
                                                                          

 

 

Early Recovery and Livelihood 

Assessment following the Displacement 

and Return Movements after the 

NSAGs attack in April 2021 

 

Geidam and Yunusari LGAs, Yobe State 

 

 

 

October 2021 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Geidam and Kanamma Displacement: Yobe Early Recovery Needs Assessment – October 2021       Page 2 of 24                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
 

 

 

1. Background ..................................................................................................................................... 3 

2. Methodology ................................................................................................................................... 3 

2.2 Study design .................................................................................................................................. 4 

3. Key findings ..................................................................................................................................... 4 

Returns ........................................................................................................................................ 4 

Assistance .................................................................................................................................... 5 

Shelter ......................................................................................................................................... 5 

WASH .......................................................................................................................................... 5 

Food Security and Livelihoods .................................................................................................... 5 

Health .......................................................................................................................................... 6 

Education .................................................................................................................................... 6 

Communal Facilities .................................................................................................................... 7 

Protection ................................................................................................................................... 7 

4. Analysis of the findings ................................................................................................................... 7 

5. Recommendations .......................................................................................................................... 9 

6. Respondents ................................................................................................................................... 9 

7. Recommendations ........................................................................................................................ 10 

8. Findings ......................................................................................................................................... 10 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Geidam and Kanamma Displacement: Yobe Early Recovery Needs Assessment – October 2021       Page 3 of 24                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
 

 

1. Background 

1Following the attack on Geidam, the administrative capital 

of Geidam Local Government Area (LGA) on 23 April 2021 

and Kanamma town, the administrative capital of Yunusari 

LGA on 1 May 20211 by suspected non-state armed groups 

(NSAGs), an estimated 180,000 civilians escaped for their 

safety to rural communities within Geidam and Yunusari 

LGAs and to the neighboring LGAs such as Yusufari and 

Bursari. Many of the internally displaced Persons (IDPs) 

also sought refuge in bigger towns such as Gashua in Bade 

LGA, Nguru in Nguri LGA, Potiskum in Potiskum LGA, 

Jajimaji in Karasuwa LGA, Jakusko in Jakusko LGA, 

Machina in Machina LGA, Dapchi in Bursari LGA and to 

Damaturu, the state capital. Some households proceeded to 

neighboring states such as Borno, Bauchi, Gombe, Jigawa 

and Kano. Women, children and the elderly persons walked 

for long distances to safer transit sites in Mazugun in 

Geidam LGA, and Yunusari town in Yunusari LGA, Yusufari 

town in Yusufari LGA and Bayomari in Bursari LGA where 

some transportation was provided by the state government 

and individual citizens to proceed to Gashua, Damaturu and 

Nguru. Almost all the IDPs left their homes without taking 

along any of their household belongings such as clothing, 

kitchen kits, and mattresses. Some households reported 

that they lost properties and family members during the 

attack; including women and children were missing.  

While the security situation around Yobe north remains 

unpredictable, the state authorities have declared that not 

less than 70% of displaced people have returned to Geidam 

and Kanamma, within the 8th weeks after the displacement, 

to resume livelihoods and access the lands.  

Report from Yobe multi-sector needs assessment 

conducted on Geidam and Kanama displacement 

conducted between 24 – 29 May 2021 recommends two-

pronged fork approach to the displacement situation; 

lifesaving and recovery response in the places of 

displacement and return areas.  

As significant returns continue increase in margin, the 

rationale behind this assessment therefore will be to 

understand specifically the early recovery and livelihoods 

(ER&L) needs and gaps to which recommended approaches 

 
1 Yobe Multi-Sector Needs Assessment 11 June 2021 

Geidam and Kanama Displacement 

will be shared on the report to aid effective resource 

mobilization and coordinated response by ER&L sector 

partners. The study investigates some trends as well in 

cross-cutting issues across other sectors. The geographic 

coverage for this assessment are return areas of Geidam 

and Kanamma; where IDPs have returned to assess status 

and options for livelihoods as well as other early recovery 

needs to build responses accordingly. 

2. Methodology 
2.1 Primary data collection 

The study has been conducted following a primary data 

collection methodology. 

Face to face data collection procedure 

Enumerators from the partner organisation have travelled to 

the field, approached target households, and carry out the 

interview in person, filling a Kobo form on their smartphones.  

Data collection has been organised as follows: 

● Partner enumerators have been trained by ERL 

Sub-sector Leads for Yobe state on the scope of 

the assessment, do no harm principle, random 

household selection methods, the survey tool, 

health and safety procedures, and legal 

compliance requirements. 

● The ERL Sub-sector Leads focal point has 

provided partner enumerators with a list of 

locations to visit and the number of interviews to be 

conducted in each location; this list was 

accompanied by a map to navigate to those 

locations using their smartphones. 

● For hamlets, small settlements, and informal 

camps and sites, partner enumerators travelled to 

the location and select households randomly. 

● Preventive measures against the spread of 

COVID-19 have been in place at all times, with 

partner enumerators wearing face masks, 

sanitizing hands before and after each interview, 

and remaining at > 2-meter distance of 

respondents. 
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2.2 Study design 

The survey is a cross-sectional study carried out in Geidam 

and Kanama towns in Geidam and Yunusari LGAs 

respectively. The survey targeted community individuals, 

Community 

 

leaders, Religious leaders, CDOs, WDOs, LGA 

chairpersons, Ward councillors, Women leaders, and Youth 

leaders (male and female).  

The assessment used a mixed approach of qualitative and 

quantitative interview employing a household questionnaire, 

Key informant interviews and Focus Group Discussions 

(FGD) with stakeholders in communities and settlements 

constituting responses from the aforementioned individuals 

using Kobo tool to administer the questionnaire.  

 

2.3 Sample size 

5 data collectors have administered HH questionnaires, Key 

Informant Interviews and Focus Group discussions in the 

month of August. 

 

HH questionnaire: A total of 138 interviews have been 

conducted to household members living in Geidam and 

Yobe LGAs in 4 Wards.  

 

LGA Ward Interviews 

Geidam Asheikiri 26 

Balle 15 

Hausari 29 

Yunusari Kanamma- 

Mairari 

68 

 

 

 

 

Confidence Level: 95% 

Sample Size:138 

Population:114,713. 

Confidence Interval/Margin of Error: 8% 

 

Key Informant Interviews: A total of 12 KIIs were conducted, 

8 in Geidam and 4 in Yunusari. The interviews involved 

SEMA representaitves, Ward Councillors, Community 

leaders, religious leaders, youth leaders, LGAs officials 

 

Focus Group Discussions: A total of 8 FGDs were 

conducted in the targeted locations, 6 in Geidam and 2 in 

Yunusari LGA. 

 

3. Key findings  
Returns 

83% of the respondents were displaced after NSAG attack 

in Geidam and Kanamma in April 2021, while 17% never 

moved. 76% of the respondents moved with the whole 

household, 13% alone and 11% with part of the family. 

79% of the respondents reported they returned alone as 

they lacked the resources to pay for transportation, 16% 

mentioned they were not yet confident about the security 

situation. 

All the respondents returned within the 8th week of 

displacement. 

 

Among the 83% who moved, 16% went to Yunusari town, 

14% went to Bade LGA, 7% in rural areas of Geidam, 7% in 

Yusufari town, 7% in rural areas of Yunusari LGA, 4% in 

Damaturu, while the rest were scattered across other LGAs 

of Yobe State. 

 

Some 89% of the total respondents mentioned that all 

household members are accounted for after the attack and 

displacement, while 11% are of the rather opinion.  

 

The top four reasons that encouraged the respondents to 

return to the place of residence are: security situation has 

improved (42%); other family/community members have 

returned (31%); necessity to secure personal house and 

assets (e.g land) (18%), return to see the situation on the 

ground (9%). 

 

56% of the respondents reported that some or all their 

properties and assets were damaged or lost, 31% stated 

they were all intact and 13% some or all were damaged. 
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39% of respondents reported they are considering leaving 

their residence again.  

Among those who are considering leaving again, 57% would 

do that because of the loss of livelihood. 19% for loss of all 

assets and/or properties.  

Assistance 

Since the return, the main sources of income mentioned by 

the respondents are: humanitarian assistance (36%); 

reliance on food and other needs which the household 

brought from place of displacement (24%); petty trade (24%) 

and wage labour (15%). 

48% of the respondents reported they have received 

assistance by UN/NGOs, 36% by the government/SEMA, 

14% by neighbours and 2% by relatives. 

Among those who received assistance, 54% received food, 

19% cash and 10/ NFIs. 

Among the priority needs the respondents wish to receive 

assistance: 32% listed food, 17% cash to meet basic needs, 

16% cash to resume their small business. 

 

Shelter 

16% of the respondents reported they had to change the 

shelter they were living in as a result of the attack and 

subsequent displacement. Most of them (41%) moved 

because they felt insecure and isolated in their 

neighbourhood, while 27% had their house or shelter 

damaged or destroyed as a result of the attack. 52% are 

currently accommodated by host community households, 

only 18% can afford to rent a private house. Almost half of 

the returnees (43%) stated they were missing items in their 

shelter once they returned, 12% had their house destroyed 

or burgled. 

WASH 

In general, 64% of the respondents reported that water 

sources have decreased after the attack. Among them, 45% 

attribute this to lack of maintenance, 20% stated they were 

already damaged and 19% said they were destroyed during 

the attack.  

Water Source for Drinking Purposes 

37% of the respondents reported their main sources of water 

for drinking are protected hand pumps or boreholes, 

followed by 30% for which are public taps, tap stands or 

standpipes. 16% declared their main source of drinking 

water is from pushcart vendors.  

50% of the respondents have to walk from 500 m to 1 km to 

access the water source, 33% have the water source 

located within 500 m, while 15% need to walk between 1 to 

3 km to get to the water source. 

Majority of the respondents (52%) need to queue between 

15 to 30 minutes to collect the water from the source, 16% 

between 30 and 60 minutes. 

 

Water Source for Other Purposes (cooking, laundry etc.) 

41% of the respondents declared that their main water 

source for other purposes (cooking, laundry, hygiene etc.) 

are protected hand pumps or boreholes, while for 35% are 

public taps, tap stands or standpipes.15% declared they are 

using push carts water vendors. 

Latrines 

79% of the respondents declared they have access to a 

latrine, out of which, 54% have it within 50 m.  

Among the 21% that has no access to a private latrine, 29% 

use public facilities while 29% practice open defecation. The 

main reasons listed for not having access to a latrine are 

affordability (31%) and damage or destruction (28%). 

33% of the respondents share the latrines with 2 to 4 

families. 

Food Security and Livelihoods 

Food security 

46% of the respondents stated their household don’t have 

access to sufficient food. In fact, only 25% of the households 

declared they have access to 3 meals per day, while 57% to 

2 meals and 15% to 1. Additionally, when asked what food 

group they had commonly eaten in the past week, only 4% 

mentioned meat and fish, 11% vegetables and 17% 

legumes. The majority, 57%, consumed cereals.  

Livelihoods 

72% of the respondents reported they have lost their 

livelihood as a result of the attack and subsequent 

displacement and 77% reported a decrease in income as a 

result of the attack. 

Before the displacement, 27% of the respondents used to 

practice agriculture as a livelihood, 21% had livestock, 19% 

were petty traders. 

During the data collection, 27% were still practicing 

agriculture, even though not all of them were able to plant in 

the past season due to inaccessibility of lands for security 

conditions and lack of inputs. Livelihood such as petty trade 

and livestock have slightly decreased compared to prior the 

attack, while casual labour has increased showing a trend 

towards precariousness of livelihood choices and 

opportunities. 
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Most of the respondents (77%) have reported that their 

income has decreased as a result of the attack and 

subsequent displacement, as not all the returnees were able 

to resume their livelihoods, including agriculture in the past 

season. In fact, 56% declared they have lost some or all of 

their productive assets once returned, 31% stated they were 

all intact, while 13% have some or all their assets damaged. 

For instance, among the consequences on the assets: 34% 

of the respondents declared that they have lost their 

livestock as a result of the attack, while 26% have missed or 

lost the agricultural season. 24% have lost their petty trade 

business and 9% have their assets and productive means 

lost or damaged. 

 

42% of the respondents reported they did not plant during 

last season. The reason for that is inaccessibility according 

to the 46% of the respondents, lack of access to agricultural 

inputs for the 27%, fear of attacks for the 16%. 

45% of people with access to a land don’t dispose of a 

source of water for irrigation. 

Among the type of intervention for livelihood resumption, the 

respondents wish to receive financial support (30%), farming 

inputs (30%) and cash to re-start their petty trade business 

(20%). 

Markets 

62% of the respondents have access to the local 

markets/shops, while 38% don’t. Among those who have 

access, 47% have to travel between 10 to 20 minutes to 

reach the market/shops, 25% below 10 minutes. However, 

26% need to travel between 30 to 60 minutes to reach 

market or shops. 

50% of the respondents declared they are able to buy what 

they need at the market, while 39% can’t buy what they 

need. The reason for this is lack of money and resources 

(44%) and high prices (42%). 3% states that the items they 

need are not available, mentioning cereals (21%), 

vegetables (15%) and livestock (15%) as the top three 

unfindable products. 

The majority of the respondents (83%) reported prices for 

food and other basic commodities have increased compared 

to the prices before the attack.  

Cash 

21% of the respondents were beneficiaries of a cash-based 

support programme before the attack/displacement. 

76% among them, used to receive support in cash, while 

24% through other platforms. 

Only 23% of the respondents have an account with banks, 

77% don’t. Among them, 68% have an account with First 

Bank of Nigeria. 

Health 

41% of the respondents have access to a primary healthcare 

facility in their current place of residence, while 59% don’t. 

Among those who have access, 56% need to walk between 

10 to 20 minutes to reach the facility and 16% only 10 

minutes. However, 28% need to travel between 30 and 60 

minutes. 

Those who haven’t access, reported that the facility was 

damaged or destroyed as a result of the attack (64%), the 

long distance from their house (14%) and the absence of a 

healthcare facility (7%). 

 

Education 

63% of the respondents reported there are school-aged 

children in the household. Among them, 49% declared they 

have between 1 and 2 children, while 15% between 3 and  

31% declared they have no school-aged children. 

40% declared that before the attack, between 1 and 2 

children in their family were enrolled to school, with 39% of 

households said no children were enrolled.  

At the moment, only a slight decline has been registered. In 

fact, 38% of households declared no children are enrolled to 

school, and the same percentage that 1 to 2 children are. 

17% have between 3 to 4 children enrolled. 

 

49% of the respondents said they don’t have access to a 

primary school facility. The reason for the inaccessibility is 

that according to 43% the facility was damaged or destroyed 

during the attack, followed by 20% of respondents that 

cannot afford the school fees and 13% who said distance is 

the main issue. 

55% of the respondents declared the primary school is at a 

walking distance of 10 to 20 minutes, 28% below 10 minutes 

and 16% between 30 to 60 minutes. 

 

48% of the respondents reported that 1 to 2 children in their 

household are enrolled to secondary school, while 37% 

have no child enrolled. Only 13% declared 3 to 4 children 

are enrolled to secondary school. 

Among the respondents who declared their children have 

access, 49% of the respondents stated that the children 

need to walk between 10 to 20 minutes to reach the 

secondary school, 27% below 10 minutes, while 18% 

between 30 to 60 minutes. 

Among the 31% of the respondents that stated that no 

children have access to secondary school, 46% stated that 
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the secondary school was damaged or destroyed as a result 

of the attack, 18% that the household cannot afford to pay 

the school fee, 11% the distance of the school from the 

house, 9% absence of teachers and 7% absence of 

secondary school. 

 

Communal Facilities 

72% of the respondents do not have access to any 

communal facility. The 72% that has no access mentioned 

the absence of a communal facility (43%), the destruction or 

damage of the facility as a result of the attack (36%) and 

security concerns related to the location (17%). 

 

Protection 

21% of the respondents reported facing protection concerns 

in their current place of residence. The top 2 concerns 

reported by the respondents are: fear and harassment by 

NSAGs (28%), harassment (17%), armed attacks (14%). 

 

38% of the respondents declared there are no restriction of 

movements in the area of residence, while 35% declared 

there are. 41% reported these restrictions are operated by 

local security, 22% by local authorities 15% by community 

leaders. 

52% of the respondents reported no act of violence against 

children, while 15% declared reported it. For the 15% who 

reported act of violence against children, 39% mentioned 

child labour, 31% sexual violence and 24% force marriages. 

62% of the respondents declared this violence is not 

associated with forces or armed group, only 3% declared it 

is. 

 

The main fears respondents declared men/women/boy/men 

may face in the community are sexual violence and abuse 

(27%), absence of safe place in the community (17%) risk of 

attack when traveling (15%), early/forced marriage and 

psychological abuses (both 14%). 

 

14% of the respondents are aware of case of crimes, 

intimidation, threats and abused in the community. Women, 

boys and girls (16%) and minorities (11%) are the most 

affected. 12% stated that they mainly occur at water points 

(45% don’t know).45% reported that the perpetrator are 

men, while 12% said they belong to military forces 

 

4. Analysis of the findings 
The ERL Sector assessment wants to provide the 

opportunity to the State government, humanitarian partners 

and other stakeholders to further understand the needs and 

challenges in in Geidam and Yunusari LGAs 4 months after 

the attack, in a moment in which almost all the individuals 

previously displaced (180,000 people) have returned to their 

place of origin.  

While a significant number of people were already 

vulnerable before the attack and displacement, vulnerability 

is now further aggravated by the effect of the attack once the 

population has returned.  

83% of the respondents declared they were displaced after 

the attack by NSAGs in Geidam and Kanamma in April 

2021, while only 17% never moved. While the security 

situation seems to have improved, 39% of the respondents 

are considering leaving again. The reasons given for this 

are: loss of livelihood (57%) and loss of other assets and 

properties (19%); that has left people in a situation where 

they don’t have the resources or the capacities to resume 

their livelihoods. From the FGD and Key Informant analysis, 

the categories most hit by the phenomenon are returnees 

who lost their livelihoods, in particular children 0-5, women 

and youth 18-35 years old. 

Since the return, the main sources of income mentioned by 

the respondents are humanitarian assistance (36%); 

reliance on food and other items which the household 

brought from place of displacement (24%); petty trade (24%) 

and wage labour (15%). This means that over 60% of the 

respondents do not rely on a stable and sustainable source 

of income and thus are not self-sufficient. Interventions to 

restore livelihoods are urgently needed, also considering 

that since the return, little has been done in this sense. In 

fact, most of the assistance concerned food distribution. 

Needs in terms of livelihood support and access to basic 

services remain massive and largely unaddressed. From the 

FDG and Key Informant analysis, livelihood (particularly as 

assistance to petty trade business, provision agricultural 

inputs and skills improvement) emerged as a priority for 

intervention, along with food security and increase of 

drinkable water sources. Respondents reported cash as the 

preferred modality for assistance over in-kind modality as 

one of the main obstacles is lack of access to capital. 

While only 16% of the respondents declared they had to 

change shelter as a result for the displacement, 52% of the 

total respondents say they live in host community (only 16% 

are accommodated in a private house). This is putting the 

economic resources of host community under great 

pressure, especially in an environment where economic 

opportunities are very limited and basic services are not 
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always accessible, both because of the attack or pre-

existing conditions.  

Additionally, accommodations in host communities are quite 

congested as 56% of HH declared they live in a shelter with 

5 to10 individuals, which may not be sustainable.  

Referring to basic services in general, respondents 

mentioned hospitals (15), schools (16%) and water sources 

(12%) as the main services missing mostly important to 

them over others. From the assessment and Key Informant 

Analysis, a significant number of them was destroyed or 

damaged as a result of the attack. 

37% of the respondents declared their main sources of 

water for drinking and cooking are protected hand pumps or 

boreholes, while for 30% are public taps, tap stands or 

standpipes. 

Most of the respondents (64%) declared that the water 

sources have decreased after the attack. Among them, 45% 

of them attribute this to lack of maintenance, 20% stated 

they were already damaged, while 19% declared they were 

destroyed as a result of the attack. 15% of the respondents 

need to walk from 1 to 3 km to reach the water source. 

Also, according to the FDG and Key Informant analysis, 

there is a large consensus of community members in 

reporting absence or inadequacy of water sources, mostly 

attributed to maintenance. Is therefore imperative to address 

these aspects in collaboration with the local government and 

community water groups, by providing long-term solution to 

malfunctioning boreholes and hand-pumps as well as 

availability in proximity of community residence. Water 

quality is another aspect that needs to be investigated. 

 

46% of the respondents declared that they don’t have 

access to sufficient food. In fact, only 25% can afford to eat 

3 meals per day, while 57% they have 2 meals per day and 

15% only one. 

Additionally, only 4% of the respondents has consumed 

meat/fish in the previous week, 17% legumes and 11% 

vegetables, showing a dietary unbalance. This is due to 

price increase after the attack highly reported also by 

community members and key informant.  

In general, a large majority of the respondents (77%), have 
declared their income has decreased after the attack and 
subsequent displacement. 72% of the respondents declared 
they have completely lost their livelihood as a result of the 
attack and subsequent displacement (56% in total have lost 
some or all their productive assets). This means that even 
those who did not completely lost their livelihood are 
suffering the consequences of the attack and would need 
further support to strengthen and diversify their source of 

income. There is therefore need for the state government to 
assess the loss incurred by returnees. The state may 
consider compensating some of the critical assets that the 
individuals have lost during the attack.  

The situation in terms of type of livelihood practiced and 
percentage of people employed in each of them has not 
changed significantly before and after the attack. However, 
among the 27% people practicing agriculture, most of them 
have not planted during last season (42%), mostly because 
the accessibility is challenged by security conditions and 
lack of farming inputs. This is likely to provoke 
consequences in terms of food security and availability. 
Additionally, casual labour has increased compared to 
before the attack, showing a trend towards precariousness 
of livelihood choices and opportunities. 24% of the 
respondents have lost their petty trade business. 

38% of the respondents declared they don’t have access to 

local market/shops. The reasons given for this are lack of 

money/resources (44%) and high prices (42%). 50% of the 

respondents declared they are able to buy what they need 

at the market, while 39% can’t buy what they need. 

However, this appears not to be attributed to unavailability 

of products (this was the case only for a short period after 

the attack) but rather connected to affordability, as the prices 

have increased consistently since the attack (reported by 

83% of the respondents) who are not able to meet their basic 

needs. 

Also, in some case distance is an issue as 26% need to 

travel between 30 to 60 minutes to reach market or shops. 

From the FGD and Key Informant analysis it was emerged 

that some or part of the markets were destroyed as a result 

of the attack, for instance in Ashekiri, Balle and Kanamma, 

while this is not the case in Hausari. Apparently, they have 

reduced in numbers and market stalls are missing or 

inadequate even though functionality is not completely 

compromised.  

 

41% of the respondents have access to a primary healthcare 

facility in their current place of residence, while 59% don’t. 

Those who haven’t access, reported that the facility was 

damaged or destroyed as a result of the attack (64%), the 

long distance from their house (14%) and the absence of a 

healthcare facility (7%). 28% need to travel between 30 and 

60 minutes. 

A worrying data emerged from the FGD and Key Informant 

analysis, along the damage and destruction of healthcare 

facilities, in the unavailability of doctor since the attack. 

Some of the respondents also reported they cannot afford 

medical treatments.  
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63% of the respondents declared there are school-aged 

children in the household. 

40% declared that before the attack, between 1 and 2 

children in their family were enrolled to school, with 39% of 

households said no children were enrolled.  

At the moment, only a slight decline has been registered. 

Therefore, it is correct to assume that the attack and 

displacement did not significantly affect school enrolment 

(even though school destruction/damage during the attack 

is still mentioned by the respondents), as the low level of 

enrolment was pre-existent to the attack. Among the other 

reason, respondents mentioned unaffordability of the school 

fees and long distance from the residence. 

From the FDG and Key Informant analysis it is important to 

mention that schools have been closed during and after the 

attack and in August some still were. This was a 

consequence of fear of new attacks. In this sense, there is a 

large consensus on the need to restore and repair schools. 

Unavailability of teachers for security reasons, is likely to be 

an additional element to be taken into consideration.  

72% of the respondents do not have access to any 

communal facility and this is hampering social cohesion and 

community activities. The reason for accessibility is the total 

absence of a communal facility (43%) at least at a walking 

distance from the place of residence; the destruction or 

damage of the facility as a result of the attack (36%) and 

security concerns related to the location (17%). 

21% of the respondents reported facing protection concerns 

in their current place of residence, while 51% don’t. 

The top 2 concerns reported by the respondents are: fear 

and harassment by NSAGs (28%), harassment (17%), 

armed attacks (14%). Respondents seems to have 

contradictory perspective regarding the restriction of 

movements as 38% declared there are restriction of 

movements in the area of residence, while 35% declared 

there are. In Yunusari LGA, respondents seem to be more 

coherent in stating there are restrictions, often imposed by 

local security (TJF). 

52% of the respondents reported no act of violence against 

children, while 15% declared reported it. Out of the 15%, 

39% mentioned child labour, 31% sexual violence and 24% 

force marriages. It appears these acts are not directed 

connected to the attack but are expected to be an economic 

consequence of it, especially in the cases of child labour and 

forced/early marriages. Fear of forced recruitment doesn’t 

appear among the concerns of the respondents.  

The main fears respondents declared men/women/boy/men 

may face in the community are sexual violence and abuse 

(27%), absence of safe place in the community (17%) risk of 

attack when traveling (15%), early/forced marriage and 

psychological abuses (both 14%). Majority of the 

respondents declared these attacks often happen at water 

points. 

5. Recommendations  
 

• The State Government and humanitarian partners to 

scale up assistance to meet urgent early recovery, 

livelihood, food security and protection needs of the 

returnees, prioritizing those who have lost their 

productive assets in the displacement and return 

movement.  

• Urgent need for sustained livelihood and recovery 

support to the returned households to rebuild their lives 

and avoid further displacement for lack of opportunities. 

• Sectors are encouraged to use the findings of this 

assessment to highlight key sector specific 

recommendations to strengthen their field monitoring 

and inform their planning. 

• ERL sector partners and other partners present in the 

areas (in particular from WASH, protection, education, 

health and food security) to adjust their intervention and 

make informed planning based on the findings of the 

assessment. 

6. Respondents 
• The respondents of the assessment are resident of 

Yunusari LGA (37%) and Geidam LGA (63%). 

• 37% of the respondents are female, 63% male. 

• 32% are male aged 41-59 years old, 30% male aged 

18-40 and 14% female aged 18-40 years old. 

 

• 39% of the respondents are from the location where 

they were interviewed, 29% are IDPs from Geidam 

town, while 17% from rural areas of Geidam LGA. 

 

0%
14%

7%
4%

1%
30%

32%
12%

Female: 12-17yrs
Female: 18-40yrs
Female: 41-59yrs

Female: 50yrs and above
Male: 12-17yrs
Male: 18-40yrs
Male: 41-59yrs

Male: 60yrs and above

Age bracket of the respondent
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• 75% of the migrants interviewed have lived in the 

location for 6 to 10 years. 

• Displaced people interviewed have live in the location 

for less than 6 months (51%), for a period between 6 

and 12 months (22%), for 2 to 5 years (13%), for 1 to 2 

years (9%). 

• 86% of the respondents are married, 6% are widows, 

4% are separated, 3% are single. 

• 91% of the respondents was the head of the household, 

among them 86% were male. 

• 46% of the respondents can’t read or write, 19% 

attended the secondary school and 17% did not receive 

any formal education. 

 

• Below, the composition of the households of the 
respondents, by age and gender: 

• Among the respondents’ households, there are 48% of 
people in need of medical care.  

 

7. Recommendations  
• The State Government and humanitarian partners to 

scale up assistance to meet urgent early recovery, 

livelihood, food security and protection needs of the 

returnees, prioritizing those who have lost their 

productive assets in the displacement and return 

movement.  

• Urgent need for sustained livelihood and recovery 

support to the returned households to rebuild their lives 

and avoid further displacement for lack of opportunities. 

• Sectors are encouraged to use the findings of this 

assessment to highlight key sector specific 

recommendations to strengthen their field monitoring 

and inform their planning. 

• ERL sector partners and other partners present in the 

areas (in particular from WASH, protection, education, 

health and food security) to adjust their intervention and 

make informed planning based on the findings of the 

assessment. 

8. Findings  
 

8.1 Returns 

83% of the respondents were displaced after the attack by 

NSAG in Geidam and Kanamma in April, while 17% never 

moved.  

 

76% of the respondents moved with the whole household, 

13% alone and 11% with part of the family. 

 

Among those who returned alone or with part of the family, 

79% of the respondents reported they returned alone as 

they lacked the resources to pay for transportation, 16% 

mentioned they are not yet confident about the security 

situation. 

16%

12%

17%

17%

16%

16%

4%

2%

0 - 5 Years-Male

0 - 5 Years-Female

6 - 17 Years-Male

6 - 17 Years-Female

18 - 59 Years-Male

18 - 59 Years-Female

60 Years and Above-Male

60 Years and Above-…

How many people are living in the 
household? 

48%
7%

11%
10%

4%
8%
8%

4%

People in need of medical Care

Seperated Children

Elderly

Child headed household

Number of Vulnerbale Individuals in Respondents 
HH

3%
29%

4%

17%

1%

6%

39%

A migrant from other states…

IDP from Geidam town

IDP from Kanamma town

IDP from Rural areas of…

IDP from Rural areas of…

IDP from Borno or other…

Resident in the location…

What is the background of the 
respondent?

13%

11%

76%

Alone

With part of the family

With the entire…

If the respondent was displaced 
following the attack, with whom was he 

or she displaced?
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Among the 83% who moved, 16% went to Tunusari town, 

14% went to Bade LGA, 7% in rural areas of Geidam, 7% in 

Yusufari town, 7% in rural areas of Yunusari LGA, 4% in 

Damaturu, while the rest was scattered across the rest of 

Yobe State. 

89% of the respondents declared that all household 

members are accounted for after the attack and 

displacement, while 11% declared they are not.  

 

All the respondents returned within the 8th week of 

displacement, as reported in the figure below: 

 

The top four reasons that encouraged the respondents to 

return to the place of residence are: security situation has 

improved (42%); other family/community members have 

returned (31%); necessity to secure personal house and 

assets (e.g land) (18%), return to see the situation on the  

ground (9%). 

 

 

56% of the respondents reported that some or all their 

properties and assets were damaged or lost, 31% stated 

they were all intact and 13% some or all were damaged. 

 

 

39% of respondents reported they are considering leaving 

their residence again.  

 

 

Among those who are considering leaving again, 57% would 

do that because of the loss of livelihood. 19% for loss of all 

assets and/or properties.  

 

 

 

5%

79%

16%

Living conditions are still
difficult in the place of return

No money to pay for
transportation

We are not yet confident of the
security situation

If you returned alone or with part of the 
household members, why haven’t the rest of 
the household members returned with you?

16%

10%

16%

7%

13%

16%

17%

5%

In the 8th week of displacement

In the 5th week of displacement

In the 4th week of displacement

In the 2nd week of displacement

In the 7th week of displacement

In the 6th week of displacement

In the 3rd weeks of displacement

Within the 1st week of…

When did the respondent return?

 

13%

56%

31%

Some or all are damaged

Some or all are lost

They were all intact

Are your properties/assets intact, damaged 
or lost when you returned?

61%

39%

Are you considering leaving your residence 
again?

No Yes

42%

31%

18%

9%

Security situation has improved

Other family/community…

Necessary to secure personal…

To go and see the situation on…

What encouraged the respondent to return?
13%

19%

57%

11%

Concern over limited
telecommunication network for…

Lose of all assets/properties

Loss of livelihood

Not confident of the security
situation

If the answer to question 32 is YES, why are you 
considering displacing again?
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8.2 Assistance 

Since the return, the main sources of income mentioned by 

the respondents are: humanitarian assistance (36%); 

reliance on food and other items which the household 

brought from place of displacement (24%); petty trade (24%) 

and wage labour (15%). 

 

 

48% of the respondents reported they have received 

assistance by UN/NGOs, 36% by the government/SEMA, 

14% by neighbours and 2% by relatives. 

 

Among those who received assistance, 54% received food, 

19% cash and 10/ NFIs. 

 

Among the priority needs the respondents wish to receive 

assistance: 32% listed food, 17% cash to meet basic needs, 

16% cash to resume their small business. 

8.3 Shelter 

84% of the respondents declared they are living in the same 

shelter as before the displacement. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For the 16% who has changed shelter as a result for the 

displacement, 41% of the respondents stated they have 

changed because they feel insecure as nobody leaves in the 

neighbourhood/compound. This is followed by the 27% 

whose shelter has been destroyed or damaged as a result 

of the attack. 18% mentioned they are temporarily living with 

family while clearing their original house. 

36%

1%

24%

24%

15%

Assistance

Begging

Petty trade

Rely on food and other needs
which the household brought…

Wage labour

What is the source of your livelihood since you 
returned back here

16%

84%

Are you currently living in your 
same house /shelter in which 

you lived before displacement?

No Yes

36%

14%

2%

48%

Government/SEMA

Neighbors

Relatives/neighbors/friends

UN/NGO

If the household has received any assistance, 
from who have you received the assistance?

32%

17%

16%

8%

9%

4%

8%

2%

4%

Food

Cash to buy immediate needs

Cash to revive petty business

Water

Health

NIFs (clothing, shoes, hygiene kits, …

Farming inputs distribution

Shelter materials

Household assets

What is your priority need at this time to assist you 
to recover from the impact of the conflict and 

displacement?

54%

19%

6%

10%

4%

3%

2%

2%

Food Assistance

Cash

Water

NFIs (clothing, shoes, hygiene kits, …

Assets distribution

Farming inputs (seeds, fertilizers, …

Shelter

Shelter materials

If the household has received assistance, what 
was the type of assistance received? 
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52% of the respondents live with host community 

households, while 18% are renting a house and 16% are 

accommodated in a private house. 

 

 

Out of the total respondents, 56% declared they live in a 

shelter with 5 to 10 individuals. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

43% of the respondents reported that once they returned to 

their houses, some things were missing, while 35% declared 

that everything was intact. 10% have lost everything as their 

house was destroyed and 12% had their house burgled and 

items looted. 

 

 

8.4 WASH 
 

8.4.1 WATER SOURCES 

 

37% of the respondents declared their main sources of 

water for drinking are protected hand pumps or boreholes, 

while for 30% are public taps, tap stands or standpipes. 

 

 

50% of the respondents have to walk between 500m to 1km 

to reach their water source for drinking purposes, while 33% 

have it within 500m. 15% of the respondents need to walk 

from 1 to 3 km to reach the water source. 

 

 

1%

13%

16%

18%

52%

Makeshift  Shelt

Occupying an empty house
owned by host community…

Privately owned
accommodation/house

Renting

With host community
household

In what kind of shelter is the HH living

41%

14%

27%

18%

Feeling insecure because there is
nobody in the

compound/neighborhood

Our area/community is still
inaccessible due to suspected
Unexploded Ordinace (UXOs)

Our house/shelter was
destroyed/damaged

Temporarily living with
family/relative before clearing our

original house/shelter

If the answer to question 38 above is NO, what is the 
reason you are not living in your original 
house/shelter which you lived in before 

displacement?

8%

5%

37%

30%

16%

1%

3%

Piped line

Protected hand dug well

Protected hand…

Public taps/tap stand/standpipes

Pushcart water vendor

Surface water (river, dam, lake,…

Unprotected/open dug well

What is the MAIN source of water for your household 
for DRINKING

7%

4%

32%

1%

56%

10 -15 individuals

15 – 20 individuals

1-5 individuals

20 and above individuals

5-10 individuals

What is the average number of people 
sleeping in each house/shelter?

12%

43%

10%

35%

No, our house was burgled and
items looted

Some things are missing

We lost everything because our
house was destroyed

Yes, everything is intact

Upon your return to Geidam/Kanama, have 
you met your house and the items in it 

intact?
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52% of the respondents reported they have to wait between 

15 and 30 minutes to collect water from the water source, 

while 28% less than 15 minutes. 

 

 

41% of the respondents reported that their main water 

source for other purposes (cooking, laundry, hygiene etc.) 

are protected hand pumps or boreholes, while for 35% are  

public taps, tap stands or standpipes.15% declared they are 

using push carts water vendors.  

 

 

Majority of the respondents (64%) declared that the water 

sources have decreased after the attack. 

 

 

Among them, 45% of them attribute this to lack of 

maintenance, 20% stated they were already damaged, while 

19% declared they were destroyed as a result of the attack. 

 

 

 

8.4.2 LATRINES 

79% of the respondents reported that the household has 

access to a latrine. 54% of them have access to a latrine 

within 50 meters. 

Among the 21% that has no access to latrine, 29% use 

public latrines and 29% practice open defecation. 

15%

50%

2%

33%

1km-3km

500-1km

More than 3km

Within 500m

How far from your dwelling the source of your 
drinking water?

7%

1%

41%

35%

15%

1%

Piped line

Protected hand dug well

Protected hand
pump/borehole/tubewell

Public taps/tap stand/standpipes

Pushcart water vendor

Surface water (river, dam, lake,
ponds, creeks, canal, etc.)

What is the MAIN source of water for your 
household for OTHER PURPOSES (Cooking, 

Hygiene, Laundry etc.)?

14%

2%

45%

20%

19%

No fuel to run the pumps

The operators have not yet…

They need maintenance

They were damaged

They were destroyed

If the answer to the previous question 47 is YES, why 
are they decreased?

52%

16%

4%

28%

15-30 minutes

30 minutes -1 hour

More than 1 hour

Within 15 minutes

How many minutes do you spend on the queue in 
collecting water from the source?

36%

64%

Have the water sources decreased after the 
attack?

No Yes

29%

10%

32%

29%

Bush/backyard/field

Neighbors’ latrine

Not applicable

Public latrine

If the answer to question 49 above is NO (i.e. no 
Latrines for the family), where do your family 

members go for defecation? 
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Those who don’t have access to a private latrine, usually 

they share it with other 2 to 4 families. 

For those who don’t have access to a private latrine, 31% 

declared as a reason the cost for construction, while 28% 

mentioned they were damaged/destroyed. 

 

81% of the respondents think that girls and women feel safer 

using a latrine, while 19% open defecation. 

8.5 Food security and livelihoods 

 
8.5.1 FOOD SECURITY 

54% of the respondents declared that they have access to 

sufficient food, while 46% doesn’t. 

57% of the respondents declare they usually have two meals 

per day and 15% only one. Only 25% of the respondents 

afford to eat three meals per day. 

 

57% of the respondents has consumed cereals in the past 

seven days, while only 4% has consumed meat/fish, 17% 

legumes and 11% vegetables showing dietary unbalances. 

 

8.5.2 LIVELIHOODS  

72% of the respondents declared they have lost their 

livelihood as a result of the attack and subsequent 

displacement. 

46%

54%

Does the members of your HH have access to 
sufficient food

No Yes

33%

5%

1%

61%

2-4 families

5-7 families

More than 7 families

Not applicable

If sharing latrine with others, how many families 
are sharing?

15%

1%

25%

57%

1%

One

Others

Three

Two

Zero

How many meals is your household eating per day in 
the current location?

57%

8%

17%

11%

4%

2%

0%

0%

1%

Cereals (maize, sorghum, millet, rice,…

Root/Tubers (Yams, Potatoes, cassava…

Legumes or nuts (beans, groundnuts,…

Vegetables

Meat, Fish

Fruits (bananas, mango, papaya, apple,…

Diary (milk, cheese, yoghurt, eggs etc)

Do not know

No response

Which food groups has your household commonly 
eaten in the past 7 days?

28%

72%

Did you lose your livelihood as a result of the 
attack/subsequent displacement?

No

Yes

10%
7%

31%
28%

7%
10%

7%

A lot of space to defecate here

Defecation is not an issue

Expensive to construct

Latrine (s) were damaged/destroyed

No space for construction

Not a priority

Others

Again, If the answer to Question 49 above is NO (i.e. 
no Latrine for the family), What could be the MAIN 

reason why your family cannot afford a latrine?



 

Geidam and Kanamma Displacement: Yobe Early Recovery Needs Assessment – October 2021       Page 16 of 24                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
 

 

Before the displacement, 27% of the respondents used to 

practice agriculture as a livelihood, 21% had livestock, 19% 

were petty traders. 

 

During the data collection, 27% were still practicing 

agriculture, even though not all of them were able to plant in 

the past season due to inaccessibility of lands for security 

conditions and lack of inputs. Livelihood such as petty trade 

and livestock have slightly decreased compared to prior the 

attack, while casual labour has increased showing a trend 

towards precariousness of livelihood choices and 

opportunities. 

A large majority of the respondents (77%) have declared 

that their income has decreased as a result of the attack and 

subsequent displacement. 

 

 

Majority of the respondents (56%) declared they have lost 

some or all of their productive assets once returned, 31% 

stated they were all intact, while 13% have some or all their 

assets damaged. 

 

Among the consequences of the attack and subsequent 

displacement on livelihoods: 34% of the respondents 

declared that they have lost their livestock as a result of the 

attack, while 26% have missed or lost the agricultural 

season. 24% have lost their petty trade business and 9% 

have their assets and productive means lost or damaged. 

 

 

Financial support to resume livelihoods (30%), farming 

inputs (30%) and cash to re-start petty trade business 

(20%), are the 3 main type of support the respondents wish 

to receive to resume their livelihoods. 

 

 

 

 

27%

19%

15%

9%

14%

5%

5%

2%

2%

1%

1%

Crop/vegetable Farming

Livestock

Petty trade

Fishing

Casual laborer

Small business activity – Food …

Small business activity – Tailoring

Small business activity – Masonry

Small business activity – Brick …

Humanitarian assistance

Others

What is your main source of income at the moment

13%

56%

31%

Some or all are damaged

Some or all are lost

They were all intact

Are your properties/assets intact, damaged or 
lost when you returned?

7%

9%

24%

34%

26%

No access to fishing

Damage/destruction of other
livelihood assets (means of…

Lost my petty trade business

Lost livestock

Lost dry season
crops/vegetables

How has the attack/displacement affected your 
household source of livelihood?

27%

21%

19%

8%

10%

5%

4%

3%

1%

2%

Crop/vegetable Farming

Livestock

Petty trade

Fishing

Casual laborer

Small business activity –…

Small business activity –…

Small business activity –…

Small business activity –…

Others

What was the household main source of 
livelihood before displacement?

77%

23%

Did you income decrease as a result of the 
attack/displacement?

Yes No
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8.5.3 AGRICULTURE 

45% of the respondents did not have access to land to 

cultivate during the past rainy season.  

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

42% of the respondents declared they did not plant during 

last season. 

 

 

 

 

The reason for that is inaccessibility to farmland for 46% of 

the respondents, while 27% could not access agricultural 

inputs. 16% are fearing attacks 

 

 

Among those who had access, 50% had a land of less than 

one hectare, while 34% from 1 to 3 hectares. 

 

45% of the respondents declared they don’t have access to 

a land with a source of water, while only 31% did. 

 

20%

10%

30%

30%

4%

6%

Cash to restart petty trade

Do not know

Farming inputs

Financial support to resume your old
livelihood

No response

Vocational training to acquire skills for a new
business

What kind of support would your household want to 
restart/restore your livelihood in current place of 

residence?

55%

45%

Do you have access to land to 
cultivate this rainy season?

No Yes

3%

6%

50%

2%

5%

34%

Do not know

Four to 6 hectors

Less than one hector

More than seven hectors

No response

One to three-3 Hector

If the answer to question is Yes (i.e. you have acess 
to land to cultivate this rainy season, how much land 

do you have?

58%

42%

Did you plant in this season?

No Yes

46%

27%

1%

8%

16%

2%

No access to farm land

No access to agricultural input

Fear of explosive ordnances

Fear of attacks

Do not know

No response

If the answer to the previous question 67 is 
NO (i.e. did not plan this season, why did you 

not plant?

19%

45%

5%

31%

Do not know

No

No response

Yes

Do you have access to land with water for dry 
season farming?
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8.5.4 MARKETS 

62% of the respondents have access to the local markets, 

while 38% don’t. 

 

Among those who have access, 47% have to travel between 

10 to 20 minutes to reach the market/shops, 25% below 10 

minutes. However, 26% need to travel between 30 to 60 

minutes to reach market or shops. 

 

50% of the respondents declared they are able to buy what 

they need at the market, while 39% can’t buy what they 

need. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The reasons for these are lack of money/resources (44%) 

and high prices (42%). Only 3% say that the items they want 

to buy are not available 

 

 

 

The 3% of respondents that declared that the items they 

need are not available at the markets, mentioned cereals 

(21%), vegetables (15%) and livestock (15%) as the top 

three unfindable products. 

The majority of the respondents (83%) declared prices for 

food and other basic commodities have increased compared 

to the prices before the attack. 

 

 

 

8.5.5 CASH 

21% of the respondents were beneficiaries of a cash-based 

support programme before the attack/displacement. 

4%

83%

9%

4%

Do not know

Higher prices

Lower prices

No response

On average, how do the prices of food items 
and other basic commodities compare to the 

prices before the attack?47%

26%

25%

2%

10-20 minutes

30-60 minutes

Below 10 minutes

Over one hour

If the answer to question 71 is YES, how long do 
you have to travel to access the market/shops?

44%

42%

3%

5%

6%

0%

Lack of money/resources

Prices are too high

The items I want to buy are not…

Security Concerns

Do not know

No response

If the answer to question 71 is NO, what are the 
reasons you are not able to do so?

38%

62%

Do you have access to the local 
markets/shops?

No Yes

6%

39%

5%

50%

Do not know

No

No response

Yes

Again, if the answer to question 71 is YES, 
are you able to buy what you need from 

the markets/shops?
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76% among them, used to receive support in cash, while 

24% through other platforms. 

 

 

 

 

Only 23% of the respondents have an account with banks, 

77% don’t. 

 

 

 

Among them, 68% have an account with First Bank of 

Nigeria. 
 

 

8.6 Health 

41% of the respondents have access to a primary healthcare 

facility in their current place of residence, 59% don’t. 

 

 

 

Those who haven’t access, reported that the facility was 

damaged or destroyed as a result of the attack (64%), the 

long distance from their house (14%) and the absence of a 

healthcare facility (7%). 

 

59%
41%

Do you have access to primary health 
care facility in your current place of 

residence?

No Yes
76%

24%

Cash

Other, please specify

If the answer to question 77 is Yes, which 
platform was it?

79%

21%

Were you a beneficiary of a cash-based transfer 
support programme before the 

attack/displacement?

No Yes

8%

68%

8%

8%

8%

Fidelity Bank

First Bank of Nigeria

Guaranty Trust Bank

Others, specify

Union Bank

If the answer to question 79 is YES, which of 
bank/micro-finance banks?

77%

23%

Do you have account with any banks, micro-
finance banks that may facilitate cash based 

transfer response action?

No Yes
64%

14%

7%

4%

11%

The facility was damaged/destroyed
as a result of the attack

The health care facility if too far from
your house

There is no health care facility

There is no/not enough medical staff

You don’t have money to access the 
services

If the answer to question 81 is NO, why don’t you have 
access?
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For those who have access, 56% need to walk between 10 

to 20 minutes to reach the facility and 16% only 10 minutes. 

However, 28% need to travel between 30 and 60 minutes. 

 

 

 

 

 

8.7 Education 

63% of the respondents declared there are school-aged 

children in the household. 

 

 

Among them, 49% declared they have between 1 and 2 

children, while 15% between 3 and 4. 31% declared they 

have no school-aged children. 

 

 

 

40% declared that before the attack, between 1 and 2 

children in their family were enrolled to school, with 39% of 

households said no children were enrolled.  

 

 

 

At the moment, only a slight decline has been registered. In 

fact, 38% of households declared no children are enrolled to 

school, and the same percentage that 1 to 2 children are. 

17% have between 3 to 4 children enrolled. 

 

 

 

The respondents declared this change is due to the attack 

(49%) after which they have withdrawn children from 

schools. 

 

 

 

37%

63%

Are there school-aged children (aged 6-18 
years) in this household?

No Yes

40%

16%

5%

39%

1-2 children

3- 4 children

5-6 children

No child

How many of them were enrolled to school before 
the attack/displacement?

49%

51%

Did you withdraw some/all children from school 
as a result of the displacement/attack?

No Yes

56%

28%

16%

10-20 minutes

30-60 minutes

Below 10 minutes

If the answer to question 81 is YES, how long do 
you have to walk to reach the primary health care 

facility from your house?

49%

15%

5%

31%

1-2 children

3- 4 children

5-6 children

No child

How many are they?

38%

17%

7%

38%

1-2 children

3- 4 children

5-6 children

No child

How many of them are currently enrolled in 
school?
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49% of the respondents said they don’t have access to a 

primary school facility. 

 

 

 

The reason for the inaccessibility is that according to 43% 

the facility was damaged or destroyed during the attack, 

followed by 20% of respondents that cannot afford the 

school fees and 13% who said distance is the main issue. 

 

 

 

55% of the respondents declared the primary school is at a 

walking distance of 10 to 20 minutes, 28% below 10 minutes 

and 16% between 30 to 60 minutes. 

 

 

48% of the respondents declared that 1 to 2 children in their 

household are enrolled to secondary school, while 37% 

have no child enrolled. Only 13% declared 3 to 4 children 

are enrolled to secondary school. 

 

 

Among the respondents who declared their children have 

access, 49% of the respondents stated that the children 

need to walk between 10 to 20 minutes to reach the 

secondary school, 27% below 10 minutes, while 18% 

between 30 to 60 minutes. 

 

 
 

 

Among the 31% of the respondents that stated that no 

children have access to secondary school, 46% stated that 

49%

51%

Do you have access to a primary school facility?

No Yes

55%

16%

28%

1%

10-20 minutes

30-60 minutes

Below 10 minutes

Over one hour

How long do you have to walk to reach the 
primary school from your house?

49%

18%

27%

6%

10-20 minutes

30-60 minutes

Below 10 minutes

Over one hour

How long do you have to walk to reach the 
secondary school from your house?

48%

13%

2%

37%

1-2 children

3- 4 children

5-6 children

No child

How many of your children have access to a secondary 
school facility?

2%

13%

43%

10%

12%

20%

Other, please specify

The primary school facility if too…

The primary school facility was…

There are no/not enough teachers

There is no primary school facility

You don’t have money to pay the …

If the answer to question 89 is NO, why don’t you 
have access?
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the secondary school was damaged or destroyed as a result 

of the attack, 18% that the household cannot afford to pay 

the school fee, 11% the distance of the school from the 

house, 9% absence of teachers and 7% absence of 

secondary school. 

 

 

 

 

The 9% of the respondents that declared “other”, mentioned 

there is no secondary school-aged child in the household 

(46%). 

 

8.8 Communal facilities 

72% of the respondents do not have access to any 

communal facility.  

 

 

The 28% that has access needs to walk between 10 to 20 

minutes to reach the facility, 26% below 10 minutes and 19% 

between 30 and 60 minutes. 

 

 

 

The 72% that has no access mentioned the absence of a 

communal facility (43%), the destruction or damage of the 

facility as a result of the attack (36%) and security concerns 

related to the location (17%). 

 

 

8.9 Protection 

21% of the respondents reported facing protection concerns 

in their current place of residence, while 51% don’t. 

 

 

9%

11%

46%

9%

7%

18%

Other, please specify

The secondary school facility if too
far from your house

The secondary school facility was
damaged/destroyed as a result of…

There are no/not enough teachers

There is no secondary school facility

You don’t have money to pay the 
school fees

Why are some of the children in this household unable 
to have access to secondary school?

72%

28%

Do you have access to a public space where 
community members can meet, such as woman's 

hall or community centre?

No Yes

55%

19%

26%

10-20 minutes

30-60 minutes

Below 10 minutes

If the answer is YES, how long do you have to walk to 
reach it from your house?

17%

36%

4%

43%

It’s too dangerous to meet there 
because of security reasons

The facility has been
damaged/destroyed

The facility is too far away from my
house

There isn’t any facility

If the answer is NO, why don’t you have access?

23%

51%

5%

21%

Do not know

No

No response

Yes

Do you have any security concerns in your current 
place of residence?
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The top 2 concerns reported by the respondents are: fear 

and harassment by NSAGs (28%), harassment (17%), 

armed attacks (14%). 

 

38% of the respondents declared there are no restriction of 

movements in the area of residence, while 35% declared 

there are.  

 

41% reported these restrictions are operated by local 

security, 22% by local authorities, 15% by community 

leaders. 

 

 

 

52% of the respondents reported no act of violence against 

children, while 15% declared reported it. 

 

 

 

For the 15% who reported act of violence against children, 

39% mentioned child labour, 31% sexual violence and 24% 

force marriages. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

62% of the respondents declared this violence is not 

associated with forces or armed group, only 3% declared it 

is. 

 

 

The main fears respondents declared men/women/boy/men 

may face in the community are: sexual violence and abuse 

(27%), absence of safe place in the community (17%) risk of 

attack when traveling (15%), early/forced marriage and 

psychological abuses (both 14%). 

4%

0%

0%

31%

39%

24%

0%

2%

0%

Killing and maiming of children

Recruitment of children

Abduction of children

Sexual violence against children

Child labor

Forced marriages

Neglect

Attacks on schools and hospital

Denial of humanitarian access

If the answer to question 104 above is Yes, can you 
give examples

15%

6%

7%

22%

41%

9%

Community leaders

Do not know

Host community leaders

Local authorities

Local Security/TJF

No response

If the answer to the question 102 is Yes, who 
restricts your movement

26%

52%

7%

15%

Do not know

No

No response

Yes

Is there any violence against children right within 
the community?

29%

62%

6%

3%

Do not know

No

No response

Yes

Are there cases of children associated with armed 
forces or armed groups
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14% of the respondents are aware of case of crimes, 

intimidation, threats and abused in the community. Women, 

boys and girls (16%) and minorities (11%) are the most 

affected. 12% stated that they mainly occur at water points 

(45% don’t know). 

45% reported that the perpetrator are men, while 12% said 

they belong to military forces.  

 

 

 

8.3 Access to basic services 

 
The respondents reported the missing basic services and 

infrastructure that are most important to them. The top 3 are 

hospitals (18%), schools (18%) and boreholes (12%). 

86%

14%

Do you know of instances of violence, crimes, 
intimidation, threat or abuse in the community?

No Yes

17%

27%

14%

14%

7%

15%

4%

1%

0%

1%

No safe place in the community

Sexual violence/abuse

Emotional/Psychological abuse

Early/Force marriage

Violence in the home/Physical

Risk of attack when traveling…

Risk of attack when going to…

Trafficking

Forced recruitment

Limitation of movements

Is there something that women/men/girl/boys 
fear inside and/or around this 

community/village/town?

10%

8%

9%

10%

18%

11%

6%

16%

12%

Community centres/spaces

Community security initiatives

Government building

Government facility

Hospital

Police station

Roads

School

Water boreholes

What public infrastructure or services are not 
available in the place of residence but important 

for you?


