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Household Population Group
IDPS 2475 (67%)

627 (17%)

324 (9%)

127 (3%)

Host Community

IDPS Returnees

Refugee Retu…

Household Settlement Type

1664 (57%)

1065 (36%)
Inform… 181 (6%)

Official Camp

Host Community

Household Shelter Type

1051 (56%)

775 (42%)

35 (2%)

Makeshift Shelter

Proper Shelter House

No Shelter/Li…

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS

18483
TOTAL HOUSEHOLDS

3669
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARTNERS

9

MONITORING METHODOLOGY

Status of Heads of Household

Double
Adult (18-59

years)
Headed

Household

Single
Female

Adult (18-59
years)

Headed
Household

Older
Person (60+

years)
Headed

Household

Single Male
Adult (18-59

years)
Headed

Household

55%

27%

11%
7%

Gender of Heads of Households

2092 (57.02%)

1577 (42.98%)

Male

Female

Under the lead of the Protection Sector North-East Nigeria (PSNE), a total of          partner(s) of the North-East Nigeria Protection Monitoring System (NEN-PMS) collected 
household level data through           household assessment in        LGA(s) in Borno,         LGA(s) in Adamawa, and          LGA(s) in Yobe. Protection Monitoring under the NEN-
PMS follows an area-based approach that focuses on understanding the protection environment at the level of a camp, informal site or within the host community and 
includes all status groups among the population, i.e. displaced, returned, non-displaced people. NEN-PMS partners have used community-based networks to serve as entry 
points into communities for the selection of households to undergo household assessments. The selection of households was targeted and aimed at predominantly 
including households with high levels of vulnerability, having likely been exposed to protection threats and likely in need of protection services or assistance. Partners have 
provided an adequate protection response and/or ensured safe referrals to service providers from across other sectors, if households were assessed to require assistance 
and protection, thereby linking the understanding of the protective environment to service provision.

9
3669 13 11 5

Partner Presence at LGA Level

# of Partners
0
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Total Number of LGAs

29

Characteristics of the Affected Population

AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE
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Household Member Composition

0%

0%

0%

2%

9%

27%

0%
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0%

5%

13%

44%

Less than 5yrs

5-12yrs

13-17yrs
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26-50yrs

Female Male
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LGAs with the highest indication of displacement do not reflect actual overall displacement trends but rather 
the number of household assessments conducted in the respective LGAs in a certain time period.

Overview Context
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Frequency of Displacement

43%

30%

2 times 27%

1 time

Multiple times (3+)

Causes of Displacement

Attack by NSAGs

Attack by Government Armed Forces

Direct threat of violence to selffamily

Displacement due to government-led returns relocations

Generalized violence and armed conflict

House property destroyed due to conflictnatural disaster

Intercommunal tensions belonging to a specific ethnic r…

Lack of access to basic commodities (e.g. water, food, fuel)

Lack of access to basic services (e.g. education, health)

Lack of livelihoods and overall bad economic situation

Natural disaster (e.g. floods)

63%

2%

2%

0%

12%

5%

0%

4%

3%

7%

0%

Month June

Time of Displacement

7+ Years Ago

3-4 Years Ago

5-6 Years Ago

2 Years Ago

In The Last Month

1 Year Ago

12 Months/1 Year Ago

3 Months Ago

6 Months Ago

49%

17%

16%

6%

5%

2%

2%

1%

1%

Household Displacement History


Something's wrong with one or more

fields. See details

Fix this
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Recent Displacement

Area of Displacement

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS
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14% 13% 12% 11%
9% 8%

6%

Area of Origin

Breakdown of Vulnerabilities

Child Who Is Not Attending School Out Of School Child 20.18%

Child Is Supporting The Hh By Working Child Labour 16.74%

Lactating Woman Who Faces Challenges In Remaining Healthy And Safe 8.40%

Single Woman With Dependent Children Who Faces Challenges In Supporting Her Hh 7.54%

Older Person Who Is The Sole Caregiver Of Children 5.72%

Pregnant Woman Who Faces Challenges In Remaining Healthy And Safe 4.83%

Vulnerable Older Person Unable To Care For Self 4.60%

Person Who Has Difficulty Walking Or Climbing Step 4.49%

Person With Malnutrition Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical Support 3.95%

Person With Other Medical Condition Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical Support 3.78%

Person Who Has Difficulty Seeing Even If Wearing Glasses 3.55%

Child Who Has Been Married Child Marriage 2.69%

Single Elderly Person 2.69%

Woman At Risk Of Gbv Including Of Selling Sex In Exchange For Gooods Services 2.44%

Person Who Has Difficulty Hearing Even If Using A Hearing Aid 1.96%

Person With Chronic Illness Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical And Social Support 1.63%

Person With A Critical Life-Threatening Medical Condition Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical Support And Needs Urgent Treatment Surgery 1.50%

Person Who Has Difficulty Remembering Or Concentrating? 1.19%

Person With Mental Illness Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical And Social Support 0.86%

Child Who Was Previously Engaged With Armed Groups Caag 0.81%

Person With Addiction Substance Abuse Condition Who Faces Challenges In Accessing Adequate Medical Support 0.48%

Reasons Why School-Aged Children Do Not Go to School

Lack of financial resources to pay for schooling including for uniforms, books stationery etc 56.89%

Children need to assist family by working 11.61%

Educational provision does not meet family community expectations preference for religious education over the formal system 10.78%

Long distance to from school 7.35%

Prolonged drop-out due to displacement 2.80%

Lack of safety to go to school area surrounding the school 2.26%

School is occupied by displaced populations 2.17%

Lack of teachers 2.13%

School is destroyed 1.50%

School is closed 1.13%

Limited school space 1.04%

Specific needs of children not addressed in school disability, learning difficulties etc 0.33%

Children Unaccompanied from Household

22

11

10

8

< 5 yrs

5-12 yrs

Female Male

Children Separated from Households

68

34

73

41

< 5 yrs

5-12 yrs

Female Male

Causes for Household Separation

Family
members fled

to other
LGAs/States in

Nigeria

Family
members were

killed

Family
members fled

to other
countries

other Family
members were

abducted by
NSAGs

Family
members did
not wish to

leave our area
of origin or las…

Family
members were

separated
during the

government-le…

Family
members were

recruited by
NSAGs

Family
members were

arbitrarily
arrested and

detained

Family
members were
unable to flee
and/or travel

due to serious…

44%

11% 10% 8% 7% 6% 6% 5% 3% 2%

Household Vulnerabilities

% of School-Aged Children Going to School: 53%

% of Households with Separated Children: 6%

% of Households with Unaccompanied Chilren: 1%# of Separated Households: 216 % of Separated Households: 6%

# of Households with Vulnerable Members: 2071 % of Households with Vulnerable Members: 56%

https://ms-pbi.pbi.microsoft.com/pbi/Web/Views/ReportView.htm
https://www.mapbox.com/
https://www.mapbox.com/
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Safety in Current Location as per Population Group

Elderly Person Men and Boys People Living with
Disabilities

Women and Girls

14.0% 17.9% 13.9% 16.6%

84.7% 80.6% 84.4% 81.4%

Somewhat Unsafe Unsafe Very Safe Very Unsafe

Safety in Current Location as per Degree of Safety

0%

50%

100%

Very Safe Somewhat Unsafe Unsafe Very Unsafe

21.2%

20.2%

21.1%

20.4%

Elderly Person Men and Boys People Living with Disabilities Women and Girls

Reasons for Feeling Unsafe

Presence of
NSAGs

Criminal
activities in

the area

Worry about
health and
well being

due to lack of
services and
livelihoods

Risk of
abduction

and demands
for ransom

Attacks
against the
population

Natural
disasters

Gender based
violence

Proximity to
conflict zones

Risk of
recruitment

by NSAGs

Presence of
landmines
ERW UXOs

Occupation
destruction of

homes

Destruction of
public

infrastructure

Disputes over
land housing
and property

Absence of
state

authorities

Presence of
armed

Government
forces

Risk of human
trafficking

Illegal tax
collection
corruption

Lack of access
to effective

remedy
accountability
mechanisms
for victims of
human right…

Sexual
exploitation
of abuse by
aid workers

27%

12% 12% 11% 10% 7% 6% 4% 3% 2% 2% 2% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Gender Breakdown of Reasons to Feel Unsafe

Presence of
NSAGs

Criminal
activities in

the area

Worry about
health and
well being

due to lack of
services and
livelihoods

Risk of
abduction

and demands
for ransom

Attacks
against the
population

Natural
disasters

Gender
based

violence

Proximity to
conflict zones

Risk of
recruitment

by NSAGs

Presence of
landmines
ERW UXOs

Occupation
destruction
of homes

Destruction
of public

infrastructu…

Disputes
over land

housing and
property

Absence of
state

authorities

Presence of
armed

Government
forces

Risk of
human

trafficking

Illegal tax
collection
corruption

Inter intra
community

tensions

Lack of
access to
effective
remedy

accountabil…
mechanism…

Sexual
exploitation
of abuse by
aid workers

50.8% 66.4% 47.4% 42.1% 40.7%
70.2%

39.4% 30.6% 27.0%
61.5% 71.4% 60.0% 60.0%

25.0% 25.0%
66.7%

49.2% 33.6% 52.6% 57.9% 59.3%
29.8%

60.6% 69.4% 73.0%
38.5%

91.7% 90.9%

28.6% 40.0% 40.0%
80.0% 75.0% 75.0%

33.3%

100.0%

Men Women

Reasons for Feeling Unsafe

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Origin of ThreatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population

Locations where Households Feel Unsafe

In the fields when fetching
firewood water scrap

metal

In the fields when doing
farming

Latrines In some streets of the
camp community

Within their house tent In some blocks of the
camp community

Schools Market Health Facilities At a distribution site

38% 36%

7% 6% 5% 4% 3% 1% 1% 0%

Gender Breakdown of Locations where Households Feel Unsafe

In the fields when
fetching firewood water

scrap metal

In the fields when doing
farming

Latrines In some streets of the
camp community

Within their house tent In some blocks of the
camp community

Schools Market Health Facilities At a distribution site other

44% 47% 50%

84% 78% 72%

18%
47%

91%

33%
50%

56% 53% 50%

16% 23% 28%

83%
53%

67%
50%

Men Women

Location in which Population Groups Feel Unsafe
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Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Within Current Location

No freedom
of

movement

85.71%

14.29%

Men Women

Causes of Limitations to Freedom of Movement

NSAG activities Weather or natural
disasters

Widespread violence
crime

Military operations of
the Government

Curfews and travel
restrictions

Presence of
landmines ERW UXOs

Risk ofhuman
trafficking kidnapping

Gender based
discrimination

Lack of identification
and or travel
documents

Discriminatory
customs or policies
against members of

ethnic religious
minority groups and
or members of other

socio-economic or
cultural groups

Checkpoints crossing
points with risk of

extortion

Inter community
tensions

28%

21%

15%
11% 9% 9%

4%
1% 1% 0% 0% 0%

Gender Breakdown of Causes of Limitations to Freedom of Movement

NSAG activities Weather or natural
disasters

Widespread violence
crime

Military operations of
the Government

Curfews and travel
restrictions

Presence of
landmines ERW UXOs

Risk ofhuman
trafficking kidnapping

Gender based
discrimination

Lack of identification
and or travel
documents

Discriminatory
customs or policies
against members of

ethnic religious
minority groups and
or members of other
socio-economic or c…

Checkpoints crossing
points with risk of

extortion

Inter community
tensions

68% 69% 70%
54% 47%

78%

33%
61%

15%

100% 100%

32% 31% 30%
46% 53%

22%

67%
39%

85% 100%

Men Women

Limitations to Freedom of Movement Within Current Location

Yes no restrictions Yes but some restrictions No freedom of movement

92.75%

7.06%
0.19%

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population

Limitations to Freedom of Movement Out of Current Location

Yes no restrictions Yes but some restrictions No freedom of movement

87.11%

12.67%

0.22%

Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Out of Current Location

No
freedom of
movement

75.00%

25.00%

Men Women
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Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Within Current Location

Yes but
some

restrictions

49.03%

Men Women

Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Out of Current Location

Yes but
some

restrictions

55.05%
44.95%

Men Women

Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Within Current Location

Yes no
restrictions

0.06%

57.51%

42.34%

Boys Girls Men Women

Limitations to Freedom of
Movement Out of Current Location

Yes no
restrictions

0.06%

57.20%

42.65%

Boys Girls Men Women
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Timing of Protection Incidents

Types of Protection Incidents

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population

Protection Incidents

Produced by:Partners:

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS

18483

All State All LGA All Wards June Period All Marginalized Group Clear Filter2024 

Protection Incidents

All Population Group
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Presences of Different Communities

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Yes No

74.73%

25.27%

Yes No

Relationship between Different Communities

Very bad Somewhat bad Neutral Very good Good

0% 0%

7%

41%

52%

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population

Presences of Different Communities

0%

20%

40%

60%

No

55.66%

44.34%

Men Women

Trend of Relationship between Different Communities

0%

50%

100%

June

51.82%

41.06%

Good Neutral Somewhat bad Very bad Very good
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All Population Group

Presences of Different Communities

0%

20%

40%

60%

Yes

0.07%

57.40%

42.41%

Boys Girls Men Women
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Priority 2 Priority 3

Priority 2

Context

Livelihood vocational training

Food

NFIs

Shelter

Health

Education

WASH

Support to women

30.47%

24.81%

14.95%

10.69%

6.52%

3.92%

3.00%

2.00%

Extent to which Humanitarian Services are Responding to
Household Needs

No, not meeting the
needs at all

Yes, fully meeting the
needs

Yes, somewhat
meeting the needs

26%
10%

65%

Priority Needs for Households Barrier to Providing Feedback or Complaining About Humanitarian
Services

People lack confidence in the available complaint and feedback mechanisms 51.55%

Language barriers cannot communicate with community leaders and humanitarian actors 18.28%

Locations to complain provide feedback are too far away 7.50%

Poor no mobile network to make complaints and provide feedback 5.94%

Do not possess phones or e-mail address to make complaints and provide feedback 5.47%

Pressure from community not to complain provide feedback 5.06%

other 3.50%

Locations to complain provide feedback are unsafe 1.46%

Pressure from service providers not to complain provide feedback 1.24%

Access to Humanitarian Services for Priority Needs

Education

Food

Health

Housing_land_and_property

Livelihood and Vocational Training

NFIs

Shelter

18%

16%

7%

15%

26%

25%

7%

55%

50%

43%

52%

50%

41%

67%

9%

9%

31%

16%

10%

9%

18%

25%

18%

16%

20%

24%

16%

Cannot access Can only access with major … Can access without an… Can access but …Households Preferred Channel to Receive Information

Community
leaders

Meetings &
discussions

by
humanitar…
Organisati…

with the
community

Local
associations
community
mobilizers

or
volunteers

Mgt. body
in the area
camp site

mgt.

Religious
leaders

Village
elders

Town crier Toll free
numbers

Local Govt. SMS &
phone

message

Radio Social
Media

Whatsapp
Facebook

other Billboards

36%

14% 12% 10% 9% 8%
3% 3% 2% 2% 1% 0% 0% 0%

Level of Perceived Awareness of Humanitarian Services

Food assistance

NFI assistance

Shelter assistance

WASH assistance

Health assistance

Nutrition assistance

Education assistance

Services for GBV survivors

Livelihood services

Legal services

Mental Health Psychosocial support services

Services for children in need of support

28%

19%

31%

27%

26%

18%

27%

27%

36%

32%

24%

42%

42%

79%

65%

70%

73%

82%

72%

72%

60%

40%

71%

49%

56%

Not informed Somewhat informed but need further information Well informed

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Priority 1

Food

Shelter

NFIs

Livelihood vocational training

Education

Health

WASH

Nutrition

35.71%

22.24%

18.01%

14.04%

4.15%

3.23%

0.57%

0.54%

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population
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18483

Livelihood vocational training

Food

NFIs

Shelter

Education

Support to women

Health

WASH

21.58%

17.92%

16.87%

12.49%

7.26%

6.58%

5.12%

3.95%

Priority 3

All State All LGA All Wards June Period All Marginalized Group Clear Filter2024 

All Population Group
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Level of Awareness that Humanitarian Aid is not Transactional

Yes, fully aware Yes, somewhat
aware but need

more information

No,

70%

25%

5%

Level of Awareness of Unacceptable Behaviour of Humanitarian Aid Workers

Sexual activity with
a beneficiary

Sexual activity with
a child

Sexual activity with
a prostitude

Sexual activity with
an adult

63% 67% 56% 64%

30% 28% 30% 29%

No, not aware Yes, fully aware Yes, somewhat aware but need more information

Level of Awareness on Mechanisms to Raise Complaints on Sexual
Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

Yes, know how to
report but could need
further clarifications

Yes, know well how to
report

No, do not know how
to report

39% 37%

24%

Available Reporting Mechanisms on Sexual Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

Complaints desk
at service

provision points
sites facilities

offices

To community
leader

Toll free
telephone
helpline

To other aid
workers

Suggestion
complaint boxes

To religious
leader

Women and
Girls Friendly

Space

Law
enforcement
officer police

To Women
leader group
committee

Organizations
PSEA focal point

person to
contact

Community
focal point

Health facility To youth leader Interactive
messaging
platforms

Digital
engagement

platform online

Email website
online form

19%

15%

12%

8% 8% 7% 6%
5% 5% 4% 4% 4%

3%
1% 0% 0%

Level of Confidence to Report to Mechanisms on Sexual
Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

Yes, fully confident Yes, somewhat
confident

No, not confident

41% 41%

18%

Barriers to Reporting Sexual Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

People do not know how to
safely report or make a complaint

Prevalent culture of silence
because people are afraid of the
social stigma and marginalization

from the community

People do not think the reporting
mechanisms are effective and

any action would be taken

People are afraid that
humanitarian assistance will stop

People are afraid of retaliation
from the aid worker or leaders

30% 29%

19%
15%

7%

Sexual Exploitation & AbusePriority Needs and Exclusion from AssistanceSocial CohesionProtection IncidentsFreedom of MovementSafety

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population
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Trend of Perpetrator of Protection Incidents

June

14%

3%

34%

11%

4%

6%

6%

11%

3%

7%

Army

Close family members

Community Leader

Humanitarian Orgs.

Local association

Local Authority

Member of a Community C…

No one people do not repor…

other

Police

Religious leader

Social Worker

Context

Perpetrators of Protection Incidents

Community Leader

Army

Humanitarian Orgs.

Police

Social Worker

No one people do not report protection incidents

Member of a Community Committee

Local Authority

Religious leader

Close family members

Local association

other

34%

14%

11%

11%

7%

6%

6%

4%

3%

3%

1%

1%

Origin of threatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population
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Overview Context Current Threats Threat's Effects Capacities & ResponseContext

Reasons for Community Tensions

Presence of
NSAGs

Criminal
activities in

the area

Worry about
health and
well being

due to lack of
services and
livelihoods

Risk of
abduction

and demands
for ransom

Attacks
against the
population

Natural
disasters

Gender
based

violence

Proximity to
conflict zones

Risk of
recruitment

by NSAGs

Presence of
landmines
ERW UXOs

Occupation
destruction
of homes

Destruction
of public

infra
structure

Disputes over
land housing
and property

Absence of
state

authorities

Presence of
armed Govt.

forces

Risk of
human

trafficking

Illegal tax
collection
corruption

Inter intra
community

tensions

Lack of
access to
effective
remedy

Sexual
exploitation
of abuse by
aid workers

27%

12% 12%
10% 10%

7%
6%

4%
3%

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

Reasons for Lack of Civil Documentation

Lost personal
documentation

Have no interest
in obtaining

personal
documentation

Do not know how
to get personal
documentation

Do not know the
importance

usefulness of
personal

documentation

Application is in
progress

Cannot read or
write to make an

application

There are no
functional

administrative
offices in the

current location
identify

documents are
not produced by

authorities

Fee is required
during application
collection that HH

cannot afford

Did not obtain all
the prerequisite

required
documents

Application is too
complex and

takes too much
time

The
administrative
office is too far

away

Personal
documentation

got stolen or
confiscated

Did not go back to
issuing office to

collect it

Physical barrier to
get to the

administration
office due to

disability

Cannot access
administrative
offices due to

insecurity

26%

17%
16%

11%

7% 7%

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

Origin of ThreatsMain Actors Responsible for the ThreatsCurrent Threats to the Population

Produced by:Partners:

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS

18483
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Overview Context Current Threats Threat's Effects Capacities & Response

Household Members in Possession of Civil Documentation

23.06%30.74%

46.2%

No, none of the Household members …Yes, all Household members possessi…

Yes, some Household members poss…

Women among Household Members Possessing Civil Documentation

2.52%

37.51%

59.97%
No, none of the women in the Ho…

Yes, all women in the Household po…

Yes, some women in the Househol…

Types of Civil Documentation in Possession of Household Members by
Gender

0% 20%

Voter's card

National Identification Number (NIN) registr…

National Identification Number NIN registrat…

Birth certificate

Letter of indigene

Education certificates (primary and secondar…

Marriage certificate

Refugee Card

Death certificate (for deceased family memb…

Temporary protection certificate

10%

10%

8%

5%

4%

17%

15%

13%

7%

6%

Female Male

Household Members in Possession of HLP Documentation

No 89%

Yes 11%

Women among Household Members Possessing HLP Documentation

Yes 76%

No 24%

Types of Civil Documentation in Possession of Household Members
by Population Group

0% 20%

Voter's card

National Identification Number (NIN) registr…

National Identification Number NIN registra…

Birth certificate

Letter of indigene

Education certificates (primary and seconda…

Marriage certificate

Refugee Card

Death certificate (for deceased family mem…

Temporary protection certificate

4%

4%

3%

20%

16%

17%

8%

8%

3%

Asylum Seek… Host Comm… IDPS IDPS Return… Refugee Ret… Refugees

Types of HLP Documentation in Possession of Household
Members by Gender

0%

20%

40%

60%

Sales
agreement

No
document

but oral
agreement

Documents
from

traditional
authority

Customary
certificate of
occupancy

Statutory
certificate of
occupancy

34%

7%

33%

6%

Female Male

Types of HLP Documentation in Possession of Household Members
by Population Group

0%

20%

40%

60%

Sales
agreement

No document
but oral

agreement

Documents
from

traditional
authority

Customary
certificate of
occupancy

Statutory
certificate of
occupancy

28%

6%

29%

8%

Host Community IDPS IDPS Returnees Refugee Returnees

Affected Population’s Coping StrategiesConsequences of the ThreatCharacteristics of the Affected Population
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Overview Context Current Threats Threat's Effects Capacities & Response

Problems Faced Because of Lack of Personal Documentation

No 87%

Yes, sometimes 12%

2%
Yes, all the time

Consequences of Limitations to Freedom of Movement

Limited access to education services

Limited access to food assistance

Limited access to health services

Limited access to livelihood opportunities

Limited access to markets

Limited access to own land/property

Limited access to public administration

Limited access to water and sanitation facilities

Limited possibility to visit family members

No access to education services

No access to food assistance

No access to health services

No access to livelihood opportunities

No access to markets

No access to own land/property

No access to water and sanitation facilities

No impact

No possibility to visit family members

other

5%

9%

4%

24%

7%

7%

3%

4%

5%

1%

0%

0%

6%

0%

3%

0%

20%

1%

1%

Limitations to Freedom of Movement
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Limitations to Freedom of Movement

Household Movement Intentions

Return to Place of Origin

Stay in the Current Place of Residence

Move on Another Location Inside Nigeria

Move on Another Location Outside Nigeria

17%

21%

33%

29%

Female Male

Reasons for Intention of Households to Stay in Place of Displacement

0%

10%

20%

Safety in
place of

displacem…

Family is
present in

current
place of di…

Positive
community
relations in
place of di…

Access to
humanitar…
assistance

in place of…

Family is
present in

current
place of r…

Access to
livelihood

opportuni…
in place of…

Access to
basic

services in
place of di…

Fear of
attacks
while

moving to…

Fear of
unknown/…
concerns in
other loca…

Safety in
place of

residence

Positive
community
relations in
place of r…

Access to
humanitar…
assistance

in place of…

Access to
basic

services in
place of r…

Access to
livelihood

opportuni…
in place of…

Exhaustion
to move

while
relative st…

6% 6%

10% 9% 9% 6%

Female Male

Push factors – Reasons for Intention of Households to Move due to Situation in the Current Location

improved access to basic
commodities water food fuel

etc in area of origin

improved livelihood
opportunities in area of

origin

Lack of access to
humanitarian assistance

No access to livelihood
opportunities in current

location

No access to shelter
adequate housing in current

location

20% 20% 20% 20% 20%

Male

Pull factors – Reasons for Intention of Households to Move due to Situation in their Preferred Location

better security Current location
is unsafe

Ability to reunify
with family
members

Government
camp closures

and returns
relocations

improved
livelihood

opportunities in
area of origin

improved
security in area

of origin

Lack of access to
humanitarian

assistance

No access to
livelihood

opportunities in
current location

recovery of
access to own
property and

right to adequate
housing is

guaranteed

11% 11%

26% 26%

Female Male

Timing of Realizing the Households' Movement Intentions

0%

50%

Immediately In 1 + Year In The Next 2
Months

In The Next 3
Months

In The Next 6
Months

In The Next
Year

Next Month

14% 9%

30%

9%
10%

Female Male

Intended Location to Move to

Damboa Jere Monguno Gwoza Bama Madagali

38%

19% 19%

13%

6% 6%

Current Access to Information to Realize the Household’s Movement Intention

0%
20%
40%

No Access At All To
Information

No Sufficient Access
To Information And
Require Still A Lot
More Information

Somewhat
Sufficient Access To

Information But
Require Still Some…

Very Sufficient
Access To

Information

18%
21%

19%

Female Male

Required Information Needs to Realize the Movement Intentions

0%
20%
40%

Information on the
general security
situation in the

preferred destinat…

Information if roads
and transit points

are safe from
violence looting ki…

Information on
services in the

preferred
destination

Information on
what routes to take

19% 19%

Female Male

Other Support Needed to Realise Movement Intentions

0%

50%

Assistance For
Vulnerable
Household

Members To Mak…

Money For
Transportation

31% 30%

Female Male

Movement Intentions

Affected Population’s Coping StrategiesConsequences of the ThreatCharacteristics of the Affected Population
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18483
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Trend of Consequences of Limitations to Freedom of Movement

June

5%

9%

4%

24%

7%

7%

3%
4%

5%

6%

20%

Limited access to education services

Limited access to food assistance

Limited access to health services

Limited access to livelihood opportunities

Limited access to markets

Limited access to own land/property

Limited access to public administration

Limited access to water and sanitation facilities

Limited possibility to visit family members

No access to education services

No access to food assistance

No access to health services

No access to livelihood opportunities

No access to markets

No access to own land/property

No access to water and sanitation facilities

No impact

No possibility to visit family members

other

Lack of Civil Documentation

Trend of Problems Faced Because of Lack of Personal Documentation

Month
June

12%

87%
Yes, sometimes

Yes, all the time

No

Lack of Social Cohesion

Consequences of Lack of Social Cohesion Disaggregated by Population Group

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Increased risk of violence
to community members

Increased risk of violence
to community members

Increased threat of
eviction

19%

6%

19%

6%

19%

6%

19%

6%

Boys Girls Men Women

Trend of Consequences of a Lack of Social Cohesion

June

75%

25%

Increased risk of violence to community members

Increased risk of violence to community members I…

Consequences of a Lack of Social Cohesion by Gender

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

Increased risk of violence
to community members

Increased risk of violence
to community members

Increased threat of
eviction

25%

50%

25%

Female Male
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Overview Context Current Threats Threat's Effects Capacities & Response

Protection incidents

Actors to whom Protection Incidents are Reported

Community Leader Army Humanitarian
organizations

Police Social Worker No one people do not
report protection

incidents

Member of a Community
Committee

Local Authority Religious leader Close family members

35%

14%

11% 11%

7% 6% 6%
4% 3% 3%

Reporting of Consequences to Movement Restrictions

Yes, some people report

Yes, most people report

No, people do not report

50%

2%

48%

Actors to Whom Movement Restrictions are Reported

Community Leader Humanitarian actors Local Authority Close family members Member of a Community
Committee

Religious leader Social Worker Army Police Judicial institution

44%

11% 10%
8% 8%

6% 6%
4%

2%
0%

Solution for Reported Movement Restrictions

No not solved 70.4%

Yes somewhat solved 29.6%

Movement restrictions

Produced by:Partners:

Types of Community Strategies to Deal with the Lack of Safety

Community
coordination with

traditional leadership
structures (Bulama,
Lawan, Shehu/Emir

etc.)

Community
coordination with

the local authorities

Community
coordination with
the military on the

local level

Moving in groups not
walking alone

Community support
groups

Community
coordination with

humanitarian actors

Curfew put in place
in the community

Establishment of
community watch

groups

22% 21%
19%

14%

8%
7% 6%

4%

Existence of Community Strategies to deal with Lack of Safety

Yes, but the strategies
are not very effective

in keeping people safe

Yes, and the strategies
are effective in

keeping people safe

No, there are no
strategies to keep

people safe

32%

20%

49%

Lack of safety

Affected Population’s Coping StrategiesConsequences of the ThreatCharacteristics of the Affected Population

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS

18483
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All Population Group

Coping Mechanisms in the Absence of Services

Borrow
money or

goods

Ask friends
family for
support

Food
skipping
meals on
education

stop sending
children to

school

Sell off
belongings

Ask
humanitari…
organizatio…
for support

Engage in
begging or
send HH

members to
beg

Ask
community
leaders for

support

Sell off
received

humanitari…
assistance

Ask religious
leaders for

support

Accept high
risk illegal,

socially
degrading or
exploitative
jobs work

Leave the
current

location to
look for

better living

Marry
children or
dependents

off

Offer sexual
services

19%

14% 14%
12%

9%
8% 8%

6% 5%

2%
1% 0% 0%

Lack of access to required services

Strategies to find Solutions for Community Tensions

No, strategy in place Yes, somewhat of a
strategy in place but not

very effective

75%

25%

Lack of social cohesion
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Level of Awareness on Service Providers when Sexual Exploitation and Abuse is Experienced from Humanitarian Workers

0%

50%

100%

Basic material assistance DNA/paternity identification for
children born from experience of
sexual misconduct of aid workers

Legal assistance Medical assistance Psycho-social support Reintegration in the community Safe shelter

31%

72%

34% 26%
42% 53%

36%

43% 36% 48% 25%
19%

34%

27% 29% 26% 33% 27% 30%

No Yes, fully aware Yes, somewhat aware but need more information

Information Needs of Households on Humanitarian Services

0%

20%

40%

What services
are available

Who is eligible
for services

Where
services are

available

What
documents or

things to
provide to

access
available ser…

Cost of
available
services

other

14% 11% 9%

20% 16% 13%

Female Male

Preferred Channels for Households to Receive Information on Humanitarian Services

0%

20%

40%

Community
leaders

Meetings &
discussions

by
humanita…
Organisat…
with the c…

Local
associatio…
community
mobilizers

or
volunteers

Mgt. body
in the area
camp site

mgt.

Religious
leaders

Village
elders

Town crier Toll free
numbers

Local Govt. SMS &
phone

message

Radio Social
Media

Whatsapp
Facebook

other Billboards

15%

20%

Female Male

Awareness on Types of Feedback and Complaint Mechanisms

0%

20%

Through the
leaders

representativ…
of the

displaced
persons

Through a
complaint and
feedback desk

service
provider desk
in the comm…

Through the
leaders

representativ…
of the host
community

Through
discussion

with
humanitarian
organizations
in the comm…

Through a
complaint and

feedback
committee
community
based group

Through
community
meetings

Through
complaint
feedback

boxes

Through a toll
free number
phone line

Through
government

officials

Through an
e-mail address

10% 8% 7%

14% 12% 9% 9%

Female Male

Level of Awareness on Feedback and Complaint
Mechanisms

0%

50%

Yes, somewhat
aware but need

more information

Yes, well aware No, not aware

27% 26%

24% 18%

Female Male

Household Information Needs on Humanitarian Services

Capacity to Utilize Feedback and Complaint Mechanisms for Humanitarian Services

Level of Usage of Feedback and
Complaint Mechanisms

0%

50%

Yes No

23% 21%

31%
25%

Female Male

Sexual exploitation and abuse by humanitarian workers

Capacities of the Affected Population

TOTAL INDIVIDUALS

18483
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State All 
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Preferred Reporting Mechanism on Sexual Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

0%

20%

40%

Commu…
leaders

Meetings
&

discussio…
by

humanit…
Organisa…
with the

commun…

Local
associati…
commun…
mobilizers

or
volunteers

Mgt. body
in the

area camp
site mgt.

Religious
leaders

Village
elders

Town crier Toll free
numbers

Local
Govt.

SMS &
phone

message

Radio Social
Media

Whatsapp
Facebook

other Billboards

15%
6% 5%

20%

8% 7% 5% 6% 5%

Female Male

Requested Action of Humanitarian Actors to Address Sexual Misconduct of Humanitarian
Workers

0%

20%

40%

Raise
awareness

among
community
on how aid

worder
should

behave incl…

Raise
awareness

among
community
on how to

report
misbehavio…
of aid work…

Provide
feedback to
concerned
community

members on
what action

has been
taken for in…

Increase
trainings for
aid workers

on what
constitutes

inappropri…
behaviour

and how ai…

Make
reporting

mechanisms
easier to use

Offer more
better

complaint
mechanisms
for reporting
inappropri…

sexual
behaviour

Increase
oversight of
aid workers

working
closely with

communities

other

15% 10%

21%

15%

6% 6%

Female Male

Extent of Support or Services Received in Response to Reported Protection Incidents

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

Yes, received full range of required support and services

Yes, partially received required support and services

No, did not receive required support and services

19%

35%

6%

38%

Female Male

Type of Support or Services Received in Response to Reported Protection Incidents

Cash assistance Dispute
resolution

Education
services

Food assistance Health/medical
services

Legal support Mental health /
psycho-social

support
(MH/PSS)

other Shelter/NFI
assistance

10%

17%

5%

3% 3%

19%
21%

2%

20%

Protection Incidents

Sexual Exploitation and Abuse by Humanitarian Workers

Institutional, other Mechanism, & Response Capacities


