeks after delivery 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

> more than 1 hour  to closest health clinic with qualified obstetrician 18% 82% 10% 68% 0% 85% 67% 47%

6.Kism

ayo 

Rural/ 

Jamam

e



Why you did not attend ANC at the first trimester

• A whopping 74% of the HHs reported
that the absence of doctors in the
health facilities made them reluctant
to visit the facilities during their first
trimesters.

• 12% reported that they did not visit
the health facilities in their first
trimester since they were not aware of
their pregnancy. These could be the
young expectant mothers, with little or
no experience with pregnancies.

• Another 15% of the HHs reported that
they did not visit the health facilities
for other reasons, which ranged from
cultural to religious and other
personal beliefs.
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How far is the closest health facility

• The data shows that families residing in rural areas like Kismayo rural/Jamame,
Dhobley surrounding, Kismayo IDP/returnees, and Dadaab host community, have
few health facilities which are scattered far and wide. Taking most of them between
2- 4Hrs to reach. This is a major contributor to the low number of expectant mothers
who visit the facilities for services.

• Additionally, health facilities with specialists qualified in obstetrics are even fewer
and further away.
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Vaccination

• Dadaab refugee camp has the highest number of birth registrations at 88% followed by
Kismayo urban at 82%. All the remaining areas registered less than 50% birth registration
with Kismayo Rural/Jamame, Dhobley Town, and Dhobley surroundings registering the
lowest numbers at 15%, 14%, and 12% respectively. More interventions may be needed
in these three areas to educate the HHs on the importance of this legal document, and
where and how to acquire it.

• The areas that registered the highest vaccination rates were Dhobley Town (93%) and
Kismayo IDP/Returnee (89%) while Dhobley surrounding (39%) and Dadaab host
community (41%) registered the lowest vaccination rates.

• Most children had received the BCG for TB vaccination. Anti Tetanus vaccination was
highest amongst those in the Dadaab Refugee camp, which could be a result of open
wounds inflicted by war. 44© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

Vaccinations (U3 babies)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% with birth registration 88% 48% 14% 12% 82% 15% 38% 37%

% with any vaccination 71% 41% 93% 39% 73% 62% 89% 63%

% with BCG vaccination for tuberculosis 81% 56% 93% 71% 73% 54% 67% 72%

% with tetanus vaccination 94% 52% 28% 18% 64% 46% 67% 46%

% vaccinated against measles 76% 37% 83% 61% 73% 69% 67% 65%

%  vaccinated against pneumonia 75% 38% 14% 7% 73% 33% 67% 35%
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Sickness and Treatment in U3 children

• Dadaab refugee camp (88%) registered the highest number of Children who received vitamin A supplement

• Most children in Kismayo Rural/Jamame had no access to deworming services with only 8% having received the same as
opposed to 76% in the Dadaab refugee camp.

• Most children under the age of 3 Yrs seem to be sleeping under mosquito nets to protect them from malaria, with Kismayo
Rural/Jamame (71%) being the lowest area and 94% in Dadaab refugee camp being the highest.
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• Overall, 28% of the surveyed families had experienced illness in all the locations 2 weeks prior to being interviewed.
Malaria/fever and Diarrhea were pointed out as the most common diseases. Fortunately, 74% of all the cases sought
medical attention.

Morbidity  (U3 years babies)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Illness in the last 2 weeks 30% 25% 21% 37% 32% 35% 15% 28%

Diarrhoea 30% 19% 17% 0% 44% 0% 33% 17%

Fever/Malaria 30% 25% 25% 0% 33% 14% 33% 19%
Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 0% 1%

% who sought medical advice 100% 56% 78% 50% 100% 33% 100% 74%

% who visited PHC 89% 60% 86% 0% 67% 100% 67% 69%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

Treatment in the last 6 months (U3 years 

babies)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% who received a capsule of vitamin A 88% 52% 62% 36% 55% 38% 67% 55%

% who received any de-worming 76% 41% 66% 37% 36% 8% 33% 46%

Sleep under a mosquito net 94% 89% 98% 91% 75% 71% 83% 91%
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Hygiene Practices

• Only a few HHs had been trained on Hygiene and Cholera prevention, with the highest number recorded in the Dadaab refugee
camp at 34% and as low as 5% and 6% in Dhobley surrounding and Kismayo Rural/Jamame respectively.

• Despite the low numbers trained on hygiene and cholera prevention, most HHs seem to be observing Hygiene practices, with
better numbers seen amongst those trained. The most observed hygiene practices were regular hand washing, daily sweeping of
compounds, and use of toilets.

• Areas with low training on hygiene like Dhobley Surrounding and Kismayo rural/Jamame, also had higher numbers of diseases
observed, showing a correlation between training on hygiene and disease prevention to disease prevalence.
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Hygiene practices

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% who was trained on Hygiene and Cholera prevention 34% 9% 22% 5% 18% 6% 13% 15%

% sweep their compound daily 88% 75% 74% 61% 83% 66% 61% 73%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 100% 83% 100% 80% 60% 86% 0% 82%

% who covers drinking water 78% 72% 85% 75% 61% 56% 41% 69%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 96% 83% 86% 20% 100% 17% 67% 80%

% who uses soap 99% 95% 81% 47% 87% 70% 73% 80%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 100% 100% 100% 80% 100% 100% 100% 98%

% of people who washes their hands regularly 100% 90% 81% 71% 98% 77% 88% 86%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 100% 83% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 99%

% who wash their hands at least twice 10% 17% 50% 55% 20% 34% 41% 32%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 4% 33% 0% 0% 47% 0% 100% 19%

% who use toilets 96% 39% 96% 58% 97% 76% 85% 76%

 - among those who received Hygiene trainings 96% 83% 43% 100% 100% 100% 0% 87%
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EDUCATION
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Education level of household caretakers

• It is observable from the graph that, (88%) of the caregivers in the HHs are illiterate.
Including those in the urban areas. And there are only (3%) attended some years of
accelerated learning or some years of lower primary schooling.

• This gives us an idea that the current operating schools in these locations might be for
children, with few or no schools for adults. Dhobley surrounding has the highest level of
illiteracy, followed by the Dadaab refugee camp and Kismayo IDP/Returnee areas, both of
which share characteristics. 48© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved
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School enrolment

• The lowest level of school enrolment among children aged 4-9Yrs is recorded in Dhobley
surrounding and Kismayo rural/Jamame at 12% and 29% respectively. The school
attendance is even worse in the said areas, with just 1% regularly attending school in
Dhobley surrounding and 21% in Kismayo Rural/Jamame.

• Similarly, there is low school enrolment and attendance amongst adolescents (10-15 Yrs) in
the same areas of Dhobley Surrounding and Kismayo Rural/Jamame at 15% enrolment and
2% attendance, and 21% enrolment and 25% attendance in the two respective areas.

• This indicates a downward trend in the enrolment of children in school, as there are slightly
more teenagers enrolled and attending schools as opposed to their younger siblings
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Primary Education "demand"
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Children (4 to 9 years) school enrollment 47% 53% 53% 12% 49% 29% 44% 41%

   - of which attending regularly 45% 44% 46% 1% 43% 21% 44% 34%

Adolescents (10 to 15years) school enrollment 68% 68% 68% 15% 85% 34% 33% 55%

   - of which attending regularly 63% 57% 60% 2% 70% 25% 30% 46%
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Reasons for not attending school

• Financial constraints for school fees and scholastic materials like school uniform is highlighted as the main reason for
the low enrolment and attendance rates observed.

• Because of the low finances, most children are also involved in contributing towards family livelihoods,
thus keeping them out of school.

• Distance to school and lack of teachers have also been flagged to be contributing towards the low school
enrolments and attendance witnessed in the areas surveyed.

• These trends seem to be affecting children aged 4-9 Yrs and adolescents aged 10-15Yrs equally.
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HHs reporting children sent home

• Most families in Dhobley surrounding (75%) and Kismayo IDPs/returnees (50%)
settlement had children sent home for lack of teachers in the school. Dadaab refugee
camp seems to be having an adequate number of teachers as only 28% of the children
were sent home due to teacher shortages.

• In Dhobley Town, 18% of children were sent home as a form of punishment, while a
further 13% refused to go to school, which could indicate possible involvement in
livelihood activities to earn money, as is seen among 5% in Dadaab host community,
3% in Kismayo urban and 2% in the Dadaab refugee camp.
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% of HHs reporting children sent back home in the 

last school term 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Not enough teachers 28% 33% 40% 75% 30% 33% 50% 35%

Other reasons 2% 2% 9% 38% 10% 5% 0% 6%

It did not happen 70% 61% 53% 13% 43% 57% 50% 56%

As a form of punishment 4% 4% 18% 13% 13% 5% 0% 8%

The student refused to go to classes 2% 5% 16% 0% 3% 0% 0% 6%

6.Kisma

yo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



School distance and levels

• Dhobley surrounding seems to have the fewest number of schools less than 30 minutes
walk from HHs at just 27%, with Kismayo Urban and the Dadaab Refugee camp having
the most number of such at 90% and 85% respectively.

• None of the schools operating in the Dadaab refugee camp, Dhobley Town, and Kismayo
urban ends at P3, the majority of schools in these 3 areas are up to P8, with Dhobley
Town having more classes beyond P8.

• Most schools in the areas seem to be having nursery sections, with Dhobley surrounding
and Kismayo IDP/Returnee areas having schools with the least number of nursery
sections at 40% each.
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Primary Education supply (distance from closest 

school, grades offered, school rehabilitation, 

closest school not functioning and reason)

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% of HHs with a school at less than 30-minute walk 85% 73% 56% 27% 90% 63% 58% 65%

Only P1 to P3 0% 42% 0% 7% 0% 20% 7% 12%

Up to P4 2% 4% 0% 0% 0% 7% 60% 6%

Up to P5 2% 2% 5% 36% 0% 32% 13% 10%

Up to P6 2% 4% 3% 7% 0% 7% 0% 3%

Up to P7 2% 2% 0% 7% 3% 5% 0% 2%
Up to P8 69% 46% 41% 43% 75% 11% 20% 47%
P8 and some secondary 25% 0% 51% 0% 22% 18% 0% 20%
with nursery 94% 94% 85% 40% 61% 60% 40% 76%

6.Kisma

yo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Inclusive Education

• More than three-quarters of the HHs intervened in all the locations seemed to
appreciate the importance of education for both boys and girls, with Dhobley Town and
Dhobley surrounding agreeing with this at 73% and 75% respectively, as compared to
higher percentages in other areas; as high as 96% in Kismayo Rural/Jamame.

• The HHs also seem to agree that education amongst children is equally important even
for those children that are living with functional difficulties, or differently abled, with at
least 80% of the interviewed respondent agreeing with this.
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Attitude toward inclusive education 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

education for boys is equally important as 

education for girls
85% 83% 73% 75% 88% 96% 89% 83%

education for children is equally important as 

education for children with Disabilities 
87% 81% 80% 88% 91% 91% 89% 85%

6.Kisma

yo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Education out of school

• Most Parents in Dhobley surroundings might be illiterate or not keen on education, as
children received no guidance and support from them when doing their homework. They
also seem not to value Education as none of them attended the school meeting and only a
few are aware of the teachers.

• These low trends of parents’ involvement in children’s education out of school are also seen
in the Dadaab host community and Kismayo rural/Jamame where only 7% and 13%
respectively reported to b supporting their children with homework.

• In Dhobley Surrounding and Kismayo IDP/Returnee, parents also seem not to be well
acquainted with their children’s teachers, with only 13% and 20% reporting that they know
any teacher in the schools in the respective areas.
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Education out of school and parent participation 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Pupil has homework 76% 48% 82% 25% 56% 32% 55% 60%

Pupil receive help for homework 32% 7% 27% 0% 29% 13% 40% 21%

Parent know any teacher 55% 55% 66% 13% 38% 52% 20% 51%

Parent attended school meeting (last year) 62% 58% 90% 0% 62% 77% 0% 68%

6.Kisma

yo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



PROTECTION
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Social Vulnerability

• There seem to be relatively high numbers of orphans witnessed amongst the surveyed population, with
an overall average of 33% of the HHs reporting to be raising at least one child from other families without
a parent. The highest numbers are seen in the Dadaab host community and Dhobley surrounding each at
40% or more. Kismayo urban reported the least numbers at 9%.

• There seems to be a significantly high number of elders who need assistance or cannot work anymore
which points to high vulnerability in the communities. This is most prevalent in Dhobley town and its
surroundings at 60% or more, and least prevalent in Kismayo areas at about 18%.

• there seems to be a higher number of persons living with disability in Dhobley Town and its surroundings
at 30% and 21% respectively to compared to other areas surveyed. This, coupled with the huge elderly
population could hurt the contribution to HH livelihoods, as depicted by the dire food situation highlighted
in other survey areas.

• Kismayo Urban reported the highest number of widows or women without the financial support of a man
at 27%, other areas reported lower numbers, the lowest at the Dadaab refugee camp at 5%. Since this
trend is prevalent in urban setups, setting up businesses to help these women, the disabled, and the
elderly would boost their livelihoods as this does not require much physical strength or movement. 56© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

% of HHs by social vulnerability condition
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Child(ren) from other families, without mother or father 38% 41% 31% 40% 9% 25% 31% 32%

Elderly who need assistance and/or cannot work  38% 55% 64% 60% 18% 17% 19% 39%

Disable* person(s) who need assistance 15% 9% 30% 21% 9% 8% 12% 14%

Widow or woman without the financial support of any male 5% 9% 13% 14% 27% 8% 19% 12%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Child vulnerability

• Only an average of 33% reported that there were no vulnerable children amidst them, the converse is
thus true.

• The most common vulnerability among children is living far from their parents and orphanhood, which
are most rampant in Dhobley surrounding (30%, 30%) and Dhobley Town (19%, 21%).

• Child labor seems to be rife in Dhobley Town (24%) and Dhobley Surrounding (16%), with Kismayo
IDP/Returnee also reporting 7% on this.

• Kismayo also seems to be grappling with a large number of children with special needs.

• Dhobley area also reported the highest number of children victims of sexual or other severe abuses,
and it also has the highest number of child-headed HHs, which contributes to the high number of
children involved in labor, and consequent low school enrolments and attendance. The area also
recorded the highest number of children formerly involved in crime/war activities.
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% of HHs with vulnerable children 
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

There are no voulnerable children 39% 51% 41% 35% 34% 14% 14% 33%

Children far from their parents 16% 12% 19% 30% 0% 6% 10% 13%

Orphans 5% 15% 21% 30% 7% 2% 7% 12%

Working Children 0% 0% 24% 16% 0% 1% 7% 6%

Special children 1% 0% 19% 16% 5% 0% 0% 5%

Children forcibly separated from their family members 4% 4% 4% 9% 0% 1% 0% 3%

Children victims of sexual or other severe abuses 4% 0% 7% 4% 0% 1% 0% 2%

Children head of household 1% 0% 4% 5% 0% 1% 2% 2%

Children formerly involved in criminal/war activities 0% 1% 1% 5% 0% 0% 0% 1%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



HHs where children 6 to 17 Yrs suffered Abuse

• The most common abuses suffered by children aged 6-17Yrs are the use of abusive words/languages and
repeated physical abuse. These are most common in Dhobley Town and its surrounding as well as Dadaab
(host community and refugee camp)

• Areas of Dhobley seem to be meting a lot of abuse on children, with stigma and discrimination also high on
the list. Child labor is also very rampant here at 26%. Also reported here are cases of sexual abuse, which
is also seen in the Dadaab refugee camp and Kismayo IDP/Returnee areas.

• Denial of meals as a punishment to the children is mostly reported in the areas of Dhobley and Dadaab
host communities.

• Abuse of drugs and alcohol is also reported in the Dadaab refugee camp and host community as well as
Dhobley.
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% of HHs who repor abuse on children 6 to 17 years over the 

last year 

1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Using abusive words/language 16% 28% 47% 39% 5% 1% 5% 20%

Repeated physical abuse 12% 11% 27% 53% 2% 4% 12% 16%

Stigmatized/discriminated due to gender, illness or disability 0% 4% 21% 18% 2% 1% 5% 7%

Sexually abused, defiled, raped, forced into sex 8% 2% 11% 14% 0% 0% 2% 5%

Family separation (run away, chased)/neglected 0% 2% 7% 5% 0% 1% 5% 3%

Withheld a meal to punish 1% 17% 21% 7% 2% 2% 0% 8%

Child involved in drugs, drinking alcohol, or otherwise 5% 5% 7% 4% 0% 1% 0% 3%

Involved in child labor with a component of exchange of 

money
1% 0% 26% 5% 2% 1% 2% 5%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Referral mechanism for abuses

• It is alarming that the majority of the abuses among children go unreported, as most HHs
seem not to be aware of, or keen on the proper channels to file the reports.

• Between 38% to 90% of the cases are never reported, and for those reported 6% are always
reported to neighbors and family only, with the bulk of reports (13%) being made to the
community leaders.

• It is further saddening to note that some of the cases are always resolved by negotiating with
the offender, which could point to the rampant cases of child abuse in Dhobley and Kismayo
rural/Jamame where this is reported.
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% of HHs by referral paths in case of child abuse or violence
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Nobody 42% 38% 39% 55% 71% 90% 88% 56%

Talk to neighbor/family only 2% 7% 12% 12% 0% 4% 0% 6%

Negotiate with offender 0% 0% 6% 6% 0% 2% 0% 2%

Report to community leader 15% 33% 13% 6% 3% 2% 8% 13%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Threats & kinds of threats faced by women 
and Girls

• The presence of Specific threats on women and girls is mostly reported in the areas of
Dhobley Surrounding (66%), Dhobley Town (52%), and in Dadaab refugee camp (41%)

• The most widespread forms of threat include forced marriages, domestic violence, physical
assault, sexual exploitation, emotional abuse, and denial of opportunities/services in that
order.

• Dhobley (Town and surrounding) leads in most of the reported threats

• There were no reports of rape or sexual assault in ALL the areas surveyed, which could be
a result of it being considered a taboo topic in the surveyed communities or normalized ad
no longer viewed as a threat. 60© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

% of HHs reporting threats to women (and types)
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Presence of specific threats to women and girls 41% 15% 52% 66% 8% 0% 7% 28%

Domestic violence 12% 1% 27% 35% 2% 0% 2% 11%

Physical assault / beating 7% 1% 23% 32% 2% 0% 2% 9%

Forced marriage 11% 11% 43% 53% 2% 0% 0% 16%

Rape 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Denied resources /opportunities / services 0% 4% 14% 16% 0% 0% 2% 5%

Sexual exploitation 1% 1% 20% 26% 0% 0% 0% 6%

Sexual assault 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Psychological / emotional abuse 5% 0% 17% 16% 2% 0% 0% 5%

6.Kismay

o Rural/ 

Jamame



Reasons for beating women

• Some women seem to agree that men are justified to physically beat their wives if;
they go out without letting their husbands know if they refuse to have sex with their
men if they argue with their men or neglect children. Other reasons which the women
feel may justify wife bartering include if the wives burn the food or do not respect the
men. Interestingly, even men being drunk seem to be accepted as a justification for
wife bartering.
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Socio-economic conditions of families financially 
led by women (breadwinners) 

• Households headed by females
reported having poor food consumption
scores compared to the ones sustained
by males at 57% and 32% respectively.

• Direct contact with leaders for female-
sustained families is generally half as
frequent as for other families, while
participation in public meetings is even
more curtailed with just 25% of female-
headed HHs compared to 90% male
headed HHs

• Few women are members of key
decision-making bodies, with no female
sector leader or landlord
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Food security, associationism and participation of families financially 

led by women (breawinner) 

Female-

sustained 

family

Non 

female 

sustained 

family

Food consumption

acceptable 29% 37%

borderline 14% 31%

poor 57% 32%

Member of a decision making / 

public bodies

No particular role 35% 32%

Teacher 10% 6%

Nyampara or Mukungu 0% 0%

Sector leader 0% 7%

Landlord 0% 3%

Administrative authority 0% 0%

Chairman or committee member of 

informal farmer group
5% 2%

Direct contact with leaders

village leaders 0% 1%

Sector leader 0% 4%

Administrative authority 0% 10%

Landlord 0% 0%

Chairman of farmer groups supported by 

NGO
0% 0%

Chairman of informal farmer groups 10% 22%

Opinion leader 5% 12%

Participation Attended public meeting 25% 90%
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Socio-economic conditions of families financially led 
by women (breadwinner)

• HHs under the responsibility of
the females are served by the
humanitarian system as much as
other families. They however
seem to receive little to no
Nutritional support as well as
advice from extension service as
opposed to other HHs. This could
be because there is always a
physical struggle for such
support.

• However, asset security is slightly
less for women-led families.

• Most women do not belong to
farmer groups, SMEs and IGAs,
but are however keen on VSLAs,
Community-based organizations.
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Food security, associationism and participation of families financially led by 

women (breawinner) 

Female-

sustained 

family

Non female 

sustained 

family

Humanitarian support

Agricultural inputs i.e. seeds and or tools 0% 4%

Health /medicines 15% 11%

Food in the Schools 5% 6%

Nutrition (e.g. Blanket supplementary 

feeding, etc)
0% 12%

Food distribution or food in exchange for 

work
30% 32%

Veterinary service 0% 1%

Non Food Items (kitchen sets, blankets, 

Khanga)
10% 13%

Advise from extension service 0% 5%

Cash and or cash in exchange for work 30% 26%

Fishing gear 0% 0%

School fees /uniforms 15% 6%

Associationism

Informal group of farmers 5% 22%

Farmer group supported by NGO  5% 7%

Village Saving and Loan Association (VSLA)/ 

Credit and Saving Group 
15% 7%

Cooperative/SME 0% 13%

Women group; Church group; Self-help 

group; Community-based organization, Youth 

group Health

10% 8%

Others 0% 1%

Common Interest group/Seed Multiplication 

group
0% 1%

Income Generation Association group (IGA) 0% 4%

Asset Security Assets under dispute 4% 0%© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved



AGRICULTURE
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Agriculture

• Families residing in Kismayo IDPs/returnees appeared keener on practicing farming
compared to other locations. This could partly be motivated by the fact that the
average size of plots of land they own is also the highest.

• Families in Kismayo urban and IDPs/returnees seem to have the spirit of sharing
perhaps bearing in mind that food insecurity can be by sharing land done for farming.
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% of HHs 
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Cultivating land 14% 32% 9% 23% 30% 59% 33%

Average # of plots of land owned 1.7 2.8 2.0 1.8 3.6 5.3 5.0

Cultivating all plots owned 17% 64% 86% 0% 58% 40% 53%

Given some plots to others to use 0% 7% 0% 25% 8% 20% 8%

Not using some plots of land 83% 29% 14% 75% 35% 40% 39%

  reason for not using some plots of land: not 

enough human power
40% 75% 0% 0% 22% 50% 33%

Living more than 30 minutes away from the 

family cultivated fields
10% 4% 0% 9% 36% 23% 33%

Number of people contributing to cultivation 3.4 2.8 1.5 2.6 1.9 2.3 2.5

6.Kisma

yo Rural/ 

Jamame



Size of land cultivated

• Most HHs maintained the same size of land cultivated the previous season. Dhobley
Town and Dhobley Surroundings show higher numbers of HHs that cultivated larger
pieces of land, perhaps to try to improve the food situation that is affecting them.

• Most HHs reported having purchased seeds used for cultivation, with a sizeable number
using seeds from their own stock. A small number of HHs received seeds from NGOs
(Dhobley and Kismayo), while very few received seeds as gifts from friends or family.

66© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

 % of HHs 
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surroundin

g

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Return

ee

COUN

TY

Cultivating LARGER size of land 0% 17% 50% 36% 17% 12% 33% 17%

Cultivating the SAME size of land 90% 74% 50% 55% 50% 34% 33% 51%

Cultivating SMALLER size of land 10% 9% 0% 9% 33% 54% 33% 32%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

Reliance on seeds distributed 

(source of seeds cultivated)
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

SEEDS - Own stocks 3% 15% 1% 9% 2% 7% 10% 7%

SEEDS - Purchase 11% 9% 6% 19% 16% 35% 10% 17%

SEEDS - Gifts 0% 0% 1% 0% 2% 4% 0% 1%

SEEDS - NGOs 0% 1% 4% 2% 5% 3% 2% 2%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Kind of seeds hope to received

• Maize and beans are the most common staple food within the areas, and therefore saw the highest request
to receive.

• Beans are the only seeds hoped for in the Dadaab refugee camp, perhaps because it takes a short term to
mature, and the HHs do not know how long they may be in the camps.

• Vegetable seeds were also substantively requested across the locations.

• There were requests for sim-sim and fruit seeds in Kismayo, while cassava and groundnut seeds were also
requested in Dhobley surrounding and the Dadaab host community.
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HHS familiar with the variety of seeds

• Between 30% to 62% of the HHs are aware of the existence of a variety of seeds from
the responses received.

• However, less than 33% of all the HHs seem to be keen to employ the use of prime
quality seeds in their farms

• There is a need to further train the HHs on the existence of these seeds and their
advantages, and to help them on how to source for the same.
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Knowledge on seed variety and productivity 
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Aware of seeds variety 29% 48% 50% 62% 33% 34% 40% 40%

Farmers employing prime quality seeds 0% 10% 33% 15% 33% 17% 30% 18%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Source of the agricultural inputs employed

• Most agricultural inputs used by the farmers are commonly bought from shops in
towns, from community members, or from sellers who pass by.

• Few farmers reported to be producing tools for themselves; this is mostly reported in
Kismayo IDP/Returnee (18%), Kismayo Urban (13%), and Dadaab Refugee camp
(13%). There is a possibility of these being blacksmiths.

• Some areas hugely employ the use of advanced farm tools led by Dhobley
surrounding (62%), Dhobley Town (50%), and Kismayo IDP/Returnee (50%). On the
contrary, there seems not to be much use of advanced farming tools in the Dadaab
host community at 12% and none at all in the Dadaab refugee camp.
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Source of basic agricultural inputs and access 

to advanced tools for farming

1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Shop in town 38% 32% 50% 31% 13% 44% 73% 41%

From community members 25% 11% 50% 38% 0% 15% 0% 17%

Sellers who pass by 13% 16% 33% 15% 0% 0% 0% 7%

No purchase of inputs or tools/ you produce 

them by yourself
13% 5% 0% 8% 13% 4% 18% 7%

Making use of advanced tools 0% 12% 50% 62% 46% 27% 50% 30%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Sale of the produces

• Most of the HHs surveyed seem to be practicing subsistence farming and only
producing for their HH’s consumption.

• The few who sell their produce take them to the local market, and sell them to
community members or buyers who come from the local markets who come to their
areas.

• Dadaab host community seems to be the only area that receives buyers from far-away
markets, due to its proximity to the border. They also seem to be taking their produce to
far-away markets like Dhobley on the Somali side of the border.
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Market of sale of produce
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

I do not sell it out 86% 70% 91% 77% 70% 51% 79% 73%

You take it to the local market 3% 11% 4% 5% 20% 32% 19% 15%

To community members 7% 5% 1% 9% 5% 8% 0% 5%

Buyers from local markets come to my area 

and buy it
3% 10% 3% 2% 0% 4% 0% 4%

You take it to a far away market 1% 1% 0% 4% 0% 4% 2% 2%

I do not sell it out 0% 1% 0% 2% 5% 1% 0% 1%

Buyers from far away counties come to my 

area and buy it
0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Why selling in such market?

• Apart from getting the best prices from their preferred markets, lack of transportation and
selling in small quantities are the other common reasons that force farmers to sell their
produce in the current markets.

• The other highlighted reasons are lack of information on other markets as well as poor road
conditions which do not allow the farmers to reach the other markets in time, and/or spoil
their produce.
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Access to water for farm use

• There is a big problem of water shortage in Dhobley Town and Dhobley surrounding, as most water
points are seasonal, and disappear with rains. The water points are also far away.

• Kismayo urban has the least number of seasonal water sources, most of which are less than 30
minutes away.

• Dadaab host community also suffers from water sources that are far away

• Sinking boreholes and digging water pans in the Dadaab host community and Dhobley Town and
its surrounding would go a long way in getting the needed water to the residents for domestic and
agricultural use, which would help cut down on overdependence on rainfed agriculture, which has
proven to be highly unreliable.
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Access to water
1.Dadaab refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban
6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Water source changes depending on season 25% 36% 64% 65% 18% 36% 25% 40%

Less than 30 minutes far away 33% 22% 27% 19% 46% 28% 34% 29%

Between 30 minutes and 1 hour 21% 22% 36% 42% 22% 11% 23% 24%

Between 1 hour and 2 hours 19% 26% 23% 12% 8% 20% 23% 19%

Between 2 hours and 4 hours 0% 5% 0% 19% 0% 12% 11% 7%
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Jamame



Challenges for farming

• Shortage of rain, pest and diseases, high costs of and shortage of seeds, are highlighted
as the main challenges faced by farmers. Targeted intervention towards these should
therefore be accelerated to turn around the tides for farming to thrive.

• The other mentioned challenges include shortage of farm tools, inadequate farm
mechanization, and loss of farm produce.
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Livestock production

• A distinct level of engagement in animal husbandry is highly seen in the Dadaab host
community at 71%, followed by Dhobley surrounding 53% and Dhobley town at 51%

• The most reared animals are sheep/goats (37%) still found in the Dadaab host community,
Dhobley surrounding, and Dhobley town

• It seems pigs are not consumed in the communities residing in the assessed locations as
none reared them.

• Most animals in Dadaab received vaccine than those from other locations. Dhobley
surrounding and Kismayo Urban and Kismayo IDP/Returnee saw the least number of
animals vaccinated.
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% of HHs 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Rearing animals 22% 71% 51% 53% 23% 27% 17% 39%

Cattle 4% 31% 21% 12% 0% 9% 5% 13%

Sheep/goats 20% 68% 50% 53% 23% 22% 12% 37%

Ducks/Turkeys/Chickens 1% 5% 4% 7% 0% 1% 0% 3%

Pigs 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

of which are vaccinated animal 75% 72% 59% 28% 20% 56% 29% 58%
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Purpose for rearing animals

• Animals are mostly reared for HH consumption.

• Several HHs also rear animals for marriage as is a common tradition amongst the
communities, this is mostly seen in the Dadaab host community

• In Dhobley Town and Dhobley surroundings, apart from HH consumption, animals are also
hugely reared for commercial purposes. This would indicate that the Dhobley community is
largely a livestock-rearing community, and participates less in crop farming, hence the high
rates of crops and other commodities which they have to purchase.

• Kismayo is largely a farming community and a good percentage of them rear animals as
work animals to help substitute manpower.
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Reason for breeding cattle 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

For marriage 25% 40% 25% 20% 10% 3% 0% 24%

Household consumption 50% 60% 89% 93% 40% 33% 43% 64%

Commercial purpose/for selling 0% 9% 67% 67% 10% 33% 14% 33%

For saving purposes 19% 24% 8% 3% 0% 13% 14% 14%

Draught animals/working purposes 0% 7% 6% 7% 50% 17% 29% 11%
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Sale of livestock

• As observed with farm produce, most livestock farmers sell their animals to buyers from the local
markets who came to their area, and they also travel in search of customers in the local market, as
well as selling to community members

• Kismayo Urban and IDP/Returnee areas sell all their livestock to buyers from the local market who
come to buy in their areas

• Dadaab and Dhobley areas have a mix and sell their livestock even to far-away markets
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Why do you chose such market

• Reasons for selling livestock in the current (local) markets are similar to those
provided for the sale of farm produce; they seem to get the best prices, they
lack transportation to move their livestock to far-away markets, they sell in
small quantities hence it makes no economic sense, they have poor roads.

• Dhobley Town and Dhobley surrounding pointed out insecurity as another
reason for fearing to transport their animals, probably fearing bandits along the
transportation corridors.
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% of HHs by reason for making that sale un that market

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

I get the best price at this market   88% 91% 50% 50% 100% 22% 100% 69%

I do not have economic means to transport to go other markets 13% 13% 58% 55% 0% 33% 0% 32%

Because i sell little and it is not worth to travel 0% 7% 33% 9% 0% 22% 0% 13%

I fear the insecurity transporting cattle 0% 0% 4% 9% 0% 0% 0% 3%

Not a particular reason 13% 0% 8% 9% 0% 0% 0% 4%

I am not aware of prices at other markets so I am not sure it it worth it 13% 4% 8% 5% 0% 0% 0% 5%

Poor road conditions make the travel impossible 0% 4% 4% 0% 0% 11% 0% 4%
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Milk harvesting

• Livestock farmers in Dhobley surrounding fetch the most amount of milk from their cattle at
50% compared to other locations. They also sell the most milk at 27%. Kismayo
Rural/Jamame fetches and sells the least amounts of milk at 10% and 7% respectively.

• In terms of production, Kismayo IDP/Returnee area has the highest amount of average milk
production at 9 liters on daily bases, which means the cattle are well-fed and/or of good
quality.

• No livestock farmer in the Dadaab refugee camp, Kismayo Rural/Jamame, or Kismayo
IDP/Returnee area that sells more than 50% of their daily milk production. Most of it is
consumed at the HH level.
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% HHs of animal herders 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Who fetch milk 31% 34% 35% 50% 38% 10% 14% 32%

Who sells milk 13% 23% 26% 27% 25% 7% 14% 21%

Average milk production per day 3.5 6.0 5.9 4.9 5.7 4.3 9.0 5.4

 who sell half or most of the milk produced 0% 13% 20% 7% 13% NA 0% 10%
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Conflict over farming resources 

• Rivalry over sources of water for animals is the most common cause of conflict among
livestock farmers. This is due to the scarcity of water points and long distances to the
same.

• Conflict over the grazing land is also a visible cause of conflict, especially in Kismayo
IDPs/returnee settlements, Dhobley Town, and the Dadaab refugee camp. This could be
because there are limited grazing lands as a result of drought. This, in essence, leads to
the next cause of conflict reported which is a conflict between a livestock owner and
crop farmers as livestock end up feeding on the crops in the field.
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% of HHs by conflict over resources for farming

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

 Water sources used to make animals drink 29% 53% 57% 60% 50% 23% 17% 48%

Conflicts between livestock and agricultural production 0% 2% 3% 0% 0% 14% 0% 3%

Conflicts with land used for grazing animals 21% 10% 23% 17% 17% 14% 33% 17%

None of the above problems 50% 35% 17% 23% 33% 50% 50% 33%
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Distance to the water point for animals

• Most livestock farmers have access to water for their animals mostly from distances of
between 30-60 minutes and 60-120 minutes.

• Livestock farmers in the Dadaab refugee camp and Kismayo rural/Jamame travel the
shortest distance to find water for their livestock

• Farmers in Dhobley surrounding, Kismayo urban, and Dadaab host community cover the
longest distance to get water for their livestock
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Support received for livestock farming

• Most farmers did not receive support for livestock farming

• For the few who received some form of support:

- Money/loans as support was only provided to farmers in Dhobley surrounding (3%)

- Inputs for livestock were only provided to farmers in the Dadaab refugee camp (6%) and Kismayo 
rural/Jamame (7%)

- Animals were provided to farmers in the Dadaab host community (3%) and Kismayo IDP/Returnee 
(14%)
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% of HHs by type of cultivaiton 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

No support 88% 97% 89% 97% 70% 80% 86% 90%

Money/loans 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Other kind of support 6% 2% 6% 3% 0% 7% 0% 4%

Inputs for livestock production 6% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 1%

Animals 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 2%
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Challenges for livestock production

• As a result of the extensive drought witnessed in the areas, lack of water and pasture are
the biggest challenges faced by livestock farmers. This is followed by a lack of veterinary
services which is a problem in all areas except the Kismayo IDP/Returnee and Dadaab
refugee camp.

• The other challenges faced are the lack of customers for the livestock, probably caused by
the low purchasing power in the local markets.

• Cattle raiding and insecurity (conflict) is also reported as challenges in Dhobley
surrounding, Dhobley town, Daadab host community, and Dadaab refugee camp.
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House ownership and condition

• Most families own the houses they dwell in, with some renting especially in Urban centers,
while others are hosted probably by their relatives or friends

• Most of accommodations (owned, rented, or hosted) are reported as unstable, thus unsafe

• Some HHs have no separate rooms for animals, posing a health risk. This is either due to
inadequate space in areas near urban centers like Dhobley surrounding as well as for
security reasons in areas prone to livestock theft.

• Families in Kismayo urban and Dhobley surrounding have single rooms that act as a
kitchen, leaving and sleeping room as well, which could pose health issues as seen in the
high disease prevalence in the areas 85© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

Housing conditions

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Owned house 51% 96% 66% 88% 59% 83% 64% 75%

Hosted 17% 1% 6% 4% 24% 6% 8% 8%

Renting or working to stay 32% 3% 29% 9% 16% 12% 28% 17%

Safe shelter (may need small 

repairs)
13% 22% 29% 5% 35% 24% 31% 22%

Unsafe no stable 88% 78% 71% 95% 65% 76% 69% 78%

Without separate room for animals 

(where it applies)
0% 3% 10% 14% 3% 3% 5% 5%

Cooking in the sleeping/leaving 

room
16% 19% 16% 28% 39% 18% 20% 21%
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HHs with productive assets

• Cell phone is the owned productive asset by HHs

• The most owned farm tools (equipment) are hoes, wheelbarrows, and spades/axe. Very few HHs own ox-drawn ploughs,
with tractors owned by none.

• Despite being the most owned means of transportation, not more than 3% own Bicycles. Motorcycles/vehicles are mostly
in Dhobley town and Kismayo rural/Jamame

• More HHs in the Dadaab refugee camp, Dhobley town and Kismayo urban have electricity, in sharp contrast to areas like
the Dadaab host community (2%) and Dhobley surrounding (0%)

• Though a small percentage, some HHs reported having some savings in cash, with Kismayo areas having the least
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% of HHs with productive assets

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Malouda (hoe) 0% 7% 14% 18% 23% 42% 29% 19%

Spade/Axe 36% 32% 61% 56% 25% 44% 15% 41%

Cell phone 86% 77% 84% 61% 70% 80% 80% 78%

Engine-run grinding machine less 

than 30 minutes away 
8% 12% 36% 4% 8% 12% 3% 13%

Grain grinding tool 1% 0% 1% 2% 0% 8% 0% 2%

Fishing kit 1% 0% 1% 2% 0% 2% 3% 1%

Bicycle 3% 0% 1% 2% 0% 1% 3% 1%

Cash/Saving 8% 5% 7% 4% 0% 1% 0% 4%

Motorcycle/vehicle 1% 0% 6% 0% 0% 3% 0% 2%

Wheelbarrow 45% 14% 44% 16% 15% 20% 10% 25%

Electricity 24% 2% 33% 0% 21% 4% 5% 12%

Generator 1% 0% 0% 0% 3% 1% 0% 1%

Ox-plough 0% 1% 0% 0% 3% 1% 3% 1%

Sewing machine 1% 0% 3% 0% 3% 1% 0% 1%

Tractor 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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HHs owning productive utensils

• Water containers, being the most basic utensil in every HH, is owned by the majority of the
HHs.

• Kismayo IDP/Returnees seem to own the least number of all the basic utensils

• All three areas of Kismayo have less than 10% ownership of blankets

• Dadaab host community owns the least number of stoves since they use the traditional 3
stone stove

• Despite being urban, only 3% of Kismayo urban residents have tables/chairs, while in
contrast, 7% of HHs in Kismayo rural/Jamame have the same
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% of HHs with utensils 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Beds 43% 37% 57% 23% 20% 5% 8% 28%

Blankets 27% 37% 40% 23% 10% 7% 3% 22%

Water containers 86% 70% 73% 61% 53% 64% 43% 67%

Stove/Kanun 15% 1% 39% 26% 30% 27% 20% 22%

Sponge mattress 36% 25% 56% 35% 25% 12% 35% 31%

Tables/Chairs 32% 14% 23% 4% 3% 7% 3% 13%
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The main source of light

• Firewood, being easily available and affordable, is the most used source of light at night, significantly
used even in Dhobley town and Kismayo urban

• Solar energy seems to be a very common source of light in all the areas, with Kismayo urban and
Dadaab refugee camps leading in their usage.

• Electricity from the generator is mostly common in Dhobley town and Dadaab refugee camp

• Lantern is only used in Dhobley town, Dhobley surrounding, and Kismayo IDP/Returnee areas

• Electricity from the public grid is not accessible to many, with the highest access being 14% in
Kismayo urban, 9% in Dhobley town, and 5% in Kismayo IDP/Returnee area. The rest are at 1% or
no access

• Biogas is only used in Kismayo urban and Dadaab host community
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What is the main source of 

light (when is dark) in your 

household

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Firewood 32% 56% 23% 53% 16% 13% 13% 30%

other 9% 10% 0% 14% 11% 62% 51% 25%

Solar energy 30% 24% 9% 25% 43% 24% 23% 25%

Electricity from generator 23% 0% 50% 3% 8% 0% 0% 12%

Candle/Wax 4% 8% 7% 0% 5% 1% 5% 4%

Electricity from public grid 1% 1% 9% 0% 14% 0% 5% 3%

Lanthern 0% 0% 2% 6% 0% 0% 3% 1%

Bio-Gas 0% 1% 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0%
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The main source of cooking fuel

• Ease of access and affordability of firewood makes it the main source of cooking fuel
across all the locations

• Use of charcoals as the cooking fuel is highest in Dhobley town, followed by the three
areas of Kismayo

• Kerosene and dung/manure are only used for cooking in Dhobley surrounding as all
the other areas reported none
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What is the main source of 

cooking fuel? 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Collecting firewood 74% 96% 44% 74% 70% 72% 71% 72%

Purchase of firewood 20% 0% 30% 12% 5% 6% 5% 11%

Charcoal 3% 0% 26% 5% 16% 12% 12% 10%

(blank) 3% 4% 0% 0% 9% 10% 7% 5%

Kerosene 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 5% 1%

Dung / Manure 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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The preferred cooking stoves

• The traditional three-stone stove is the most preferred cook stove for a majority of the HHs

• The traditional charcoal stove is mostly used in Dhobley town, Dhobley surrounding, and Kismayo urban, which
coincides with their preferred cooking fuel, charcoal

• Charcoal, locally produced improved cook stoves are only seen in small percentages in the Dadaab host
community and Dhobley town

• Improved cookstoves/firewood industrialized (Tier 3 and 4) are only used in Kismayo rural/Jamame and
Kismayo IDP/returnee areas

• Improved cookstoves /firewood locally produced (Tier 1 and 2) are only used in Kismayo urban and Kismayo
IDP/Returnee

• The general uptake of improved cookstoves of any category is very low. 90© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame

Type of cooking stove at home
1.Dadaab 

refugee camp

2.Dadaab host 

community
3.Dhobley Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding
5.Kismayo Urban 6.Kismayo Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee

Traditional three fire stones/wood 83% 92% 48% 70% 71% 91% 84%

Traditional stove/charcoal 6% 4% 42% 23% 23% 6% 11%

Traditional clay stove (built in)/wood 11% 3% 7% 7% 3% 2% 0%

Improved cook stove/charcoal locally 

produced (Tier 1, 2)
0% 1% 3% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Improved cook stove/firewood 

industrialized (Tier 3 and 4)
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 3%

Improved cook stove/firewood locally 

produced (Tier 1 and 2)
0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 0% 3%
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ACCESS TO MARKET 

91© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved



Market accessibility

• Families in Dhobley town frequent to the market much more compare to other families in 
the urban setting such as Kismayo urban. This could be true in a sense than HHS 
interviewed in Kismayo urban might be distance from the market or are accessing fridge 
where perishable food can be kept for a week.
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ACCESS TO (CONSUMER) 

MARKETS

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

2 times or more per week  28% 18% 64% 22% 35% 26% 19% 32%

Once every week 55% 45% 33% 67% 23% 27% 26% 41%

Once every 2 weeks 16% 22% 3% 9% 32% 32% 48% 20%

Only few times per year 2% 16% 0% 2% 10% 15% 7% 7%
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The purchased items from the market

• Families visit the Market mainly to buy cereals, Soap, and clothing to improve their
hygiene. Many families also go to buy medication or seek healthcare

• Tobacco and alcohol, as well as social events such as weddings and funerals are the
least purchased items in the market.

Main items purhcased (% ofHHs) by categories of 

expenses

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Cereals (Sorghum, maize, rice, wheat, bread) 69% 71% 93% 88% 64% 75% 76% 77%

Oil, fat and butter 47% 41% 36% 23% 18% 19% 29% 31%
All other food items (salt, coffee, tea, etc.) 15% 13% 19% 4% 14% 10% 2% 11%
Sugar, honey, sweets 49% 23% 49% 42% 23% 21% 48% 35%
Meat, fish, eggs and poultry (beef, goat, pork, sheep, 11% 2% 36% 16% 9% 6% 5% 12%
Vegetables (pumpkins, okra, green leaves etc) 4% 0% 41% 18% 7% 6% 5% 11%
Pulses (Groundnuts, legumes, sesame, beans etc) 1% 1% 24% 16% 2% 3% 0% 7%
Milk, yoghurt, cheese 39% 7% 39% 28% 14% 5% 5% 19%
Soap 61% 65% 81% 67% 66% 62% 52% 65%

Clothing, shoes 72% 60% 51% 53% 27% 28% 24% 46%
Milling and grinding 1% 5% 19% 19% 5% 3% 0% 7%
Tobacco and Alcohol 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 0% 1%

Medical expenses, health care 30% 37% 69% 58% 14% 9% 19% 33%

Education, (school fees/uniforms) 22% 35% 50% 5% 20% 3% 5% 20%

Household assets (knives, forks, plates) 22% 20% 50% 61% 16% 12% 7% 26%
Agricultural tools, seeds, Hiring labor 0% 1% 4% 5% 9% 21% 7% 8%
Celebrations, social events, funerals, weddings 3% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 2% 1%

Alive animals (cattle, cow, goat/sheep) 1% 7% 16% 12% 5% 0% 0% 6%

Construction, house repair, House Rent 14% 13% 39% 42% 5% 10% 24% 20%
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Main items purhcased (% ofHHs) by categories of 

expenses

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Cereals (Sorghum, maize, rice, wheat, bread) 69% 71% 93% 88% 64% 75% 76% 77%

Oil, fat and butter 47% 41% 36% 23% 18% 19% 29% 31%
All other food items (salt, coffee, tea, etc.) 15% 13% 19% 4% 14% 10% 2% 11%
Sugar, honey, sweets 49% 23% 49% 42% 23% 21% 48% 35%
Meat, fish, eggs and poultry (beef, goat, pork, sheep, 11% 2% 36% 16% 9% 6% 5% 12%
Vegetables (pumpkins, okra, green leaves etc) 4% 0% 41% 18% 7% 6% 5% 11%
Pulses (Groundnuts, legumes, sesame, beans etc) 1% 1% 24% 16% 2% 3% 0% 7%
Milk, yoghurt, cheese 39% 7% 39% 28% 14% 5% 5% 19%
Soap 61% 65% 81% 67% 66% 62% 52% 65%

Clothing, shoes 72% 60% 51% 53% 27% 28% 24% 46%
Milling and grinding 1% 5% 19% 19% 5% 3% 0% 7%
Tobacco and Alcohol 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 0% 1%

Medical expenses, health care 30% 37% 69% 58% 14% 9% 19% 33%

Education, (school fees/uniforms) 22% 35% 50% 5% 20% 3% 5% 20%

Household assets (knives, forks, plates) 22% 20% 50% 61% 16% 12% 7% 26%
Agricultural tools, seeds, Hiring labor 0% 1% 4% 5% 9% 21% 7% 8%
Celebrations, social events, funerals, weddings 3% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 2% 1%

Alive animals (cattle, cow, goat/sheep) 1% 7% 16% 12% 5% 0% 0% 6%

Construction, house repair, House Rent 14% 13% 39% 42% 5% 10% 24% 20%

6.Kisma

yo Rural/ 

Jamame



• Lack of Cash, rise in the prices of commodities, and unavailability of items in the
markets are the biggest deterrents to people from buying items in the market.
These cut across all the areas surveyed.

• Additionally, HHs from some areas like Kismayo urban and Dadaab refugee
camps are postponing purchases in the hope that the prices will fall.

Constrain to buying items from the market
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Bartering Experienced

• Much as there are few families engaged in it and on rare occasions, the exchange
of goods and services among neighbors for non-cash items is still practiced by the
communities across the Location.
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How often are goods 

exchanged among neighbors

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

In the last 2 weeks 4% 1% 0% 4% 5% 5% 0% 3%

In the last month 0% 1% 4% 9% 0% 11% 15% 6%

It rarely happens 22% 29% 46% 42% 26% 27% 26% 31%

It never happens 74% 69% 50% 45% 68% 57% 59% 60%
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Means of payment

• Although few obtained cash from their source of living, cash is still a prioritized means
of payment in the community.

• Dadaab host community, Kismayo urban and Kismayo IDP/Returnee recorded the
highest amount of barter trade among all the locations.
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Challenges reaching the market

• The most common challenges faced by HHs in reaching the market are Lack of
adequate means of transport, and high cost for the available ones, long distances to
the markets, and lack of information on the availability of the needed items in the said
markets.

• Insecurity and seasonal problems like rain have also been highlighted as contributing
factors
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HUMANITARIAN 
SUPPORT
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Support received in the Couse of last year

• Distribution of food or food received in exchange for work is highly registered in Kismayo
urban and assistance in form of cash in return for work, is highly acknowledged in
Dhobley surrounding and Town areas.

• Families in Dhobley areas are much involved in casual labor related to agriculture for their
living
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Technical support received

• The most common technical support received includes Accelerated Education,
Farmer Field School (FFS) training, and income-generating/entrepreneurship
training.

• The other notable technical support received includes VSLA training, one-year
vocational training, and other training provided by NGOs
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AVSI’s popularity in the communities

• AVSI is known across all the locations in varying degrees; the organization is most
known to in Kismayo rural/Jamame, Kismayo IDP/Returnee, and Dhobley town by
more than 53% of the HHs. The organization is least popular in the Dadaab host
community at about 12%, while in Kismayo urban, Dhobley surrounding, and Dadaab
refugee camp, its popularity is between 23% to 28%.
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DISPUTES AND 
CONFLICTS
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Courses of conflicts in the locations

• Dhobley town and Dhobley surroundings reported the highest percentile of HHs aware of conflicts over 
water and land at over 53% each. In the three months preceding the survey, at least one such conflict 
was reported in all the areas except for Kismayo Rural/Returnee.

• The main source of dispute is the access to the water source (this is the only source of conflict in 
Kismayo IDP/Returnee area. The other rampant causes of conflict are livestock grazing on crops, 
conflicts over land boundaries, and conflicts involving women.
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Conflicts over water and land

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returne

e

% of HHs aware of conflicts over 

water and land
19% 24% 59% 54% 16% 7% 10%

# of disputes during the last 3 

months
1.5 1.5 1.4 1.3 1.0 0.0 1.0
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Conflict Resolution

• Either most or some of the conflicts were addressed or resolved, with most cases 
addressed in Kismayo.

• Kismayo (Urban and rural) has the highest number of unresolved conflicts, which
may erupt at any point.
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Facilitators in conflict solving

• The communities trust much in the high-level administration to resolve conflicts in
their areas. The religious leaders, the boma chiefs, and the Nyapara are as well
acknowledged for their effort when it comes to conflict resolution.
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% of HHs by type of leader who helps solving 

disputes 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

High level administrative government (member 

of county administration)
86% 75% 88% 90% 43% 63% 75% 82%

Nyampara 36% 10% 51% 65% 14% 38% 0% 42%

Sub chief - Mukungu 7% 30% 44% 55% 0% 38% 0% 36%

Boma chief 36% 45% 44% 61% 14% 38% 75% 46%

Head Chief 0% 0% 34% 29% 14% 0% 0% 19%

Ancestral Headman - Landlord 0% 0% 7% 13% 0% 0% 0% 6%

Religious leader 14% 20% 73% 68% 0% 0% 0% 46%

Others 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 13% 0% 1%

Teachers 0% 0% 5% 10% 0% 0% 0% 4%
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Prediction of the problems in future

• With the effort of high-level administrators, religious leaders, Nyapara, and the Bomas
chiefs in ironing out most of the issues arising in the communities, families are hoping
for less recurrence of the problems.

• With Kismayo urban having reported that at least half their conflicts remain unresolved,
the residents are worried that it is more likely that the conflicts will occur again.
Residents of Dhobley Town and Dhobley surrounding also seem to think that conflict is
likely to recur in their areas.
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% of HHs by likelihood of increase of conflicts 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Less likely 83% 65% 54% 52% 33% 60% 75% 58%

More or less the same likely 8% 25% 34% 39% 50% 20% 0% 30%

More likely 8% 10% 12% 10% 17% 20% 25% 12%
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Problems experienced in the last twelve months

• Theft and verbal attack are the most experienced problems in the 12 months, with house break-
ins being experienced as well. The areas of Dhobley Town, Dhobley surrounding, and Kismayo
urban are leading in these crimes, with freedom of movement or expression being violated in
Dhobley Town and its surroundings.
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% of HHs by problem over the last 3 months

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Theft 8% 5% 53% 47% 30% 8% 26% 22%

Murder 1% 0% 1% 7% 0% 3% 0% 2%

Verbal threat 30% 21% 24% 26% 18% 4% 2% 17%

Physical attack/assault 3% 1% 10% 18% 2% 3% 0% 5%

House breaking 5% 5% 37% 37% 2% 3% 5% 13%

Serious physical harm to child 1% 0% 7% 9% 0% 0% 0% 2%

Violation of the right to freedom of movement 

or expression
4% 1% 19% 11% 0% 5% 7% 7%

Abduction or disappearance of family member 1% 0% 0% 5% 0% 2% 0% 1%

Sexual assault or rape 4% 1% 9% 11% 2% 0% 0% 4%

Theft of livestock 3% 24% 9% 14% 5% 0% 0% 8%

Burned house 1% 2% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Land grabbing/dispossession 0% 0% 7% 4% 7% 0% 0% 2%

Witchcraft 1% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Poisoning of family member 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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MIGRATION
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Migratory status

• More Returnees are seen in Dhobley surrounding, Dhobley Town, and Kismayo Urban
areas.

• Most IDPs are found in Kismayo IDPs/returnees settlements, Kismayo urban and rural
as well.

• There seem to be refugees who have lived in the Dadaab refugee camp for so long that
up to 45% of them were either born in the camp or consider themselves natives.
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% and # of HHs by migration status 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Natives residents (continuously since birth) 45% 76% 71% 51% 23% 37% 12% 48%

Returnees (natives forced to leave temporarily) 9% 10% 19% 25% 18% 12% 7% 14%

IDP/Relocated 46% 15% 10% 25% 59% 51% 81% 38%

Returnees/IDPs/relocated more than 12 months ago 54% 20% 27% 33% 77% 57% 77% 47%

 Returned /relocated over the last 12 months: IDP/Returnee HHs 1% 4% 2% 16% 0% 6% 11% 5%

# of HHs IDP/Returnee* 61 203 48 474 0 421 396 108

# of IDP/Returnee people** 369 1,220 288 2,842 0 2,524 2,376 647
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From where are the Returnees & IDPs from 
and why they migrate

• The last year has seen an upward trend in IDP numbers from either within the same
countries, or far away places which would cause increased stress on the resources in
the areas they are hosted in such as the refugee camps, and lead to fighting for the
already scarce resources like water, food, and shelter.
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Why did you leave your area?

• Hunger seems to be fueling the increase in IDPs in the last year according to most
respondents, with the search for Better economic opportunities in other areas
influencing the relocation as well.
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Do you intend to move to another area?

• Most IDPs seem to have the intention to stay longer in the current areas and make a
home for themselves. A few seem not to be sure whether they want to remain there or
return, with a considerable number hoping to return to where they came from or just
leave their current places.
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The population who returned home & those going 
back

• Either less than half or lesser agreed to return to their original homes, with the Dadaab
host community and Kismayo IDP/Returnee recording the highest such numbers.

• All three areas of Kismayo recorded the most numbers of IDPs who returned but later
went back to the areas where they were hosted as IDPs, indicating a worsening of the
situation in the areas relocated.

Share of the population that returned but later left again 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Most of the them 13% 41% 4% 0% 4% 12% 17% 10%

Many of them, the majority 0% 4% 7% 8% 8% 3% 8% 6%

Half of them 13% 0% 10% 12% 4% 2% 0% 6%

Less than half of them 38% 0% 24% 35% 8% 12% 4% 19%

Even less, very few 38% 56% 54% 46% 76% 71% 71% 59%
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Share of the population that returned 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

6.Kismayo 

Rural

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee

3.Dhobley 

Town

5.Kismayo 

Urban

4.Dhobley 

surrounding
COUNTY

Most of the them 13% 24% 42% 17% 1% 19% 4% 14%

Many of them, the majority 0% 3% 4% 29% 6% 4% 13% 8%

Half of them 0% 5% 0% 4% 21% 15% 21% 12%

Less than half of them 31% 10% 4% 8% 15% 8% 21% 14%

Even less, very few 56% 57% 50% 42% 57% 54% 40% 51%
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Why the returnees are not permanent in their 
locations

• Hunger and inadequate livelihood opportunities is the major factor as to why most
people do not return to their homes permanently.

• Free proper Education services and other social services encourage the returnees to
be in the refugee camps than at home where there are poor and limited Educated
services.
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MAIN reasons why these people do not return more 

permanently

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

Hunger & lack of livelihood opportunities 85% 77% 93% 93% 74% 80% 88% 86%

Insufficient education services or other social support for 

children
30% 15% 75% 85% 48% 19% 20% 49%

Insecurity 45% 15% 33% 39% 22% 28% 20% 30%

other reasons 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0%
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MEMBERSHIP OF 
ASSOCIATIONS, ROLES 

AND PARTICIPATION
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Membership of association

• A large number of the respondents do NOT belong to any association

• The most popular association is the informal farmer groups and farmer groups supported by NGOs

• Some respondents belong to Cooperative/SMEs

• Women groups, social groups, and youth groups are also familiar in the areas, with a few members
even belonging to VSLA groups 116© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved
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What holds the group together?

• It is evident that most families in all areas are involved in self-help or income-generating groups
associations.

• The biggest reason for membership to these groups is for mutual help and family/personal
relationships. Neighborliness also contribute to the membership to these groups

• Families also belong to the groups as they allow them to share land , farm tools and inputs as well
as seeds for planting.
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Membership in 

association and reason 

holding the group 

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% of HHs associated in self-

help/income generation 

groups

81% 68% 99% 89% 93% 68% 69% 79%

Mutual Help 14% 34% 71% 78% 67% 67% 61% 54%

Sharing of land 31% 21% 13% 22% 33% 43% 44% 29%

Share of inputs, tools, seeds 24% 17% 6% 11% 33% 39% 50% 24%

Family/personal relationships 79% 79% 61% 52% 0% 14% 22% 50%

Living close to one another 10% 19% 71% 63% 17% 16% 11% 30%

Other reasons 0% 2% 6% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%
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Participation in community work

• Families across the locations appeared to have poorly turned up for voluntary work
organized in their respective areas.

• The local authorities seem to take a lead in most of voluntary the locations. Religious
leaders also seem to be able to rally people to community work.
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Participation to community works during the 

last 12 months and leadership of process

1.Dadaab 

refugee 

camp

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Retur

nee

COUNTY

% of HHs who contributed to community work 10% 18% 56% 28% 29% 14% 15% 23%

Nyampara 43% 36% 46% 50% 33% 13% 17% 38%

Sub chief - Mukungu 0% 21% 44% 31% 25% 47% 33% 34%

Boma chief 29% 29% 44% 38% 25% 20% 17% 33%

Head Chief 0% 7% 41% 25% 33% 27% 0% 27%

Ancestral Headman - Landlord 0% 0% 3% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Others 14% 0% 5% 0% 0% 0% 33% 5%

Teachers 0% 0% 18% 6% 8% 0% 0% 8%

Religious leader 14% 14% 59% 75% 0% 7% 0% 36%
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Any role in the community?

• Most of the reached families are just ordinary members of the community without 
any role. However, some are opinion leaders, especially those in Kismayo Urban 
area.

• There are also teachers and sector leaders among them
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Any interaction with the authorities?

• Since most of the Families are aligned to informal farmers group, they basically have
interaction with their leader and the opinion leaders in their respective location
probably to discuss the issues related to farming, and some social or security issues
with the opinion leaders

• They also seem to interact with the administrative authority, probably to resolve
conflicts, and sector leaders as well.

120© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

6.Kismayo 

Rural/ 

Jamame



Meetings attended

• It is observable that, families turned up in huge numbers for any meeting conducted in their
respective areas. The highest turnout is seen in the Dadaab refugee camp at 100%, while the
lowest is observed in Kismayo rural/Jamame at 56%

• Those who did not attend such meetings indicated they missed them because either they were
busy and had no time to attend, or were not invited/informed

• However, in the Dadaab refugee camp where there was 100% attendance at the meetings, it was
highlighted that there are meetings where women are never invited.

121© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved

Participation to 

community meeting and 

reason for not attendance

2.Dadaab 

host 

community

3.Dhobley 

Town

4.Dhobley 

surrounding

5.Kismayo 

Urban

6.Kismayo 

Rural

7.Kismayo 

IDP/Returnee
COUNTY

% of HHs who attended 100% 72% 97% 82% 56% 89% 88%

Not invited 57% 0% 0% 50% 67% 0% 40%

No time to attend 14% 0% 100% 0% 0% 100% 30%

Not informed 14% 100% 0% 50% 0% 0% 20%

Women do not attend such meetings14% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 5%
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Organizers for the meeting

• Meetings that had been conducted across the locations are commonly initiated by local
leaders and Government officials, as well as NGOs.

• It is significant that the local leaders are spearheading the meetings because the
community listens to them and implement their advice much more than the none local
authorities.

• Religious leaders also seem to be playing key roles as they call meetings to discuss
various issues with members of the communities 122© AVSI, 2022-all rights reserved
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