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Abstract 
Resettlement is an increas ingly becomi ng attractive as a way of out of press ing problems caused by 
food shortage, land fragmentation, population pressure, rampant unemployment, marginali ty of land 
and dec line in land productivity. With the aim to investi gate the live lihoods of ru ra l household and 
their strateg ies in resett lement area, the study was conducted using both quanti tati ve and quali tative 
approaches. Based on data generated fro m household survey, focus group discuss ion, key informant 
interview and observati ons, the stud y revealed that the area studied have ex peri enced hi gher 
populati on trends due to continuous and ongo ing resettlement program. The program has two 
edges, one with pos itive and enabling for better livelihood options and the other with negati ve and 
destructive side. As a result, the li ve lihood assets are ga ined, lost and shaped. From criti ca l 
li ve lihood assets, soc ial asset, which is the most important li ve lihood asset of households is found 
to be the source of other livelihood assets and strengthened more by di ffe rent soc ial bonding 
mechani sms within and between host and settler community members. The ph ys ical asset of 
households in the area is very limited, while the natural assets are gett ing less and less and 
exacerbated due the resettlement program. 

The dominant on- fa rm li velihood activi ties of households in the study area are crop cult ivation and 
animal production being major and minor, respecti ve ly. Households ha ve experi enced the change in 
the li velihood activities to use better opportuniti es for better li ve lihood options and to minimize the 
ri sks in vol ved from constraining factors of resettlement program . The change in the livelihood 
acti vities of households is manifested in three ways: the change within the same livelihood 
activ ities, from subsistence to commercial; seasona l shi ft between diffe rent acti vities, on-farm 
du ring rai ny season and off-fa rm during dry season; and the complete shift h om one type of activity 
to the other, which is from on-farm to off-fa rm income generating. 

The result of assessment of food security situation indicated that settlers have shi fted from aid 
seekin g to household food se lf-sufficiency. In general, majority of households in the area have 
ensured household food sufficiency throughout the year. However, considerable num bers of 
households are still not atta ined household food suffi ciency. Even though, most of households have 
ensured suffi ciency of household food throughout the year, transitory food insecurity, particu larly 
during the leafy stage of the crops is reported to occ ur in few households and it extends to better-off 
households during natural hazards. 

Finally, thi s study recommended that resett lement programs should not be seen as panacea fo r all 
soc io-economic problems of households other than so lving short-term problems at the expense of 
natural resources and if it is to be durable and long-lasting development intervention, it has to 
ensure sustainabil ity of livelihood of household s. 

Key words: Resettlement, households, livelihood, assets, and f ood security 
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1.1 Background of the study 

CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

Resettlement is an increasingly becoming attracti ve as a way of out of press ing prob lems 

caused by food shortage, land fragmentati on, population pressure, rampant unemployment, 

marginality of land and decline in land productivity. It is often planned for broad category of 

people, such as land less, the unemployed, refugees in the country-of-asy lum and returnees to 

the country-of- ori gin (Kassah un , 2000). 

Ethiopia, like other developing countries, has embarked on planned resettl ement undertaken 

since the late 1960s. Resettlement programs launched in all instances were directed towards 

easing pressing problems related to land lessness and unemployment and as a response to 

dislocations caused by such hazards as drought and connict (Be lay, 2004; Kassahun , 2000). 

Over the last few decades, resettlement in Ethiop ia has been adopted as a strategy to alleviate 

va rious soc io-economic problems. The resettlement program that is in progress since 2003 is 

inte nded to provide food security for those suffe ring from a lack of food due to land shortage 

and the eco logica l deterioration of thei r home areas (Be lay,2004). But in most literatures and 

empirica l studies it has blamed that resettlement with its limited object ives cou ldn't solve 

complex and persist ing prob lems of the households in particu lar and the co untry in gene ral. 

The vo luntary resettlement program is one of th e most important food security enhancing 

strategies of the Federal Government of Ethiop ia under the general coordinati on of the 

Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development. The current resettlement program has been 

underway since the beginning of 2003 and has been implemented in four reg ions of the 

country, namely Amhara Nat iona l Regional State (ANRS), the Oromia National Regiona l 

State (ONRS), the Southern Nations, Nationalities and Peoples Regional State (SNN PRS) and 

the Tigray Nati onal Regional State (TNRS). The main objective of the current resettlement 

program is to enab le 440,000 chronica ll y food insecure households attain food security 

through im proved access to land/vo luntary resettlement and stand on their feet by 

reestabl ishing the new li velihood strategy (EFDR, 2003). 
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With thi s aim, Amhara Regional state has initiated an organized and vol untary resettl ement 

scheme for the most chronica lly food insecure peo ple from all zones of the region (exce pt 

West Gojam), to Metemma, Quara and Tach Armacheho Woredas of North GondaI' Zone and 

Jawi Woreda of Awi zone. Settlers in Quara are from North GondaI', South Gonda I', Wag 

Himra, East Gojam, Oromiya, No rth Shewa, North Wello and South Well o Zones. 

The stu dy area (Quara Woreda) is located in North GondaI' zone, which is at 1052 km from 

Addis Ababa and 548 kms from Bahir DaL ' Its admin istrative center is Ge lgu; and other 

settl ements incl ude Tewodros Ketama. The woreda is among the se lected potential areas of 

the region for resettlement and there has been continuous resettlement since the yea r 2003. It 

has an estimated population of 102,777, of which 62,913 is the host community and the 

remain ing 39,864 are sett lers2 The Woreda has 2 1 kebe les, of which 19 are major kebeles and 

the rest 2 are minor (neus) kebeles. Of the total kebels of the woreda, about 8 are hi ghland 

kebe les and the remaining 13 are lowland kebeles, where the resettlement program has been 

undertak ing. 

Regard less of sOll1e success stories in all ev iating short-term problems, resett lement in 

Ethiop ia in connecti on with susta inable use of environmenta l resources and sustainab le 

li ve lihoods has been debatab le issue. Resettlement programs br ing differen t changes in the 

live lihoods of households as a result of increase in populati on followed by critical li ve lihood 

asset changes in areas where the program is undertaken. The settlers and the host community 

react to the new situations bro ught with such events. Therefore, this study is intended to see 

the livelihood expe riences of the rural households and its dynamism in response to the 

program in resettl ement areas in Quara Woreda of North GondaI' Zone. 

1 Quara Woreda Finance and Economy Office 
2 Quara Woreda Administration Office 
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1.2 Statement of the Problem 

The resett lement programs are most of the times aimed to rea lize the betterment of live lihoods 
fo r the people suffered from di fferent problems caused by food shortage, population pressure, 
marginality and dec line in producti vity of land. However, resett lements as a strategy for 
reha bilitati ng the vu lncrable groups and promoting different soc io-economic objec ti ves is 
become increas ingly debatable issue. In line with thi s, Kassahun (2000) noted that Eth iopian 
ex perience on resettlement programs pertaining to val id ity/feasi bi lity in so lvi ng pert inent 
prob lems has been the on-go ing debate . The limited objective of resettlement is al so 
mentioned to be the sources of debates and failures by some autho rs. For instance, Belay 
(2004) underli ned that the resettlement prog rams were driven more by the governments' 
politi ca l imperatives than by perce ived economic, socia l, humanitarian and envi ronmental 
objectives. 

Tensions between settlers and loca l people were reported to have been mount ing as the 
settl ers began to compete for some resources such as wood land, water, and grazing lands 
(Dessalegn 2003; Belay, 2004) . Nevertheless, some proponents argue that resettlement is 
instrumental in realiz ing eFforts towards se lf-suffi ciency (C larke, 1986:42). He al so argued 
that the adva ntage of resett lement is not li mited to those directly in vo lved alone but cou ld 
benefit the who le country by increasing prod uction, decreasing the number of peop le in the 
need of ass istance and , hence diminishing relief-aid req uirements. Such debates on advantage 
and disadvantages of resettlement by diffe rent writers and on how it has been perce ived by 
both receiving community and settlers (new comers) require further studies and empirical 
ev idences. In addition to thi s, the role of resettlement in the dynam ism of li ve lihoods (change 
on the li veli hood strategies) with the le ns of sustainable li ve lihoods framework is not clearly 
undcrstood and thus needs more in vesti gation . 

Resett lement has impacted the li ve lihoods of rural peop le in Quara wo reda. As deriving force, 
its contributions in gaining the live lihood assets (human, financial phys ical, soc ial and 
natu ra l), strengthening the capabilit ies for livelihood activit ies, and its contribution in coping 
mechani sms during shock and stresses of rural households (both host community and ne w 
comers) and the extent to which change in the li velihoods has been exper ienced require 
rigorous study. In the government resett lement programs, the settl er households wou ld have 
intended to lead the ir li ve lihoods and atta in househo ld food security being engaged in fa rmi ng 
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act iv it ies using the virgin land and pote nt ia l of the area. But it is comm on to see the settlers 

be ing engaged in th e nonfarm acti vit ies other than the intended farmin g acti viti es. Wheth er 

the settlers attai n the primary objective (househo ld food security) and the reaso n why 

un fo reseen li ve lihood activities are experi enced by settlers is not clearl y kn own and 

understood. 

1.3 Research Questions 
The stud y stri ves to answer the fo llow ing questions; 

~ How the resettlement sc hemes have been perce ived by both the settlers and the host 
communi ties? 

>- What are the opportunities of resettl ement to the li ve lihoods of both host co mmunity 
and the settler households? 

).- What are the cha ll enges faced by both host and settl er house ho lds du e to resett lement 
Program? 

).- What live lihood strategies are fo llowed by househo lds as res ponse to resett lement 
program? 

~ Do settler communiti es achieve the househo ld foo d security? 

1.4 Objective of the study 

1.4.1 General Objective 

The main objecti ve of the study is to assess the li ve lihoods of both resettled and host rural 

comm unity househo ld s and the live lihood strategies ~xper ienced as response to the 

resettlement program . 

1.4.2 Specific Objectives 

The specific objecti ves o f the study are: 

~ To see how th e resettlement program is perceived by both the settled and host 

comm unities 

~ To assess the opportunities that resettlement bro ught to the li ve lihoods of both 

receiv ing and settl ed households 

~ To id entify the c hallenges fac in g both rece ivin g and settl ed househo lds due to 

resett lement Program 

~ To see changes in the li ve lihood strategies of househo lds of both communities as 

response to resettlement program 

~ To assess the househo ld food security si tuations of settl ers and the ir host commun ity 
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1.5 Scope and Delimitation of the Study 
The stud y attempts to assess the ex perience of rural househo ld li velihoods in resettlement 

areas add ress in g small area, which may not be representative of the other areas. It considers 

the livelihood s ituation of househo ld driven by resettlement program. There are different 

factors such as environ mental , economical, socia l and po liti ca l fa ctors, whi ch have direct 

influences on the li ve lihoods of households. However, thi s study main ly focuses on 

resettlement driven li velihoods of househo lds to the target area and its respective population, 

wh ich include both the settlers and their hosts. 

1.6 Significance of the Study 
The outcome of the study will have both theoretical and practica l co ntributions to the area of 

concern. Theoretically, the study will contr ibute its part to the body of knowledge in th e 

concepts and a theory of resettlement is concerned. It will help to draw lessons fro m area on 

how resettlement is affecting the livelihoods of the households and contribute its part in 

debates concerning resettlement schem es or programs. The outcome o f stud y will also serves 

as th e source of information for those who are interested to cond uct study on the related issues 

in the area. In add ition, it wi ll he lp for the local planners, ad ministrators and NG Os work in g 

in susta inab le livel ihood deve lopment and other deve lopment issues taking important lessons 

to so lve the problems associated with the li velihoods of the rura l household s. 

1.7 Structure of the Thesis 
Thi s paper is organized in to nine chapters. The first chapter introduces the overa ll picture of 

the study with its tri gger in g issues and the frameworks. Chapter two looks into the concepts 

re lated with resettlement and Ethiopian experience in the resettlement program in the past 

regimes and reviews so me empirical studi es. The third chapter tell s about the study area and 

methodology used. The soc io-economic and demographic characteri stics of the stud y 

population are presented in chapter four. Chapter five of the paper is concerned about the 

perception of people about program and the current situat ion and practices. Chapter s ix is 

about ava ilable livelihood assets of households and their re lations followed by Chapter seve n 

which presents about the live lihood activities and strategies experi enced by households and 

dynamism of livelihoods as response to resettlement program . The food security s ituation of 

the househo lds is presented in chapters e ight. The final chapter is about the conclus ion and 

forwards ways for policy implication based on finding of the study. 
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CHAPTER TWO 
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.1 Concepts of Resettlement and Experiences 

2.1.1 Resettlement 
Des pite, the co mm on understandin g on obj ecti ve th at it is intended to bring better life in the 

place of new res idence than the o ri g in al pl ace; resett lement has got different definiti ons and 

mea nin gs by di ffe rent writers and organi zati ons. 

Resettlement, land settlement, co loni zation, or transmigrati on a ll re fers to the phenomeno n of 

populati on e ither " planned" or "spontan eous". In Ethiopian context, the lirst term seems to be 

the most appropriate as it suggests relocating peo ple in the area other than the ir own. 

" Resettlement" im plies mov ing people or people mov ing to the new location (Dessa legn, 

2003: 1). Acco rd in g to UNHCR (2004:2), resettlement is consid ered to invo lve the se lectio n 

and transfer of re fu gees from a State in which they have sought protecti on to a third State 

whi ch has agreed to admit them - as refu gees - with permanent res idence status. The status 

provided should ensure protection again st refoulement and provide a resettled refu gee and 

his/her famil y or dependents with access to civil , politi ca l, economic, soc ial and cultura l rights 

s imil ar to those enj oyed by nationals. It should also carry with it the opportunity to eventu all y 

become a naturalized c itizen of the resettl ement country. 

Resettlement scheme can be defined as planned project or program in vo lving transfer of 

peop le most probab ly th rough se lection or control from one region to another. When 

(re)settlers schemes are cons idered, government in deve loping countries, in genera l, and in 

Africa, in particular, make decis ion to when, where and how reestablishm ent should take 

place. Pri vate agencies or national and internati onal organizations such as World Ban k can 

sponso r such schemes. Unlike, spontaneous process, movement in resett lement scheme is 

brought about by government policy either through voluntary or involuntary process 

(Mengistu , 2005). 

Over th e years, scholars dealing with resettlement research have formulated a s izable num be r 

of co nceptua l frameworks to analyze and ex pla in the various im pacts of the programs. Some 

have managed to develop theoretica l models that could he lp in anal yz ing and ex pla ining the 

impacts of "pl anned" popu lation resettl ement. Most of mode ls have, however, fa iled to be 
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ho li sti c in the ir app roaches; but have in stead focused more on subj ect spec ifi c impacts on 

soc io-eco nomi c, behaviora l (soc io-cultural and/o r psyc ho log ica l) or spat io-temporal aspects. 

S imilarly, other scho lars have given greater emphas is to the tempora l and spatia l d imensions 

o f invo luntary resett lement by ignoring other equ al or more important dime nsio ns. As res ul t, 

each approach has its own weakn esses and strength s fo r the anal ys is and ex planati on of 

population resett lements that have taken place in different places and co ntexts (Tesfaye, 

2007:31 ). 

Over the past fifty years, millions of peop le have been prov ided with the opportunity to bu ild 

new li ves for themselves, and thei r fa mili es, through resettl ement. Resettlement has also over 

the years produced secondary bene fits other than to the resettled re fu gees themse lves. In so me 

cases it has susta ined first asy lum in the face of a co ntinued influ x of refugees, in others it has 

played a role in achieving comprehens ive so lutions and often been an ex press ion of burden­

and respons ibility- sharing. Add itionally, resettlement has often engende red support for 

refu gees among the publi c of resett lement co untri es, and resettl ed refu gees have also made 

important contribu tions to the countri es that have rece ived them (UN HCR, 2004). 

2.1.2 The Ethiopian Experience in Resettlement 

When un dertaken by ind ivid ua ls, groups and communities, resettlement is most often ai med at 

the furtherance of objectives revolvin g around the betterment of the socio-eco nomic positions 

of the bene fi ciari es. Governments ' undertaken resettl ement programs in o rd er to address a 

w id e variety of concerns apart from drives a imed at promotin g the ' pub lic good '. The dri vin g 

force behind such an exerc ise by states co uld inc lude stra teg ic, demograph ic and po li tico­

mi litary interests (Kassahun, 2000: 129). 

By different writers, it is thought that the movements of population have been one of the 

major features of life in Ethi opia and has been practi ced smce Axumite times. Since 

population movements caused by diffe rent factors have been takin g place without 

interrupti on, resettlement of people took place conti nuously, and the one feature common to 

a ll such acts has been th e urge to rea lize betterment of li ve lihood in mew place of res id ence. 

Such movements take into account the exi stence of relat ive ly better co nditions at the 

destinati on po int as compared to the ori g inal place of domi ci le (Kassa hun, 2000). 
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Ethio pia has had planned resett lement exper iences over three decades (Oessa legn, 2003; 

Kassahun, 2000). All resett lement programs la unched in a ll instances were directed towa rds 

easing press in g problems relat ing to land lessness and unemployed, and as respo nse to 

d is location caused by such hazards as fam ine and co nflict. However, it is worth y to note that 

the focus, scope and intensity of resettlement undertaken by different reg imes si nce the 1960s 

on the one hand , and the goa ls so ught to be attained by such an undertakings on the other, 

vary significantly. 

The Ethiopian planned resettl ement experiences have seen as pre-revo lut ion and post­

revolution resett lement schemes. O rgani zed resettlement before revolution occurred on ad hoc 

bas is with litt le central planning or consistent over all directions. Schemes were class ified to 

meet particular objectives as the need was felt. Although the anc ient regime at tim es 

considered resettlement for d iffe rent purposes, a common element in almost all the schemes 

was that agricultural development was the major preoccupation and population red istribution 

a secondary obj ective, if considered as a ll (A lula, 1988:8). 

Since the post-revol ution, resettlement has increased at co nsiderable rate (Oessalegn, 2003; 

Alu la , 1988). Three main factors exp lain the dramatic increase: firstly, the Land Reform 

Proclamation nati onali zing rura l land removed the biggest obstac les impeding the 

implementation of earlier plans and proposa ls: second ly, two successive nationwide famines 

within the spans and decades hi ghli ghted the need to seek long-term so lu tion, and thirdly, the 

gove rnment estab li shed RRC and the settlement Autho rity (A lula, 1988: 14). He also classified 

the Ethiop ian post-revolution planned resett lement schemes into three phases: the firs t decade 

during wh ich the RRC organized resettlement; the emergency phase ( 1984-1986), orga nized 

by the Workers' Party of Ethiopia; and the latest planned phase under a new Settlement 

Authority. However, Dessalegn (2003) has classified the post revolution resettlement 

experiences of Ethiop ia into two phases: Phase I (l976-1983) and phase II (1985-1987). 

Resettling people to less populous and moisture sufficient area has been one of the po licy 

ideas that the Ethi opian governments have introduced to manage and prevent fam ines (Derese, 

2009) . The earl iest Ethiopian resettlement poli cy initiative grew out of two principal concerns: 

the one econom ic and the other po lit ical. These concerns revo lved around the question of how 
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to realize land use on government "owned" land and thus ra ise state revenue on the one hand , 

and on the other, how to provide additional resource to the hard pressed northern peasantry in 

the southern regions (where most o f governm ent land was located) whi ch we re mai n~l y 

inhabited by subordinate popu lations. In pre-revo lution period settlement schemes were 

always planned for the northern peasantry, and the needs rare ly cons id ered. T he major 

assumpti on in thi s per iod (i. e. the late 1950s and early '60s) was that the government held in 

the fo rm of state domain land s, vast property which ought to be employed for sett lement 

households li vi ng in areas of serious land shortage. Th is was in fact to be doub le edged 

po licy: it was to rel ieve popu lation and land pressure in the over-crowded areas, and at the 

same time serve as a means to di str ibutin g land to the needy and those wi th insecure tenure . 

The rationalization of government land use was to be a resettlement program as well as land 

reform measures, and as such , was designed to reassure the landed classes that their eco nom ic 

power in the rura l areas was not imminent danger (Oerese, 2009). 

Though, the objective of resettlement, which at the beginning was des igned to be a fo rm of 

long-term rehabili ta tion of fa mine victims, ass isting poo r and landless peasants, reli evi ng the 

empl oyment cri s is in urban areas, acce lerating the sedntarisation of trans ient populations, 

promot ing reso urce conservation and sou nd agri cultural practices in densely populated areas, 

and brin ging und er cultivation "under-ut il ized" land, government resettlement programs are 

blamed to be experienced policy inco nsistencies and lack of purposeful goal s orientation has 

characterized the country's resettlement efforts in the whole period. Secondly, neither in the 

past nor in the post-revo lution periods has the state, or other agencies provided an acc urate 

in ventory of the resources available fo r settlement. Thirdly, in periods as were implemented 

not by specia li sts (particu larly, settlement specia li sts), but rather by run-off -the mill state 

functi onaries; in fact, the programs themselves were entrusted (except for a three brief years) 

to a va riety of state agencies, of as an appendage to agencies' principal responsibility. Fina lly, 

in one form or another, politi co ideo logica l factors have often managed to di stort the state 

objectives of resettlement programs as well as the ir implementation and subsequent 

eva luation. These four elements have been enduring aspects of Eth iopian resettlement and 

have had unhealthy impact on numerous programs through the years (Oessa legn, 2003:4-5). 

The literature on resettlement schemes in Ethiopia emphases the coerc ive strategies o f the 

regimes that planned and enforced the schemes and po litical gai ns out of the schemes. While 
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the state and its politi cal leveragc to impose its polic ies are narrated about, little is known on 

how the " victims"- the fa rmers from drought st ri cken areas have perceived and reacted to thi s 

intervention (Derese, 2009). 

Regardless of the previous failure and success stories of the co untry, resettlement program is 

still continued to be the main agenda of the governm ent to assist the vu lnerable and food 

insecure peo ple in the country. It is also very important to see the ma in differences of the 

current resettlement program with that of the prev ious ones. The current resettlement program 

has the two dist inct features which make it different from its ancestor programs. As it has 

been c lea rly indicated in the program document, the first and the main characteri stic of the 

current program is it is voluntary and the seco nd important feature of the current resettlement 

program is also it is intrareg iona l ( it has been implemented within the regions). According to 

the some authors, the current resett lement has been viewed as the right government 

intervention given the fact that milli ons of rural fanners are faced with chronic and acute fo od 

in security year after year, and it is also believed that it wi ll help reduce rura l poverty and food 

a id dependency. Co mpared to the previous (Derg's) resettlement schemes, the current 

government's schemes are considered to be the better in terms of it rat ionality and 

implementation. In thi s regard, Abraham (2003) noted that on the pos itive s ide, some lessons 

have been learned from the mistakes of prev ious resettlement programs. The current 

resettlement initi ative is a way of mov ing people from the same ethnic, language and cultural 

background. Furthermore, they are all (at least in the first phase) from low land areas so that 

they would eas il y adapt the hot climate at resettlement s ites. Fina lly the settlers' land at their 

place of origin will be reserved for the next two years and until then peop le are free to go back 

and forth between their new home and original loca li ties. T hese prov isions c lea rly show an 

important step forward compared to the Derg's resettlement scheme where people from 

completely different cultural background were forced to li ve together, and movement of 

peop le out of resettlement areas was virtually imposs ible. However, the impact of the current 

schemes on the live lihoods sett lers as we ll as the host community did not attract many 

researchers, and not investi gated and clearly understood. Therefore, the focus of this stud y is 

the current schemes which are vo luntary and intraregional, underway s ince 2003 in foul' 

regions of the country and particul arly, in Amhara region. 

10 



2.2 Review of Empirical Studies 
Resettlement as way to so lve press ing problems of the people ca used by either natural or 

manmade factors and to search better life in the place of the new res ident, different 

governments of the different countries in the world including Ethiopia have implemented 

resettlement program or scheme s ince many year ago. In connection with it, different 

researchers have conducted research on the issue. In this section, the works of different 

researcher related to th e resettlement and its nexus with the livelihoods of people is presented. 

There are many factors that force resettlement and/or migration. People leave their ancestral 

homes for good, about one-third of them are environmental by nature. Included in these are 

recurrent drought, land and so il degradation, and declining soil fertility. The remainin g push 

factors have a soc io-economic and political nature and include social differentiation, weak 

traditional systems, greater exposure to risks, and increasing vulnerability and entitlement 

failures (Tesfaye, 2009). 

As far as migration and development is concerned, McDwell and Haan ( 1997), noted that in 

the past times, migration is not considered as the important thing for the development and not 

linked with it, rather polices and government interventions emphasis sedentary selliement as 

the only options for the development. But current intervention, by different countries 

including Ethiopian, have seen such linkages and pursued as one development intervention. 

Many of resettlement schemes undertaken are successful in solving the short term problems of 

people and it very important to see some of the achievement by settlers in the new areas of 

residence . According to Tesfaye (2007:72-74), resettlement has brought dramatic change after 

they settled in the new place. He also noted that in addition to meeting their bas ic needs, 

people have engaged in different off-farm activities, such as trading, tailoring and weaving 

which were unheard in their place of origin. Here, it could be clearly noted that resettlement 

led people to use different livelihoods strategies. In connection with it, Maruyama (2003) 

stated that the residents living inside and outside the resettlement sites created a mechanism to 

utilize both of the welfare benefits and natural reso urces, through shifting residences, sharing, 

and cooperation in livelihood activities. 

11 



In most of cases, resettleme nt schemes have success stories 111 addressing household food 

security for most of resettled com munity in the country (Messay, 2009; As rat, 2006). 

However, it should be noted that this happens when the area where peop le are sett led is 

conducive for agricu ltu re practi ces and if there is supportive rainfall and agro-climatic 

co nd itions to produce food crops. It also has been reported that in No rth Gondar zone 

resett lement sites, there were about 10,000 chi ldren at ri sk of malaria, diarrhea, kalazar and 

malnutrition (UN ICEF, 2005). It is a lso be li eved that resett lement program s are cons idered to 

be panacea to solve short-term problems and for food se lf-suffic iency of the settle rs, but the 

long-term issue of sustain abi lity is sti ll remained big issue wh ich needs policy concern. In line 

with it, Alula has explained the issue of se lf-suffi ciency and sustainability through 

resettlement schemes as follows: 

After two and three years, Ihe selliers have oblained their second harvesl and 
most of new sel/lers are making lowards shorl-Ierm agricultural self­
sufficiency. In some areas, waler logging has caused problems, while in olhers 
insufficienl waler was found when bore-wells were dug. As a result, a number 
of siles have 10 be relocaled. In many areas jilrlher land needs 10 be cleared 
since heclare per family has nol reached Ihe minimum requiremenl (0.9 
heclare in Ihal case). Despile such problems, Ihe shorl-Ierm survival of whal 
were hopeless/amine victims has been assured and the selliers have enough 10 
eat. However, a number of long-term issues need 10 be addressed and policy 
choices need 10 be made (A lula, 1988:33). 

There is no doubt that resettlement increases the popu lat ion of the dest inat ion area of settlers 

and wi ll have its own impact on the natura l resource such grazi ng land , decrease in plots of 

farm land, degradation of forest resources. As response to such resource limitation, rural 

peop le use different livelihood strategies. In line with it, Tesfaye (2003:90) stated that 

diminishing farm s ize and dec line in population pressure may encourage rural house hold s to 

dive rsify their emp loyment and so urces of income. In rura l areas, li velihood divers ification is 

achieved for example by temporary and seasonal migration, wage labour, crafts and trades. He 

a lso noted that delayed marriage, and an attempt to contro l ferti li ty by limiting births within 

marriage are important aspects of rural li vel ihood strategies in response to an increasi ng 

sca rcity of natural resources. 
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The demand for more food rises as the population grows and/or household income increases. 

To meet the increased demand for food , change in the land use strategies is required. Bringing 

more land /forest land / under culti vation also ca lled exten sificati on (extensification can be 

cons idered as a spec ial form of intens ifi catio n), is one poss ible land use strategy to produce 

more food. Land use is inte ns ifi ed both spatially and temporarily to maintain per capita foo d 

product ion where the oppo rtunity for further crop land is exhausted . Land use intensification is 

achieved in number of ways. These include red ucin g the fallow period or increas ing the 

frequency of cultivation, spatial intensificati on such as intercropping, shiftin g to the 

production of hi gh value crops, and labour and capital investment in land productivity­

enhanci ng indigenous or externa l tech no logies. Soil and water conservati on activities and the 

adoption of inorgan ic fe rtilizer, improved cultivars and selected agro-chemicals are exampl es 

of the later use intensifi cation strategies (Tesfaye, 2003:93). Rural people use different types 

of strategies such as diversifi cation to secure their livelihood. Regardless of the debates on 

advantage and disadvantage of diversification, so me proponents of diversifi cation argue that it 

is one key strategy to be used by rural households. In connection with it, Degefa (2005:235-

236), described the mix of different livelihood activ iti es and the extent to which the activities 

contribute to household earnings, and made distinctions between four types of live lihood 

systems or paths in his stud y: I) sedentary mixed farming with crop major and livestock 

minor; 2) agro-pastoralism with li vestoc k major and crop minor; 3) li ve lihoods large ly relyin g 

on non-agricultural activities; and 4) li ve lihoods dependin g on transfers. Two important issues 

should be underlined here . First, the boundaries between the systems are not clear cut, and due 

to the dynamics of rural live lihoods, households can change from one system to another. He 

a lso noted that mob ility can be a response to either livelihood improvement (by choice) or 

deterioration (as necessity). Second, there are in ev itab le interactions among the people 

making live lihood from different systems. 

Resettlement merges together people fro m different area and who have different socio -cultural 

backgrounds . Due to differences in soc io-cultura l backgrounds and other factors, conflict is 

inev itable phenomenon in the area where the resettlement schemes have undertaken. As far as 

the cause of co nfli ct is co ncerned in Ethiopian case, Tesfaye (2007) has identified di ffe rent 

causes of conflict. According to him, environmental, po litical (e.g. Ethni c Federali sm, anti­

settlers by ethnic e lites), the quest for self administration by settlers, and exclusion from 
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leadershi p, soc io-cultural , legal and economi c facto rs are fo und to be th e und erl yin g causes of 

co nflict between settlers and the host co mmunity. The confli ct has a lso resulted in loss of 

properti es, displacement to the othcr areas, death of peo ple and injury. With the same token, 

Wo rld Bank supported trans-migrant resettlement program between 1986 and 1988 in 

Indones ia has resulted in severe co nfl ict was the land ri ghts (Hancock, 1989: 133) . 

Resettlement has become debata ble iss ue among different scholars as far as its advantage in 

so lving the problems of people and ensuri ng sustainability in the li vel ihood and envi ronment. 

Some scho lars argued that resettlement schemes are destructive of reso urces and do not ensure 

susta inability (Dessa legn, 2003 ; Belay, 2004). In co unte rpart, proponents argued that it is 

panacea to so lve the problems of peo ple such as food sec urity prob lems and increase the 

productivity (C larke, 19860). In co nnecti on with it, Derese (2009), in his study id entified 

some of the harms and benefits o f resett lement and the victims to harm and the beneficiary of 

its benefits. As he noted, the harms of resettlement schemes are coercion, di sease, particu larly, 

the settlers ' separation from extended family and kinfolks. Phys ica lly weak (children and 

e lderl y), returners fro m resettlement s ites and cattle herders are found to be the victims of the 

harm s ituations of the resettlement. Access to irr igab le land, construction of schoo ls, and 

establ ishment of ru ra l insti tuti ons are the benefits of resett lement schemes. T he land less 

yo uth, farmers around river bas in and peop le who have stayed in resettlement sites are found 

to be the beneficiar ies of the sc hemes. People affected by resettlement projects always suffer 

losses. Conceptualiz ing these losses as "social costs" or "externa l costs," as if they were 

seco nd ary facto rs, is not a satisfa cto ry way of explain ing them . Likewise it is not appropriate 

methodologica lly to regard the adm in istrati ve acquis ition of pro perty, which is a lways part of 

invo luntary resettlement, as a choice that takes place in a voluntary market exchange (Hi roki , 

2003 : 19-2 1). 

Regard less of some success cases, the current resettlement program wh ich has been 

experienced since 2003 in four regions has got criticisms. Some reports have also compared 

the current resett lement program with the previous ones and what is com mon in past and 

present resettlement programs is both have not improved food security. Human Ri ghts Watch 

World Report 2005 fo r Ethiopia describes that Past and present resett lement programs in 

Eth iop ia have not improved fo od security. The effects of past and present programs on 
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mortali ty, health and the environm ent have attracted cri t icism from donor agencies and 

countries. Cr iticism of the current program is, however, muted because of a perce ived need to 

remain 'constru cti ve ly engaged ' w ith the Ethiopian governm ent. T he report also added that 

the objective of the 1984-6 program was the wea kening of moveme nts whi ch opposed the 

Ethi op ian govern ment and depended on support from ru ral areas . O bservations on the current 

resettl ement program support the co nclu sion that its main objecti ve is to stren gthen 

government contro l and weaken op posi ti on in the Tigray, Amhara, SNN PR and , espec iall y, 

Oromia Regions of Ethi opi a. Co ncerning the failures and the wrong aspects of resettl ement, 

some writers have brought some argum entat ive ideas being optim istic abo ut object ive of 

resettl ement. For example, Wet (2005:52) descr ibed that the ove rwhe lming majo rity of cases 

in resettl ement in Worl dw ide, including in Afri ca have not seen successful. He also identifi ed 

two approaches for question "why th ings so often go wrong in resett lement?" Accord ing to 

him, inadequacy of inputs and inherent co mplexity are answers for the qu esti on posed above . 

T he ma in characteri sti cs of invo lunta ry resettl ement are: the invo lvement of imposed spatial 

changes, changes in patterns of people's access to resources, people find themse lves in large 

and more heterogeneo us settlements than prev ious ly, invo lvement of peo pl e in wider 

situati on, and acce lerated socio -economi c chan ge. Due to co mbinatio n of fac tors, resettl ement 

tends to lessen peo ple's materi al well bein g, limit the ir choices and co ntro l over thei r 

c ircumstances and increase the presence of soc ial tensions and conflict w ithin new sett lements 

(Wet, 20004). 

As most of empiri ca l studies rev iewed above, thi s study foc uses on the same issue, but in 

different area us ing the lens of susta inable livelihoods framework. T he study a lso foc ll ses on 

government sponsored vol untary and intraregional schemes whi ch have undertaken Sll1ce 

2003 and its nexus with the li ve lihoods o f the settlers and rece ivin g community . 
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2.3 Conceptual and Analytical Framework 
For better understanding and d irectio n of the study, hav ing the concepts of important issues of 

the study and ana lyti ca l framework is highly important. In th is section, it is attempted to give 

meaning to peculiar issues that are ra ised in thi s study and what ana lyti cal framework was 

fo ll owed fo r a nalys is. 

2.3.1 C oncepts 

In th is study, the co ncepts like ho usehold, li velihood, sustai nable live lihood, live lihood 

strategy and liveli hood asset (cap ital) are most frequent ly used and need further explanations 

for clear understandi ng. 

I. Household: refers to the group o f people res iding in the same hous ing unit and 

sharin g the same dinin g room. In th is stud y, it inc ludes all the households of the host 

community and the settled (new comers) due to the resettlement program of the 

gove rnment and the household may be male headed or female headed househo lds. 

II. Livelihood : is th e most important concept used in thi s study. The study shares the 

defi nit ion given by Cha mbers and Conway (1992); 

"A livelihood comprises the capabilities, assets (.~tores, resources, claims and 

access) and activilies required for a means of living: a livelihood is sllstainable 

which can cope with and recover F om slress and shocks, maintain or enhance 

its capabilities and assets, and provide sustainable livelihood opportunities for 

the next generation: and which contributes net benefits 10 other livelihoods aT 

The local and global levels in the long and short-term" (Chambers and 

Conway, 1992:7-8). 

In line with the above definiti on, the components of susta inable li velihood (assets, mediatin g 

insti tuti ons, live lihood strategies, and li ve lihood outco mes) are key concepts of susta inable 

live lihood approach. The live lihood asset or cap ita l includes human capita l, socia l capital, 

fina nc ia l cap ital, natural capita l and physica l capital. The detai ls of each asset or cap itals are 

di sc ussed be low. 

Ill. Human C apital: It rep resents aptitudes, knowledge, labor ski ll s, and good hea lth , 

which overa ll a ll ow farmers to take on different strategies and achieve objectives in 
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iv. 

term s of li ve lihood. I-Iuman cap ital can be increased through investin g in ed ucation, 

hea lth care, and trainin g for wo rk (World Bank, 2003). 

Social capital: thi s inc ludes the network s and connections (patronage, 

ne ighborhoods, and kinship) , relations of tru st and mutual und erstanding and support, 

forma l and info rmal groups, shared va lues and behaviors, comm on rules and 

sanctions, co ll ective representati on, mechani sms for participation in dec ision-making, 

and leadership ( Serrat ,2008 ; Ko llmair and Ga mber , 2002). 

v. Natural capital: the most important asset that the livel ihoods of the rural households 

depend on it. It includes land and produce, water and aquatic reso urces, trees and 

forest products, wil dlife, w il d foods and fibers, biodiversity, env ironmental services 

etc (Serrat, 2008). 

VI. Physical capital: thi s live lihood asset embraces infrastructure (transport, road s, 

vehicles, secure shelter and buildings, water supply and sanitation, energy, 

communications), tools and technology (too ls and equipment for prod uction, seed, 

fertilizer, pesticides, traditional technology) (Gamber and Kollmair, 2002). 

VII. Financial capital: the li ve lihood asset which inc ludes sav in gs, cred it and debt 

(forma l, informal), remittances, pensions, wages etc (OIFO, 1999). 

VIII. Livelihood Strategies: Livelihood strateg ies arc organized sets of lifesty le choices, 

goa ls and va lues, and activities infl uenced by biophys ical, po lit ical/lega l, economi c, 

soc ial, cultural, and psychological components (Scoones, 1998; Elli s, 1999). In the 

co ntext of the study, livelihood strategies are strategies, whi ch both settlers and the 

host community househo lds have exper ienced to lead the life using either farmin g or 

non framin g acti vities. It is vital to note that the live lihood strategies o f the households 

are influenced by different factors such as soc ial, natural, phys ical, environmental and 

eco nomic conditions. Thi s implies that the live lihoods strategies of the households are 

stro ngly influence by the medi at in g inst itutions and livelihood assets or cap ital s. 

IX. Mediating Processes : - are institutions, organizati ons, processes, poli c ies, and soc ial 

re lations that determine access to livelihood assets to pursue livelihood strategies. 

These are deve loped through fo rmal and informal inst itutions (Serrat, 2008). In the 

context of the study area, formal med iating institutions includes the different 

ad ministrat ive structure, laws, NGOs while informal once incl ud e Idir (financia l and 

soc ial association used for collaboration in the death of members), Igub ( financ ia l 
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subst itution) and the second type of relation is the relationship between assets and other 

components of framework Assets are usuall y created and destroyed as result of the trends 

and contexts (asset and trends relationship) and institutions and poli ces of structures and 

process profoundly affect access to the li velihood assets (the relationship between asset and 

mediati ng institutions). As far as the asset and li ve lihoods strategies are concerned , the more 

assets tend to have the greater options and the ability to sw itch between ranges of li ve lihood 

strateg ies to secure live lihood (DF ID, 1999). Therefore, resettlement as the majo r deriving 

force to access and control over available critical li ve lihood assets (being used as either 

opportunity or challenge to the households), has direct impact on the livelihood strateg ies 

(dynamism) and the outcomes. 
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CHAPTER THREE 
METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Description of the Study Area 
The study was conducted in Amhara Regional State, North GondaI' Zone, Quara Woreda, 

which is among the Woredas of the region where voluntary resettlement has been taking place 

since 2003. The woreda is located in the Western Part of the region bordering to Sudan in the 

West, Metema in the North, Alefa woreda in the East and Benshangul Gumuz Regional State 

in the South. The Woreda covers about 858,588 hectares of land with annual temperature 

ranging from 25 to 35 degree centigrade and 600 to 1200 mm average annual rainfall. 3 Before 

resettlement program, the area is considered to have considerab le underutilized land , which is 

suitable for agricultural practices and for other li velihood activities of rural households and it 

was scarce ly populated area. 

According to Woreda administration office, in 20 10, total population of the Woreda is 

estimated to be 102, 777 of which 39,864 are settlers . The life of most people in the area is 

dependent on agriculture practicing mixed farming; crop production and livestock husbandry 

being the major and the minor livelihood activities respectively are practiced as means of 

livelihood. Of the total 21 kebeles of the woreda, 19 are major kebeles and the rest 2 are 

minor or sub- kebeles. 

The topography of the area cou ld be classified into two broad categories namely the highland 

and the lowland. However, the data obtained from Quara Woreda Environmenta l 

Conservation and Land Use Administration Office showed that about 66% of the total land is 

plain area, 13% mountainous, 17 % hill sides and the rest 4% accounted for rivers and valleys. 

Regarding the current status of the land use, the same source indicated that about 262, I 04 

hectares of the land is convenient for cultivation of the different crops, of which about 35% 

has been used for cultivation of different locally growing crops. Following the large cattle 

population of the area, about I I % has been used for communal grazing land. About 39% of 

land is estimated to be covered with bushes and natural forest, approximately I % has been 

used for construction and only 4% of the land is not yet used and ready to be used for different 

purposes. 

3 Quara Woreda Environmental Conservation and Land Use Administration Office 
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The resettlement si tes in woreda have got different names in additions to the origina l names of 

areas. To mention so me of the resettlement kebe les and their respective resettlement sites, 

Bede lal (Bedela resett lement s ite), Selferedi (Neb is Gebya no. I, 2 and 4, and Aysega 

resett lement s ites), Dubaba (Dubaba, Cherchir, Bignagna, and Mirtgelegu resettl ement sites), 

Banbaho (Bemur, Agamwuha and Bambaho resettlement s ites), Bennil (Bermil resett lement 

s ite), Mahadid (Mehad id resettl ement site), G umuz Wuha (Gu muz and Dizza Wuha 

resett lement si tes), and Marwuh a ( Marwuha resett lement site). 

The representative kebe les, where th is study focuses are Banbaho kebe le (w ith the 

resettlement s ites Bemur, Bambaho, and Agamwuha), Ge legu Kebe le (Ge legu resettl ement 

site) and Dubaba Kebele (Cherch ir, Bignagna, Mirtgelegu and Dubaba resettlement sites). The 

kebe les have population of 12735, 11303 and 96 14 for Dubaba, Gelegu and Bambaho kebe les 

respectively. Of the above mentioned population, the new co mers (settled population) account 

about 8,766; 1,977 and 3,687 fo r Dubaba, Ge legu and Bambaho kebeles respectively. 

The reason why the three kebeles are purpos ively se lected for this stud y is due to the fact that 

the kebe les are composed of both the new comers and the host community under the same 

kebe le adm ini stration and found to be convenient to see how resettlement is affecting the 

li ve lihoods of both new comers and the host comillunity. 
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Figure 1: Location of the Study Area 
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3.2 Study Design 
To undertake thi s study, cross-sectional survey invo lving both qua li tative (from case stud y, 

foc us group discuss ion, key in formant interview, and on spot observation using di fferent 

checkl ists) and quantitative (mainly us ing survey questionnaire) or mixed app roach by giving 

more emphasis to the qualitative approach was employed. 

3.3 Sources of Data 
To co llect the required data fo r thi s particular study, both primary and secondary sources of 

data were used. The data fro m primary sources were gathered using survey, foc us group 

discuss ion and key informant interview methods. The secondary data were also co llected from 

second ary data source such as publi shed and unpubli shed documents. The documents from 

Federal Food Security Coordination Directorate and Woreda Food Security coordination 

office were used as the major sources of secondary data about resettlement and its ongo ing 

processes. Repolts from resett lement sites, Woreda offi ce and the Zonal department were also 

used as additional sources of information about overall process and situations of the program. 

3.4 Sampling Technique 
The subjects of the study were both male and female fro m host and settlers or new comer 

community households of the selected kebeles. The tota l sample size was estimated to be 100 

households using the following sample size determ ination formula adapted from Israel (1992). 

n = NI 1 +N (e) 2 where; N = the tota l population that will be studied, n = the required 

sample size, e = the prec ision level wh ich is = (± I 0%), where confidence level is 95% at P = ± 

5 (maximum variabi li ty) 

The selected Kebeles are composed of 5,029 households. By replacing on the above fo rmula, 

it becomes 98.05 approx imately, 100 households. The di stribution of sample size across the 

kebeles was 34, 34 and 32 for Dubaba, Gelegu and Bambaho kebeles respectively based on 

the size of households. As far as sampling technique is concerned , first, the settler and host 

community were identified using purposive sampling technique. Secondly, sampled 

households were se lected using sim ple random sampling technique. 52 and 48 households 

we re taken from host and sett ler communities respectively. In sampling ori ginal residences 

and new settlers of the area, equal proportion of the sample size according to the size of the 

population in respective communities and kebe les was kept so as to avoid the bias in 

generating the required data. 
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3.5 Instruments and data collection process 
To gather the req uired data fo r thi s study, va rious instruments of data co ll ect io n were used. To 

col lect the first hand information household survey; Foc us Group Discuss ion ( FGD) to 

generate qualitative informat ion; key informant interv iew with different govern ment offic ials 

at different level s for deta iled inform ation; and case stud ies (stories) of househo ld s from 

se lected househo ld s and on spot obse rvation were condu cted . The deta il data co llection 

process using the aforementioned techniques is discussed be low. 

A. Household Survey 

For household survey of the stud y, questionnaire cons ists of both open and c losed ended 

questions were the important data co llection instrument. The questionnaire was prepared in 

English and was translated in to local language (Amharic). Before co llecting the data, it was 

pre-tested. Using questionna ire, the data was collected from 100 sampl ed households drown 

from selected kebeles (Dubaba, Gelegu, and Bambaho). 

B. Focus Group Discussion 

In addition to questionnaire, focus group discussion (FGD) was the most important data 

co ll ection technique to generate the quali tative information. There were tota l of six FGDs, of 

which three were with the host co mmunity and the rest three were with the settled co mmunity 

members havin g two FDS in each kebele. The participants of FGDs were the influential and 

we ll experienced indiv idual s from both communities and each group co ns isted of five to nine 

individ uals. The ind ependent check lists were used as the major too ls to guid e discuss ions. 

C. Key Informant Interview 

Key informant interviews were conducted with different individual s and offic ials in study 

wo reda. The first three interviews were conducted with kebele administrators of sample 

kebels (Dubaba, Gelegu and Bambaho kebe les). The reason to have key informant interview 

with kebele administrato rs was due to fact that they have c lose relation with both community 

members and it was poss ible to get important information at grass root level. The fourth key 

informant interview was co nducted with Woreda Food Security Coordinatio n Officer. The 

Woreda Food Security Coordination Office has responsibility to manage, coordi nate and 
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follow up the whole process of resettlement program. Information about the resettlement 

process, the challenges and opportunities, and whether sett led househo lds have met the 

primary objective of program (i.e. food security), was gathered from coordination office. The 

fifth interview was held with the woreda administrator to get the whole picture of the 

resettlement scheme and the ad mini stration procedures fo llowed. So as to cross-check the 

validity information obtained from the officia l key informants, conducting the other key 

informant interv iew w ith individuals from the host community and settlers were the part of 

data co ll ection process . For each interviewee, independent checkli sts were used. 

D. Case studies and Observation 

To supplement the information obtained using different techniques and instruments, the case 

studies (stories) of se lected households and on spot observation were parts of data collection 

process. There were a total of s ix households for case studies. Of the s ix case household s, 

three households were from the settler households and the rest three were from the households 

oflhe host community. 

In addition to the case study, on-spot observations were also other components of data 

collection process . It included observation of the settlement patterns, farmin g activities, 

natural reso urces particu larly forest management and its coverage in the area, soc ial 

interaction at market places, churches and mosques, and housing conditions of both settlers 

and host co mmunity. 

3.6 Data Analysis 
The information gathered from different sources, were compiled in the way that is easy to 

management. The quantitative data was entered in Statistical Package for Social Sciences 

(SPSS) version 19 for analys is. The results of analysis are interpreted and discussed mainly in 

descriptive stati stic . Mean (average), percentage, mode and other measures are used to express 

the quantitative findings of the study. The data obtained from focus group di scuss ion, key 

inform ant interview using independent checkli sts and case studi es were analyzed 

qualitatively. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILES OF 

HOUSEHOLDS: THE CONTEXT 

To understand the liveli hood experi ences of the househo lds, understating th e co ntext of the 

area in genera l and the househo lds in part icular is very important. Based o n th e data obtain ed 

from the house hold survey of 52 households of the host co mmunity and 48 households of the 

settler comm unity, the chapter presents the context of the study area in te rm s of demographic 

characteristics such sex, age, mari ta l status, fam ily size, and socio-econo mic pro fil es such as 

ed ucational status, occupation, and monthly income and its main sources across the two 

groups of commun ity (the host and the sett lers) . 

4 .1 Age and Sex of the Respondents 

The age of the respond ents is fo und to be in the range between 23 and 70 years old signifyin g 

the minimum and the maximum respectively. The study also revealed that the average age of 

the respondents is 4 1.3 and 38 is found to be the moda l age, The category of the age groups 

shows that the maj ority of respondents (67%) are found under the age category of between 3 1 

and 60 year o ld fo llowed by the age group between 16 and 30 years old, who accounted about 

26% of the tota l respondents. O nly 7% of the respondents are found to be above 60 years old. 

Tab le 1· Age of Respo ndents (N=100) 

Age category count Total 

I Host Settler 
Between 16 and 30 15 11 26 
Between 31 and 60 33 34 67 
Above 60 4 3 7 -
Total 52 48 100 

Source: own survey resull, 2011 

From randomly taken sample households, about 84% of household respondents are male and 

the rest 16% of the respondent are also found to be female . 
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4.2 Marital Status and Head of the Household 

The marital status of the respo ndents in the samp led households could be categorized as 

single, married , divorced and widowed. The data obtained from the household survey 

indicated that 7% of respondents are sin gle, 84% married , and 4% and 5% are known to be 

divorced and widowed respecti ve ly. From this figure, it is could be learned that the vast 

majority of households in the study area are headed by the married individuals. 

When we see the head of the households across sex, most of the house holds in the study area 

are headed by male. Only few househo ld s are headed by female and boys in their respective 

households. The survey result indicated that 85% of the sampled households are headed by 

male (husband), 13% headed by female, who are either divorced or widowed and very few 

(2%) of households are known to be headed by boys. 

4.3 Family Size 

In the context of sustainable livelihood approach, looking at the trends such as demographic 

trends, resource trends and government trends are the important elements to be considered 

(Kollmiar and Gamper, 2002:5). Due to continuous and ongoing resettlement, which has been 

undertaking since the year 2003, the study area has experienced higher population trend 

within five years, which was not ever seen in its history. In connection with it, looking at 

family s ize of the households, which is one of the manifestations of the demographic 

characteristics, is important. The family size of sampled househo ld respondents is found to be 

between 2 (minimum) and 12(maximum) per household . 

Table 2' Family Size of Households (N-l00) -

I Family size Frequenc Total I 

I Between 1 and 3 
Host Settler 
3 7 10 

Between 4 and 6 25 27 52 
Between 7 and 10 21 13 34 
More than ten 3 1 4 
Total 52 48 100 
Source: Own household survey. 2011 

The quantitative data obtained using survey questionnaire, indicated that the average family 

size of the househo ld s is 6.1 members per household with modal family size of 6 members. 
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As it can be seen from Table 2, more than half of the samp led house ho lds have the family size 

ranging from 4 to 6 individuals and on ly 10% of the sa mpled househo lds have the family s ize 

of less than four per households, while 4% of the househo lds have registered the family size 

havi ng more than 10 individuals per household . 

4.4 Educational Status of Respondents 

The educationa l status of househo lds, which is the most important and the determinant to 

access other livelihood assets of indi vid ua ls and households is fou nd to be minimal. About 

42% of respondent in the study area ca nnot read and write followed by those who can read 

and write . The rest 58% of household respo ndents account those who can read and write, and 

who have attained the formal ed ucation from lower grades to the secondary education leve ls. 

The respondents who can read and write but not attained the formal ed ucation represent about 

30% of the total household respondents. This indicates that cons iderab le numbers of people in 

the area were not in a pos iti on to have access for formal ed ucation. When we see the people 

who have attended the formal ed ucation, about 16% of household respondents are found to be 

at primary leve l education (in grades I to 4) and 10% of the respondents are under category of 

those who have attended the j unior secondary leve l (grades 5 to 8). O nly 2% of household 

respondents were reported that they have completed grades 9 to 12 and no respondent was 

fou nd attended and/or completed above grade 12. 

The study a lso revea led that there is significant variation in education status across sex. The 

higher proportion of household male respondents are literate (can read and write) while hi gher 

proportion of female respondents are found to be illiterate (cannot read and write). The data 

generated from the surveyed households indicated that more than 60 % of male respondents 

can read and write and the above educational level where as hi gher proportion of male 

respondents are cannot read and write. It is also known that about 68.8% and 3 1.2 % of 

female household respondent are found to be cannot read and write; and can read and wri te 

and above levels respectively. T here was no female househo ld respondent who have attended 

above grade four. 

Thi s could be seen as indication for the fact that female in Quara as the other part of the 

country did not get equal opportunity for formal education in the past times and as a result 

lagged behind in relative educationa l status compared to male. 

28 



Table 3: Sex a_nd Educational Statu~f Re~pondents (N=100) 
Educational status 

, Cannot read ~read and Primary level Junior High schoo l 
I (1-4 grades) secondary (5- ( 9-12 grades) Total 

I i 8 grades) L 
Sex and write wri te 

Host 'S ettle-;- -t Host -'-Settler : H"st , Settler H_o_s_t _I Se_tt_ler- H-;;st I Settler 

I Male 13 18 .---J.-!? ~Q.. ; 8 16. 6 4 --+ _1 _--I-.!-_ 84 

fema le 3 18 12 . 1 12
10 1·6 __ -,-~·_.-,- 4· 1 -1 -+:1 ' 1

1
10

6
0-

Total 116 : 26 19_ rr- ---' _ 
Source: Own survey dala, 2011 

4.5 Occupation and Household Income 

The major occupation of peop le in rural parts of Q uara and th e monthly income of the 

househo lds and its ma in sou rces were assessed. The data generated from surveyed household 

respondents revea led that the main occupation for about 96% of sampled household 

respondents is found to be fanning particularly, crop production and animal husbandry being 

major and minor respective ly. Trading and working as daily labour are also fou nd to be the 

ma in occ upat ions for 2 % and I % of rural househo lds respective ly in the study area. 

Sa les of grains fro m the grana ry stocks of the households, ani mal and their products, sales of 

cash crops such as sesame, cotto n, so rghum and other off-farm activities such as shopping and 

service oriented activ ities are identified to be the sources of househo ld income in the study 

area. Of indentified so urce of income for households, sale of cash crops is found to the main 

source of income for about 74% of the household respondent fo llowed by non-farm income 

generati ng activities, which is the main source o f in come for about 13% of sampled 

house holds. Animal and their prod ucts are found to be the main source of household income 

for 10% respondents and wage is also the source of income for I % of households in the stud y 

area. With regard to animal s, the study revea led that an imals are not onl y the so urce of inco me 

but a lso means of sav ing and manifestat ions of the different socio-eco nomic status in Quara 

(see a lso Ali , 2008 and the financial capital in this paper for more detail). 

Rega rd less of minor prob lems in appropriate valuation of the household products and 

li vestock prices, the inco me of the househo lds was calculated based on the annual production 

of households. From a ll annual products of the households, the income per month in terms of 

birr is calcu lated to be between the range 300 and 4, 150 birr per month per household for both 
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settlers and host com mu nit ies. The average house ho ld II1co me 111 the study area IS also 

calculated to be . I,3 57.3 birr per month per househo ld. 

It is also known that the income of the households in the area studi ed s ignifi ca ntly varies 

across the two groups of community. The host commun ity members or those who have lived 

for longer period of time have higher income, where as the settler or those who have li ved 

relative ly shorter period in the area regi stered relative ly lower inco me per household . 

Table 4: Monthly Income of Households (N=100) 
r n com e C a tego ry - ~'~H=-o--'st----'-,-i --=S:-e-tt-I-er---rl-T-o-t-a-::--I l 
________ ...,..' .... 1( ... %"'0 ) ....... _+1 ""n ... (O_yo"")_-+ ____ _ 

Less than 1 SO birr i -- - , 
I Between 151 and 500 birr 2(3.8) II (22.9) 13 

Between 501 and 1,000 birr 5 (9.7) 17 (35.4) 22 
More than 1,000 birr 45 (86.5) 20(41.7) 65 
Total 52 (100) 48(100) 100 I 

Source: Household survey; January, 2011 

As Table 4 depicts, the host communi ty members have registered the higher household 

income, while the sett ler comm unity members have experi enced relatively lower househo ld 

income. About 86.5% of respondents from the host comm unity have registered the monthl y 

househo ld income more than 1,000 birr and only 2.8% of households from the sa me 

community have repo rted that they have less than 500 birr per month per household , while 

41.7 % of the settler community member respondents have reg istered the househo ld income 

of more than 1,000 birr per month per househo ld and about 22.9% of them have a lso 

registered household income of less than 500 birr per month per household . In the area 

studied, it is know that the income of househo lds is strong ly related with number of oxen in 

the households s ignify ing that house holds with hi gher oxen number tend to register the higher 

household income. This implies that oxen in area are very important financial assets (See a lso 

financial assets). The important thing to be noted in the ca lculation of household income is 

that it does not inc lude the income earned from the casual income generating activ ities and it 

was calculated from regular li ve lihood act ivities particul arly, from crops prod uced , and 

animal s domesticated and the ir products. 
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4.6 Summary 
To sum up the soc io-economic and demographic profiles of households, the stud y area has 

experi enced the hi ghly growing popu lation trend , which was not ever seen in its hi story. The 

data obta ined from household survey revea led that the fa mily size of the stud y households is 

found to be 12 and 2 individuals for maxim um and min imum respectively with the average of 

6.1 members per househo ld . About 42% of sampled households are illiterate (cannot read and 

write) and also signifi cantl y varies across sex sign ifyi ng that the higher proportion of female 

respondents are illi te rate compared to ma le. 

Farming is found to be the major occupation for abo ut 96% respondents and for the rest 4% 

of respo nd ents, trading, dail y labour and other income generating act ivities are the major 

occupations. Sa les of gra ins fro m the granary stocks of the household , animal and their 

products, sales of cash crops such as sesame, cotton , sorghum and other off-farm activities 

such as shopp ing are identifi ed to be the sources of household income in the study area. Of 

those identified sources of household income, sa les of cash crops are the sources of income 

for majoriti es in the study area. 

The monthly income o f the households was ca lculated based on the annual prod uct of the 

househo ld exc luding the casual income generating activiti es and it is known that 300 birr per 

month per household is the minimum and 4,150 birr per month per household is the max imum 

household income with average of 1,357.3 birr per month per household with signifi cant 

va riatio n across th e two groups of communiti es. The host community members have 

registered the hi gher average household income, whil e the members of the settler community 

have experienced less household income compared to their host commun ity members. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 
Perception of People about Resettlement and Current Situations 

As it has already discussed in chapter three und er rev iew of re lated literature, Eth iopia has 

experi enced different planned resettl ement programs s ince imperial time. Although, there are 

writer and organizations such as Human Rights Watch saying that th ere is no difference 

between the past resettlement schemes and the current one in terms of conditi onality attac hed 

with it, some proponents and the cUlTent government argue that the prese nt ongoing 

resettlement program is entirely different from previous schemes. As it has been stated in the 

program document, entitled the " Voluntary Resett lement Programme (Access to improved 

land): A New Coa li tions for Food Security in Ethiopia", the program is looked as the 

development program which ai med to let peo ple to stand on their feet by reestabli shing the 

new live lihoods instead of sho rt-term and emergency response. lntraregiona l, vo luntarism, 

iterative and learning process are the peculi ar features of the current resett lement program. 

According to program document, it seems that it has learned different things from the success 

and failures of the past schemes and attempted to incorporate corrective measures based on 

the past exper iences. As a resu lt, one of the sources of debates in resettlement (the issue of the 

interco mmunity co nfli ct) that had been reported in money cases is not observed by this study. 

In connecti on wi th it, looki ng the program from the view of the receiving or the host 

community and from new comers or settlers community is important. In thi s chapter, the 

initi at ion process made by government in both extremes (sending areas and rece iving 

woreda), the rat ionale of settler community to be settled in the area, the rat ionale of the host 

community to accept the new people from different areas, the joining process and the 

we lco min g experience of the host community with respect to the continuous nature of the 

program and its chall enges and opportunities are brieflydiscussed. 
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5.1 Initiation 
As it has been clearly ind icated in the program document, relocati ng peop le from chronically 

food in secure areas caused by land shortage, drought, and other problems and to let about 

440,000 households to attain the household food security and ga in better livelihood 

opportunity by providing access to land from identified potential areas is the objective of the 

program. 

Based on data generated from key inform ants and foc us group di scuss ions, the study revea led 

that the initiation and warp ups made by concerned loca l government bodies both in se ndin g 

and rece iv in g woredas were performed in the form of campai gn. As if there is virgin land 

which has never been exp lo ited and co uld help them to get out of chronic problems in very 

short time and the attractive incenti ves that the settlers would rece ive from government were 

some of the triggering factors used to convince the sett ler co mmunity . However, some 

exaggerated information about the new area such as conduciveness of the area for any kind of 

crop, the infrastructure fac ilities such as road, availability of e lectricity, telecommunication 

service, potable water and even the residence houses are ready made and wa iting for the 

beneficiaries to be used, photographs and video shows which reflect only better features of 

new area were untrue and misleading information provided to the settlers. With this regard , 

Ato Miretu Molla who came from Wegera Woreda of North Go ndar Zone and sett led in 

Dubaba kebele, village two (Mender Hulet) settlement s ite reported in his wordin gs as 

follows: 

When I came to this area, I used to think that I would}ust receive the key f or me 

and my family's residence house, which has already constructed, being iron 

roofed. That is what J and my Ji"iends were told. Blit what J found is the hOllse 

constructed being grass roofed with 110 properly fitted door. 

With the same token, the initiation and convinci ng campai gn of th e loca l governm ent was 

extended to the rece iving community. Consu ltation with se lected elderly people in Quara and 

conducting public meeting in se lected rece iving kebeles were parts of the campaign. However, 

the pre-resettlement forums were not including a ll peoples in the woreda . As a result, about 

4% of household respond ents from the host community members reported that they did not 

get pre-resettlement information when resettlement was planned to be there. But, the majority 
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of the rece iving community members were a lready aware of upcoming governm ent 

intervention. 

The stu dy also reveal ed that the consensus between the local government and loca l peo ple in 

Quara was not achi eved easily. T here was res istance from the local people cla iming that the 

land will be redi stributed to the new comers, it will be challenging to rear li vestock as usual 

and fea r of confronting with the new people with di fferent cultural background s were some o f 

th e iss ues c la imed. But later the cultural bac kground of the settlers is found to be more or less 

s imilar to the pre-ex isting (hostin g community) of the area . After the loca l people get 

convi nced, each househo ld in rece iving kebe les get ready to accept the sett lers by su pp lying 

different materi als such as household utensils, construction materia l, grass and woods and by 

constructing res id ence houses from loca lly available materials. Howeve r, the case in 

Bambaho kebe le, Bambaho resettl ement si te is found to be with no consensus between loca l 

government and people and the way they part ic ipated in accepting the settlers is reported to be 

different compared to people from the other resettlement sites of the stud y area. As result, 

people wh o have settled in Bambaho resett lement s ite did not get the warm welcoming from 

the ir hosts as settlers in the other area of Woreda. 

5.1.1 Rationale of Settlers 
To get out of press ing problems in their original land and the need to fi nd better live lihood 

options in the place of destination usi ng the opportunities created by the governm ent and 

ex istence of unex ploited resource in the new area were the reasons why the settlers have had 

chosen to be part of the program . As settlers themselves reported, people in their original area 

were noti ced that the life re liant on the a id of government is no longer sustainable and lookin g 

another opportunities was the important tri ggering factor. Shortage of food, the ex istence of 

margina l land which is not capable of yieldin g suffi cient food required to meet the demand o f 

house ho lds are al so another push fa ctors of the area to be mentioned . On the top of all pushin g 

factors, shortage of land in the ori gina l place o f res id ence particularly, fo r youth group of 

populat ion is found to be the major one. On the other side, Voluntary nature of the program, 

which let people to decide themse lves with the room to switch on and off from the new 

destinati ons and grantee for plot of land in the ir origina l place for three yea rs in additio n to 

new farm land prov ided in resettl ement area are also reported to be the opportuniti es used by 

the settl er community. In addit ion to the above rat ionali t ies, the report of vis it of the new 
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areas made by representat ive indiv idua ls of sending Woredas directed the dec ision of 

ind ividuals and the househo lds. As one elder person who was amo ng the representative 

individuals fro m Adarkay Woreda of North Gondar zone and now res ident in Gelegu 

resett lement s ite told that he and the members of the group assessed a ll the natura l resources, 

the hea lth s ituation and types of crops cul tivated and potential of the area for th c li vestock 

product ion. He a lso added that they met and made cons ultatio n with the loca l people and 

stud ied the cultural practices in the area whether it contradicts or not with their culture. As 

result, they fou nd that the area is assum ed to be convenient to peop le in their wo reda. 

In gene ra l, the pushin g factors in the ori gina l areas and attract ing situations in the place of 

des tinati on coupled with incentives made by government to support their livelihoods such as 

ratio n, oxen accord ing to the famil y size of the households and farmi ng materi al, the roo m to 

sw itch on and off fro m to the pl ace of ori gin and back to the new area, and antic ipation of 

better th ings in the new area based on hu ge advert isements made are what were cons idered by 

the settler comm unities to be part of the program. As documented information from Quara 

Woreda Food Security Coordination Offices showed, the origins of settlers are mostly fo rm 

Adarkay and Wogera of North Gond ar zo ne and Este, Gayint and Simada Woredas of South 

Gond ar zone. However, cons id erable nu mbers of settlers have also or iginated from West 

Gojam and Waghimra zones. 

5.1.2 Rationale of Host Community 
After convinced that they should receive people from different part of the region, the local 

people anticipated good things out of the program. In the area, there was no affo rd ab le 

in frastructure faci li t ies, such as road , hea lth fac ilities except one health station with limited 

faci lities and health professional s, schoo l except one junior secondary schoo l in Woreda tow n, 

market opportuniti es, pure water, banking service, electrification and te lecommuni cation (see 

chapter s ix for more detail) were the constraints wh ich were challenged the li vel ihoods of 

peop le and impeded the deve lopment of the study area for longer period. 

Anticipating such fac ilit ies and services from the program, the host community played 

indi spensab le ro le in faci li tat ing and coord inat ing the program. People in the study area, 

pa rticularl y in Gelegeu and Dubaba kebe les, have asked the resettlement to be arou nd the ir 

dwel lings and some ind ividual s and households have a lso given the ir extra land to be 

35 



di stributed to the ir new neighbors. The observations co nducted about settl ement patterns 

during data co ll ection confirmed the fact. As it has been known from observation of the 

settlement patterns, or the way resettlement sites are des igned is like fence of pre-exist ing 

(host) community surrounding the settlements of host community and new establ ished towns. 

Figure 2: Part of Resettlement Site in Dubaba 

Photo by Genanell', 2011 

The kebe les, where the study is conducted, the towns are surrounded by the setter houses or 

the new settlement sites. It is also known that the new established sett lement s ites in the ir 

respective kebe les are named with the name of the origin of settlers. Fo r example, it is 

com mon to find si tes (Sefer or Meder) called AdO/'kay Sefer, Este Sefer, Sill1ada Sefer, 

Wogera Sefer and the like. 

This pattern of settlement has he lped the local people and the sett lers to be benefited out of the 

program in terms of market, soc ia l interactions and welfare services like water and health 

services . But, it has al so exerted its negative impact on the livelihood of the households 

parti cularly, associated with li vestock production. For most of households surrounded by 

sett lement s ites, it is found that the outlet of the li vestock to the grazing land and inlet back to 

home is cha llengi ng, especially in the muddy seasons. 

It is with the above optimist ic views of communit ies that the resettl ement program and the 

settlers were warmly welcomed by the host community. In the following sect ions, the getting 

together situation of communiti es bridged by the program and the acceptance practice of the 

local people over t ime, the oppo rtuniti es, and the challenges brought by resettlement program 

are di scussed. 
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5. 2 Current Situation and Practices 
In the stud y area, resettl ement is continued to be the yearly practi ce, whi ch is not uncomm on 

to people and the local government official s since 2003. The data obtained from household 

survey, FODs and key in fo rmant interviews showed that we lcoming practice of the local 

people to settlers is reported in terestin g in the fi rst times especia ll y in the year 2003 and 2004 . 

However, the practice was no longer susta ined after a yea r and continued to the extent of not 

being aware of whether there is resettlement program or not, exce pt the players of the 

program. 

As it has been menti oned in the above sections, in the year 2003 and 2004, the local peop le 

hi ghly we lcomed the settl ers by constructing house, and providing househo ld materials . The 

introduction forums and welcomin g coffee ceremonies in settlement s ites were parts of the 

we lco ming programs. The foc us group discussions held with the local representat ive 

indi vid ua ls in three kebeles and government official s in the area witnessed the fact. However, 

the practice has decreased from time to time as a result; the later settlers did not get suc h 

opportunities and warm welco ming of host co mmunity when they arri ve to ne w place of 

res ident. The people in the area stud ied al so pointed that the practi ce of the host com munity 

toward s the new comers is mov ing from warm welcoming of the settlers to res istance of the 

program claiming that it is go ing to be more than the capac ity of the area and instead of 

bringing good things to the area, it has becoming the source of the confli ct assoc iated with 

natural resources. 

Regardl ess of th e good social exerc ises of the local people in the first tim es, the area is fo und 

to be by far different from what has been advertized to settl ers. As the focus group 

partic ipants in all kebeles reported, the promised services were not sati sfactory. Due to lack of 

te lecommunicati on services, people particularly, settlers have been isolated from 

communicat ing with their famili es and relati ves. T he hi gher temperature of the area, malaria, 

water logging in residence areas and fa rmland , provision of two hectare of land oth er than 

land given for res idence, which is less than the ex pectation of most settlers and insuffi ciency 

to meet the demand of the settlers househo lds, ex istence of other unto ld bad feat ures of the 

area have disappoi nted most settlers and caused to exerc ise from vo lun tary .resettlement to 

pushed repatriati on to their origina l place of res id ence. 
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The ava il able documented in format ion obta in ed from Quara Woreda Food Security 

Coord ination Office confi rmed this practice of settlers. As docum ented information of the 

office ind icated, s ince 2003 to 2009, the tota l of 3 1,281 househo lds or 62,400 peop le were 

offic ially settled, but out of th is popu lation, only 4,078 households or about 35,554, which is 

a lmost half of tota l settled populat ion is reported to be the permanently sett led settlers of the 

area. The informati on obta in ed fro m se lected key in fo rmants of the settler and host 

comm unity members indicated that the reasons for repatri ation of the settlers to the ir original 

place of res idence are not onl y the disap pointments from not getti ng the promised service, 

faci liti es and the hars h co nditions of the area but also the ex istence of two houses in two area 

(i n orig inal and settleme nt area) with the ir plot of land are also mentioned to be additional 

factors. Disappoi ntments from the program and assoc iated reactions by households are not 

limited to the settle r community members only, but also extended to the members of host 

community. T he host co mmunity members have been a lso claiming that th e settl ers are mo re 

pri vileged and get more concern by government than their hosting com munity. T he data 

obta ined from key in fo rmants also revealed that even those who are co nsidered permanent 

res idence of sett lers have two houses in both areas and the reason why they are fo und 

permanent is they have managed their two househo lds and assoc iated resources hav ing the 

strong linkagc with fa mil y members and re latives in the ori gin al place o f res idence. Thi s has 

al so opened an opportunity to exp loit the li ve lihood resources specially, the land resources 

from two areas of res idences. 

The interesting thin g is that it is common to get people who have settled more than two times 

in Quara, si mply by changing thei r name and the new place or resettlement site that they 

settled. As one develo pment agent working with settlers to ld that he has fo und one person 

settled three times in Quara whil e he was di stributing the ration to the settlers upon their 

ar ri va l. As he noted, fi rst, he settled in Selferd i kebele of the study Woreda, Neb is Gebeya 

resettlement site number 2; secondly, in Bambah o resettlement s ite; and thi rdly, in the sa me 

kebele, Agamwuha resett lement sites just by changing hi s name. The study conducted by 

Teshome el al (20 I 0) in same area of stud y inc luding Metema, revea led that the prob lem 

coord ination and management including inappropriate selection of sett lers are found to be 

identi fied gaps particula rly, in sendin g woredas. T hi s study also confi rmed the reported gaps. 
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The situation is more tactical in lega li z ing the sett lement procedures and the link exte nd s to 

original place of residence. The inform ation obta ined from Quara Woreda Administration 

Office has witnessed the s ituatio n indicat ing the reason for such illegal practice is loose and 

re luctant recruitment of send ing woreda offic ials including kebele admi nistrato rs who 

lega lized ident ity ca rds of illega l settlers, who have owned more than one identity card and 

perhaps, ga ined additional land in the different sett lement s ites and incenti ves from 

government. T he incentives g iven by the government up to the end of first prod uction season 

and the roo m to switch on and off from the settlement area to ori gi nal land are a lso mentioned 

to be contribut ing factors fo r such practices of some settlers. In th is study, it is learned that 

mobility of individuals and househo lds in different resettlement s ites have been perceived as 

means of li ve lihood security. As they settled in different resettlement s ites, they rece ive 

d ifferent incenti ves till one production season and land from government. 

5.3 Opportunities of Resettlement 
People in the study area have different perception about the importance of resettlement. 

Instead of the looking the advantages of such government interventions from top-down 

perspective, look ing it from the view of the direct beneficiaries sounds good. In this regard , 

the question whether such planned resettlement programs are important o r not for better 

livel ihood opt ions of rural households was the major concern of the study. 

Of the total of 100 surveyed house holds, about 48% of respondents argued that resett lement 

program is im portant for better li veli hood options of households followed by the group of 

respondents who perceive that resettlement having two edges (hav ing both advantageous and 

d isadvantageous effect). 

Table 5' Perception of People about Resettlement (N=100) 
Group of I What can you say about the current rese ttlement program ? 

Total l Respondents I Very important Important Important and Destructive 
n(%) n (%) destructive n (%) n (%) N(%) 

Host 11(21.2) 12 (23. 1) 28 (53.8) 1(1.9) 52 (52) 
Settler 4(8.3) 36 (75) 7 (14.6) 1(2.1) 48 (48) 

-1 

--
I Total 15 (15) 48 (48) 35 (35) 2(2) 100 (100) I 

Source: own data, 2011 

As it can be seen from Table 5, about 35 % of respondent reported that resettlement program 

is important for better livelihood options as well as destructive of some livel ihood assets. A 
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sma ller proportion of respondents perceived that resettlement programs are very important for 

the live lihood of the households and as we ll as for beller advancement of the area. Only 2% of 

respondents reported that resettlement do not provide good things to people rather than its 

dest ructive and harmful effects on the li ve lihood assets. 

The study also attempted to see whether there is variati on with the two gro ups of co mmunity 

members as far as the importance of resett lement is concerned. The cross tabulation of survey 

data revealed that the majority (about 75%) of sett ler respondents sa id that resettlement is 

important to the li ve lihoods of house ho lds compared to 23% of host com munity respondents 

saying the same thing. However, the host community members are by far better to consider 

the two edges of resettlement, i.e. the importance and destructive nature. More than 53% of 

host commu nity members have perceived that resett lement has both importance and 

destructive effect on some live li hood assets compared with 14.5% of membe rs of the settle r 

co mmunity. 

Box l' Perception of People about Resett lement 

Host from Bambaho 

We were expecled good Ihings when we allow Ihe reselliemenllo be here, bUI whal we found 
is il less Ihan our expeclalion. Our children are walking on fOOl for more Ihan 111'0 hours 10 
gel school as before resell/emenl. Only fell' people are benefiledji-om Ihe progralli. 

Settler from Dubaba 

If il would have been equal land holding wilh hosts, the sellier would have been more 
beneficial ji-om the program than Ihe host community members. 

Host from Gelegu 

We are not given equal at/ention and privilege by our govel'l1l11ent as settlers 

Host elder person from Gelegu 

Resettlement is good, b1lt the enemy afforest 

Women Settler from Bambaho 

The program was intended 10 us lI'ho were under chronic problems, but the more benefiCial 
are found to be Ihe host community. We selliers have become the cultivators of their crop and 
Ihe keepers of their callie. 

SOllrce: Case households 
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To see the pos itive s ides of resettlement program in the co ntext of Q uara, it has brought about 

dramati c chan ge in the life of settlers particularly and to people of th e area in ge nera l. To 

mentions some of the good th ings, independence of the sett lers in attain ing th e househo ld food 

sufficiency, market opportunit ies, which triggered peop le to prod uce more than subsistence, 

estab li shment of the large co mmercia l far ms by the host comm un ity and other investors from 

different regions, the avai labi li ty of hi gh labor fo rce for agri cultural production whi ch was 

very serious problem befo re resett lement, the job opportu nity, even though it is lim ited, the 

supp ly of pure water around resettlement s ites, construction of hea lth stat ions and posts in 

different kebeles, construction of high school , construction of the road which connects to the 

other woreda, and establi shment of new towns arou nd the settlements, wh ich are se rvin g as 

socio-economic centers are some the good things brought fo ll owing resett lement program. 

With regard to the market opportu nity, an e lder perso n whose name is Aba Melaku, who has 

li ved in Ge legu kebe le for more than 37 year, said that: 

....... the current market opportunity is incomparable with the pas/times. We used 10 

sell our surplus grains and livestock to Sudanese people walking at least for 4 

days using donkey as means of transportation with no room to bargain on price 

and brought salt and c/olh as exchange. Even the money itself was nol ours. II 

was Sudan 's Dinar. Before len year I sold one quintal of sesame for 82 birr after 

two days on foot journey. But now, we can sell a quinlal of sesame for 1,700 birr 

being at home without paying transport cost. 

Following sesame and cotton production in the area, hi gher labo r force is required 

particularly, du rin g peak seasons such as weedin g and harvesting tim es. In turn, thi s has 

created an opportunity for service prov id ers and the wo rkers. During weed ing and harvesting 

ti mes of sesame, the average dai ly wage is estimated to be 86 birr per day per person. Another 

important thi ng to be mentioned assoc iated with the resettlement program in the area is the 

establishment of the new towns, whi ch facilitate the soc io-economic interactions. To name 

some of them, Bermil, Chercher, Mirtgelegu, and Agamwuha are some of th e new small 

tow ns estab lished fo llowing the resettlement program and cu rrently they are serving as soc io­

eco nom ic ce nters. Having those good things in mind , who are more benefited out of the 

program was the questio n of thi s study. This was the important question which attracted the 

attenti on of the focus group parti cipants from both groups of commun ity members and 
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inspired hot debate. The result obtained from analys is of quantitative data revea led that about 

40% of the respondents reported that the resettlement program benefits both host and settler 

communities, but more to the settler community members foll owed by 35% of household 

respondents, who claimed that resettlement program benefits both host and settler 

communities, but more to the host co mmunity. However, about 23% of respondents said that 

resettlement has equal benefit to host and settler commun ities and the remainin g 2% of the 

respondents sa id resettlement program benefits more peop le who have more resources 

espec ially, more oxen, land , shop, milling machine, which help them to get more househo ld 

income follow in g the increas in g population and demand for land and services. In one or 

another ways, it co uld be said that there are group of peop le who are losers and there are a lso 

group of people who ga in more of the best things out the program. 

5.4 The Challenges of ResettIement 
As it has discussed from above sect ions, in addit ion to good things brought, resettlement 

program also has the other edge with challenging things to the households o f settlers and their 

host commun ity members. Fo ll ow ing increase in population of the area, expansion of the theft 

practices which was uncommon to area before resettlement program, shortage of land, 

deforestation (see natural capi ta l), shortage of the graz ing land follo wi ng the large livestock 

population of the area, decrease in productivity of so il, and water pollution are some of the 

challenges to farm households brought by resettlement program in the area studied. 

As a result of quantitative analys is of the survey data, about 92% of househo ld respondents 

reported that expansion of theft practice is becoming serious problem a fter resettlement 

program . As people from the members of the local community, who have li ved for many 

years in the area told that before resettlement no one had experienced bringing of yo lk and 

other plowing material s to home from farm fields unless plowing is completed but currently, 

this has been the story of the area. The case of theft is very serious on li vestock such as oxen 

and donkeys. It is also known that an increase in the price of livestock associated with higher 

market demand around Sudan border particularly, for oxen coupled with the traditional open 

fi e ld grazing with no keepers have aggravated the theft practices to be serious and ever 

increas ing problem of the area. In addition to the above factors , the shortage of the land which 

cou ld support the livelihood of indiv idual s and househo lds mi ght have forced peop le to 

exerc ise theft as mean of livelihood. 
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Shortage of the la nd is a lso mentioned as the major cha ll enging issue and the severity of the 

prob lems is increasing fo rm tim e to time. As a result, shortage of communa l graz ing land, and 

the prob lem of out lets and inlets of the livestock from home to existing communal graz in g 

land and back to home are some problems associated with shortage of the land. T he situation 

is fou nd to be more seri es around resettlement si ts. The land shortage has a lso forced 

househo lds in Qua ra to shift to th e other live lihood activiti es (see chapter seven) and to 

exerci se labour intens ive agri cultura l act ivities in a give plot of land . Deforestat ion is also 

mentioned to be the most serious prob lem of the area follo wing resettlement program. The 

interesting thing with regard to defo restation is that among surveyed household respondents, 

almost all (99%) claimed that resettlement program is the major cause of deforestation (see 

chapter s ix for more detail). 

Intercom mun ity conflict is not reported as the chall enge of resettlement program as the past 

regimes' resettlement programs of the cou nty. However, fo llowing the shortage of the land , 

grazing land , wood land and assoc iated common natural resource are becom in g so urces of 

confli cts between people in diffe rent kebeles, but not between the two groups of communities . 

5.5 Summary 
To sum the chapter, eventho ugh, there are people and organizations attempting to make 

s imilarities wi th the past resettlement schemes and the present one in terms of cond itionality 

attached with it, some proponents and the current governm ent, on the cou nterpa rt c lai med that 

the current resettlement program is enti rely different form past schemes. With thi s regard, 

bei ng the long-term development intervention rather than emergency response short-term 

intervention, intraregio nal based on the ethnic based fede ral ism, voluntarism and a imed to 

bring better li ve lihood opportuni ties to chron ica lly food insecure household by ensuring 

access to land are the peculiar features of the current resettlement program. On the other hand , 

bes ides objectives set and the directions indicated by government, the beneficiaries or target 

population of the program and receiving comm unity have had their own saying and 

rationalities on th e intervention. To become free out of persistence and pressing problems of 

the area and the need to find out other li ve lihood options by using government initiated 

resett lement scheme is found to be the rat iona le of settler communi ty to be part of the 

program. T he data obtained from diffe rent sources show that there was res istance of the host 

co mmuni ty to accept the sett lers from d ifferent parts of the region claiming to resources based 
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ri sks. However, after conv inced that the resett lement program is vita l to the area, they 

anti cipated goods things parti cularly, welfare services and infrastructure out of the program. It 

is a lso identified that sett lers and host co mmunity did not find the program cons istent w ith 

what has been said. Consequently, both sett ler and host com munities have reacted on the 

program in differe nt ways. The co nsiderable number of sett lers is subjected to repatriat ion to 

their origi nal pl ace, whil e the host co mmunity members have also experi enced from the hot 

welcom ing of the settlers to the res istance of the progra m. 

The good things out of th e program are fo und to be multip le. Even though, it is limited in term 

of add ress ing the need of peop le in the area, construction of hea lth stations and posts, pure 

water supp ly in sett lement site, j ob opportunity, avai labi li ty of high agricu ltura l workin g 

force, the oppo rtu nity to sh ift people from subsistence fa nning to large sca le comm ercial 

farming, co nstruction of schoo ls, market opportunities in the near di stance, construction of 

hi gh school, and development of the small towns which are becoming the socio -economic 

centers are found to be the good opportuniti es gained from the program. Co nsidering the good 

things of resettl ement, the maj ority of respondents said that resettlement program as strategy 

to get out of press ing prob lems and to search better livelihood options is important and only 

few of the respondents have said that as if it has two edges hav ing the advantage in one side 

and di sadvantage or harmful effect on the other hand. In add it ion to good things brought, 

resettlement program is also has the other edge with challenging things to settlers and the ir 

host ing commun ity members. Increase in pop ulatio n of the area, expansio n of the theft 

practices whi ch was uncomm on to area before resettlement program, shortage of land, 

deforestation, shortage of the graz ing land fo llowing the increase of livestock population, 

decrease in productivity of so il, and water po llution are some of the challenges brought by 

resett lement program to farm househo ld s in the area. 

Bringin g together both the opportun ities and the cha llenges of resettlement making trade-off 

and judging the program whether it is advantageous or disadvantageo us is very vita l and 

logical. However, unless subj ective judgment is made, with thi s limi ted information it co uld 

be bit d ifficult. Accordi ng to thi s study, the opportunities of the program outweigh mo re than 

its challenges and it is more adva ntageous to the settlers tha n the host community members. 
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CHAPTER SIX 
GAIN AND LOSS OF LIVELIHOOD ASSETS 

Peop le everywhere as we ll as in the stud y area require var ious types of live lihoods assets to 

achieve the ir se lf-de fin ed goa ls. As it has been noted by Scoones ( 1998:7), the abi li ty to 

pursue different li ve lihood strategies is depend ent on the bas ic material and social , tangibl e 

and intangi ble assets that people have in thei r possess ion. However, no single cap ita l or asset 

endowment can bring the desi red livelihood outcomes. Therefore, fo r the livelihood of 

househo lds, there should be the co mbinations of assets or the poss ibility that a certain 

li ve lihood asset can be shifted or sw itched to other assets so as to bring the des ired outco me. 

Assets are of spec ia l interest fo r empirica l research in order to ascerta in, if those, who were 

able to escape from poverty, sta rted off with a particular co mbination of capi ta l, and if such a 

co mbination wo ul d be transferab le to other li ve lihood sett ings. Furtherm ore, it wo uld be 

interesting to eval uate the potentia l for substi tuti on between di fferent capitals, fo r instance, a 

rep lacement of a lack of fi nanc ial capital - as is often the case in the reality of poor 

stakeholders - through a better end owment with soc ia l capital (Ko llmiar and Gamper, 2002). 

Any development program or in terventi on whi ch is aim ed to improve the livelihoods of the 

poo r is directly or indirectl y concern ed with establishment andlor strengthening of critical 

live li hood assets. T he stud y has looked the resettlement program as one deve lopment 

intervent ion in opening the opportunities to access or ga in different livelihood assets and in 

constra ining them fo r rural households of both co mmuniti es. Thi s chapter dea ls w ith di ffe rent 

live lihood assets such as human asset or capita l, soc ial assets, financial assets, natural assets 

givi ng specia l attentio n to land and assoc iated resources, and the avail able phys ica l assets in 

the context of the study area . Since there is no s ingle asset which can independ entl y support 

the livelihoods for the desired outcomes, the interaction between di ffe rent assets is also 

inco rporated. 
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6.1 Human Capital 
It is the build ing block of other livelihood assets and could al so be considered as the means 

and end of li vel ihood outcome. Even though, there are different definitions for this critica l 

li vel ihood capital , thi s study shares the defin ition given in DFID's sustainable livelihoods 

guidance sheet. It is defined as "the livelihood capital which rep resents the skill s, kn owledge, 

ab ility to labour and good health that together enable people to pursue different livelihood 

strategies and achieve their li velihood object ives" ( DFID, 1999:7). In the same source, it is 

also noted that at household leve l human cap ital is a factor of the amount and quality of labour 

ava ilab le; this varies accord ing to household size, skill leve ls, leadership potential , hea lth 

status, etc. 

Pertinent to the above definition, the human cap ital of the people in the study area 

considerably va ry from person to person. The types of sk ill s acquainted by peo ple of Quara 

(both settlers and their hosts) also vary across gender and the variation in sk ill s practiced by 

people is not differentiated by nature ; rather it is soc ially constructed divi sion of work. As it 

has already discussed in the chapter four, regard less of the variation across sex, about 42% of 

the household respondents are found to be illiterate (who cannot read and write). Therefore, 

considerable numbers of the people in the study area are lacking one important human cap ital, 

in most cases, wh ich is the source of other human, financial, and social cap itals. 

Table 6' Educational Status versus Ski ll of Respondents (N=100) 
Educational status Do ),ou have special skills? I 

Yes No J am not sure 1 I Total 
have such skills N('Yo) 

n(%) n(%) n(%) 
Cannot read and write 24 (57.1) 4(9.5) 14(33.3) 42( I 00) 
Can read and wri te 14 46.7) 6(20) 10(33.3) 30( I 00) 
Primary level ( 1-4 grades) 13 81.3) - 3(18.7) J.§.( I 00) 
Junior secondary (5 -8 grades) 8 (80) - 2 (20) 10(100) I 

High school (9- 12 grades) 2( I 00) - - 2(100) I 
_About grade 12 - - - - I 
Total 61 (61) 10(10) 29(29) 100(1000 
Source: own survey data, 2011 

Eventhough, considerable numbers of the people are lagged behind from formal or non­

informal education, they have exper ienced different sk ill s cons istence with their cultu re. 

A bout 6 1 % of respondents repOlted that they have one or more skill which they gained 

through train ing or experience and about 29% are not sure whether they have sllch special 

skills. The rest of respondents reported that they do not have spec ial skill s other than 
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co mmonly practiced household activities which are assoc iated with crop cultivation and 

animal husbandry. It is believed that ed ucation is very important to get other human capital s 

but, the co rrelation result of educational status and kill s of individual indicated that in the 

stud y area there is no relation between educational status and human capital parti cularl y, for 

the skills o f the individua ls. Thi s impli es that most of the skill s exerci sed in the area are 

emerged from indigenous kn owledge and transferred from generation to ge nerat ion in tacit 

ways. 

Weaving, tailoring, carpentry, house constructio n, covering the huts with grass, painting of 

house with mud , making grain sto re, basket making, cha ir and bed makin g, timber making, 

making different traditional music in struments such as Masinko, kirar , and washinl are some 

o f sk ills that male exercise. Pottery, Ti/f (decorating c loths, bed sheet, and other househo ld 

furniture) , Feti! (making of treads from cotton which is used for weav ing), Sifel (making of 

different househo ld utens il s such as sto rage of enjera in Amharic ca ll ed Maseb from different 

treads and grass) are also some of skill s practiced by female in Quara. In line with this, the 

data generated from household survey indicated that about 78% of respondent are sure that in 

the area there are opportunities to be used with the skills that they own if they are interested to 

put into practice and make it as the major livelihood strategy. They also reported that there is 

no difficulty to exercise the skill s that they have but, 22% of househo ld respondents have 

reported that there is no any opportunity to exerci se such skills in the area claiming that lack 

of initial capita l and unavailability of the required material s in the area are the maj or 

impediments. Eventhough, the majority of respondents reported that there are good 

opportunities and no difficulty to do with the skills they have, no one is found making it as the 

maj or livelihood activity instead of using it as means of income generating activity durin g 

spare tim es of their day-to-day re gular responsibilities. 

The good sta rt up in the area is that following resettlement program, the schoo ls and other 

re lated inst itutions such as Farmers Training Centers (FTCs), which are impo rtant for the 

capacity building activities of the households and the means of finding other human capital s 

are being constructed 

47 



6.2 Social Capita l 
Social capital refers to the netwo rks (patronage, neighborhoods, and kinship), re lat ions of trust 

and mutual understanding and support, fo rm al and info rm al groups, shared va lu es and 

behav iors, common rules and sancti ons, co llecti ve representation, mechani sms fo r 

parti c ipation in dec ision-mak ing, and leadership (Serrat, 2008; DFID, 1999). 

Among the challenges o f the resettl ement program, confl icts among communiti es have been 

reported in many cases (see Dessa legn, 2003; Tesfaye, 2007; Be lay, 2004). In most cases, the 

so urces of conflict are id entifi ed to be reso urce base part icularly; natura l reso urces such as 

graz in g land and wood. In the study area, the conflicts between the host and sett ler 

co mmunities are not id enti fied. For such smooth relation among the two groups of 

co mmunities and within communiti es, the soc ia l networks, which are t ied with diffe rent 

cultural practices, are th e principal facto r. With thi s regard, the current resettlement program 

whi ch is intraregional seems to have learned from the previous mistakes in terms of avoid ing 

interco mmunity conflicts. Mo re or less, the cultural backgrounds between the two groups of 

communities are s imilar. The similarity in cultural backgrounds has in turn co ntributed a lot 

for the smooth soc ial networks between the two groups of communit ies and conso lidated it 

more. 

T he majority of respond ent do not agree that the resettlement program is affect ing the pre­

ex isting cul tural practices of the local community, rather they be li eve that it has been 

networked and strengthen with the intermarri age between the settlers and host communi ty, the 

co mmonly practiced reli gious practi ces, fu neral ceremoni es, f riendship and work ing together 

in diffe rent soc io-economic aFfairs, neighborhood, sharing of reso urces, and relat ion other 

than blood linkage or wodajinet. li terally hav ing relation based on affili ation. The details of 

such soc ial relations between the two groups of communit ies in the study area are presented in 

the fo llowing sub-secti ons. 

6.2 .1 Intermarriage 
Marriage is the maj or soc ia l linkers or institution and the base of establishment of new 

househo lds. In the stud y area marri age is comm onl y practiced soc ia l phenomena and has been 

practiced in diffe rent fo rm s. As it has been revealed by the study, it could be seen as the intra­

host or intra-settler marriage, the marriage which has been practi ced in the same gro up of 
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commu ni ty, for example, the marriage between settlers or the marriage between the host 

co mmunity members; and intermarriage wh ich has been pract iced between different groups of 

co mmunity (in the case of thi s study, the marriage between settlers and their hosts). 

The concern of thi s study is the interm arriage, wh ich has s ignificant role in linking the two 

groups of people in the area studied. The focus group di sc uss ions held with the representat ive 

individ ua ls from both groups asserted that the practice in intermarriage is increas ing from 

time to time. Intermarriage is not on ly soc ial netwo rking phenomena but also serves as the 

source of other livelihoods assets. Households who are linked with intermarri age have a 

possibility to get additional land for farm ; oxen for traction power, fi nanc ial reso urce by 

borrowing or gift, and additional labo r during peak seasons of weeding and harvesting. 

However, some gaps and limitations of intermarriage compared to the intra-marriage are 

identified . The data from all studied kebeles show that the intermarriage has got the following 

characteri stics different from intra-marriage. The first distinguishing feature of intermarriage 

practiced in the study area is that it has been practiced as the second round marriage between 

individuals who were widowed or divorced. As the data obtained from foc us group 

di scuss ions and key informant intcrviews indicated that no intermarriage between the host and 

settlers community members is found to be as the first marriage between peo ple linked , in the 

local term ca ll ed yehig gabicha, in litera lly meaning, lega l marriage (the marriage between 

girl who is virgi n and boy practiced for the first time) . The intermarriage between the settlers 

and their host community members ha s also lost some cultural practices and procedures such 

as Macha (the asset gift such as the livestock from the girl and boy family members which is 

considered as the establishment assets fo r the newly establ ished household). Secondly, it is 

one-way. Most of intermarriage practices are reported to be " female from settlers and male 

from the host". As it has been to ld by the host community members, the reason why such one­

way intermarriage is the local community have no trust on the settlers due to the fact that most 

of settlers are observed to be on and off from resettlement areas. Therefore, they believe that it 

is ri sk for host community female in such s ituation to be the housewife of the settlers. 
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6.2.2 Funeral Ceremonies 
Practic ing funera l ceremonies together is also another soc ial phenomenon wh ich contributed 

for the soc ial bond s observed between setter and the host community members. It is also 

indent ified that shar ing of so rrows and happiness between people espec ia lly. between the 

settlers and the ir host co mmunity members in the area is mostly lim ited to people who have 

exercised the same religion, bond ed by different socia l relation such and marriage and 

Kirs/ina (see the detail under being relat ive) and people who have beco me friends of each 

other. 

6.2.3 Religious and Charity Practices 
I-lav ing the same cultural background has co ntributed a lot to conduct other social pract ices in 

the study area. O rthodox Christian and Islamic religion are the dominants re ligio ns. In the 

study area, about 93% of respondents are Orthodox Chri stian religion fo ll owers and the rest 

7% are fo und to be M uslims. The interaction in Churches and Mosques is common between 

the host and settlers. During Sundays and Sa int Days in Orthodox rel igio n follo wers, people 

communicate and di scuss some soc io-economi c issues. In the study area o f Gelegu kebe le, it 

has been reported that the assoc iation wh ich is called Yehaimano/ Aba/och Bego Adragot 

Mahiber', which involves O rthodox re li gion leaders from both community members is ai med 

to support orphans and e lderly peo ple . As one member of assoc iation whose name is kes or 

Priest N igatu to ld that the association is permanently suppo rting about 71 orphans, by 

providi ng basic necessities such as food, cloth, shelter and educational materials. In add ition 

to the Yehaimano/ Aba/och Bego Adragol Mahiber, Yesalm Abaloch Mahiber' is also another 

assoc iation establi shed by the sett lers and the ir hosts regardless of the re li gio n differences and 

it is ai med to solve different confl icts among people of the area . 

The important thing to be noted with such re li gious practices is that they are not limited to 

on ly co nductin g religious practices and charity activities, but have ro le in solving conflicts 

and conducti ng the tradit iona l justi ce which is called Shimgilna to so lve intercom munity and 

intra-co mmunity soc io-eco nomi c prob lems 

4 It is to mean ReligiOUS Leaders Charity Association 
5 To mean Peace keeping Fathers Association which is established in the study area 
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6.2.4 Friendship and Working Together 
Havi ng friendsh ip re lation and wo rki ng together are pract iced between people in resettlement 

areas being one the cause to the other. In the stud y area, fri endship and wo rking together have 

been seen as both the soc ial ties and the economic activ ity . The qualitati ve data of the stud y 

show that both settl ers and host communi ty work in di fferent soc ial and economic activities. 

Peo ple work together during; house constructi on, weeding, harvestin g, security works 

(Milisha) and tradi tional connict reso lving or shimglina mechanisms. 

Market in Bemur 
''"f-.. ;-~~ 

Photo by Genanew, january, 2011 

In addition to working together, interacti ons at the market places during Saturday markets are 

also found to be the important things of social so lidari ty and conso lidate friendshi p among the 

same groups of communities, and between settlers and host groups of communities. 

6.2,5 Neighborhood 
As it has been di scussed in the Chapter Five, the settlement pattern in the stud y area has 

contributed to households to experience the neighborhood relationships between the host and 

settlers. This in turn helped people to share the experiences of each other and strengthened the 

intimacy between them. Since the settlers have exposed to the new ways of doing thi ngs 

different from their ori ginal place, they have been challenged to pursue their li velihoods in th e 

new area. But the neighborhood relations helped them to consult the nearby host community 

members fo r the loca l ind igenous knowledge assoc iated with the livelihood acti vities. In 

re lation to thi s, the woman who came from Wogera Woreda and now li ving in Ge legu 

resettlement site said that: 
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We used 10 Ihink Ihol Ihings in Ihe nell' area would be easily 

adaplable bul, we found Ihal Ihe new things are nol only the place 

and people, bUI also Ihe way people are doing also differ Fom whal 

we know in our previous loco lily and il has challenged us 

particularly, in the firsl year. The good Ihing is Ihal Ihe government 

does not isolate us and inslead lei us to live wilh people of Ihe area, 

and Ihe locetl people lell us evelylhing whenever we ask them. 

6,2,6 Resource sharing as Social Network 
Shari ng of resources such as land, oxen, and labor are also the importa nt practices of the area 

whi ch strengthened the socia l cap ita l and access to the other livelihood assets. Resou rce 

sharing among house holds is not onl y the soc ial netwo rker, but a lso the important economic 

relati onsh ip. Following the di spari ty in land ho ld ing s ize and li vestock popu lation among 

people, sharing oxen with land to cultivate together, pairing of oxen (ca lled KinC(jo), and 

sharing labour between households to get certain am ount of product Siso (which is one third 

of tota l product that hired person get for one product ion season work in some household 's 

farm) are common reso urce sharing practices of the study area. 

Such resource sharing in the study area, are kinds of win-wi n ga mes. For in stance, the one 

who has more oxen to be trained how to plough gives to the person who is in need of oxen for 

traction power and the person in need of oxen trains two oxen and wi ll take one ox for himse lf 

free of rent for one production season. Webera (co llaborative work), Wonfel (like wobera, but 

round wise) are some resource sharing practices of the area. Like working together, sharing of 

resources has both econo mic and soc ia l role among the people ofQuara. 

6.2.7 Being Relative 
In the study area it is co mmon to hear people saying thi s man or woman is my relative, even 

without having blood relat ion. T hese types of socia l ties take place in d ifferent forms. As it 

has bee n noted by Tesfaye (2007:75), sett lers and host comm unity are bonded by different 

social ties such as AbelUnet or God parenthood (a kind of soc ial bond that is arranged when 

the new born baby is baptized in Eth iop ia O rthodox Church) and other forms of the relatio ns. 

The sa me is true in Quara and people have practiced such kinds of soc ial relat ions or zimdina. 

The kind of zimdina or literally being re lative is manifested in two ways. The first type of 
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zimdino is Abe/ijinel or God Pa renthood, whi ch is predominant ly, pract iced within Christian 

Orthodox re li g ion fo llowers'. If the newborn is boy, husband from other fa mily wi ll be the 

God fa ther (Kirstin a A bat) and if the newborn is girl, the wife from the same household will 

be the God mother (Kirslino Enot). The seco nd type of zimdino or relat ion is the type of 

relat ion arranged regardless of be in g under the same religio n. Thi s type of relat ion is arranged 

by l uI melabal or breast suckling (see al so Tesfaye, 2005). Accordin gly, the perso n may be 

ca lled as Yettll Abol (breast father), Yellil Enol (breast mother) and Ye llil Lij (breast son or 

daughter). T he third type of re lat ion is ca ll ed Wodojinel, literally to mean affi liation between 

indi vidua ls and households without any proced ura l conditi on. In both kinds of relat ions, the 

arrangements are made based on the consensus between the two palt ies invo lved and it is 

manifested in soc io-economic activit ies of househo lds such as belongingness, cooperation and 

work ing together, and reso urce sharing. The survey data revea led that almost all of the 

respondents (99%) reported that such socia l re lations are comm only practiced. 

6.3 Natural Capital 
Natural capital is the term used fo r the natu ra l resource stocks fro m whi ch reso urce tlows and 

services usefu l fo r live lihoods are derived (DF ID, 1999). Renewable natural resources, i.e. 

land, water, forests and trees as well as other fo rms of biodiversity, which meet the basic 

needs for food, water, c lothi ng and she lter, have now deteriorated to a low leve l of 

prod uctivity. In many areas of highlands of Ethi op ia, the present co nsumption of wood is in 

excess of unaided natura l sustai nable prod uction. Estimates of deforestation, which is mai nly 

for ex pansion of rain fed agri cul ture, vary fro m 80,000 to 200,000 hectares pe r an num 

(FORE, 1997). 

Quara is one of identified reso urcefu l Woredas of the regIon. Fo llowing the resettlement 

program, the natural resources part icularly, land and fo rests are fou nd to be so urce of 

everything. It has become sotlrce ofcontlict and the talk of the days in every parts of the study 

area. In relation to thi s, it is interest ing to present here the statement which was exp ressed by 

one e ld er perso n who li ves for 35 year in Bambaho Kebele, near Agmwuha resettlement s ites. 

H is exp ression reads as follow : 
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"There are remarkable changes in the life people in our locality since 
resettlement program is started, but nothing has come ji-om 
elsewhere. All the changes are on the expense of natural resources ". 

Based on the data obtai ned during field survey of the study, the current s ituat ion of natural 
resource particu larly, land , forest, water and grazi ng land with other assoc iated natura l 
resources is presented below. 

6 ,3.1 Land and land use system 
Land is the most critica l asset of househo lds in study area as we ll as in the other parts of the 
country. T he in format ion obta ined from Quara Woreda Envi ronmental Conservation and 
Land Use Ad mini strat ion Office revea led that of the total 262,104 hectares of arable land, 
only 4% is not still used for cult ivatio n purposes. With regard to land holding, about 92% of 
household respondents have plot or plots of land to fa rm and the rest 8% have reported that 
they do not have plot of land to farm. When we see the land ho ld ing size of households, it 
varies fro m noth ing to 40 hectares of land per household . 

Table 7' l andhold ing Size of Households (N-lOO) -
i Size oflandholding in Group of Res ondent Tota l N (%J 
[ hectares Hasl, n(%) Sellier, n(%) 
I Between 1 and 3 8(15.7) 40 (93.1) 48 (51 .1) I Between 3.1 and 5 8(15.7) 1(2.3) 9(9.6) 

4(7.8) 1(2. 3) 5(5.3) Between 5.1 and 7 
I More than 7 I 31(60.8) 1(2.3) 32(34) L Total 51(100) 43(100) 94 (100) i Sources: own data, 2011 

As ru le of thumb, lega lized land size for settler community members is not more than two 
hectares, i.e. one hectare being the minimum and two hectares, the maximu m according to the 
fa mily s ize of househo lds. As it can been seen from Table 7, about 93. 1 % of settler 
households have registered the landhold ing size ranging fro m 1-3 hectares, where as about 
6 1% of the host co mmunity households have the land holding size of more than 7 hectares per 
household. 

It is a lso noted that the major di fference between the settlers and the host com munity is land 
ho lding s ize. For th is reason, most of sett lers are claiming fo r plot of land to be increased in 
resettlement areas. As it has been reported by the settler co mm unity members, the most 
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serious problem of the settler commu ni ty is shortage of land. The problem is also exacerbated 

due to the nature of land, which is unproclu ctiveness after it is worked (cultivated) for two 

years and to be reused agai n, it should be fallowed at least for three years. Therefore, unless 

appropriate technology is designed th e natu re of land in terms of productivity especially, crop 

prod uctivity does not ensure sustainabi li ty of production. In expla ining the scenario, Ato 

Yegezu Fentie who came from Gayint Woreda of South GondaI' zone, and li vi ng in 8ambaho 

resettlement site sa id that: 

To tell you frankly, we are equal with the hosl community in evelY aspect other 

than the difference that we have in land holding. The problems is not only with 

the size of land but also with its nature, which is like irrigation water that 

irrigates well the land on Ihe above slream of the scheme bul gets dry allhe lasl 

sides. The good thing is thaI we can gel the land by renl from hosl cOlllll7unity 

members. 

The other settler in Dubaba also reported that the land which he rented by four quintals of 

so rghum, yie ld ed on ly 2.5 quintals, wh ile the cost of other operat ional activit ies are out of 

ca lculati on .However, th e local government officia ls and the host community c laimed that 

settlers have benefited more from land that has been granted for three years in their origina l 

area and the land they got in the new place of resident. Moreover, following the returnees of 

most sett lers to original place, most of settler who stayed in the settlement sites have benefited 

by taking the land of returnees, which is of cou rse not legalized by the concerned body. 

As to the sufficiency of the land to satisfy the needs of the households, about 45% o f 

respondents said that the land they owned is suffic ient to meet the demand of their family, 

whi le the majority of the respondents reported that the land that they owned is not suffic ient to 

meet the needs of their family. Thi s situation has also forced households to sea rch fo r other 

li velihood strategies such as non farm income generating activ ities to meet their household 

needs. In Quara, it is also identified that fo llowing the rap id increase in human population, the 

land is getting less and less. This in turn , affected the livestock production fo llowing the 

decrease in communal grazing land . About 64% of the respondents sa id that currently 

avai lable grazing land is decreasing in very faster rate and cou ld not feed livestock followed 

by 32% of respondents who reported that though, it is decreasi ng it cou ld feed the existin g 

livestock population. The problem of grazing land in the study area varies from one kebe le to 
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the other. Shortage of grazing land is not the prob lem in Dubaba kebele but in Ge legu and 

Bambaho, it has become more serious prob lem. As peop le reported , it is exacerbated 

following the estab li shm ent of Alat ish National Park, which was the maj or source of grazi ng 

land and fo rest honey prod uction of household s. 

The land use system varies according to the natural reso urce endowment of the areas and the 

li velihood systems of the people . In co nnecti on with it, Al i (2008) has identifi ed four types of 

la nd use systems. According to him, sedentary agriculture, agro -pastora l agriculture based on 

ra in- fed agriculture, Pasto ral, and agro-pastora l agri culture based on irrigated agriculture are 

the land use systems practiced in hi s study area. With same token, the land use system of 

Quara is classified into different systems based on the li veli hood ex periences of people. The 

data obtained from Quara Woreda Env ironm enta l Conservation and Land Use Admini stration 

Office indicated that of the total land used for various purposes, II % has been used for 

grazing land, 3.9 % accounts ri vers and valleys, 38.7% constitute forest includin g Alati sh 

Nationa l Park, 30.6% used for c rop culti vation , 0.9% settlement sites, and 3.8% is used fo r 

other activ ities. 

Box 2: Case Narratives of Access to Land 

Elder from Dbubaba Kebele 
J have nOliced Ihat using Ihe mounlainous area for cultivation has exercised after Ihe 
resettlement program 

Host from Gelegu 
J think [ am the only person ji-om the local people leading the life of my family from rented 
pial of land by giving my own land to be redistribuled 10 selliers. 

Settler fro m Dubaba 
In rainy season, we are living in waler like fish, because the land we received ji-OJII 
government for residence is water logging 

Host from Bambaho 
Most selliers have got extra land even, more than the local people own by gelling plots 
illegally ji-om Ihe land left by returned relatives. 

Settler from Gelegu 
J came with my brother as one of members of his family. J many wife so as 10 gel independent 
land, bUI conditions are not as [ anticipaled. Noll' [ am leading my family by producing 
sorghum and sesame frolll rented land. For me, nothing is different ji-om previous life in my 
area of origin as far as Ihe land is concerned. 

Source: key informant interview and case households 
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It is also known that due to decrease in the land resource, the land use system has been 

changed fro m time to time. Cu ltivat ion of the marginal land, such as mountainous areas and 

the areas whi ch was not used before and culti vat ing crops wh ich are new to the area are some 

of indications fo r the change in the land use system. In addition to using the margina l land fo r 

cul tivation, an increase conce rn of the peo ple towards land such as req uest fo r clear 

demarcati on between kebeles, and for communal graz ing land are al so th e im portant 

indicati ons to the fact that the land is becoming big issue in Quara . It is al so reported that it 

has been more seri ous issue since commencement of resettl ement program. 

6.3.2 Water Resource 
There are di fferent sources of water in the study area. Rivers and spr ings are the major 

sources. Eventhough, there is no problem with the sources of water; most of people in the 

study area are havi ng different problems associated with water supply. In connecti on with it, 

Degefa (2005: 169) identified that the prob lem of cleanness, accessibility, unbalance between 

water points and num ber of population and the longer distance between the homes and water 

points are the major problems in hi s stud y area. The same thing is experienced in Quara. One 

of reasons of the host community to accept the resettlement program and all owing the 

sett lement pattern to be around their res idence was the need to get access to pure drin king 

water. But, the ava il able water points in the study area are not suffi cient to meet the water 

need of households. 

River Water in 

Photo by Genanew, December 2011 
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The unbalance between the population and water po ints in the stud y area subjected the loca l 

people to queue for longer time with their jars around water points. In addition to queuing for 

longer times around water points, it is also common to see people usi ng different source of 

water other than protected water points. As observation conducted during data collection 

revea led that the problem in Dubaba and Gelegu kebeles is very serious and consequently, 

people are forced to share the river water with their cattle. 

6.3.3 Forest 
The data obtained from Quara Woreda Agriculture and Rural Development Office indicated 

that forest and bush-land coverage ofQuara is estimated to be 38.7% of the total area. Of this 

figure, more than half is found in Alatish National Park, which covers approximately one third 

of the woreda's land coverage (about 266,570 hectares out of 858,588 hectares). The types of 

trees in woreda are entirely indigenous to the area. 

However, it is reported that fore st coverage of the area is getting decreased from time to time. 

The rate at which forest coverage is decreasing is mentioned to be in faster rate. The survey 

data revealed that about 8004 % of surveyed households reported that forest in the area is 

decreas ing in the faster rate, followed by 17.9 % of household respondents who mentioned 

that the forest coverage of the area is decreasing, but slightly. The qualitative data also 

confirmed that it is decreasing from time and exacerbated by the resettlement program which 

has increased the demand for house construction , fire wood, crop cultivation and grazing land. 

The issue of forest has attracted the attention of people in the area. As a result, people feel in 

different ways, and observed the s ituation in different perspectives. The observation during 

data collection also revealed that around settlement and farm plots, which were cultivated 

before, the dam inant tree types are found to be thorny trees. The case was explained by one 

experienced elder person who lives in Dubaba kebele since 1980, say ing that: 

This is a testimony for what people traditionally said "Ager Siarj Jart 

Yabekila/" literally to mean that when the land gets old, it let to grow 

the thorny animal, which is called jarl. 

As he noted, the implication is not the direct one. It is used to explain the nature of the land in 

the study area that once the indigenous trees are cut off; there is no room for them to 

regenerate again, except for few types of species, unless they are replaced by their thorny 
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successors. But the good thing with such thorny species IS that these tree specles are 

complementary with locally cultivated types of crops such as sesame, so rghum and cotton. 

Box 3: Views of People about Status of Forest Resource 

Elder 1I/{/11 ill Bambabo 
I have been here for more Ihan 30 years and know well whal Ihe foresl silualion previously 
was and wha! is now. 1 have never seen slIch a worst situation on forest and the most serious 
problem has been observed wilhin Ihese 2 103 years. 

Settler ill Dububu 
III Ihe firsl limes, il was nol possible 10 conslrucl house wilhoul cuttillg trees and we used to 
do Ihat, but now J have been observing that trees are being replaced by houses and people. I 
don't know whal will happen in the filture. 

Famer ill Gelegu 
Why you people ask us aboulforesl, bringing the enemy of what does standsfor? What 1 know 
is thai Ihe wild animals that we used 10 catch wilh our hands are not seen now and migrated 
to our neighboring counlries. 

Sellier/rolll Agalllwu/w resettlemellt site 
When 1 was settler in Jawi woreda of Awi zone, I observed that there was massive deslruction 
of bamboo tree, here the same Ihing is being observed. I think settlers have such destructive 
syndrome. 

Elder setller ill Belllur settlement site 
The people in this area have conserved the joresl jar aboul 40 years; our community members 
could not keep it evenfor 2 years. 

Source: Case households 

Why things go wrong with forest in study area? The following are identified cau ses for such 

fast decreases in forest coverage of the area assoc iated with resettlement program. 

6.3.3.1 Causes of Deforestation 
In different literature, the principal cause of degradation of natural resources including forest 

is population pressure. The same is true in this study area, but it is too general to blame 

merel y pop ulation as the major cause of deforestation instead , it is important to see spec ific 

causes. The study revealed that eventhough, the resettlement program is the principal cause, 

the farming practice of the area, natural gum and incense production , unwi se use of natural 

forest resulted in the gaps of land certification, absence of clear demarcation between different 

kebeles and the room for sett lers to sw itch on and off from the place of settl ement are found to 
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be the princ ipa l causes of defo restatio n in the study area. Some of the ca uses are discussed in 

deta il in the fo llow ing sub-secti ons. 

A. Cultivation Practice 

Shifting cul tivation is the dominant practice in the study area. This is due to the fact that the 

land in study area co uld not give the expected outco me after two yea rs in a given plot. To 

minimize the ri sks in vo lved in prod uct ion decrease coupled with the hi gher market demand of 

loca lly cu ltivated crop var iet ies, peo ple practice shifting cu lt ivation. The first cul tivated plot 

should be left to fa llow at least for three years and another plot has to be prepa red th rough 

clearing new land. This in turn, leads to extensifica tion of land, which causes more trees to be 

cut off. 

B. Natural gum and incense Production 

Ava il ab il ity of natura l gum and incense in the area has attracted different organ izations to 

prod uce. The data obta ined from Q uam Wo reda Agri cu lture and Rura l Development Office 

indicated that other than the peop le who produced illega lly, there are about seven producer 

compan ies invo lved in prod ucing natura l gum and incense scrambl ing a ll kebe les where the 

natura l trees whi ch yield such products are fo und. It is also reported that the operati ona l 

practi ces of the production used by a ll prod ucers is the cause to loss of the indigenous trees 

including economi ca ll y prod uctive species. The data generated from focus group discuss ions 

and key informant interv iews ad ded that practices used by produ cers to produce gun and 

incense do not ensure susta inabil ity and that is why it is mentioned to be the cause of 

deforestation. The attractive income generated fro m this natural prod uct is also ment ioned to 

be triggeri ng factor for so me households to exercise natura l gun and incense production and in 

turn, contributed fo r the deforestat ion. 

C/ Unwise Usc of Natural Forest 

The need to get the best out of the program let people to exercise unwise use of natura l 

reso urces particu larly, the natural fo rest. The case could be seen into two di ffere nt scenari os. 

The first scenario is seen due to the host community members need to get the best out of the 

program. The result of su rvey data indi cated that fo llow ing the shortage of land faced by the 

settler community members and the la nd less people in the area, the host comm un ity members 
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rent land around their farms to those who do not have land and to the settlers claiming that it 

be long to them . For such practices of peop le, the land tenure system which did not identify the 

exact land size of the househo ld s is blamed. The land tenure (land certification) does not 

c learly indicate the exact land size that each househo ld ow ned other tha n giv in g registration 

card for a plot or plots of land that people particularly, the host communi ty members owned in 

different places. 

The second scenario is concerned with respect to the settlers, who are striving for good thin gs. 

In thi s regard, both host community and settler participants of the study mentioned that 

settlers are the most destroyers of the natura l forest compared to the host community due to 

the following reaso ns: the first one is that settlers want to compensate the problems of land 

shortage by se lling the fire wood, timber, and wood for house construction. An increasing 

demand for forest products fo ll owi ng the higher population growth has aggravated the 

s ituation. T he second reason is that the settlers have two localities resident permiss ion, in their 

wo rdings yehulet ager newariworch. The grantee in land holding in their ori gina l loca li ty for 

three years and the room to be on and off from settlement area are mentioned as reaso ns that 

let settlers not to worry about sustainability of forest resource. The third reaso n is a lso 

mentioned to be the forest management practice experienced by settlers. The lack of 

familiarity and knowledge with local indigenous trees and lack of experience in cutting tree s 

by the settler co mmunity members is also said to be the causes why settlers are more 

dest ructive than the host community. In relat ion to thi s, from the host community member 

whose name is A to Yigezu Fentie from Gelegu, said that: 

There is difference belween has/ community and settlers. The host 

community members cut trees ji-om branches like pruning by ax which 

permits the trees to grow new branch, while settlers cut the tree ji'om 

bottom side moslly by fire , which lei the Irees to be disappeared 

permanently. 

Both settlers and their hosts in the study area a lso mentioned that the local peop le have better 

know ledge about local ly available tree species and identified wh ich type of tree is to be used 

for parti cularly activ ity and services such as trees for shed, house co nstruction, timber 

production and other purposes are c learly identified . 
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6.4 Physical Capital 
T he phys ica l capita l of the area, which inc lude the infras tru cture, too ls and techno logy, co uld 

be said that under its infant stage of deve lopment. Eventhough there are un fi nished good start 

ups in construction of roads and commu ni catio n services, people in the Q uara have co nfronted 

di fferent challenges associated with it and hampered the fate of live lihood im provements. 

6.4.1 Infrastructure 

6.4.1.1 Road 
Except the one w hich connects to Metema and Gondar, w ith its low stand ard up to Metema 

woreda, the road fac il ity of Q uara is very limited and the ex isting one was constructed 

fo ll owing the resettlement program. It is also know n that there are no roads which co nnect 

kebeles to Woreda town, except the dry weather road s fo und in the lowland plain areas. The 

ex isting dry weather roads are a lso functio na l only in dry seasons. In ex pla ining the existing 

roads of the area, the sett ler who came fro m Wogera Woreda and now li vi ng in Ge legu 

resettlement site said that the situation was people lead ing the road instead of the road guiding 

the ways6 Due to the absence o f road networks, people in the study area have confronted 

different soc io-eco nomi c problems. 

6 .4 .1.2 Health and Sanitation 
People in the study area experience the worest s ituat ion in term s of hea lth. The problem is 

found to be very serious for mothers and children. Alm ost a ll respond ents reported that, 

eventhough there are observable buildi ngs of health stations and posts in d ifferent kebe les, 

they are not equipped with necessa ry materials and profess ionals. It is also mentioned that 

people have to pay about 1,600 birr for delivery services in private clin ics, where the issue of 

quality is unth inkab le. 

With regard to sa nitation, the people in study area do not have good sani ta tion practices . 

HOllseho lds, except around the resettlement sites, use river water fo r diffe rent purposes, even 

for drinking. The observation conducted during data collection revealed that, people 

nowadays in some households have started using pit latrine and some are also und er 

constructi on as a result of the hea lth extension package ca mpa ign. 

6 1t is to mean that available roads in area are constructed following the resettlement 
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6.4.1.3 Banking and Telecommunication services 
People in the stud y area are not benefited from banking and te lecommuni cation service except 

Amhara Cred it and Sav ing Institution , which is serving as the bank in woreda town, Ge legu. 

T he absence of such serv ices coupled with the absence of electr ification, has cha llenged th e 

life of peop le. Eventhough, there are good market opportun ities compared to previous t imes, 

absence of banking and telecommunication services have ex posed the traders for the robbers 

a long the road s ides and iso lated them from up-to-date information. These problems have 

resulted in increase in pri ce of important goods such as sugar, sa lt, soap and other consumable 

goods, whi ch are suppl ied by traders to fa rm households. 

6.4.2 Tools and Technology 
The role of us ing appropriate technology has indi spensa ble role to increase production and 

productivity. In li ne with it, the expe ri ence of households in the study area is not different 

from com monly used traditional far ming pract ices. Us in g ox-plough method is co ntinued to 

be the comm on practices for the majority of households to cultivate the crops. Even the 

existing large size of li vestock population is not supported by the mode rn ways of fa rmin g. 

But compa red to previous times, cu rrently there are very limited exerc ises of fa rm househo ld s 

in using s im ple tec hnologies such as pest icides, herbicides, and BBM (Broad Bed Maker) for 

crop cult ivation. The data generated from focus group discuss ions held with thc 

representat ive individuals in Dubaba and Bambaho revea led that there are households us ing 

tractor for culti vation of sesa me and cotton other than those have registered as investors and 

the tendency of using herbicides and pesticides are mentioned to be increas ing trends of the 

household s for the ir crop culti vatio n. However, the large sca le commerc ial farms have used 

tractors and other technologies. 

6.5 Financial Capital 
As it has been stated in DFID (1999), financial capital denotes the financial reso urces that 

peop le use to ach ieve their livelihood obj ectives. There are two forms of financial assets 

w hich include ava il able stock and inflow of money. In the case of the study area, the first one 

in whi ch resources are held in the form of cash and liquid assets such as li vestock are found to 

be the dominant forms of financial resources . 
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6.5.1 Saving and Investment 
Data generated from household survey revealed that about 82% of the households have 

experienced different forms of savi ng or investment, wh ile the reset 18% of respondents 

reported that they do not practice sav ing other than striving to meet the basic needs of their 

household members. Sav ing in Amhara Credit and Savi ng Institute when there is surplu s cash 

money, and investing on livestock such as cows, oxen, goats, sheep, donkey and camel are 

fo und to be the main means of sav ing in Quara. Of the mentioned means of sav ing, investing 

on cas h crops sueh as sesame and cotton is the dominant sav ing practice in the study area. 

About 96% of those who practice sav ing said that investing on cash crops is the maj or means 

of the sav ing fo ll owed by depo siting cash money in Amhara Credit and Sav ing Institution. 

About 81 % of household respondents reported that buying and investing on the livestock is 

one mechanism of savi ng instead of saving in bank. Follow ing this experience of household s, 

the area is marked to be with high livestock population (see al so Teshome et ai, 20 I 0). Sim il ar 

to the host community, the settler commun ity members have a lso started accumulation of 

livestock particularly cattle, goat, donkey and camels as to the capab ility and labour of the 

households. Fo ll owing the multiple ro le of oxen, the number of oxen that households own is 

co nsidered as the indicator of household wealth status in the community as we ll as major 

financial capital of households. 

Table 8: Number of Oxen per Household (N;100) -- I 
fo 

Number of oxen 
Name ofkebele -- Total I 1-3 More than 3 

Host Settler Host Settler Host Settler Host Settler ! 
Bambaho 0 6 1 9 10 4 11 19 
Gelegu 1 2 7 7 25 1 33 10 
Dubaba 4 2 1 16 3 1 8 19 - I 52 ---

I Total ...l 5 10 9 32 38 6 1 48 _..J -
Source: survey dala, 2011 

The max imum number of oxen reported per household, is found to be 3 1 with average of 3.8 

oxen per househo ld . But, the numbers of the cattle including calves, excluding oxen per 

households signi ficantl y vary ac ross households. The max imum number of cattle exc luding 

oxen per household from the sampled househo lds is fou nd to be 113, wh il e the minimum is 

zero. T he average cattle size of the households in Quara is ca lcul ated to be 12.4 catt le per 

household. However, the numbers of cattle population s ignificantly vary across the two 

64 



community member househo lds. To see the di ffe rence between host and settler commun ity 

households, the household survey data show that the max imum cattle population is reg istered 

in the host community members. The max imum and minimum cattl e size exc luding oxen 

from sampled host comm unity households is fo und to be 113 and 0 catt le per household 

respective ly with average catt le size of 22 per household. The catt le size of sampled 

households from settler communi ty is al so ca lculated to be between 0 and 20 signi fy ing 

minimum and maxi mum respect ive ly. The average cattl e size excluding the number of oxen 

in sett ler communi ty households is fo und to be 2.8 catt le per household . 

Goats and sheep are important financial resources of households in the study area. Compared 

to sheep, goats are commonly domesti cated and fo und in most households. Based on data 

generated from households, the average goat size of the household is ca lculated to be 7.7 

goats per household. From households involved in the study, the maximum goat number is 

reported to be 58 and, but only 19% of household respondents reported that they have 

domesticated sheep in their household s. 

The role of donkey in supporting the livelihood activiti es particularly in serving as means of 

transportation is not uncommon in the study area and it is fou nd in the majority of households. 

From sampled household s, about 72% are reported that they have donkey. The average 

donkey size of the households in the stud y area is 0.87 per household . However, camels are 

not fo und in most household . Onl y 2 1 % of samp led households owned camel. 

Photo, by Genanew, 201 
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6.5.2 Access to Credit 
People in the study area need credit for various purposes. To do with inco me generating 

activities, animal production and fatte ning, buying oxen, for fanning ope rations, constructing 

houses in the nea r town , for irrigation development and to buy milling machine and fo r 

various income generat ions purposes are mentioned why credit is required for peopl e in the 

study area. In relati on to the need for cred it, about 30% of respondents sa id that they need 

credit to income generating acti vities such as shopping, tea making, and other small 

enterpri ses, foll owed by 25 % say ing that credit is required to buy oxe n. On ly 8% of 

respondents reported that they want cred it fo r livestock production. The peop le who sa id for 

farming operation pa rtic ularly during the peak seasons of weed ing and harvesting, to co nstru ct 

house in the nea r town, to buy milling machine, and for irrigation all together acco unt for 28% 

of househo ld respondents . But, there are people who reported that the reason for the need of 

credit depend s on the conditions such as the market and conditiona lity attached in gett ing 

credit from its sources. 

To the question, whether there are enab ling opportunities or conditions to access credit, about 

67% of househo ld respondents to ld that there are favorab le co nditions to access credit in their 

loca li ty, wh ile the remaining sa id that there are no favo rable conditions to get cred it for 

vario us purposes. In the study area, Amhara Credi t and Saving Insti tuti on (ACS I, hereafter), 

churches, and loca l money vend ers (They call it Arata or she!) are the main sources of credi t. 

Table g. Sources of Credit (N =lOO) 
I Source of Credit I 

Name of From ACS I From relatives From other sources Total 
kebele Host I Settler Host Settler Host Settler Host Settler -
~ 13 Bambaho 0 0 3 6 II 19 

~~u 24 I 10 I 0 8 0 33 10 I 

Dubaba 5 I 14 I I 2 4 8 19 

I Total 37 137 2 1 15 10 52 48 I 
SOI/rce: own survey, 2011 

For abo ut 74% of households, ACS I is found to be the source of cred it and other sources such 

as Arata or she I and from re latives are found to be credit so urces for considerable number of 

household s. The reason w hy peop le go to local money lenders and other sources of credit is 

menti oned to be th e proced ura l conditi ons attached to access credit in forma l institutions such 

as ACS I. 

66 



6. 6 Relation between Assets 
There is no si ngle type of asset whi ch helps the households to exercise the li velihood strategy 

and to meet the antic ipated house ho ld objectives. Assets are interre lated to each other and the 

more assets are related, the more additi onal chance is there to get the same or other type of the 

assets. The interacti on of household assets co uld be intra-assets (withi n the same types of 

assets) and inter-asset (between different types of assets) . 

In the context of the study, the socia l asset is fo und to be the central asset being the major 

sources of the other li ve lihood assets. The households or ind ividua ls with more soc ial assets 

tend to have more live lihood assets. As thi s study revea led, people who have networked with 

intermarriage and by the other socia l bo nd ing mechanisms (di sc ussed und er soc ial asset of 

thi s chapter) have the poss ibility to access financial assets such oxen, and natural asset such as 

land from people who are related or bonded and the ir re latives. 

Diagram 1: 

hysica l 

Capital 

Key : The direction and the thickness of arrows form one livelihood asset to t he other res pectively, 
indicate the relation and th e magnitude 

Source : Own conceptualization 

The ava ilabili ty fin anc ial asset such as oxen is a lso fo und to be the so urce fo r additional 

fi nancial resources such as cash money and to get natura l capital (for example, the household 

having oxen can share land with the househo ld w ith land). Friendship (socia l) opens the 

opportunity to be netwo rked w ith the other people and to find other resources such as land 

(natural), and money by borrowing or gift (fi nancia l). 
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Resettlement as dr ivi ng force in accessing and ga ining d iffe rent live lihood assets has been 

identified as the majo r determinant factor and co nso li dated by soc ial bo nds. It has opened the 

room fo r people to be interacted eac h other within and between community members to get 

different livelihood assets. 

In general, from the interactions of assets and the way li ve lihood assets are gai ned in the 

study area is most ly dete rmined by the capac ity of the househo lds to generate new li ve li hood 

strategies, the natural endowment of the area and the interaction with d ifferent househo lds 

within or different co mmunity members. 

6.7 Summary 
People in the study area have d iffere nt assets used to exerc ise the ir live lihood strategies so as 

to meet the desired outcomes. Eventhough, considerable numbers of peop le are illiterate (who 

can not read and write), peop le in the study area are acquainted with different human assets, 

particu larly assoc iated with the skill s. But the types of sk ills vary across sex and pract iced in 

accordance with ex istin g cultura l practices the study area. 

The most important asset o f the househo lds in Q uara is soc ial asset, whi ch served as the 

source of other live lihoods assets. Due to the fact that the soc ia l asset is very important for 

acqui s ition of other li velihoods assets to pursue the livelihood acti viti es, people in the stud y 

area have practiced d ifferent socia l bondi ng mechanisms. Among socia l bonding mechani sms, 

intermarriage between settlers and host community member, practic ing the religious act ivities 

together, working together in d ifferent soc io-economic affairs, neighborhood, sharing of 

reso urces part icularly reso urces assoc iated with land and li vestock, and being relative other 

than blood relat ion, which is practiced either with in the same re ligion group such as kirsfna or 

with in different reli gion members such as lUI melabal or literally suck ling of breast, and 

Wodajinef ( re lati on based on personal affili at ion) are some to be mentioned . 

Land , forest and water are among the important natu ral assets that the study investigated. 

Since land is the most critical li velihood asset of the rural hou seho lds in the stud y area as we ll 

as e lsewhere, it has becoming source of not onl y for the livelihood assets but also the so urce 

of co nfl ict and other d isputes in Quara. The land holding size of households varies across the 

two groups of community and reported to be the major difference between the settl ers and 
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the ir hosts. Following the natu re of the land and the larger livestock pop ulation of the area, 

shortage of land has beco me the problem in the area parti cul arly, for sett ler households. 

Water was among promised assets of househo lds foll ow ing the resettlement program. 

Eventhough, the area is natura lly rich in water reso urce; the need fo r dr inking water is not 

satisfied. There are many water po ints around settlement sites, but th ey are not suffi cient. As a 

result, peop le are forced to qu eue fo r long time and/o r share the ri ver water with thei r catt le. 

The other important natural asset of the households in Quara is forest resource. It has been 

reported that about 38. 8% of land of the study area is covered with bush and natural forest. 

However, the data obtained from different sources revealed that the forest resource of the area 

is decreas ing in very faster rate. As a resu lt, associated resources such as wi ldlife and honey 

production are reported to be decreased. The phys ical reso urce of the area is very limited 

consequently, exposed peop le fo r different prob lems assoc iated with it. Except limited access 

to water supply and hea lth services around resettlement sites, and si ngle road wh ich connects 

to Metama and Gondar, the area is not privileged with clean and adequate water supply and 

sanitati on, affordable energy, access to in fo rmation (co mm unication) and access to bank ing 

servi ce. 

The financial resou rce of households in the study area is mainly in the form of ava il ab le 

stocks part icu larl y, in the form of livestock instead of regular inflow of many such as sa lary 

and remittance. Saving cash money, invest ing on livestock and investing on cash crops such 

as sesame, cotton and so rghum are so me of means of sav ing comm only practiced. Peop le 

need credit for different purposes to pursue the ir li velihoods. As to access to credit, majority 

of househo lds reported that there are favorable conditions to get credit, and the on ly fo rmal 

source of credit in the area is fo und to be ACS I. However, the local money lenders, Churches 

and relatives are also found to be the sources of credit for considerable number of households. 

Gcnerally, keep ing the human asset variation among individua ls, the physica l asset is under its 

infant stage . The soc ial asset is ga ined more and conso lidated due to ex istence of different 

boding mec hani sms. The financia l asset of househo lds is getting more and more on the 

expense or loss of natu ral resou rces pa rticularl y land and forest. 
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CHAPTER SEVEN 
LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITIES IN RESETTLEMENT AREAS 

The context in whi ch people are li ving and the criti ca l livel ihood assets which are 

determinants of the types of li veli hood strateg ies are presented in previo us chapters. The 

livelihood strategies comprise a rage and combi nation of activ ities and choi ces people 

und ertake in order to achieve their li ve lihood goa ls (see Kollmair and Gamper, 2002; DFID, 

1999; Eli s, 1999). The available livelihood assets are directing forces of the live lihood 

activities exercised by household s. The three broad categories of li ve lihood strategies are 

diversification , intens ification and migration (see also Dege fa , 2005) . 

People have been debating on the livelihoods diversification versus spec ialization. As it has 

been noted by liyama (2006), diversification has been analyzed as a rational response by 

households to lack of opportunities for specia lization, and was initially considered not the 

most des irable opt ion. However, some writers suggested that it is preferable live li hood 

strategy that rural households experienced and should be encou raged. It is also noted that 

instead of being exercised as response to the lack of opportunities for specialization, it is 

strategy des igned by rura l households to minimize the risks involved in exerc ising 

specialization particularly in farming activities (Degefa, 2005). Households in the study area 

exercised divers ification instead of spec ialization. Different activities of households under 

broader category of li ve lihood strategies based on available assets are experienced in Quara 

by the two groups of communities. In this chapter, the livelihood activities under category of 

regular livelihood activities of on-farm and casual or seasonal income generating activiti es are 

presented. 

7.1 On-farm Activities 
As many parts of the co untry, on-farm activity as part of the livelihood activities is the 

dominant one in Q uara. As it has been indicated under demographi c and socio-economi c 

profil e of the households, almost a ll the respondents are farmers in their occupation and their 

life is a lso depend ent on farming. Crop production and animal husbandry as the major and 

minor on-farm activ ities respecti vely are the two sub-activities. Almost all live lihood 

portfolios of the households under on-farm activities are divers ified and no specializati on of 
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livelihood acti vities was fo und in the study area. The two on- fa rm sub-act ivities of household 

are di scussed be low. 

7.1.1 Crop Production 
Crop prod uction is the domina nt livelihood acti vity in the study area and people experience in 

different ways. It is the major live lihood acti vity for most of househo lds in the study area. 

Households cultiv ate different vari eties of crops in the area studied . For the sake of clarity, 

they are discussed under cerea ls, o ilseeds, tubers, vegetab les, fruits and cotton from industria l 

crops and the details are discussed as fo llows. 

A. Cerea ls 

The common ly cu lt ivated cereal crops of the area are sorghum, maize, feff and finger millet. 

However, cultivation practi ces in terms of area coverage and priority vary across households 

and the type of the crops cu lti vated. Sorghum has been cultivated as the ma in food so urce for 

most of househo lds particularl y, aro und resettlement s ites. 

Pho/O by Genanell', 2011 

In term s of area coverage, it is the second crop next to sesa me but the yield per a given plot of 

land is very hi gh compared to other crop types cul tivated in the area 7 There are a lso di ffe rent 

va ri eties of the sorghum cultivated in the study area. According to the loca l nomenclature to 

mention some of sorghum varieties commonly cultivated , Tetiron , Bizaya (Woc/ehakir), 

7 Quara Woreda Agriculture and Rural Development Office 

71 



Debar, Bekilojiral, Wodehimam , Wodarba and othe rs. Each variety has espec ial quality fo r 

diffe rent purposes. For example, Teliron and Debar are preferred with their better quality fo r 

enjera, and Bizaya, Bekilojiral and sometimes maize are used for preparing tradi tional beer 

ca lled Tela. Beki!ojirala has also specia l quality to prevent itse lf from bird in festa tion. 

Another important cerea l crop cultivated is maize. It has been cul tivated around homesteads 

and used for consumption purpose mostly consumed when it is green and roasted. At its dryer 

leve l, it is used for feed ing of domestic animals particularly donkey and used as breakfast 

during funereal and coffee ceremonies. 

B. Oilseeds 

Sesame is the most important crop from oil seeds and cultivated in almost all parts of Woreda 

particu larly, in the lowlands. Due to thi s, Quara is marked under sesame producing areas or 

the region. Sesame is mainly used fo r the market purpose and fou nd to be the most important 

source of the household income fro m all crop verities cu ltivated in the area fo llowed by 

li vestock. Niger seed is also another oi lseed cultivated in the area, but most of the times it has 

been cul tivated in the hi ghland area ofQuara. 

C. Tubers 

Gi nger, garli c and oni on are among tubers cu ltivated in the study area. However, except for 

some irrigation schemes of the lowland areas along Shaho River basi n, garli c and onion are 

limited to the highland areas. They are cultivated both for household consumption and market 

purpose. 

D. Vegetables 

The data obta ined from foc us group discuss ion indicated that cultivation of the vegetab les in 

the study areas was not commonly practiced in Quara as previous times. However, after few 

years palticul arly, arter the resettlement program, people started cu ltivating different variet ies 

of vegetables such as cabbage (mostly intercropped with maize)), pepper, tomato , and 

pumpkin (intercropped with maize). Vegetables werc culti vated fo r the household 

consumption, but nowadays the demand in the market has ini tiated the households to produce 

for market purpose and the practice has been increasing from time to time. 
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E. Fruits 

Banana, papaya, lemo n, avocado, mango and orange ( in the hi ghland areas) are fou nd to be 

the fru its cultivated in the study area. Fruits have been com monl y culti vated crops a long 

Shaho river bas in and becomin g the most important source of income for the househo lds. As 

people who have been li ving in area for long period of time reported, it was unthinkable to get 

fruits in the area, except lemon. But s ince the deve lopment of irrigati on schemes since the past 

five years, people have started produc in g different fru its as a result, they availab le in the 

market. The data obta in ed from interview with Woreda Admini strator a lso confirmed thi s. As 

he reported , some households are ab le to get up to 200,000 birr per an num per households 

fro m the sale of fruits. From industria l crops, cotto n is also widely culti vated and used as 

supplementary sources of income fo r considerabl e households in Quara. 

7.1.2. Animal Production 
Of ma inly practiced on-farm act ivit ies, li vestock production is the most important next to the 

crop prod uction. Livestock has both economi c and socia l values and they are means of 

estab li shing soc ial relat ionshi ps and exchange (See also A li , 2008: 16 1-162). Livestock in the 

study area is considered as indication for the wealth, source of income and means of 

li velihood security, used fo r traction power, important assets given to new ly estab li shed 

househo ld as estab li shment asset and in some households inherited asset to the fam ily 

member. As it has been discussed in the fin ancia l assets of the households, different types of 

animal s are do mesticated in the area. Cattle, goat, sheep, donkey and came l are the most 

common domest ic anima ls. However, except few households, donkey and camels are not 

reared in the area. From sampl ed households, only 2% of households reported that they have 

experienced rearing of the donkey as cattle and goats. However, current land use system is 

reported to be not enco uragin g livestock prod uction as previo us times. 

Although, the livestock num ber per househo ld is decreasing from time to time, the total 

pop ulati on in the a rea compared to prev ious times is getting larger fo llowing the hi gher 

population growth. In other wo rds, the total popu lation of li vestock in the area is gett ing 

hi gher, but the number of livestock per household is genera lly decreasi ng. Shortage of the 

graz ing land as a result of shortage in land is found to be the maj or factors for dec reasing of 

livestock popu lation per househo ld in the study area. Consequently, the contribution of 

73 



li vestock and their products fo r the household food items is reported decreasing. The 

contri bution of li vestock in households income ge neration, abando n of using li vestock for 

saving purpose, and an increase of the price of oxen used for traction power are also reported 

as the consequence of the li vestock decrease per household following the resettlement 

program. 

Figure 7: Herd of Cattle under Tree Shed in Gelegu 
.... ""I.!W!! 

Photo by Genanew, January, 2011 

However, the focus group discuss ion held with representative individua ls from both 

community members revealed that investing on li vestock as means of sav ing considerab ly 

vary across the two groups of community members. The host community members tend to 

abandon using li vestock as means of saving, whi le the settlers tend to exercise using livestock 

as means of sav ing for livelihood of their households. Regardless of the practice variation 

across comm unit ies, the area is potentiall y favorab le for li vestock production. 

7.2 Casual Income Generating Activities 
In add ition to the regular activities such as crop cultivat ion and an imal producti on, there are 

different activities pursued by the peop le of the study area to support the livelihoods of their 

households. Such activities are casual and not practiced in the regular ways. Casual income 

ge nerating activ it ies are predominantly non-farm activ ities. However, there are also casua l 

incomes generating activities which are on-farm. In the study area, .individuals wo rk on th e 

others' farm to generate additiona l income and to overcome financial constraints in their 

households. Such activities are not planned and they are pursued in irregu lar ways. 
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Weaving, tailoring, shopp ing, fi shin g, honey produ cti on fro m natural jangle and others are 

so me of the act ivit ies exerc ised in irregular bas is in Quara. But, honey prod uction is now 

reported to be abandoned activity. The data generated for m key in Form ant interviews 

indicated ; the causal inco me generating activit ies are mostly practiced in spare tim es when the 

regular acti vities get co mpl eted and determined by seasonal s ituations parti cul arl y, market and 

co nducted if the individuals are interested. 

7.3 Changes in the Livelihood Activities 
Increase in human settlements has brought about different livel ihood opportunities and 

challen ges. Within the context of households in the study area, resettlement have brought 

opportunities such as large agricultural labor poo l, market op portuni ties, access to some 

physical assets (road in some areas) and other encouraging thin gs. In contrary, it has al so 

brought about the shortage of land, deforestation, shortage of grazing land, theft, and other 

constraining things. Accord ing to existing co ntext, designing other live lihoods activities is 

logica l and expected fro m rural households. Using opportunities created as pulling factors and 

the constrainin g thin gs as pushing factors, people started to exercise different livelihood 

strategies whether to use the best thin gs out of opportuni t ies and to minimi ze ri sks involved 

with constraining facto rs. 

As response to an increasi ng in land shortage, renting of addit ional land from others, using 

marginal and mounta inous areas, cultivat in g new type of cro ps, w hi ch were uncommon to the 

area, working on the others ' farm for additi onal income, exerc is in g off· farm income 

generating activit ies are found to be the emerging and increas ing activities pursued by 

households. About 67% of household respondents reported that they are renting additional 

land to solve the problems assoc iated with land shortage. Renting land as strategy to so lve th e 

land shortage varies with host community and settlers. 77% of settler respo ndents sa id that 

they rent in land from other househo ld who have excess land to lead their households, while 

36.5% of respondents of the host commun ity members said that they rent in land to 

compensate the land shortage that they are faci ng. 

Another livelihood activity pursued as strategy to get out of problems of land shortage 

co upled with hi gh daily payment for daily labourers is found to be th e major reason why 

peop le wo rk on the others' far m. This is common during the peak season of weeding (June, 
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August and September) and harvesting (e nd of September to Novem ber for sesame, and 

December and Janu ary fo r cotto n) times and during these seasons; people are pa id up to 95 

birr per day. Working off-farm income generat in g activities such as house co nstruction, rural 

tran sport se rvices and supplying construction materials such as sand and stone part ic ular ly, in 

the fo rm of youth association are also found to be the activities pursued as response to the 

land shortage and increas ing market opportunities in the study area. 

Us ing the market opportun it ies and as response to constra ining factors due to resett lement 

program, peop le have tended to shift the ir livelihood activities fro m one fo rm of production to 

another form of prod uction. In the process of searching the better livelihood option, people 

have explored new ways of doing usin g the existing natural resources . Ali (2008: 158) noted 

that the large sca le farms in hi s study area and subs istence irrigated crop cultivation have been 

poss ible due to the ex istence of river water. Similarly, household s in Quara have practiced 

us ing irrigation a long Shaho River. Exerc ising large sca le farming instead of subsistence 

fa rming, from anim al production to ent ire ly crop cu ltivation, from traditional ways o f farming 

to the modern ways of farming are some of livelihood activ ity changes with in farming 

activ ity. The establi shment of irrigation assoc iat ion in Gelegu and Dubaba is a lso reported to 

be the new experience to the area. Preparation and using of natural ferti lizer (compost), us ing 

herbicide and pesticide chemicals, and usin g broad bed maker (BBM) technology, have been 

practiced by farm households. In additi on to change within far ming activi t ies, fa rm 

households have undertaken farm ing in the rainy seasons and trad ing (generati ng inco me) in 

dry seasons. The shift from cu ltivating on ly crops used for household food consumption to 

culti vating cash crops such sesame, cotton and groundnut are practiced by fa rm households. 

Figure 8: Ir rigation Scheme a;,;l~i",;;;~-:'~;';" i::':"':':':"::F=-----.:-_--~_ .... 
• 

Photo by Genanew, 2011 
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However, practic ing crop culti vat ion as the major and li vestock production as minor livelihoods 

strategy is st ill the dominant li vel ihood activiti es offa nn househo ld s in the study area. 

Eventhough there are attempts to prod uce honey, it is not the same with the prev ious times. 

Honey production has been abandoned by the farm household s due to the fo llowin g reaso ns. 

T he first reason is mentioned to be deforestation. Forest was the source o f the fl ower for the 

honey bees to suck nectar so as to prepare honey and the main so urce of material s fo r beehi ve 

mak ing. Therefore, dec rease in forest is the major constraint for the loss of honey producti on 

in Q uara. The use of herbic ides in farms is also mentioned to be the second reason. The grass 

spec ies which attract honey bees have di sappea red due to herbic ide spray on crop farms as a 

result, the prod uction of honey is decreased . Peo ple who have been li vin g fo r many years in 

the area reported that in so me households, it was possib le to produce up to 20 quintals of 

honey per household per year. But now, people are unable to get even five kilo gram s of 

honey per a year. Honey prod ucers used to produce three times per year in range of fou r 

months. One producti on season is ca ll ed "one fl ower" based on types o f fl ower in a g iven 

production seasons. Acco rdingly, the honey produced in different seaso n is c lass ifi ed and 

graded as yesene mar (honey of June), yetikill1t mar (honey of October) and yell1egabit mar 

(honey of March). Currently, there is no possib ility to produce honey in fo ur seasons except 

in sid e Alati sh National Park. 

Remarkable changes such as the shift from agricultura l (production) to servi ces which were 

uncommon to the area and induced by higher demand fo llowing market opportunit ies to 

service providing are al so observed. The data obtained from FGDs, Key In formant Interviews 

and observati ons confirm thi s. Opening shops around resettlement areas and in the near town, 

establishment o f milling machines, construction of houses fo r rent which was uncommon to 

the area, opening of bars and hotels, and giving transpOltation services etc . are some of the 

li ve lihood activ ity changes pursued by households fo llowing the resettlement program. Such 

shifts are not limited to the host community members only but, the sett ler commun ity 

members have also registered such remarkable changed within not more than five years . As it 

can be clearly understood, the re is tend ency to move fro m subs istence agricult ure to income 

generatin g activities. 
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In general , the sh ift in live lihood activities of household s in the study area could be class ified 

into th ree. T he first type of livelihood activity shift is the shift w ithin the same type of the 

live lihood activity (shift from on-farm to the o ther on-farm , fo r in stance fro m subs istence to 

commercial and market oriented, and from ani ma l husbandry to crop cult ivati on). T he second 

type of livelihood activ ity shi ft is fou nd to be the shi ft between different activ ities on seaso nal 

basis (on-farm in ra iny season and off-farm income generat ing activities in dry seaso n) and 

the third ty pe is the complete shi ft from one way of activity to the other type of livel ihood 

activity (from on-farm to off-farm livel ihood activities). 

7.4 Summary 
The context where peop le are in coupled w ith the avai lab le li ve lihood assets has shaped the 

li ve lihood activit ies pursued and strategies fo llowed by the farm households. The live lihood 

activities practi ced by rural households in the study area co uld be class ified as the regular 

activ ities such as on-farm acti vities and casual or seasonal income generat ing activ ities. 

Crop cu lt ivation and an ima l prod uction are dominant on-farm acti vit ies. People in the study 

area und ertake the crop production as major and animal production as minor. The types of 

crops cultivated are sorghum, fin ge r mil let, maize and leff fro m cerea ls; sesame and nigger 

seed from o ilseeds; cabbage, pepper, tomato and pumpkin from vegetab les; gin ger, garl ic, and 

oni on fro m tubers; avocado, mango, lemon, papaya, banana and orange from fruits and cotto n 

from in dustrial crops. From cerea ls, sorghum is fou nd to be the most culti vated and used as 

the source of households' food. There are also different types of sorghum varieties cultivated. 

Accord in g to the loca l nomenc lature, Te/iron, Debar, Bizaya, Wedehimam, Wodarba, and 

Yebekilojiral are some of loca lly culti vated varieties of crops and each variety has special 

quali ty. 

The second important on-farm act ivity in the area is rearing of the livestock. Livestock has 

strong li nkage in soc io-economic aspects of the households. T hey are ind icators of wea lth, 

source of tract ion power fo r crop culti vatio n, used as assets given to the newly estab li shed 

households, the assets inherited to household members next to land and important source of 

household income. Cattle, goats, a nd sheep are predominantly domesticated an imals. 

The study also revea led that the live lihood of the households is un der dynamic momentum . 

The change in the livelihood activ iti es of households are attributed to the existence of 
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enab ling opportunities for better li velihood options such as hi gher labour poo l, market 

op portu niti es, access to so me phys ica l assets, and the co nstraining factors such as shortage of 

the la nd, deforestat ion, increase in theft that are brought by resettlement program. As result of 

these main deriving forces, people have adopted diffe rent new li ve lihood activ ities to get the 

best fro m the enabli ng facto rs and to min imi ze risks invo lved in constra ining factors. 

The change in the live lihood acti vities is identified to be in to three sce narios. In the fi rst 

scenari o, people have experienced the chan ge in live lihood acti vity w ithin the same li ve lihood 

activ ities. T he shi ft from produc in g only crops used for house hold co nsumpti on to prod ucing 

cas h crops (or from subs istence to surplus), from exercisi ng sma ll sca le farming to large sca le 

comm ercia l fa rm ing, from trad itiona l way of fann ing to the modern (us ing irrigat ion, 

herbicid es and pesticides), us ing marginal and mountainous areas fo r culti vation of cro ps, 

cul tivating new types of crops which were never previously cult ivated in the area are some of 

id entified changes within crop cultivation practices. Secondly, households exerci se two types 

of livel ihood acti vities on seasonal basis such as cultivation of d ifferent crops in the ra iny 

season and wo rkin g in income generating acti vities during dry seaso ns. The third scenario of 

li ve lihood dynamism is fo und to be the shift from one type of live lihood activ ity to the other. 

Fo ll owing the good opportunities created and the higher demand s from market (as pulling 

factors) and co nstra in ts (as pushing facto rs), households have shifted the ir livelihood activ it ies 

from on-farm activities to off- farm income generation activ it ies. Instead of crop cul tivati on 

and an im al production, people tend to buy mi lling machines, opening shops, bars and hotels, 

constructio n of houses in nearby towns, and transportat ion service, are few of shifts 

experienced in the li ve lihood strategies of households in the study area. 
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CHAPTER EIGHT 
FOOD SECURITY SITUATION 

Poverty and food security which are interre lated eac h other are indicators of whether th e 

livelihoods outcome of households are des irable or und esi rab le . Food securi ty is defined in 

different ways and more than 250 definition s and 450 indicators are identified (see Hoddinoot, 

1999). In line with it, Maxwe ll et al. ( 199 1) have listed about 32 definit ions of food security 

and in security whi ch were used between the years 1975 and 1991. The one adapted by the 

firs t World Food summit in 1996 states that: "Food security exists when all people, at all 

tim es, have phys ical and economi c access to suffi cient, safe and nutritious food to meet their 

dietary needs and food preferences for an active and health li fe" . The issues of suffic iency, 

access, security and tempora l dimension are important things in dea ling with food security 

(see Degefa, 2005 ; IFRCRCS, 2006; and Maxwell et ai , 199 1). In dea ling with household 

fo od security, knowing the nexus and the difference between food suffic iency and food 

security is very important fo r analys is. With thi s regard, Degefa (2005) noted that food se lf­

suffi ciency is subset o f the food sec urity, signifying that food self-suffic iency deal s with the 

ava ilabili ty while food security is broader and encompasses the iss ues of access, utilization, 

security and va riability. 

One o f the triggering factors of the current government to des ign and implement the 

undergo in g resettlement program is the issue of food security problem and as it has been 

stated in the program docum ent, the main objective of the resettlement program is to let about 

440,000 chroni cally food insecure househo lds attain their household fo od securi ty throu gh 

access to land and stand with their feet by establi shing new livelihood strategy. Eventhough, 

the concern of resettlement program is settlers; the food security s ituati on of the host 

communi ty member is a lso assessed and incorporated in this study. 

Based on data generated from survey and key informant interviews, the finding of the stud y is 

presented in the fo ll owing sections. Most of househo lds in the study area, particularly the 

sett lers could be sa id that they have att ained the household food se lf-suffi ciency, but the 

issues of security req uire further ri gorous study. In the following subseq uent sections of 

chapter, food se lf suffi c iency of the settlers, the availability, access and securi ty issues o f food 

security of both co mmunities is presented. 
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8.1 From Aid Seeking to Self-sufficiency 
As it has been d iscussed in the above sect ions, among the problems which tri ggered the 

resett lement program to be in place is the prob lems of food security caused by land 

degradation, drought, high population pressure, low input subs istence agr iculture, sma ll fa rm 

size and landl essness ( FORE, 2003). 

It was assessed whether the settlers have attained th e primary objective of the program or not 

in the study area. The data obtained from Resettlement Program Coordinato r o f Federal Food 

Security Coordin ation Directorate, indicated that the current resettlement program in terms of 

its primary objective ( i. e. atta ini ng household food security) is highly success ful. As 

coordinator reported from docum ented source, at country leve l, 95% of settlers have achieved 

independent food sufficiency. With the same token, the information obtained from the Quara 

Woreda Admin istration Office revea led the 100% attainment of househo ld food secu rity in 

the study area. As it was mentioned by Woreda admini strator, people have moved beyo nd 

household food security and so me households have opened new business enterpri ses such as 

irrigated farming, buying car, hote l service, and in turn created job opportun ity for the others 

in the area. The important thing to be noted with information obta ined from Wo reda 

Administration is that the distinction between food sufficiency and food security is not clearly 

understood and known. 

However, the data obta ined from survey of households revealed that about 92% of the 

household respondents reported that al l settler commun ity members have attained independent 

househo ld food sufficiency throu gh own production, where as the rest 8% of the household 

respondents said that all members of settler community have not attained the ir household food 

suffi ciency. The problem is more serious in the female headed household , elder peo ple, and 

disabled people leading their li fe a lone. 

Nevertheless, the information obtained from Quara Woreda Food Security Coordination 

Office, is fou nd to be different from what have been reported from Federal Resettl ement 

Program Coordinator and Woreda Adm inistrator. The interview held with the Woreda Food 

Security Coo rdinato r Officer, showed that all settl ers do not attain th e ir household food 

security. As she reported, eventhough, there is no exact figure whi ch shows food secure and 

insecure households, the coordinat ion office is sure that at least more than hal f of settled 
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households co mpri ses both food suffi cient and food secured. The offi cer is technica l in 

exp la ining food sec urity and related issues. Accord ing to her, the sett lers are categori zed in to 

three groups, being those who have attained househo ld food security, th ose who have attained 

household food suffic iency and those who are food in secure. She also sa id that the househo ld s 

who attained food securi ty and households who have attained their househo ld food sufficiency 

a ll together accou nt about 60% of the total settled househo ld s. The rest 40% o f settlers are 

categor ized to be food insec ure households. The same with the data obtained from the 

surveyed house holds, she a lso mentioned that the food insecure househo lds are the e lderly 

people who are leading life a lone, di sa bled people, and women headed households. The 

im portant thi ng to be noted in her report is that, the mentioned figure includes those who are 

new comers and I ive in the area for not more than eight months i.e. not experienced one 

production season. 

The settler themselves witnessed that they have attained fo od self-suffi ciency. With regard to 

th is, Ato Degu, who ca me from Wogera woreda of North Gondar zone, and now living in 

Dubaba Mender hulet resettlement site said that: 

J can say that it is big privilege of our government to let us to be independent. I 

was one of people in Wogera receiving foo d aid fi'am government for my 

family. Even J did not have c/oths to change except the dirty one which was 

allached to my body. But now, thanks to God, my granary is filii of sorghum 

and my wife is selling it in the lIIarkel, J have also oxen, cows and one donkey. 

I can say that the year 1996 E. C was year of new birth and fi'eedom. 

8.2 Availability and Access to Food 
Food availability means the phys ical presence of food items in the area. The ava ilability of 

foo d because of it has been produced , processed. Manufactured and/or imported (lFRCRCS, 

2006). Accesses to food refer to entitlement to produce, purchase or exchange food or receive 

it as a gift. Household s access food by various means and the livelihood activities that susta in 

them depend on a range of assets and enab ling systems (WFP, 2005). 

In the stud y area, the fo od items are avai lable in the household stores, and markets. As to 

avai lability of food items in the loca l market, 96% of the survey respo ndents sa id that food 
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crops such as lejJ, sorghum, spices, fru its and vegetab les are ava ilable. The data generated from 

focus group di scussants indicated that most of crops in term s of price, except sorghum, whi ch is 

common ly produced almost by all households as major fo od crop, are not affordab le for most of 

househo lds parti cularl y, for fema le headed househo lds. Other than the crop types cultivated 

loca lly, the ex istence o f crops such as bean, leff and other co mplementary food items such as 

tabl e salt, sugar, and o il in th e market are limited and/or their price is very hi gh. The data 

generated from focu s group di scuss ions indicated that avai lability of food crops in the 

households' stock is mostly found in male headed households than fema le headed househo lds. 

Househo ld s in the stud y area access food mainly by produc in g on th eir plots . As it has been 

mentioned under the section of on-farm live lihood activit ies, sorghum is predominantly 

produced as food crop. Accord ing to its role in household food security, it stands the first crop 

produced for about 48% of respondents fo llowed by sesame and maize. However, the 

contribution of sesame in food security of households is not direct as sorghum. 

The sufficiency of the food crop produced varies from household to households. In most of 

househo lds, the c rops produced from their plots is enough to feed all fami ly members, wh ile in 

few households it is not suffi cient and thus people buy it from locally avai lable market. As the 

loca l people reported , in most cases, they produce more than subsi stence and se ll it in the 

market and/or exchange by the other crop or li vestock. Acco rdin g to the qua ntitative data of the 

stud y, it is known that about 93% of househo ld reported that food crops produced in the 

households' plot is sufficient to feed the househo ld members, while in the remaining 7% of 

households respond ents said that the food crops produced from their households is not sufficient 

to feed members of their household. 

However, the challenge with prod ucing from households ' plot of land is that in any case, the 

production per a g iven plot of land when it is frequent ly cultivated is getting deceased. In the 

case of sorghu m, which is the most important food crop in the area, if it is cultivated frequ ently 

in one hectare plot of land is to ld to be decreased. About 83% of househo ld respondents sa id 

that it decreases by more than two quintal s per hectares, while about 15% of respondents sa id 

that generall y it decreased but it various from time to time and the type of crops cultivated . for 

thi s reaso n, people ex perienced shi fti ng cu lti vati on. But, such type of cultivati on practi ce is a lso 

challenged with increas ing problem of land shortage. 
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8.3 Food Security and Temporal Dimension 
Security is the balance between vulnerabi lity; ri sk and insurance (Oegefa, 2005; Hoddinott, 

1999). Bringing all together (both settlers and theirs hosts), about 94% of the househo ld s have 

not shortage of food throughout the year. Very few households in the study area experienced 

the seasonal food shortage in thei r household s. About 6% of househo ld respondents sa id that 

they suffer seasona l food shortage. July, August, September and November are the months of 

the yea r when house holds suffer seasonal food shortage in the study area. 

Table 10: Temporal Dimension of Household Food Security (N=100) 
.- ~Are food items in your household~tal 

sufficient through the year? - I 
Yes, n (%) No, n (%) 

Host ' 49 (94.2) 3(5.8) 52 

settler 45 (93.75) 3 (6.25) 48 

Total 94 (94) 6(6) 100 
Source: own survey data, 2011 

The seasona l shortage of the food during mentioned months of the year is associated with the 

fact that it is the leafy stage of most of food crops loca lly cultivated and the prob lems re lated 

with the muddy cond ition of the area, when there is constraint of transportation to supply food 

items to the market and to move from place to place. T he problem of food shortage is 

reported to be very serious and extends to the other better off househo lds during times, when 

there are natural hazards such as water logging, flooding, drought and erratic rainfall. As to 

the severity of the problems caused by such natura l hazards, it var ies from one hard to the 

other and the extent of its impact on food security is also reported to be depcnd ent on the 

intens ity and magnitude. 

The extent of the consequence of natural hazards on the households' food secu rity is reported 

to be very high (30 %), highly affect (54%), moderate consequence (14%) and low 

consequence (2%) of househo ld respondents. The capacity to w ithstand the consequences of 

such hard is also varies across households, for 'example in the time of erratic ra infall , 

respond ents in all sampled kebeles said that even the ex istence of it for one time will 

extremely affects the househo lds, but I % of respo ndents said that it will not exert such serious 

impact on their livelihoods, instead they need it for their livestock and hence its impact on 

the ir household food security is also minimal. In general speak ing, it co uld be understood that 
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the problem of food security in study area during hazards is becoming series and the food 

security of households is also dependent on rain-fed agriculture if and on ly if it is under 

norma l and regular pattern. 

Tak ing the ava ilabi li ty, sufficiency, preference and tempora l dimension into consideration , the 

sampled household were asked to categorize their househo lds in terms of food security status 

under four categories; ' who co ul d get sufficient and preferred food at any time", "who could 

get suffici ent food at requ ired time, but not preferred", "who could get food at needed tim e, 

but not sufficient and preferred", and "who could get sufficient food , but not preferred and at 

required time", 

Table 11 : Categories of Households by Food Security Status (N =100) 
Name of : Category of households according to their food securi ty situation 
kebele ~ -1 I Get sufficient I Get sufficient Get food, but not Get sufficient food, I Total 

I 
and preferred food at needed sufficient and at but not preferred 

I 
food at needed time, but not needed time and at needed time 
time preferred 

i 
Host settler Host Settlers Host settlers Host Settler 

Bambaho 1 0 10 10 0 4 0 5 30 
2 0 30 8 1 2 0 0 

t---
43 Gelegu 

I Dubaba 0 0 3 9 3 7 2 3 27 
-- ~f----- -- --

Tatal ~_~ 43 27 4 13 2 J 8 100 --- - -

Source: own survey data, 2011 

As result, 70% of the househo lds are found to be under the category of the househo lds who 

could get sufficient food at needed time, but not preferred, fo llowed by the households under 

category of those who could get food at required time, but not sufficient and preferred. From 

the tota l samp led househo lds, 17% of househo ld are fo und to be under category of those who 

could get food , but not sufficient and at needed time. Only 3% of househo ld reported that they 

are under category of those who could get suffic ient and preferred food at required time. The 

rest 10% of the househo lds are also found to be under category of those who could get 

sufficient food, but not preferred and at needed time. 

Theoretically, the househo lds are considered to be food secure when all members of the 

household could get suffic ient and nutritious food at needed time based on their preference. 

According to these criteria, only 3% of househo lds from both settler and host community 

members in the stud y area are found to be food secure. 
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8.4 Summary 
With the aim of assess ing the resett lement program in term s of achievi ng the household food 

sec urity, the food security situation of households of the host commun ity was looked in 

addit ion to settler households. The data generated from household survey revealed that most 

settler community househo lds (92%) have attained self food suffi ciency or moved from the 

see king food aid to household food se lf-s uffic iency. However, about 8% of the settlers are 

still not attained the ir househo ld food sufficiency and the prob lem is found to be very ser ious 

in the fema le househo lds, elderly and disabled people who are leading the ir li fe alone. The 

current resettlement program in terms of attaining independent household food suffi ciency, 

but not food security could be sa id successfu l. 

Looking a ll together (both settlers and their hosts), househo lds in the study area access food 

from different sources in different ways. The major sou rce of the food for the households is 

fou nd to be from own production of crops. Sorghum, wh ich is predominantly cultivated in 

Quara, stands first in term s of its contribution in the household food security. There are also 

different food items available in the local market. However, except those produced locally, the 

price of food crops such as lejJ, bean and other complementary food items such table sa lt , 

sugar, and oil in the market are fo und to be unaffordab le to farm households. The problem has 

been exacerbated due to the decreasing trend of productivity per a given plot of land. This is 

associated with the nature of the land; as a resu lt, people have pursued shifting cultivation. 

But, the cha llenge with shifting cu ltivation is the problem of land shortage due to in 

increasing population trend. 

The majority of househo ld in Quara have ensured sufficient availabil ity of food throughout 

the year. However, considerab le numbers of households are still experiencing the seasona l 

(transitory) food short during leafy stages of most of crops cultivated loca lly. July, August, 

September and October are the months when households face transitory food shortage. Such 

transito ry food shortage may extend to the other better-off households during natural hazard s 

in the area. T he effect of natural hazards such as fl ood ing, erratic rainfall , drought, and others 

on househo ld food security is identified to be very series. And the extent it affects is a lso 

depend ent on the intens ity and magnitude of natural hazards. The study a lso indicated that the 

majority of the households get sufficient food at needed tim es, but not the preferred one 
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CHAPTER NINE 
CONCLUSIONS AND WAYS FORWARDED 

The centra l object ive of the study was to in vestigate the livelihood of the rural households in 

resettlement area and the livelihood strategies pursued as response to the program. Based on data 

generated from surveyed house ho lds, foc us gro up disc uss ions, key informant interviews, and 

cases of households, the finding of the study are presented in the forgoing chapters. Based on the 

find in g of the study, this chapter a lso draws co nclus ions and presents so me ways fo rwarded fo r 

policy impl ications. 

9.1 Conclusions 
Following the resett lement program, the study area (destination of settlers) has experienced 

different soc io-economi c and demographic trends. Population growth is the major demograp hi c 

trend, which is increas ing in very fa ster rate and become faster due to cont inuous resettlement 

program and ferti lity. In thi s regard, as the other parameters of demography, resettlement 

program is the important determinant of popu lat ion dynamism hav ing reduci ng impact on the 

origins of settlers and add iti ve effect on the fi na l destination of the new area. 

Resett lement programs are planncd and implemented a iming to bring the better li veli hood 

optio ns to the target people . In addition to rati onalities and assumpti on made by planners, 

peop le particularly the settlers and their hosts have perceived in different ways and the study 

has looked the perception of the people (both the settler and their hosts) about resettlement 

program. The findi ngs of the study indicated th at the need to search better live lihood options 

and pushin g factors from original place of residence and pu ll ing factors in the new place of 

destination coupled with government initi ation are some of the rationale and triggering factors 

of the settler commun ity to be part of the program. Eventhough, there were resistances against 

the program, the host community members have anticipated good things such as access to 

road; pure water, health services and other welfare services and are also triggering fa ctors to 

play the important ro le in faci li tating and coord inating the program. However, both settle.rs 

and host community members did not find the program consistence with what has been sa id. 

Exaggerated and unrealist ic promises and information provided to settlers and receiving 

commun ity from concerned bodies of the program have disappointed bot h com mun it ies. As a 
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result, cons iderable numbers of settler were found to be subjected to repatriation to their 

o ri ginal place of the resident, while the host co mmunity members have a lso expe ri enced from 

the warm we lcomin g of the settlers to the res istance of the program. From thi s, it co uld be 

learned that the current resett lement program is over exaggerated in term of bringi ng better 

li ve lihood options to the target population and thi s has in turn resulted in unexpected reacti ons 

of the settlers and their hosts on th e program and lack cons istency in bringing the anticipated 

li vel ihood oppo rtuniti es. 

The five li ve lihood cap ital s or assets wh ich are the determinants of the li velihood act ivities 

and strategies pursued were assessed. Resettlement as deriving force in the study area ha s 

shaped and red uced live lihood assets. Assessment of human asset indicated that eventhough, 

the majority of the respondents are illi terate, people are acquainted with different skill s, which 

vary across sexes. The soc ial capital is found to be very important so urce of other assets of 

li velihoods. The settlers and the host comm unities have bonded by different soc ial bondin g 

mechanisms which include intermarriage, being relative other than blood re latio n, workin g 

together, practicing religious activities together, sharing of resources, celebrating the funeral 

ceremonies and others. The study al so revealed that the intra-regional nature current of 

resettlement program and the s imilarity between settlers and their hosts in terms o f soc io­

cu ltural background have contributed to creation of trust and reciprocity. The physical capital 

o f househo lds is very limited with no adequate water supply and sanitation, a ffordabl e energy, 

access to informat ion (communication) and access to banking servi ce and as a result, 

constrained households' li velihood exercises. 

The financial resources of households are mainly in the form of available stocks particularly, 

in form of livestock instead of regular inflow, such as sa lary and remittance . The means of 

saving in the area is found to be different. Saving cash money, investing on livestock and on 

cash crops such as sesame, cotton and sorgh um are some of means of savi ng pursued. As to 

access to credit, there are favorable conditi ons to get cred it. The only formal source of credit 

in the area is the Amhara Credit and Saving Institution. However, the local money lenders, 

churches and relatives are the sources of credit fo r considerable number of households. 

Therefore, eventhough, the form and type of sav ing vary from place to place, the rura l people 

have exercised sav ing with the context of the loca l settings and according to the exist ing 

physical assets. 
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As fa r as the natural assets are co ncerned, land, fo rest and wate r are among the im portant 

natural assets. S ince land is the most cri tical li ve lihood asset in the study area , it has become 

source of not only for the li ve lihoods but also the so urce of co nflict and disp utes among 

peop le. The land ho lding size of househo ld s varies across the two groups of co mmunity and is 

repo rted to be the major di ffe rence between the sett lers and the ir hosts. Despi te, the area is 

naturall y rich in water reso urce; the need fo r dr inking water is not met. A va ilab le wate r points 

around resettlement sites are a lso not suffic ient and thus peop le are fo rced to queue fo r longer 

time around water points and share the ri ver water with their cattle . 

Resettlement program is the dest ructive of natural resources . 1n the stud y area, the natura l 

fo rest is decreas in g from time to time in alarm ing rate and the resett lement program is 

menti oned to be major cause . As a result, people have lost assoc iated reso urces such as honey 

production whi ch was wid ely practi ced in stud y area. Though, the resettl ement program is the 

princ ipa l cause, the fa rming practi ce of the area, natural gum and incense production, unw ise 

use of fo rest resource and absence of clear demarcation between kebeles are found to be the 

causes of deforestation. 

Different challenging things to settlers and their host community members are a lso reported. 

Fo ll owing the rap id increase in populati on, shortage of land , defo restat ion , shortage of th e 

graz in g land fo llowing large li vestock populat ion of the area, decrease in so il fertil ity, and 

water po llution are some of the chall enges to fa rm households. 

Other than its destructi ve effect on th e natura l fo rest, the resett lement program has also 

brought about good thi ngs to the farm househo ld s. Eventhough, it is limited in term of 

address ing the need of peo ple, constru ction of health stati ons and posts, water po ints 111 

settlement s ites, job opportunity, increased labour supply, constru cti on of schoo ls including 

hi gh schoo l, access to market, and establishment of small towns are fo und to be 0ppOltuniti es 

created as resul t of resettlement program and thi s is what could be cons idered as the 

constructi ve side o f resettlement fo r the better live lihood options not only fo r settl ers, but also 

for thei r hosts. 

The context where people are in and ava il abl e li velihood assets have shaped and di rected the 

li ve lihood activ ities exper ienced and strategies pursued by the fa rm households. Crop 
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cul t ivation and an imal production are fo und to be the dominant on-farm li ve lihood activities 

of households. 

The opportunities and chall enges brought by resettl ement program have made households use 

prevailing different livelihood options and strategies in order to use ava ilable oppo rtu nities 

and minim ize poss ible risks in volved in chall enges, and thu s the livelihood of households is 

found under momentum . Resett lement as driving force of livelihoods has exerted its impact 

on the li ve lihood strategies of househo lds as result; rural households changed their livel ihood 

activiti es according to the co ntext and avai lable li ve lihood assets. 

The chan ge in the li ve lihood strategy is manifested in different scenarios. The change with in 

the same type of li ve lihood activit ies, fo r example, w ithin crop cultivat ion usi ng new way of 

doing and/or from trad itional way of fann ing to modern way of farming, form subsistence to 

commercial, and from anima l rearing to crop cul t ivation is one type of livelihood change 

identified . Secondly, the live lihood change is found to occur by sw itching form one type of 

livel ih ood activity to the other. It is found that households in the stud y area have undertaken 

cultivati on of crop in ra iny seaso n and income generating li ve lihood act ivities in dry seaso ns. 

Complete sh ift in liveli hood activities or fro m one type of activity to the other type of change 

is also indentifi ed to be the third type of livelihood change in rural househo ld s. In thi s regard s, 

people tend to exercise from crop cul tivation and an imal prod uction to service providing such 

as shopping, bar and hote l services, milling machine, and other income generat in g activities 

i.e. the livelihoods shift from on-farm to off-farm income generating activit ies. 

Resett lement is in strumental to realize efforts towa rds household food se lf-suffic iency. Most 

of settlers have moved from aid seeking to household food se lf-sufficiency. However, 

cons iderable numbers of households are not sti ll attained food suffic iency and the prob lem in 

fema le headed househo ld s, e lders and di sabled peop le is more serious. The issue of the food 

security is not on ly the issue of the settlers, but also it the issue of the ir hosting co mmuni ty. 

As some households in sett ler community members have suffe red from the prob lem of food 

sufficiency, there are a lso the host comm unity members experiencing the same problem. But 

relatively, the host co mmunity househo ld s are better in term of food se lf-s uffi ciency than the 

settler househo lds. In dealing with household food security, loo king the temporal di mension 

of the househo ld is one aspect and it is also reasonab le to su ppose. In this rega rd , the maj ori ty 
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of households in the study area have ens ured suffic ient avai lability of food throughout the 

yea r. But, there are still households ex periencing the seasonal (t rans itory) food short during 

lea fy stages o f most of crops culti vated locall y. July, Au gust, September and October are 

months when households face transitory food shortage. It is a lso know n that the transitory 

food shortage extends to the other better-off households during some natural hazards. 

9.2 Some Ways Forwarded 
Based on the findi ngs of the study, the fo llow in g are some of ways forwa rded wh ich cou ld be 

important inputs to the loca l government, planners and im plementers of the program. 

~ The study has revea led that lack of proper study and inapp ropriate inform ation about the 

area, has resulted both community mem bers to react in unexpected ways such as res istance of 

the program form the host co mmunity and forced reparti tion of sett lers to their origi na ls 

place of reside nce. Therefore, before imp lementing resettlement programs, it shou ld be 

studied we ll and appropriate information based on the fact should be provided, and instead of 

implementing based on the rationality of planners and implementers or top-dow n approach, it 

should cons ider the fel t needs of benefi ciaries and their rati onali ti es. 

~ Resett lement program has two edges; one with the good and encouraging, and the other 

with destruct ive effects. Therefore, in intervening with resett lement as deve lopment 

program, instead of looking on ly the pos itive sides of the program, negative things shou ld 

get eq ua l weight and the trade-off should be made between id entified opportunities and 

cha ll enges and have to be implemented based on opportunities exceeding cha llenging 

thi ngs. 

~ The resettlemen t program in the area studied has brought about improvements in life of 

the settlers and their host comm unity households by bringi ng enabling opportunities for 

better li velihood options. However, the positive changes reg istered by rura l households are 

found to be on the expense of natural resources . 1 f the resettlement program is to be seen 

as development intervention, it has to ensure sustai nability of li ve lihoods. To do so, higher 

concern should be given to the environmental issue and besides, there should be 

partic ipatory natural resource management intervention, enco uragement of agro-forestry 
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practice and appropriate techno logy such as fu el sav ing stoves are recommended to be 

des igned and disseminated to rural househo lds. 

~ Loose and reluctant recruitment o f the benefi c iaries in the ori ginal place of the settlers by 

co ncerned bodi es is known to be the cause for settlers to settle more than one t imes in 

different settl ement sites and is the cause fo r unwi se use of natural reso urces parti cularl y, 

forest. If it is rea ll y to address the soc io-economi c problems of the needy people and to 

avo id associated financ ia l losses in runnin g the program, there shoul d be strong 

supervi sion of the program and se nding and rece iving wo reda should wo rk togeth er. 

~ Livestock in the study area and other part of the co untry are important financia l assets and 

also have both eco nomi c and social role in the livelihoods of rural househo ld s. But, in the 

case of study area, the resettl ement program has challenged the practi ce of rearing of 

li vestock part icul arly, around settlement s ites and exacerbated due to shortage of land . 

Therefore, in implementing such program the exi sting livestock population should be 

considered and modern way of production such as forage deve lopment technolog ies and 

cut carry system should be introduced. 

~ The study has asserted that resettlement program in so lving short-term problems such as 

reducing the number of people in the need of a id by letti ng them to increase product ion, 

and ensuri ng ho usehol d food suffi c iency is very important. However, this is looked with 

respect to the direct bene fi c iaries of the program (settlers), but it has affec ted the 

li ve lihoods of the host community members. If it is to be durab le so lution for socio­

economi c problems of people, it should be designed and implemented in ways to ensure 

sustainable livelihoods of both settlers and rece iving community. 

~ The study has seen only few aspects of the live lihood of rural househo ld s driven by 

resettlement program with limited scope in terms of area coverage and iss ues addressed. But 

there are di fferent things affectin g the live lihood of the households in the study area as we ll 

as in the other parts of country other than resettlement program. To have more 

und erstanding of the rural li ve lihood situati on, more empirical studi es are hi ghly required 

espec ially, on the issues rel ated to household food security and environm ent. 
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Annexes 

Annex 1 

Household Survey Questionnaire 

Part I: Demographic data 

1.1 Date of intervi ew: ------
1.2 Name of Kebele :---:-----:-c-:: 

1.3 From whi ch community yo u are? I) The host community 2) Sett ler 
1.4 Age of respond ent: I) below 15 2) 15-30 3) 31 -60 4) more than 60 
1.5 Sex of respondent: I) ma le 2) female 
1.6 Marital status: 

I) Single 2) marri ed 3) divorced 4) wid owed 5) others (specify) _ __ _ 
1.7 Head of the household : 

I) Man 2) Woman 3) Son 4) Daughter 5) other (specify) ___ _ 

I .8 F am i Iy size :-:--:-_-::-:--::-:-::-_-:-: 
1) 1-3 2)4-6 3)7-10 4) morethanl0 

Part II: Socio-economic data 

2. I Ed ucat io nal status 

I) Illiterate 2) Read and w rite 3) Primary level (Grades 1-5) 4) junior secondary level 
(Grades 8-9) 5) High school level (Grades 10- 12) 6) 12+ and abovc 

2.2 Which relig ious follower? 

I) Orthodox 2) Muslim 3) Protestant 5) others (specify) ______ _ 

2.3 What is yo ur ma in occupation? 

I) Farmer 2) merchant 3) wedge labourer 4) others (specify) ___ _ 

2.4 Monthly income of household (i n birr) : ________ _ 

I) Less than 150 birr 2) 151-500 birr 3) 50 I-I 000 birr 4) more than 1000 birr 

2.5 What is the major source of income for your household? 

I) Sa le of gra ins 2) Livestock and the ir products 3) Cash crops 4) Offlnonfarm activit ies 

Part III: Perception about resettlement 

3.1 Were the local people we ll-inform ed when the resettlement program was pl anned to be in 
this area? I) Yes 2) no 

3.2 What is yo ur percept ion about the resettlement which has been undertaken in thi s area? 
I) It is very im portant 
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2) It is important 
3) Important as well as destructi ve 
4) It is destructive and harmful 

3.3 To whom do yo u think resettlement is advantageous? 
I) It benefits both the host community and sett lers, but has more advantage to the settlers 
2) It benefits both the host and settlers, but has more advantage to the host community 
3) It has equal advantage to the host and sett ler communities 
4) It only benefits those people who have more access to resources 

3.4 Can yo u mention some of th e opportunities brought by resettlement program to th e 
li ve lihood of the households in this area? (P leas li st down some of the op portuni ties) 
I ) 
2) 
3) 
4) 

3.5 What are the challenges brought by resett lement program in the li ve lihood of household in 
thi s area? (Please li st some of the challenges faced by people) 
I ) 
2) 
3) 
4) 

Part IV: Livelihood Assets 

Human capita l/Asset 

4. 1 Do you think that yo u have skills to lead yourse lves and you r famil y? 

I) Yes 2) no 3) I am not sure 

4.2 If your answer for the question number 4.1 is yes, Please mention skills you have 
I. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

4.3 Do you have the opportunities to put the ski ll s yo u have got by experience or training 
into practice? (m ultiple response is poss ib le) I) Yes 2) No 

4.4 If yo ur answer for the above question (4.3) is no, what do you think the reason is? 
I) Shortage of initial capital 
2) There is no market demand to the product 
3) The necessa ry inputs are not ava ilab le in the locality 
4) Oth e rs (s pec i fy) -,------,------,----,-__ 

4.5 Do you think that school and other training fac ilities have been constructed due to 
resettlement program? I) Yes 2) no 

Social Capital /Asset 

4.6 "Due to the resettlement program, pre-ex isting local culture is affected. " To what extent 
do agree with thi s statement? 
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I) Strongly disagree 2) Disagree 3) Unable to dec ide 3) Agree 4) Strongly agree 
4.7 Do the foll ow ing soc ial re lations are practi ced between the local people and settlers? 

Please mark (,/) that you think is practiced or not practiced in the fo llow ing table ( I stands 
for "practiced", 2 stands fo r " not practiced") 

No. Type of social relation I ( practiced) 2 (not practiced) 

I Intermarriage 
2 Sharing funera l ceremony 
3 Religious practices 
4 Fri endship 
5 Business coalition 
6 Worki ng together 
7 Neighborhood 
8 Sharing reso llrce( such as oxen and land) 
9 Being relative ( other than blood relati on) 
10 Others( specify) 

Natural Capital/Asset 

4.8 Do you have plot/plots of land to farm? I I Yes 2/ No 
4.9 How many hectares of land do your family own? 

I) Below I hectare 
2) From 1.1 - 3 hectares 
3) From 3. 1 - 5 hectares 
4) From 5. 1 - 7 hectares 
5) Above 7 hectares 

4. 10 Is the indicated land suffic ient to sati sfy the demands of your fam il y? I I Yes 21 No 
4.11 If the land yo u have could not satisfy the demand of your famil y, what strategies are 

used to fill the gap? (Rank them accord ing to their importance by saying 1'1, 2nd, 3'd and 
41h) 

No. Stra tegy usc Yes used Ra nk 
I Getting add itional land by rent 
2 Working on the others' fa rmland to get additional income 
3 Engage in off-farm activ ities 
4 Others (specify) 

4. 12 Do you think that the land use system has changed due to resettlement program? 

I I yes 2/ no 

4. 13 Do you think that the current land use system has affected the livestock production? 
I) Yes 2)no 

4. 14 If your answer for the question 4. 13 is "yes", what are the negative consequences? 
Please Indicate by saying affectcd or not affected 
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No. Consequence Affected (I) Not 
affected(2l 

I Loss of grazing land and fodder 
2 Decline in livestock population 
3 The income from livestock has decreased 
4 The contribution of li vestock products for food has 

decreased 
5 The price of oxen used for traction power has increased 
6 People could not save their capital in the form of livestock 
7 Others ( specify) 

4. 15 What can you say about co mmun al graz mg land smce resett lement program started? 
I) There is sufficient graz in g land to feed the li vestock 
2) It is decreas in g but eno ugh to feed the livestock 
3) It is decreas in g and not enough to feed the live stock 
4) Others (specify) ___ ---:-____ ----, 

4.16 S ince resettlement program, what can you say about access to water resources? 
I) There is eno ugh access 
2) There is limited access 
3) The same with that of before resettlement program 
4) Access to water is decreasing 

4 .17 Is there communal fore st land in you r locality? 1) Yes 2) no 

Financial Capital 

4.18 Please indicate the number of livestock population that your househo ld own 

No. Type of Animal Quantity in number 
1 Oxen 

2 Cattle including ca lves 

3 Goats 
4 Sheep 

5 Donkeys 

6 Camel 

4. 19 Of the fo llowi ng which islare practiced to get fi nanc ial ca pital? Please Mark (,,) for 
saving practices yo u experi enced 

No. Ways of saving Your experience 

1 Saving surplus income 
2 Livestock as saving 

3 Cash crop production as saving 
4 Others (specify) 

4.20 Do you have access to cred it III your locality? I) Yes 2) no 
4.21 For what purpose you need cred it? (Circ le the number that is you r choice) 

I) To purchase farm oxen 
2) To purchase improved seeds 
3) To fatten livestock 
4) To do some inco me generating activities 
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.' 

5) others (s pec i fy) --:-:-: _ _ -:--:-:--::----,-,_---:-_--:: 
4.22 What is the source of cred it in your local ity? I) Amhara Sav ing and Cred it inst itution 

2) NGOs 3) Relatives 4) others ( specify) ______ _ 

Physical Asset 

4.23 Is there road fac ility wh ich connects all kebe les to Woreda? I) Yes 2) no 
4.24 The roads constructed are? I) Functional throughout the year 2) functional only in 

dry seasons 3) not functional throughout the year 
4.25 What infrastrllctural se rvices are avai lable in you r locality? Please Mark (,I') 

No. Infrastructure Available Not available 
1 Telecommunication service 
2 Health service nearby distance 
3 Pure water supply 
4 Electric power 
5 Sanking service 

Part V: Livelihood Strategy 

5. 1 Do you th in k that people have changed their livelihood strategies due to resettlement 
program? II Yes 2/ No 

5.2 If your answer for the quest ion number 5. 1 is "yes" which new strategy of li ve lihood 
used? Please mark (,/) the strategies experienced form the table given 

No. New live li hood strategy Your answer 
1 Practicing intensified agrjculture 

2 Working on others' farm 
3 Engaged in small sca le business 
4 Working as wedge laborer 
5 Others (specify) 

5.3 What types of farming activities are practiced different from before resettlement? Pleas 
mark (,/) by saying different from and the same with that of before resettlement program. 
( I stands for "differently practiced" and 2 stand for "practiced the same with before 
resettlement") 

No . Farming activities Practiced The same with before 
different ly( l) resettlement (2) 

1 Fa rm ing of food crops 
2 Livestock raring 
3 See keeping 
4 Cultivating cash and high value crop 
5 Mixed farming 
6 Others (specify) 
5.4 Do thlllk that people are forced to work on the others' farm other than their own due to 

resett lement program? II Yes 21 No 
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5.5 If yo ur answer for quest ion 5.4 is yes, what do yo u think the reason behind? (C ircle th e 
number that is yo ur cho ice) 

I) Shortage of plot of land 
2) To get add iti ona l househo ld income 
3) Shortage of agri cu ltural inputs 
4) Others (s pec ify),~_---:,-:-_ 

Hazards and/o r loss of assets and household of withstanding capacity 
5.6 In the fo ll owing tab le so me of the natural hazard s and/o r loss of prope rti es are li sted. To 

which ex tent these hazards and losses can affect the live lihoods of your househo ld ? Level 
according to th eir severity and w ithstanding capac ity of the household (I stands Jar 
seriously affec t and we can 't ll'ithstand it, 2 slands for it affects but to some extent we can 
withstand it, 3 stands Jar it affects but we withstand it, 4 stands Jar it do not affect) 

No. Type of hazard a nd/or loss Its severity and withsta ndi ng capacity of the household 
I Flood ing I 2 3 4 
2 Drought I 2 3 4 
3 Pests infestation I 2 3 4 
4 High winds I 2 3 4 
5 Loss of oxen I 2 3 4 
6 Errat ic rai nfa ll I 2 3 4 
7 Human epidemic di seases I 2 

, 
4 J 

8 Animal epidemic diseases I 2 
, 

4 J 

Part VI: Opportunities and Challenges 
6. 1 Do yo u think that the fo llowing lists in the tab le are opportunities bro ught by resettlement 

program? (I stands for "yes" and 2 stand fo r " no"). 

No Opportunities Yes 01 No(2) Remarks 
I Roads 
2 Market opportunity , 

Construct ion of health infrastructure J 

4 Clean water supply 
5 Ease access to labor force in peak times 
6 Job opportun ity 
7 Construction of schools 
8 Development of towns 
6.2 Do yo u believe that the fo llow ll1g are some of challenges faced by peop le 111 the area due 

to resettlement program ? (I stand s for "yes" and 2 stand s for "no") 
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No Challenges faced by people Yes (I ) No (2) Rem arks 
I Conflict 
2 Ex pansion of theft 
3 Land shortage 
4 Degradati on of forest 
5 Overgrazing/decreasing of grazing land 
6 Water Pollution 
7 Decrease soil Fertility 
8 Loss of common properties and shard resources 
9 Loss of integri ty and identi ty of indigenous culture 
10 Higher population density 

Part VII: Food Security Situation 

7. 1 Do you th ink that all the new comers (sett lers) have secured food for their households? 
I) Yes 2) no 

7.2 What types of crops are produced in the area? Put rank wise as yo ur household produce by 
say ing I st, 2nd, 3rd , 41h . . . 81h and indicate by marking (.f) their role in food securi ty 

No. Type of crop produced Rank tts role for household food security 
tm portant( l ) Very important(2) Not important(3) 

1 Sorghum 
2 Sesa me 
3 Maize 
4 Cotton 
5 Tefl 
6 Lentil 
7 Ch illy 
8 Ground nut 
9 Other (specify) 
7.3 Is the crops produced enough to feed the household members? I) Yes 2) no 
7.4 Is there suffic ient supply of food crop in yo ur loca li ty? I) Yes 2) no 
7.5 Could you find all the requ ired types of food items in the market? I) yes 2) no 
7.6 If you do not have food crop produced in your household , can you buy from market? 

I)Yes 2)no 
7. 7 Is your fam il y sustained food security through the year? I) yes 2) no 
7.8 If your answer for the question no 7.7 is no, in which months you r experience food 

shortage? From to ____ -:-----:_ 
7.9 How do you exp ress the consequence on the household food security when there is erratic 

rainfall , fl ooding drought and the like natural hazards? I) extremely high 2) high 3) 
moderate 4) small 5) no consequence 

7.10 Under which category do yo ur fami ly fa ll as far as the food security is concerned? 
(Circle the number you choose) 

I) Could get suffi cient and preferred food at any time 
2) Could get sufficient food at any time, but not preferred 
3) Could get at any time, but not suffic ient and preferred 
4) Cou ld get suffi cient food , but no preferred and at any time 
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5) Others opt ion (specify), _ _____________ _ 
7.11 In a given Plot of land yo u own, the annual production is, I) Increasing 2) decreasing 
7. 12 If yo ur answer for the questi on no. 7.8 is decreas ing, for examp le in what amo unt 

sorghum per hectare decreases? (Ci rcle the num ber that is your choice) 
I) Decrease by one quinta l per hectare 
2) Decrease by two quinta ls per hectare 
3) Decrease by more than two quintals per hectare 
4) It decrease but, production varies from crop to crop 

Part VIII: Natura l Resources and Environmental Situation (only for the host 
community) 

No 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

8.1 What could yo u say abo ut the forest coverage of the area compared to five year ago? 
(Circle the number you choose) 

I) It has hi ghly decreased in faste r rate compared afte r five year 
2) It is slightly decreasing 
3) There is no change in forest coverage 
4) The fores t coverage is increas ing 

8.2 Since resettlement program is started, the indigenous trees are 
I) They are almost di stinct 
2) They ex ist but decreasing in their number in faster ways 
3) Slightly decreasing 
4) Increas ing in number 
5) No change in their number 

8.3 The Productivity of so il after five years is: (C ircle the number yo u choose) 
I) Becoming very low in its productivity 
2) Experiencing low productivity 
3) Slightly decreasing 
4) No change in its productivity 
5) Its productivity is increasing 

8.4 What type of environmental problems are observed which has never exper ienced 
before resettlement (Please mark (,1')) 

Environmental situation observed Mar (,I') 

Increase in temoerature 

Strom and winds 
Floodi,,,, 
Soil eros ion 
Increase in temperature 
All have been experienced before and after the program 

Thank you for your Participation! 
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Annex: 2 
Checklists 

Checklist to guide focus group discussion among the host community 
I) Were the local people vo luntary to accept people from other areas of the reg ion by 

resettlement program or was there consensus between government and the local peo ple? 
2) Could you disc uss the advantages and di sadvantages of resettlement both for new 

settlers and the host commun ity? 
3) What are the opportunities of resettlement to the host co mmunity? 
4) What are challenges brought by resettlement to the loca l peo ple? 
5) Does resettlement progra m force the local community to change their li ve li hood 

strategies? If so from whi ch strategies of li ve lihood to which did peo ple shift? And how 
do peo ple switch to the new li velihood strategies? 

Checklist to guide to focus group discussion among settled community 

I) What was the reason to come in th is Woreda as settlers? 
2) How do find the new area compared to your ori ginal place? 
3) Do you think that yo u have got good things/opportunities due to resettlement (What 

opportuni t ies have you got?) 
4) Could yo u discuss some of the challenges faced by settler co mmunity due to 

resettlement program ? If so, let us mention some of the challenges that the settlers are 
fa ced 

5) Do yo u think that the resettlement has changed the livelihood strategies of 
households? If so, please menti on the new household strategies used 

Checklist to guide Key Informant Interview with Individuals 

I) Were yo u voluntary to accept the resettlement program? 
2) Can you mention some of the opportunities of the resettlement to host and settler 

community? 
3) What are the challenges faced by people due to resettl ement program ? 
4) Do you think that the resettlement causes people to change their li ve lihood 

strategies? If so can yo u mentions so me the new live lihood strategies ex peri enced 
in the area? 

Checklist to guide key informant interview with Kebele administrators 
1) How do people in thi s kebe le perceive resettlement program ? 
2) How resettlement benefited both new comers and host community? Could you please 

exp lain? Who do you think is more advantageous out of the scheme (the settlers or the 
host community)? 

3) How do you see soc ia l, economic and political partic ipation of settlers and the host 
communi ty? 

4) What looks like the soc io-eco nomic relation between settlers and host co mmuni ty? 
5) What opportunities are there in the area due to resettl ement to both communities? 
6) What are the challenges faced by the loca l people due to resettlement program? 
7) Do you think th at resettl ement has changed the livelihood strategies of people in the 

area? If so, what types of new livelihood strategies are ex perienced? 
8) How do you see the impact of resettlement scheme on environment? 
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Checklist to guide Key Iuformaut Interview with Woreda food Securi ty Coordinator 

I) What was the bas is to se lect thi s Woreda for resettl ement program? 
2) How do you see the perce ption of the host and settl ed community abo ut resettlement 

program? 
3) What are the duties and responsibiliti es of the food security coordination offi ce in 

relati on to resett lement? 
4) Cou ld yo u tell me the contributi on of resettlement scheme in attaining household food 

security in thi s Wo reda? 
5) What could yo u say the achievement in atta ining household food secu rity th rough 

resettlement program? 
6) From your experi ence, within what period could settlers achieve household food 

suffi ciency? 
7) What kind of aid the government should provide till sett lers attain their household 

food suffi ciency? 
8) What are the benefits of resettlement program to the host comm unity? 
9) What are the chall enges and opportunities of resettlement in attaining household food 

security? 

Check List to Guide Key Informant Interview with Woreda Administrator 

I) What was the basis to se lect thi s Woreda for resettlement program? 
2) How do yo u see the perceptio n of the host and settled community about resettlement 

program? 
3) What are the opportunities of resettlement for both the host and settled community? 
4) What are the challenges faced by people due to resettlement program in thi s Woreda? 
5) How do you eva luate the achievement of resettlement program? 
6) What could you say about the environmental impact of resettlement in thi s Woreda 

1), ... :, 

'c' !OJ' lUr'I .. 
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