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METHODOLOGY 

This interagency assessment includes four 

components of data collection and analysis. First, 

there are the secondary data sources of 

governments and agencies. Second, there are the 

primary data collection tools that serve as the 

backbone of the assessment. Thirdly, remote 

sensing analysis was done by UNOSAT in each of 

the target locations. And finally, there is the GIS 

and mapping component of all the aforementioned 

data collected, collated and analyzed.  

Drawing on background information from a 

secondary data review conducted by the 

assessment team in Nairobi, the intercluster 

assessment engaged shelter and WASH cluster 

member agencies in Doolow to conduct primary 

data collection. 

Three tools were used during the primary data 

collection phase: (1) a household survey 

questionnaire; (2) direct observation and (3) a 

settlement asset survey conducted using mobile 

phones.  Enumerators hired by the shelter cluster 

members present in Doolow and trained by REACH 

collected primary data using these three tools. 

In consultation with shelter and WASH cluster 

members, a random sample of IDPs was selected 

from the two camps in Dollow: (1) Kabasa; and (2) 

Qansaley 

Before beginning data collection, the assessment 

manager conducted a two-day training of the tools, 

methodology and data collection plan.  Discussions 

about bias and proper respondent interview 

techniques were also reviewed. 

Households were randomly sampled from each of 

the target IDP settlements using a common 

randomized household walk methodology.  Each 

team of two enumerators was directed to a specific 

location within the IDP settlement by the 

assessment manager and would then walk the 

entire section, skipping every five houses.  This 

ensured that households in different parts of the 

camp were assessed.  Team leaders oversaw each 

team to ensure that they followed the correct 

methodology. Teams were made up of either two 

males or one male and one female.  Due to 

challenges in finding female enumerators, most 

teams comprised two males. 

The completed questionnaires were then delivered 

to a data entry team who entered the data into a 

central database and cleaned the data for analysis. 

In addition to individual analyses, the assessment 

scored each of the shelter types in each settlement 

as Critical (Red), Urgent (Orange) and Essential 

(Yellow), based on the observations of the 

enumerators on 10 criteria. These criteria included: 

(1) shelter condition score, (2) age of shelter, (3) 

material of the floor, (4) material of the walls, (5) 

material of the roof, (6) presence of a door, (7) 

holes in the roof coverage. 

However, the main criteria for humanitarian 

intervention remained unchanged; that is 

vulnerability of the household, type of shelter of the 

households and related conditions. The scoring grid 

All of the reports, web-maps, static maps, 
fact sheets and more can be accessed 
through the REACH portal of IMPACT 
Initiatives:  
http://www.reach-
initiative.org/countries/somalia-2/somalia-
resource-center 
 
All static maps, reports, fact sheets and 
other articles can be accessed through the 
Shelter Cluster at: 
https://www.sheltercluster.org/Africa/Soma
lia/Pages/default.aspx 
 
Contacts: 
Somalia Shelter Cluster Coordinator, 
Martijn Goddeeris, goddeeri@unhcr.org 
 
REACH Coordinator, Vincent Annoni, 
vincent.annoni@impact-initiatives.org or 

geneva@impact-initiatives.org 

http://www.reach-initiative.org/countries/somalia-2/somalia-resource-center
http://www.reach-initiative.org/countries/somalia-2/somalia-resource-center
http://www.reach-initiative.org/countries/somalia-2/somalia-resource-center
https://www.sheltercluster.org/Africa/Somalia/Pages/default.aspx
https://www.sheltercluster.org/Africa/Somalia/Pages/default.aspx
mailto:goddeeri@unhcr.org
mailto:vincent.annoni@impact-initiatives.org
mailto:geneva@impact-initiatives.org
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intention is to provide an additional analysis layer 

for strategic and operational prioritization exercises. 

This fact sheet provides a synopsis of the key 

issues and summary of the data that has been 

collected. It is not intended or able to provide 

detailed programmatic information in its current 

form. This is designed to make the fact sheet useful 

for a broader audience.  

In addition, the database is available to interested 

parties, with confidential information removed 

where necessary. Further analysis can be 

conducted, if needed. 

Settlement Sample 
Size 

Estimated 
HHs 

Estimated 
Population 

Kabasa 339 2,184 15,288 
Qansalay 282 890 5,340 

ASSESSMENT RESULTS 

This fact sheet will be structured in three main 

analysis sections.  The first section will briefly explore 

the cross-cutting issues related to both camps such 

as demographics, displacement, needs and 

expenditures.  The second section will analyze 

findings on shelter-specific topics which will be 

followed by a section on WASH. 

KEY CROSS-CUTTING FINDINGS 

Demographic Profile 

In both settlements, the household size was fairly 

consistent with an average of 7 for Kabasa and 6 for 

Qansaley.  The distribution for Kabasa bulges slightly 

more for females with an average of 3 males and 4 

females per household, compared to 3 males and 3 

females per household in Qansaley. 

Breaking down the age cohorts in detail, households 

in Kabasa and Qansaley have approximately 1.5 

children under 5 per household.  This is a potential 

vulnerability indicator as is the incidence of female-

headed households.  In Kabasa 26% of households 

are female-headed households, compared to 19% in 

Qansalay.  This amounts to about 463 single-headed 

households in Kabasa and 169 in Qansalay. 

Interestingly, a larger proportion of women in 

Qansalay camp are pregnant or lactating.  23-24% of 

women of child-bearing age are pregnant or lactating 

compared to 16-17% in Kabasa. 

Displacement Profile 

The majority of households in the Dollow camps 

reported having lived in their current location for quite 

a significant time.  There is a difference between this 

time period, however, in the two camps.  33% of 

households in Kabasa reported having been in the 

camp for more than one year compared to 44% in 

Qansalay.  The 10% difference is largely made up of 

households that have lived in Kabasa for less than 

one year.  The remainder of the households in the 

data set did not respond to this question, potentially 

affecting the proportion. 

The most common areas of origin were fairly 

consistent across both camps.  There were 

differences, however, in the concentrations from the 

most common districts.  In Kabasa, the majority of 

IDPs originated from Bay (33%), Gedo (33%) and 

Bakool (22%).  This was consistent In Qansaley, 

however the proportions were 14%, 67% and 13%, 

respectively 

Nearly all of households in both camps responded 

that they planned to remain living in their present 

location.  In Kabasa, 89% indicated this, while in 

Qansaley, it was 94%.  The second most common 

response for Qansalay households was to return to 

their place of origin for the purposes of agriculture.  

For Kabasa, the second most common response was 

to return to the place of origin if security improved. 

Expenditure Profile 

The expenditure profiles for both camps were fairly 

consistent.  Food was ranked as the highest expense 

for households in both camps at 93% for Kabasa and 

90% for Qansaley.  Similarly, the second highest 

expense was firewood and charcoal at 34% for 

Kabasa and 27% for Qansaley.  This has potential 

implications for assistance.  Shelter materials made 

up 17% and 22% of responses as a second highest 
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expenditure, respectively. It cannot be concluded 

from this assessment whether shelter material 

expenses are lower because they are not a priority or 

because households feel that their shelters are 

adequate. 

KEY SHELTER FINDINGS 

Shelter Types  

In Doolow IDP settlements, three typologies of 

shelters were observed: traditional buuls, tents and 

makeshift shelters. 82% of shelters in Kabasa are 

buuls compared to 86% in Qansalay. The majority of 

the remaining shelter types are makeshift shelters at 

10% (218 shelters) and 8% (71 shelters), 

respectively.  Therefore, shelter actors should identify 

and prioritize appropriate shelter support for 

households living in buuls classified as Critical and all 

makeshift shelters. 

Shelters in Qansalay are overall older than in Kabasa 

with 88% older than 2 years compared to only 40% 

over 2 years in Kabasa.  This amounts to 783 

shelters older than 2 years in Qansalay and 874 

shelters in Kabasa.  This seems to have an effect on 

the overall shelter classification, as mentioned below. 

Among all assessed settlements, buul condition was 

rated as   Essential.  Table 1 shows the absolute 

number breakdown of shelter classification in both 

Doolow settlements.  Despite the relatively high 

quality of the buuls, 85% in Kabasa and 97% of the 

buuls in Qansaley have one layer or less. This is 

likely the main cause of the weather-related issues 

cited by respondents. 

Makeshift shelters across the board are scored as 

“critical”.  These must be the primary focus of any 

shelter-related intervention. 

As mentioned before, these scores are based on 6 

individual criteria that were analyzed from the data 

collected.  The main criteria for humanitarian 

intervention still remains the type of shelter that the 

families are using and their overall incidence in each 

IDP camp. 

Table 1: Shelter Condition Score by Location 

Shelter Type Kabasa Qansalay 

Buul 

53 8 

274 36 

1,857 846 

Makeshift Shelter 

218 71 

0 0 

0 0 

 

Makeshift shelters were the second most common 

type of shelter in Kabasa at 8% and 10% in 

Qansaley. Makeshift shelters are significantly below 

Sphere standards for shelter. Among those observed, 

very few were able to provide shelter from the 

elements to the interviewed household.    In Kabasa, 

91% and of makeshift shelters were reported to be 18 

months or older, while in Qansaley it was 89%. Only 

19% of households in Kabasa and 14% in Qansalay 

reported having received shelter assistance. 

As buuls are predominantly chosen by the local 

population as their preferred choice of shelter, these 

structures should be improved and supported by 

humanitarian efforts. Most buuls observed were in 

need of maintenance and repair to reach the 

minimum humanitarian standard of shelter.  

Issues Related to Shelter 

If we compare shelter issues across the two 

settlements, we are able to note that weather 

conditions (rain, heat and cold) are the main issues 

reported by the majority of the households in Kabasa 

(83%) and Qansaley (78%).  

In Qansaley and Kabasa, space is also often 

reported as a major secondary issue. This concern is 

related to a) shelter density of the settlements and b) 

privacy. See attached maps for more details.  Shelter 

actors in the settlements could consider supporting 

an upgrade for more adequate shelter construction 

and, work with local authorities, to improve 

site/settlement layout. 
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Shelter Materials 

The results of the direct observation are quite 

consistent regarding the materials used to build 

different shelter types. 

95% of buuls in Kabasa and 97% buuls in Qansaley 

have one layer or less. Interestingly, the materials 

used for the shelters vary between the two 

settlements.  Figure 1 shows that in Qansalay, cloth 

and rags are used more commonly for shelter walls, 

while vegetation is used much more in Kabasa than 

Qansalay.  Given that overall, shelters are older in 

Qansalay, this may point to initial shelter materials 

consisting of vegetation and then moving toward cloth 

and rags.  The quality of these materials must be 

explored further. 

Figure 1: Kabasa & Qansalay Shelter Materials 

 

The link between the age of the buul and its 

conditions is explicit, as it is in other IDP settlements 

in Somalia. As in other locations, the older the buul is, 

the better it is in terms of its condition, materials and 

protection from weather hazards. 51% of buuls are 

ranked as Category 2 (Poor) in Kabasa while 74% 

were ranked at this category in Qansalay. Given the 

younger age of shelters in Kabasa, this is consistent 

with the trend in Somalia.  However, despite the 

better condition of buuls in these camps, the majority 

have one layer or less, as cited above, leaving them 

vulnerable to weather conditions. 

Tenure 

Both settlements are located on local government 

owned land which is provided free of charge to IDP 

households. The majority of households in both 

camps owned their own house and land before 

displacement. 

KEY WASH FINDINGS 

WASH: 

The majority of IDPs in Kabasa (94%) and Qansaley 

(81%) reported having access to water within two 

hundred meters.  98% and 66%, respectively, 

reported their main water source to be reliable all 

year.  When looking at the geospatial data, all 

shelters in Kabasa camp are located within the 

UNHCR-recommended radius of 200 meters from a 

water point.  In Qansalay, 149 or 17% of shelters are 

outside of this UNHCR-recommended radius 

highlighting a possible focus for WASH actors in the 

camp.  This is illustrated in Figure 2. 

Figure 2: Percentage of Households Within Recommended Radius 
of Water Points 

 

84% of households in Kabasa and 83% in Qansalay 

reported having access to treated water.  This is in 

line with field observations showing agency-

implemented water points throughout the camps and 

the geospatial data on the maps.  In both camps the 

majority of IDPs reported collecting water from tanks 

and taps, 77% in Kabasa and 75% in Qansaley. 
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78% of households in Kabasa and 79% in Qansalay 

reported collecting both washing and drinking water 

from the same source between once to twice a day. 

In Kabasa, 82% of all households use the same 

container for storage, drinking and washing, while in 

Qansalay a slightly higher proportion reported this at 

89%.  Jerry cans were by far the most used container 

in both camps. 

99% of households in Kabasa and Qansaley reported 

access to latrines. 99% also responded that they 

used these latrines.  With this said, only about half 

(444) of the households in Qansalay camp are within 

the Sphere-mandated 50 meters of a latrine, while in 

Kabasa, 67% (1457) are outside of this radius.  This 

is illustrated in Figure 3. 

Figure 3: Percentage of Households Outside Recommended 
Radius of Latrines 

 

Due to conflicting questions on use of and access to 

soap for washing the body and washing hands, no 

conclusion can be made about access to and use of 

soap.  Anecdotal evidence, however, suggests that 

households have access to hand washing stations.  

Their use, however, cannot be concluded.  

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

1. Despite the fact that most buuls are rated 
as Essential, the low presence of multiple 
layers and the incidence of holes in the 
buul covering suggests that more shelter 
materials are needed.  Shelter material 
expenditure was only a tertiary expenditure, 
but this could be because of the lack of 
access rather than lack of perceived need. 

2. Interventions focusing on households living 
in makeshift shelters (218 in Kabasa and 
71 in Qansalay), or in buuls scored as 
Critical or Urgent, should be prioritized. 

3. Shelter material seems to be a major 
indicator of buul age.  Given the overall 
older age of shelters in Qansalay, it is 
interesting that the majority of materials are 
cloth and rags.  Given the better quality of 
shelters in Qansalay, the degree to which 
cloth and rags actually offers better 
protection than vegetation should be 
explored further. 

4. Weather is the main issue related to shelter 
that IDP households are reporting. This 
issue is related to heat, wind and rain.  As 
mentioned above, additional layers for the 
buuls may mitigate this issue. 

5. Space and privacy are also reported as 
major issues in both Kabasa and Qansalay.  
Using the shelter density maps attached, 
shelter actors should prioritize areas with 
the highest levels of density. 

6. Despite the fact that shelters are overall of 
better quality in Qansalay, WASH issues 
seem to predominate there.  17% of 
shelters lie outside of the recommended 
radius of water points and 50% are outside 
of the radius in Qansalay.  Latrines are also 
an issue in Kabasa with 67% of households 
outside the recommended radius of 
latrines, perhaps due to the addition of 
newer shelters. 
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Agencies and Organizations participating  

in the Intercluster Assessment in Doolow 

include: 

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 

(UNHCR), Norwegian Refugee Council (NRC), 

ACTED, Impact Initiatives, Danish Refugee Council 

(DRC), Cooperazione Internazionale Fondazione 

(COOPI), Development Frontiers International (DFI), 

Communtiy Empowerment for Government Action 

(CEDA), Action for Social & Economic Progress 

(ASEP), World Vision International (WVI) 

BACKGROUND 

REACH partners with the shelter cluster 

as part of a global agreement to 

facilitate the deployment of assessment 

teams following humanitarian 

emergencies with the objective of 

contributing to a more informed, 

relevant, and timely response by actors 

involved in the shelter sector. REACH 

tools include reports and fact sheets 

such as this one, as well as mapping 

data and the use of remote sensing to 

track developments in an emergency.  

This assessment was carried out in 

partnership with the Shelter and WASH 

clusters.  It further seeks to complement 

the IDP settlement information 

management process in Somalia by 

identifying key information gaps within 

the shelter and WASH sector. The 

information consolidated in this report 

can inform humanitarian actors and 

stakeholders of priority areas and 

actions to be taken into consideration 

for humanitarian operational purposes. 


