
 

 

 

Introduction 

This study was conducted to understand the reasons following FDMA request for the deregistration of 

IDP from MirAli and Miranshah in North Waziristan following de-notification and information campaign 

by the government that return was opened in these areas.  The results will inform recommendation and 

decision making about de-registration and help understand key factors impending these IDPs to return.  

Humanitarian community have long sought to understand more about the factors that are stopping 

families from NWA to return to their areas of origin, to that end, Protection cluster in collaboration with 

IVAP-IRC conducted a sample survey for the NWA families. This study explores reasons for which the 

families are still living in the host community and are not willing to go back. 

Study Method 

Based on the objective of the study, quota sampling method was used to implement the survey. Quota 

sampling technique was implemented in the following manner; 

 First, non-return families of NWA agency, as sampling frame were divided into following two sub 

tehsils; 

o Mir Ali 

o Miran Shah 

 Keeping in view the theoretical premise behind the study, 161 respondents from each sub tehsil and 

a total of 322 respondents were considered for the assessment. The total sample size calculated 

with 95% confidence level and .05 margin of error for the population of the 1900 available list of the 

families is 322. 

 Families from NWA are spread over the host locations, e.g Peshawar, DIK, Tank and Bannu. Every 

host district have at least 10% of the representation in the sample except Tank where adequate 

number of families from NWA were not found.  

Method of Reaching out 

The study was conducted via IVAP call center. The questionnaire was designed in an open source KOBO 

and the form was deployed to the server for data collection. 

 

 

 



 

 

Study Findings 

I: Spread of Families by host districts 

The agreed reach for each district was at least 10% for the four districts namely Peshawar, Bannu, DIK, 

Peshawar and Tank. When implemented, no family from NWA was found in Tank from the population 

list. Therefore, the families surveyed by host locations are explained in the figure 1 below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Families in the category “others” are residing in the different parts of the country e.g. Rawalpindi, 

Multan, Karak, Swabi, Abbotabad, Taxila, Mardan,  

II: Spread of Families by origin 

The sample derived 

for NWA was divided 

equally in two tehsils 

Mir Ali and Miran 

shah by using quota 

sampling techniques. 

Target for Miran shah 

was successfully 

achieved while 

reaching the Mirali 

families the call 

center team collected 

data from 329 

families and the 

response rate for 

Mirali was 48%. Rest 

of the 2% families were from other origin tehsils of Datta Khel, Spin wam and Shewa. 
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A: Gender of the Respondents 

While surveying, a substantial number of the respondents 

comprises of male members where 94% of the 

respondents were male members and a tiny portion of 

the survey respondents represents female member of the 

family as respondent of the survey (6%). The survey team 

tried to encourage the participation of the female family 

member as respondent of the survey but due to 

unavailability of sufficient number of females as head of 

the family and the network coverage challenge limited 

the participation of female. 

 

 

B: Awareness of Return Status 

 

Investigation against the awareness regarding the de-

notification of the origin locations in the NWA illustrates that 

though a major portion of the families from NWA, that are not 

willing to go back, are aware that their origin locations are 

now safe to return, but the study unveils a noticeable number 

of families who still are unaware that there areas have been 

declared safe for the return. The awareness of the de-

notification may bottom out a considerable number of families 

from the non-returned families. 

 

C: Stay Preferences  

It was important for the humanitarian community to explore the opinion of respondents about their 

stay preferences. Being a central variable the question aimed to dig out whether the families have any 

plans to return or they still prefer to stay in 

displacement. The results from the study 

corroborate the findings of previous studies of 
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Return Intention Surveys, as considerable number of families have the intentions to go back to their 

habitual place of residence. But there are some challenges associated that are stopping them to return. 

Only 21% of the families surveyed are of the opinion that they will settle where they are living now. Of 

the people surveyed who do not think this, as an appropriate time to return, were asked about their 

plans regarding the return. The graph below illustrates the %age frequencies of the family’s intention 

towards return, the proclivity of opting for “Less than a year” were predominantly responded by 51% of 

the families, who are of the view that they have a plan to return.  

When coupled with the house ownership in the origin location, the results painted a compelling view 

validating the fact that families, currently in 

host locations, owns houses at the origin 

places. This also indicates family’s proclivity 

to return.  

However, the graph below explains that for 

notable number of families, their houses are 

completely damaged, which might be a point 

of concern for a family who have a plan to 

return but no place to return. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

D: Factors affecting return 

The question of factors affecting the return was asked from the 21% families who have no intentions to 

return.       

The graph here explains the different 

factors that are stopping the families 

from returning to their habitual place 

of residence. For instance, a big 

portion of the respondents are opting 

to stay at host locations in favor of 

good livelihood opportunities and 

easy access to better health and 

education facilities, on the other hand, 

a considerable number of families 

have no place to return.  
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Families living in host are not alone, to check if relatives of the respondents are also living in the host 

districts, the respondents showed a varied response but more than half of the families response was 

that only few of their relatives are returned and majority are living in displacement. The graph below 

highlights the distribution of return status of the displaced families. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

E: Community Awareness 

 

Unawareness of the housing compensation could also be a reason for people still living in displacement. 

To check the level of the awareness of the 

displaced persons about housing 

compensation, people were asked if they are 

aware of the compensation govt is providing 

for damaged houses. Though, 79% of the 

respondents are aware of the housing 

compensation but still 21% of the 

respondents were found unaware of any 

compensation government is providing to the 

families returning with damaged houses. The  

 

      

Families living in displacements are still unaware of 

the fact that they will no longer be considered as 

TDP’s once the voluntary return process is over. 

Unavailability of the information for the displaced 

community regarding their status may have 

critically influenced families to stay at host districts 

and leads to increase expectations from 

government and humanitarian community. 
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Recommendation 

All things considered, it seems reasonable that families preferring to stay at host locations have valid 

reasons to stay. Based on the information grabbed from the results following recommendation are 

suggested; 

 Community awareness campaigns are needed to inform people about the facilities and their 

future status. 

 Timely provision of the housing compensation for the community to start off their lives in origin 

districts. 

 Designing programs for the community keeping in view their livelihood needs. 

 Providing health and education facilities to motivate families for return. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


