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ABSTRACT 

The resettlement program in Chewaka Woreda, fllubabor zone, has a noble goal of ensuring food 

self-sufficiency among the people located in chronically food insecure areas of East and West 

Hararghe zones of Oromia Jlegion. 1he program claimed to provide a rational use of available 

land by readjusting man-land ratio and again with the myth of using zmder/unutilized lands. 

However, the majority of the resettlers experienced hardships and antagonistic relations with the 

local population. 

Those hOllseholdf who were able to secure the promised two hectares of land were complaining 

about the land types that are in most cases uncultivable without tractors and agricultural 

machineries. As a result, they have been forced to remove forests and hillside plantations for 

cultivation and irrigation, which instigated conflict between the neighboring Gumuz and the local 

resettlers. 

In addition, there are two main rivers in the vicinity the resettlers are not allowed to use water 

for irrigation since the Gumuz depend on the rivers for transportation. This has also created 

tension and instability between the two ethnic groups which in most cases en'pted to violent 

conflicts. The Gumuz people have been hostile towards resettlers due to the intensified cutting of 

trees by the new-comers which in turn affected production of honey using beehives. The latter has 

decreased their incomes significantly. 

Although such problems persisted even before the arrival of the resettlers, the study showed that 

the performance of natural resource conservation and peacefi'l coexistence has deteriorated after 

the commencement of the program. 

The pressure on the environment continue to be a challenge in Chewaka, Little effort has been 

made to correct such acts; the local authorities are primarily focusing on provision of land or 

constmcting Kebele offices at the expense of the environment. Furthermore there is no awareness 

raising organized by NGOs, CBOs or other concerned community groups. 

Considerable impact of Chewaka resettlement on the livelihood and integration of hosts and 

resettlers is witnessed that supplements the ideas of other similar studies. Moreover, the findings 

tried to indicate the need for more intervention, investigation to improve the food security 

situation of the country. 
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Chapte r O ne: Introlillctioll 

1. 1 Background to the st udy 

Whcn one comparcs food security across th rcc political regimes - the imperi al era, the 

military reg imc and the curren t go'"Crnmen l. food product ion is gencrall y perce ivcd to 

havc dec lined at a household Ic vc l (We llbeing in Devc loping Countrics ES RC Rcscarch 

(iroup. 200-1). 

The Eth iopian Susta ina ble Dcvel0pl11ent and Pove rty Reductio n Paper (200") Slates thal. 

the mcdium to long-term larget is to red uce the abso lute size of th e food insecure rura l 

population substantiall v and make thel11 ex it from food aid . In the short-run , the objective 

is 10 rch' on liscalt ranskr 01' resources to suppo rt relat ivel y smal l number of food-delicit 

households (S DI'RP. 2002). leor thc countr" as a whole. the gove rnment th inks that 

t;lel;ling lood insecurity ;\1 the household level is. arguably. the most dfeeti,'c and direc t 

way of poverty reduction . 

The gcneral vie\\' rcgarding increasing food insecu ri ty is explained mainly by the \l eather 

change. Other mainl y hUl11an -induced na tura l lilctors include dec rease in land sizc and 

qualit,. :lnirn;r/ and plant discases. ;'n d reduction o f trees and \\'ild produc ts. Tn additi on. 

human I:!cto rs sllc h ,I:'; p~)PlJlalio n ill crcasc. go \'ernancc is:-; L1 cs. some cic\\:lopIllClll 

pol icies, indebtedncss. conilic!. 10<5 or \\ 'ork values etc arc also said to escalate f'ooo 

insecurity. 

Tn ord er to achieve and realize ('ooel security objecti ves, the Ethiopian SDPRP states that 

there is a ncecl to prepare compatible cleve lopment packages f'or each agro-ecologieal 

zone given thc cco logical di"crsities or Ethi op ia. Thi s is aimed at enhanc ing the 

agricultural development ef'/(lris that shou ld be consistcn t ",ith the pa rt icular conditions 

prevailing in each agro-eco logica l zone. In orde r to reduce food insecurity, the SDPRP 

stresscs the need to resettl e people from drought prone areas to areas where there is 

enough land and adequate rainfal l. 

In Eth iop ia fo r the last forty years. s tatc-sponsored resett lement program, have sho\\'n 

significant impact i ll a ll ev iating problems faced by famine victims, pasto rali sls and ex­

so ldiers. The li rst rese tt lemen t scheme took place during the Imperi a l era where a large 

nUl1l ber of peasants were re loeatcd 10 S idama and Illubabo r A warajas (Pankrust, 200 I : pp 

38) . 



Il l)wever, prior to adopt ing resettlcment as" policy, people \\ho raced land shortagcs and 

insunicient product ion migrated to different parts of Uhiopia where land was more 

plcntil"tll. mainly rrom the highlands to the lowlands (ibid). 

I" the suhsequcnt \lears. after the !;III or the Imperial reg ime. the mi litary government 

took up the resellicment strategy aiming to resett le 8 mill ion people wi th the j ustification 

or reso lving recurring drought problem and to case population pressure where the land 

had been over used and over util ized . Accord ingly, in 1986, the govern ment" has resettled 

illore than 600.000 pcople with more than 250.000 of them being resettled in Wollega 

''' ' '' ,"llnhel big proportion in Illubabor (Web: Resettlement in Ethiopia. 2002). 

11J( CLllTL'lll gO\\~I"llI111:nt also took identical actio n in 2003 \\"ilh the aim of resettling 2.2 

million (ood insecure people. Hence, similar to other threc regions, namely, Amhara, 

SNNI'R and Tigray, the Oromia Regional Stale has moved people from Harar. No rth 

Shewa and /\ rsi to 13ale . Guji , Well ega . .Iimm a and IIlubabo r (liubabor) zones. 

I'he sludy area . Chewaka Worec/a. is localed in Illubabor zone. some 72 kms away from 

Ilcdelc IO\ln . in Southwes t Ethiopia aboul ' 577 km ('rom /\ddi s .'\baba. Chewaka was 

inhabiled b, local Oromos as well as Gumw: people \I'ith the latter living along Didesa 

and Dabena ri, ·ers. The live lihood of the hosl popu laiion is based on shifti ng cultil·ation. 

hunling. gathering and production of hon ey. The rese ttl crs are also involved in the same 

tl'ne ofli"clihood save huntino and oathcrino . - . b ~ . b 

The' Worec/o is endowed with potential s to produce several crops all yea r round , including 

maize. surgh uill. fruit s. and vegetables to some C.\lent. The ne\\- scttlers; who came from 

East and West Hararghe are famil iar wi th irrigation and hence use Didesa and Debana 

rrvers 10 produce enough food. Their activities have however been impaired due to 

continuous clashes with the Gumuz who usc the ri vel' for transportation purposes. 

The current rese ttl ement program "'as presumed to reduce populat ion pressure in areas 

Ih"t arc hi gh l, ' affected by land infert ility duc to fragmcntation and over-uti lizati on 

without cOl1scn "(Ition. In fac t. the program instead created greater pressure on natura! 

resourccs on the resettlement s ites. In addition. the maj orit y of the resett lers experienced 

hardships and antagonis ti c re lalions with· the local popUlation. The fact that the new 

comers had to remove forests and hillside plantat ions for cultivation has' inci ted conflicts 

betll'ecn the neighboring Gumuz people :lnci local Oro111os on the one hand and the 

' ) 



rL'selliers on Ilw olher. Such conllius ol'er resumees Iwvc becn c~aeerbated by Ihe non 

l'.\!:-.k JICl' \)/' SiH.:i;.d org<llliz(lliulls or lucal admini;;tratio!l 1i1 i:ll can case and resolve such 

inSlanccs, For all we know, no d iscussions were held with the host population prior to the 

deploy ment of new co mers, The loca l people said th ey heard about the coming of the 

rcsettlers through :nass media, Prev iously. the local people used to move freely from one 

place to 'lilothcr without fea r or any interferencc rrom e~ternal sources, The resettl eme nt 

program has however, curtailed their 1ll0VCIllcni. 

!\ecording to Abduw uL (2005) th e degree or integrat ion or the local population with the 

rL'sctt lers is I,"' bclow the expectation of Ihe gOl'crnmenl. Most of the GUI11 UZ peop lc lil'C 

on the esca rpment and they usuall y prefer 10 go to nearby markets in Wollega 

(ne ighboring tOll'n), 

The :i1)OI'e-mcntioncd rcso urce co nfli ct hilS d irect and indirect effects in achievi ng th e 

objecti l'e or Ic)od security in the household, Thc promi sed tll'O hectares o r land by the 

gOl'ernment is stil l un[ulJilled in many househ" lds, Manl' or the resettkrs have shortages 

of land and those who have sOllle plots hal 'e shortages in farming equipments, For 

instance, cre;) ;';-ociuction varies [rom household to househo !c' d ~jJending on the 

al 'ailahi!itv of tracto r sen' ices pro vidcd by the gove rnm cnt. These lI 'ho II e re abl e to get 

Ihis Opp0rlllilily ublai ned high y ic ld ill Ih e rcseltiemcnt l'Car. i,c, 1')')6 EC, II'here as 

(Jiher:; lIere prol'ided food rillion li'om the loca l administration since they were unable to 

ICed the ir family (Abd urauf, 2005), Acco rdin g to '\bdurauf' s study in 2005, he witnessed 

some household members begging for gra in Crom acquai ntances, Nevertheless, even 

Ihose who had produced suffic ient food dared 10 get food rations that the government 

promised to p rovide them for three consecut ive years, 

Dlle to its forest endowments, Chcwaka W())'edo used to be a good source of honey for 

local community, But after the rescttlers ' a rril'al. s llch a potential of honey production 

has been decreasing duc to the clearing of foresls lor fa rmin g and res iden tial purposes , 

No settler has ye t produced honey e ither fo r consumptio n o r market ing, 

Hencc the research wil l try to entangle thc abol 'c ment ioned complex issues in to five 

diffe rent chapters, The second chapter w ill talk about co re parts in the, resettl ement 

m"'lIler that will deal with th e genera l proccs:; prior and aficr implcmentation of 2004-

2005 resettlement. It wil l hi ghl ight issues such as orientat ion ,;bout the program and the 
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Ir; lI lsJl:rring process. II will also discuss houselwld demograp hi cs : sellie rs' classification, 

el hni c composition, household ac tivity ancl population distribution. In thc follo;v ing 

eh;l pter we will see the adopt ion strateg ies and the challenges the resettl ers faced in 

rela tion " 'ith asscss ing their li ve lihood strategies and factors afrecting their ability to cope 

"ilh crises. Moreover. the chapter will a'ssess Ihe degree of interaction between local 

hos ts and resc ttlers in terms 01' alliance formati oll. inter cthn ic unity between reselliers 

them se h'cs and with hosts. 

1. 2 Prohlem statement 

The 1·.t hinpi;1ll I(ural Development Str"tcgy Papl'r (200 I) suggests that when rapid and 

sllslainable dC\'clopment of agriculture is reali zed. agricult ural outputs used as raw 

maleri;ds in industries will be produced at required quanti ty and thi s will enable to 

ach ie\"C rap id and sustai nable development (ERDS. 200 1). 

In light of thi s development goa l. the st rategy is cognizant of the existence of diverse 

agro- ecological zones in the country that need different approaches in dea ling with 

agriellitllr,d product ivity . Areas where the;'e is erratic rainfidl and recurren t droughts are 

considered as areas which need spec ial attention since the lanel in these areas have been 

utili/cd J()J" a long period . It lacks environlllcntal protection and its rert ility is seri ously 

,"'melged due to erosion. Considering the situation. the Cthiopian GO\'e rnment Povert\' 

Reduction Paper sta ted that ..... rapid population growth fuelled by high fertilit y rate is 

seriousl\ ' affecti ng citizens and houschold li\'clihoods and the country's effort for 

susl8inable development and poverty reduction" (ESD PRP, 2002: pp.7). 

in thc highlands of Ethiopia, population growth is a major constraint and a cause for 

se\ 'erc environmcntal degradation wh ich debilitated food self sufficiency in the coun try. 

ICi\O ' s repo rt in 1986 depicted that more than 150.000 people need to be resett led 

ann ually in order to maintain and contro l land degrada tion due to high population growth. 

In light of this, the present government prescribed intra-regional resettl ement based on 

\'oluntarism as the low cost and quickest so lution to the chronic food problem. It aimed at 

enhanc ing the se lf-supporting capac it y of rural households (r:mbassy of Ethiopia, web. 

200 I as cited in i\bcl urau f). 

Mi gration has a long hi sto ry in Eth iopia where people used to move fro m one area to 

another search ing for better shelter and food. It has been used as one of the surv iva l 
, 

mechanisms of the population. ResettlelPent s frolll north to south have faced lots of 



pr, \"I "111s. 1:01' in sta ncc , a briclll1g by Uniwrsi ty o r Sussex swtes that reset tl ement railed 

\0 rccogni£.c the righ ts of local/ind igenolls people to rL:ncwClble natu ral resources and the 

potential danwge 01' the env ironl11ent by ne\\ co mers (University of Sussex, 2005). It was 

also statcd in the sal11e report that very few cases are reported \\'here resettiers and local 

people formcd partne rsh ip . In most cases, the re lationship was descri bed as host ile and 

violent. In addition, environ mental changes in general can be causes far conflicts. This is 

due t(\ ""cr popuiJtion and over consumption of' rcnewable natural resources. Such 

conflicts ";In he exacerbated when it involves marc than two distinct groups of people 

( ibid ) 

The resettkment progral11 in Chew;:,ka /rorer/a, Illubabor zone, has a noble goal of 

cnslll'lng /(\Oll scll'·sufTieiency among thc people located in chronically food insecure 

areas or lOas t and West I-Iararghe zones or Orol11ia Region. The program claimed to 

prn vidl' ~l r:l1ional lise of available land by readjusting man-Ianel ratio and again with the 

mvth of' using under/unutilized lands. )-IOI-I'e'·er. the majorit y or the reseli lers experienced 

hardsh ips and antagonistic relations \\ 'ith the local populati on. This is mainl y because of 

seltlers' perception and understand ing of their displacemen t and ove r ex pectation from 

th e n(\\ ' relocation site. i.e. the fulfillment of the promised pro"ision of la rge hectares of 

I'lilli th;lI\ "hat they used to ha"e in t'ilc'ir oriQinJI home areas (Abdurauf. 2005) . 

/\ceording to the same source, more than 95% of the rescllicrs were unsatisfied by the 

distribution of the Promised Land . E"en th ose households who were able to secure the 

promised =' hectares of land were complaining about the land types that are in 1l10st cases 

uneu! tivable without tractors and agricultural machineries . As a resu lt, they havc been 

farced to remove forests a nd hillside plantations for cultivation and irrigat ion, wh ich 

instigated conflict between the neighbor ing GUIl1UZ and the local resett lers . 

Water resource is another problem in Chewaka. Although there are two ma in rivers in the 

, ·icinit v. the reseiliers are not allowed to use water for irrigmion s ince the Gumuz people 

depend on the rivers for transportation . This has also created tension and instability 

bctween the tlVO ethnic groups which in , most cases erupted to vio lent confl icts, The 

Gumuz people have bee n hosti le towards rescttlers clue to the intens ified Cli lting of trees 

by thc new·comers wh ich in turn affected production of honey using beehives . The latter 

has decreased their inco mes s ignificantly. 

Conl1 iets in Chewaka Worct/a cnsued when extended ram i I ies' or resettlers arri ved frol11 

East and West I-Iararghe to reside permanently, /\t thc beginning, the resettlers wcre 
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s~!( kd ill ;IJ\..'<!S that llr~ I"l'ser vcd for I(nest llr pasture . I he rcscttlcrs in turn were engaged 

iii cUllillg trL:CS and produci ng ruel wood and charcoal. exacerbating pressure 011 natural 

rcsources, These problems have been attributed to the launching o f th e new large sca le 

rese ttleillent p rogra m \\hieh was unabl e to IiJresee the consequences of such clevelopment 

programs prior to implementation, Although such problel11s persis ted even before the 

arril;i/ 01" the res e ttlers, ev idence showcd thal thl' per/ilrillanCe of na tural resource 

Cllnservation ;lIlei peacefu l cocxistenec h:1 s dete ri orated after the CO llll11 e nCement a/" the 

program . 

1,3 Objectives of the st ud y 

:1. C elle ,."lobjec tiv e 

The rese:lrch Ivill unral 'c/ th e im pact 01" re se ttl cment O) n the lil 'e lihoods and integration or 

the host cOlllmunities and rcseil ie rs, 

h, Specific object ives 

I. To highlight the consequencc or resettlement in affecti ng social 

co-ex istence bel\\\~cn cO llllllunities: 

II. To identify resource confl icts that e rupted in the Woreda and its 

effect in prol'i s ion of soc ial sCl'viees such as hea lth, education 

~lIld legal services 

Ill. To idel1l ili ' ways in \Vhi ch the locals and new comers can 

conserve renewable natu ral resou rce joi ntl y (co-ope ration than 

competition) in o rder to attain lood sec urit v in th e Woreda 

lY, To assess the poss ibility of incorporating potent ial sources of 

con fli cts and th e solutions thereof illl0 in future plans and 

po lie i es 0 f resett lemc nt sc hemes 

1:4 Resea l'ch q u cst ions 

The [ollowing set of questio ns will be entertai ned through out the resea rch phase, 

What are the specific integ rat ion problems th at Occl! lTed durin g 

implementati on of large scalc resettlement programs? 

110\\' do conil iets ol'er resource affect the dal ' tu lLlI' actil'ities of both the 

hos t and the new-comers (rcsett le rs)? 

r What is the consequence of resettlement on the livelihoods of hosts and 

rcsett leI's? 
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What is the policy recommendation rega rding the role or government. 

NG Os and othcr in tcrestcd groups to ensure peace and security in s imilar 

rescll iemcnt areas to allain rood security in the reg io n? 

1.5 Data Types and Methodology 

The st ud y em ployed conve ntio na l methodologies that arc relevant to the speci fied 

resea rch object ives. In line with thi s. primary and secondary so urces are assessed and 

used to re in ro rce th e research methodology. Hence thc following will describe stud y area. 

meth ods employed, processes or samp ling and data co ll ec tion end data ana lysis 

proced ures. 

a . Research procedure 

The resea rch followed the followin g procedures 

~ Review and analys is of se lected secondary so urces 

t Design q uest ionna ire based on resea rch objectives 

£ h e test qucstionnaire 

r Pro vide orientation to enum erators 

[ I' A and sample s ize selec ti on 

t Data co ll ection 

r Data encod ing and ana lys is 

b. Primary data collection and analys is 

3. S tudya rca 

Chewaka Woreda is one of th e resettlement lVoredas in Oromia Regional State found in 

IIluba bor zone. The Zo ne cons ists or thi rteen Woredas; ne ighbo ring zones are West 

Wo ll ega to th e Wes t. '/iml1la to th e East. I: as t W;) lI ega to th e North and Beni shan gul to 

th e No rth East. 

Chewaka rese ttl ement is admini stered by a new Woreda structure established follo wing 

the coming of the resettl ers into the area . It is struc tured as an independent Woreda 

exclusively embracing the settlers ' community . 1t is the largest reseltleme;lt site in the 

region as cOl11pa red to other resett lement s ites launched in 2003 and 2004. The total area 

or the rcscttlemen t is eSlimateci to be 52.127 hectares. The \Vo recla has seven sites which 
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arc olgai n di"ided in to 21\ !In'dlls, "'Ich /lr"dll is orga ni zed b,' Goli (a structu re ne, t to 

Aredll ) and Guree Misoll1o (Development Team), Coree Misoll1a is the last/lowest 

structure in the bu reauc rati c hicrarchy of the Woreda administ ration, About 70 - 100 

househo lds dwell In one GOli whereas one Garee Misoll1{{ encompasses 25 -30 

housdlOlds, There is a last st ructure at commu nity level ca lled Seli (cell) that has li ve 

households though not active , 

According to 2004 statistical data. Chewaka Resc ttl ement has a population 01' 78.179 

di splaced peopl e. The Woredll is adjacent to GUllluzlBerta people in Benishagul Region 

to the North and to the East and other Oromo indigenolls seiliers to the South and West 

(please refer to the below map la r furth er int'orma ti on), 

h. Questionnaire design 

In des igni ng a sem i-str uctured questionnaire . li ve clements arc considered which arc 

essential to measure the resea rch oblective aud helped to answer research questions , The 

IIrst clement is assets owned in the household described in terms of Natural. Physical. 

Human. and Soc ial capital. Indicator t\\'(\ tr ied to determine li ve lihood strateg ies of a 

household that co uld be either natur~1 rcsmlrce based (culti vation. co ll ec ti on. and 

li"cstock) or non natural resource based (trade. remillance. and other sen 'ices), The latcr 

indicator :tttcmplLd (0 measure 1h\.,: Il11L!.!.rulioll or hosts and rcsc ttl crs in term s 01" i!llcr-

group al liance . marriage, inter-ethnic trade and coa lition with the local .government. 

Access to services is another important facto r that he lped to assess access to health care. 

education, and lega l instituti ons, The last elcment focu ses on peace initiatives facilitated 

by religious leaders and NGOs in the ,icinity, 

The questi onnaire has six sec ti ons and each scct ion consist at least three areas that enable 

to mcasu re and quantify the impact "I' reset tlement on li ve lihood and integration of ho,\ 

and rese lt:ers. 

I. S ite and househo ld selection 

Four s ites we re selected purposely considering the [o ll owing factors 

r 1\I'<,i1abilit y of pure s ingle et hni c group resettlcr community 

r Availab ility of mi,turc eth ni c groups settlement 

" Availability of indigenous and local people 
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l'o ll olVing scketiull of s ites. 107 ho usehol ds IVcrc se lected with the same cri teria but a lso 

based on hori zo nt al and sclecti w sampling. 

Sampling: ;\ (o ur-stage sampli ng mcthod has been adopted by taking the differel1l agro­

eco logical zo nes or the Woreda in 10 eonsicie rat ion. 

;1. Stage olle: Thc scvcn ad mini strative sitcs wc re put in to t hrc~ 

clusters based on different agro-ceologies and selli cment palters. 

Each cluste r consists 01'2.2 , and 3 si tes respectivcly. 

l>. Stage t\\'o: T hen a purposivc s?mpling mcthod has bee n used to 

se lcc t Site o ne. t,, ·o . and ('o ur rrom the th rce c lusters. HOlVeve r. 

s il e 7 '''IS added s ince Ihe Gumuz populations are se ttl cd mcrc ly 

in th is s it e. 

e. S tage three: [,ollowing that fi ve, three, and four Arec/as 

(Keheles) ('rom each se lected s ite has been se lected along " 'ith 

th e respecti ve /lrcda ol'lic ia ls . 

d. S tage fOllr: 1.<lsllI . in each Kehelc ten households have been 

pickeci li'om S itl' one and two and fi ve househo lds from Site s i ~ 

and se\"cn ([ Olll Site sevell .. T lleir cumpusilion incl udes seuiers 

in a ll segments o r soc ia l ranks of the community such . as 

househo ld heads. site representatives and Arccla (Kebele) leaders. 

1\ 11 in all. 107 samplcd ho useho lds have been picked rrom cach or the selected Arec/o 

based on a s impl e ran dom sam pling Illethod. In add ition. purposive selection or 

households was appli ed especial ly for th e loca l GUIllU Z population. 

The data co llec ti o n instruments included field sur veys invol ving inte rv iews, direct 

observations and f'ocus gro up di sc uss io ns . Qualitative data has been genera'ted via sellli ­

struc tured inte rvicws with indicators that shows and Ill easures objecti ve o r the study and 

<l ns,,'l'r th e resea rch ques tions. The re spondents o r the int c rvicw arc household heads, s ite 

representati ves, IIredo (Kebe le) leade rs, se lec ted members of com munit)' based social 

organi zations and adill ini s trati on rl' presel1l3ti ves. In addition Focus G roup Discussion 

was held wit h representative o r comlllunity members and Kebele admin istrators. 

Obse rva tion has been also used as a second (001 of da ta co lle~(ion. It has been used (0 

scrutinize on uoill !.! auriculturai rind nOIl-:luri cullu r<1] activ ities and conniet nash .... .... '- .... 
<) 



II . Data collcctioll tools 

<I) IlIt crvicws: 107 htlusehold heads lI'er~ intervielVed and enumerators went house 

to house to conduct the interview. Ilowever, the team leader took sample 

intervielVs and checked their reliability. 

b) Focus group discuss iou: From site one, five fa rmers original ly from East 

llararghe and a Kehele militia and dcpu ty PA adm ini strator partic ipated ill the 

disc uss ion to providc their perception on the general integration and li veli hood of 

their COllllllLlll it y. 

c) Dircct obse rvation: ObselTation was made while agri cult ural ac tivities took 

place on f~lrIl1 and visit s wcre madc to places where vio lent clashes took place 

be tlVeen hust, and reseuiers. 

III. Data coll ec tion <lnd <In<llysis 

Collccti on "I· (1;, ,,, ttlok a tm) \lecks timc howc\·er prior to direct contact with the 

rCspOJltiL'nts pn.:-tcsl \Vas undertaken in Iht! same fVoreda and some adjustments \\\~ r c 

made atkrmmh of the tes!. Subscq uen tl y. thc first round of data collecti on took place :mel 

before data encoding, clar ity and va lid it y was checked. The second round of data 

collection took place to conduct Focus Group Di scussion with se lected communit \· 

leaders. 

SPSS SOn\\"a rc is uSL'd to an e-d)'/.": Ihe dma and had t\\ 'O stages 

g Quantitative data encodin g 

r Pick narrative responses from quant itati ve data 

After clearing and cleaning data. graphs. pic charts, cross tabs and correlations \I·erc 

computed and thi s are again int erpreted in to narratives. Some of the outcomes of data 

analysis arc inse rted in the respective chapters for furt her elaborat ion. 

c. Secondary data collect ion and analys is 

Several views, op inions and thoughts of academicians and practitioners have been 

explored to makc the s tudy compl cte and informati ve. In this regard, literatures related 

with rcscttkl11L:tll , both sta tc-spons • ..)rcd and spontaneoLiS 1ll0\'Clllcnts are rev ie\\\.:d, 

Further morc, thc di frc rent cxpericnces alld examples from Ethiopia have been assessed 

with regards to land proclamati on and po li cy changes thaI a1·e directly interlin ked with 

10 



l' lOei insccurity in the co untry_ The IRR model , Cernea 's theory of Impoveri shmcnt Ri sk 

and Reconstructi on_ was uscd to undcrli nc [lnd cntanglc the impact o f reselli emcnt -in thc 

li velihood and integrat ion of hosts and rcsc-lli crs duri ng reseil lement program s_ 

1.(, S ignificance of the s tud y 

The currcnt govcrnmcnt of Ethiopi a is prescri bing rcsell icment as a l11eans of rcso lving 

(ood sc'eurity problem in the country_ 1\ 1; lrge nUl11ber 0 1- people has been di splaecd l-rol11 

East and West I-Iararghe to sClll c in Southern pari of Orol11 ia Region_ Most of thc 

rcsciliers encountered clashes and un wclco l11in g altitude and frol11 hosts_ The Rural 

Strat cgy Paper of Ethiopia al so strcsses the nccd to move people since they can not 

surVIVL' with th e land thev are culti ,-ati ng and the governl11ent can not suppl y food l'o r 

long. 

I-Ience it is beli evcd that the rcscarc h ,,-ill indicate some policy implications that nccd 

fUriher assessment of the curre nt rcsc ll lcmcnt programs that have becn launched In 

ChclI'aka and other similar resellicment s it cs_ It wili al so enable poli cy makers to 

in vcsti gate I-urlhcr on the rol e confli ct plays in bringi ng social di sintegration or culti va te 

positj\"C rc l~ltionships aillong disti nc t groups that share scare resources 
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C hapter two : Conceptual frallleworl, and Review of related Lit erature 

This ch"p tcr wi ll revic\I· issucs and concepts related to resclliement , intra- regional 

resettl cment , integrati on/conn ict andli vcl ihood. 

2.1 Conceptual Fralllewo rk 

2.1. 1 Definition of tcrlllS 

Researehcrs and practi tioners essenti:lll y focus on the charactcri zati on of tcrms like 

rescttl cmcnt. intra-reg ional rcsell iement. rcsourcc connict , integr2tion and connict 

rcsolution \I·hil e study ing the impact of rescll iement on in tegrat ion and li velihood of 

pcople. In line \I·ilh this. Ihe ne~1 subscction bri eny addrcsses some basic terms in thc 

rcsearch that hclps to losll'l" greatcr standardiza ti on ofterl11s through out the stud y. 

Resettlelllellt: Desalegn Rahmalo (2004) defines resettl ement especially land 

resettl ement. as a phenomenon of population redi stri bution, ei ther planned or unplanned. 

Chambers ( 1992: pp. 44) ,1Iso defines rcscUlcl11ent as a systel11ati zcdlllovement ofpcople 

in a planned and conlrolled manncr. ;\ defini tion given by Kassahun (2000, as citcd in 

/\bdu rauJ": PI' . 3]) claim s that reselllcnlcnt is movement of peopl c from areas where the rc 

is no other factors that arc su itabl c for the smooth maintenance of life to areas presumed 

to be endowed with potentials that could provide opportunities for tile same end. Hence. 

the term resellicmcnl is understood as planned or un planned movement of pcople to get 

acccss 10 enough land and adequate railll'all lo r the betterment or th ei r li velihood. 

Lillelihoot/: A livelihood comprises of" people. their capabilities alld their means of living. 

including food. income and assets. Tangible assets are resources and stores, and 

intangible assets are claims and access (Chambers and Conway, 1992 as cited in Hea ther. 

2005: pp. 78) 

flltm -regi(J/lal resettlelllellt: It is conduc ted within reglons rather than across reglons 

\I·ith the purpose of minimizing ethni c cOllflicts and unnecessary depletion of natural 

resources. It is conducted in an organi zed manner and it highl y di scourages spontaneous 

settl ement programs bu t rather is state sponsored movement of people (New Coaliti on fo r 

Food Security in Ethiopia. 2003). 

N atllral Resource: It is '.n eco-zonal resource which mainly consists o f forestry, 

livestock and water. Resources can also be categorized as rcnewable and non-renewable 

12 



wherc kw can r~J1rod ucc themselves while othcrs get depicted due to intcnsive and 

uncontrolled utiliz"tiol1 (Internationa l I:ood Policy Research Institute, 2005). 

COIl/lict: It is an inherent and necessary part of human lives. They are a resull of a long 

tcrm process and inter~lction between people. Conflict as understood by scholers has dual 

nature. On one hand it ca n tear aparl the relationship of group of people li ving together 

and on the other hand il can be the force to build relationships (InWent Online Course. 

2006 pp. 9). 

Fi)()d secllri~)" th~ abilil\· to sus tain a household with sufficient food and the ability to 

cope drought and I ~llllin c on sustainable bases (New Coalit ion for Food Securi ty in 

Ethiopia. 2003). 

Illtegratioll: it is the "'IV in which rese tt le rs interact among themselves and with the 

local/nati ve COlllllllJllil\ '. [t can be expressed through gifts. contributions and sho\.ving 

solidarit\' when somcthing appa lling or good happens to a neighbor or some one in the 

village. It can also be defined as a means through which people demonstrate their 

affiliation based on th ei r rol es. ident ilY, gender or other traditional attachments wh ich 

they consider to belong to (Summarized by Author from Focus Group Di scuss ion, 2007). 

Resource cOIl/lict: il is a tvpe of con llie! that is instigated by existing but insuffi cient 

r~sources in Ihe \·icinil\. The rOO l caus~ o f Ihe confli ct can be land grabbing by powerful 

groups, competition among se ttl ers on the usc or water and pasture, similar interest to 

access biodiversity and etc (Thomas. 199 1). 

COllflict reso/lltioll: it refers to address ing Ihe underlying issues of a confli ct and to focus 

on the rel ationship and comm uni cation between the part ies (also dispute resolution). This 

approach is meant to resolve conflicts, as it goes beyond the management of eonnicts. 

The approach can be seen as more holistic because it attempts to look at the underl ving 

issues like interes ts and needs in the communication of the parties (lnWent Onli ne 

Course, 2006). 
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2. 1.2 rh l'o rl'f ica l fl":I111C\\"o rk 

The r,'scarch \\'ill employ models to assess the in tcr-link:lge between li \Tlihoods an ei 

in tegrati on duri ng di sp lacements and developl11 ent leeil11o ve l11entso 

In the ca rl l' I noso buildi ng upon earlie r app roaches that deal t pr imar ily with the 

processes of vo lu nta ry resettl ement, Scudder and Colson (1986) proposed a fQ ur-stage 

modcl of' how people- and socio-cultural systel11 s respond to resettl ement (Hansen and 

l30u ldeL 2003 as sited in Muggah, Robert)o The stages \\Oere labe led as recruitment, 

tra nsition, po tent ial deve lopl11ent and hand ing over or incorporationo In the rec ruitl11ent 

ph<lseo po li c\O-makcrs 'lI1d/or developers fo rmulate deve lopment and resett lement plans, 

a li en \\Oitl1(1ut inl l)rming the people who \\Oill be disp lacedo During transitio n. people lemn 

about their future displacement, which 0 heightens the level of stress experienced. 

Poss ibility of growth and community development occurs aft er phys ica l relocation has 

occurred. Displacces begin the process o/" re bui lding their economy and social ne t\\'orks. 

I landing O\Oer or incl)rporation re fohs to the handing over of loca l production svstems and 

communit,o leadership to " second gencra tion o/" residents \\ho identif" thel11se lves with 

and feel at home in the communi ty . Once th is stage has been achieved. resett lement is 

dccmed a sliccess (Ohta & Gebre, 2005) 0 

In the 1980, ,,, ,d 1990s. the mount ing eyidcnce of involun tarv resettlem ent schcmes that 

lililcd to pass through all fQu r stages suggested that a new mode l \\Oas necessa ry to explain 

the consequcnces of involu ntarl' relocation (ib id)o In parti cul aro it was recognized that a 

ne\\' theory \,"as necessary to model what was increasingly seen as predictable 

impoveri shment in forced resettlement schemes (ibid). 

Such a need gave bi rth to Cernea's Impoveri shment Ri sks and Reconstruction (JRR) 

model in the 1990so In contrast to the Scudder Colson model. thc IRR model does not 

attempt to identi Cv different s tages of reloca tion, but rather a im s to identi fy the 

impoveri shment risks in trins ic in forced resettlemcn t and the processes necessar\' fo r 

reconstructin g the livelihoods of di splaeceso In parti cu lar, it stresses that un less 

specifically addressed by targeted po lic ies, forced displacement can cause 

impoveri shmen t among di splacees by bringing about landlessness , job lessness, 

ho melcssncss. margina li zation, food insecurity, loss of acccss to co mmon property 

reso urces, inc reased morbidity and mort,dity, and communit)' disa rti cul ation. To these 
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c. I\ largina liza tioll 

rhc IR R model also assu med that margi na li zation can be expresscd in economic and 

social terms. As lar as thc rcse ttl ers arc concerned, therc is a drop in soc ial statu s, loss of 

conlidencc, a fee ling of injusti ce and vulncrability has been exhibited. 

d. Increased lIlorhid ity and lIlortality 

At the lau nching or resc ttlemcnt program, thc necessary hcalth fac ilities shoul d be put in 

place particularly during the initial period of deploying the reselliers. thc hea lth status of 

rcsc tt le rs can be affec ted se ri ous ly caused by displacemcnt-causcd social stress. 

inscc uri t\. ps),clllliog icaltrauma. an ci the ou tbreak of reloca ti on- re lated ill ncsscs. 

c. Food insecur ity 

Rese ttlers are usually dependen t on rati on handout s. whi ch mi ght expose people 

pa rticul arly children. to chronic underno urishment. 

f. Loss of access to com ll1on pro pe r ty and SC I"\·iccs 

Rese ttl ement might increase insrcurity in term s of scarcity of CO I~llll o n grazingJa.Qd . and 

lad of comlllon f()rcs tl and. Besides. the d ismantl ing of socia l orga ni zations re fl eCTS loss 

or access to £91llnll111 propcrt " that in turn prcventes resell iers from gelling comlllunit" 

services and lllaicriaJ pro\ ·is ions. 

g. Loss ofaccc!\s to ed ucation 

Schoo li ng usually began a lbe it, in \"Cry poor fac ilities and preparation after the an·i\·al of 

resc ttl ers· . 

In general. the lRR model portrayed the inciicators of resettl emcnt as essentia l facto rs 

affecti ng the li \·elihood of d isp laced and .hosts population, however, the model should 

take in to consi dera tion o ther fac tors that arc not visible at the initial stage such as 

nalural resource m3nagcIllent and potential resource conni ClS pri or to executing 

resettl emcnt since suc h fac tors could attribute to maximize ri sks and internal clashes . 
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2.2 I~el'iew ()f related literatu rc 

2.2.1 Rcscllil"'Ill'nt 

III dcal illg with rese tt lc 'Qent schemes in the Ethiopian context, severa l issues have been 

di scussed such '1S causes of populat ion di splacement , the manner of resettl ement 

(volunta ry or illl·o luntil.-Y. spontaneous or planncd) , and the resultant effects (societal alld 

cnvironmcntal ). The subject 0 1' population is viewed in terms of the interaction betwecn 

hUlllan and nat ural cndowments. Such interacti on akin to usc of natural rcsourccs leads us 

to the population-cnl·ironmcn t nc .sus. Sincc resources playa vital rol c in thc ri sc and lall 

of soc icties. thc conccrn for population-envi ronmcnt interactions and relat ionships has a 

central importance in dCI'c lopment hi story of any country. Often thc func ti on of 

clll·ironmental resou rces. panicu larly fe rtil e land , water and forcsts arc viewed pa rallcl 

"ith populationtrcnds (A lemneh. 2003). 

Apan from the aho vc stated nexus. Getaehcw ( 1989) pointcd out the rci ati onship between 

rese ttlement anti ~ l g r~lr iall economy and the conseq uence of resettl ement in increasing 

vulnerabi lity and imped ing agricultural producti vity due to recurrent fam inc. The author 

believed that, the unjust agra ri an relation of the Im perial regime ham pered· producti vit,· 

and affected the "hilit, to produce food and sustain households. In addit ion to the-abm·c 

staled problem , (Jet:rc!lc,,· :l rgued tha t the rese ltlcment measures that wcre taken to 

comba ! (Ile 197-1,7) 1~IJll i nc :lggra v(J h,X1 lhe already existing rood shortage in the COli ll tr:. 

Thi s was evidcnceJ bl· the c~sc sccnario of Metckel resettl ement site that was se lec teel to 

resett le migrants from the nort hern parts of Ethiopia. 

It is worthwhil e to mention the different argumen ts procl aimed by several researchers as 

to II'hy the Derg regi me force ful h· di splaccd 600,000 people particularly frolll the 

Northern paris of Ethi opia. Gebre (2005) quoting sO llle researchers stated th at the rational 

behind the large scale rc s<?tl lement \\·as to depopu late areas where there was TPLF 

IIl su rgency. HOlI'ever. I'ankn,st ( 19 9~) refuted thi s argument by stating that on ly 15% of 

thc resettlers came I'·om Ti gray. Ne ' ·ertheless, Gebre (2005) reinstated hi s argument that 

the gove rnment 1,las highly criti c izcd if the rati onal of the resettl ement lVas politica l. 

environmental or developmcn t induced. 

Dessalegn Rahlll ato. (2004) had on the other hand , outlined, the causes for preva iling 

cri sis in the rese ttlcment progr<lm not just on poor management or decision but rather on 

the mi sunderstandi ng of the complex ities involved. Bv and large, stated the same author. 
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ti ll' L'.'\ L'CLl lLT:-; L'!l\ i S~ l gnl rcsc uh.:!lh .. :nl as ,I sulutiun ror ~l wide variel), or soc ial and 

L'coJ1omic prohh.:llls instead of being designed as ,! spccillc and limited measure to meet 

spcc ilic ob jective. 

Thc kn(",ledgc in resctllemcnt st udics th ereiore has been enriched not by success stories 

hut relther b, ICrilurc as Africa· s painCul exper icnccs depicts dal11-related forced 

tilSphccnlc llts tl1;11 contributed much to the OI"lglns and knowledge of rcsettlement 

;lIlthropo logy"· (Ccrnea, i 997). 

Anothe r il11portant poi nt th at is directl y related to the above argul11ent is the summary 

provided lw Cieb rc (2005) on th e s imilariti es and differences 01' the previous and the 

eurrcnt rese ttlement schemes. In hi s point , Goth programs share lots of s imilar objectives 

'IS \\dl i.lS outcomes. Their d ifferences lie mainlv on mobilitv· right anclland sec urity , with 

pcupiL h(J\"ing thL right 10 keep their lanclat their original location up to three years. In 

addition. the iclea of intra-re"ional resett lement has reduced cthnic-based confli cts that 
. '" 

might OCcur in the rccipient areas . The notion of volunteerisl11 and reduced government 

aid 'Ire also some of the differences between the previous and the current resettl ement 

prOf!ralllS. 

Cil"nc ralh . stuciies on resettlement s ignify understandings uncle r a broader f'ramework of 

llligr'lIion 'lilel as I'iguct and Pankhurst (200-1) stressed it requires a complex process of 

plannillg . lmplementation and creation of sustainability in terms of social, economic and 

el1\'jro llmental {lspects . 

2.2.2 Slate-s ponsored resettlcmcnt 

II~ linc \lith the ,·e ry objective of this thesi s . it would be worthwhile to narrow down the 

scope of rev iewing literature frolll th e broader stucly of migration and resettlement to the 

" rganized Illov·ement o r people sponsored by the stale. 

/\ s Chambers ( 1969. quoted in Pankhurst, 1992: I 0) noted that " resett le ment in volves a 

svs tematized movement of people in a p lanned a nd co ntro lled manner, which helps to set 

apart resettlement from 'spontaneous migration '. ' . Besides, as Pankhurs t ( 1992: I 0-11) 

pointed out the exodus of people from onc state to another state ( refugees), villagizati on 

(mOl ·ing signilic<lnt distance), 'sedentarization· (settling paslOralists w ithin their li ving 

arca) must bc di s tinguished from the concept of resellicment. 
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Furthermore. it is important to consider other definiti ons . Resett lement is deli ned as , .... 

Illovement or people li'ol11 arcas where ",ctors do no t exist that are su itable l'o r thc sl1100th 

mainicnance of lile to ;1I'eas presumed te be endowed with po tentia ls th at could provicie 

opportuniti cs for the same end" (Kasahun .. 2000: [25). The focus on resettlement leads us 

to the concept of ' Internal[y Disp[accd Persons' (I [)Ps) which is defincd as: 

Persons or groups of persons who ha\'c been forced or obliged to fl ee or 

to leave the ir homes or places of' habi lUal res idence. in particular as a 
res ult o f' or in order to m 'o id the effects o f armed co nfli ct, situati ons of 

generalized v io lence. \ 'io lal ion s o f human right s or Il ll tura l or hli llW I1 -

made disasters. and who have not crossed an internationa ll y recognized 

state border (UN. 1998 ci ted in lbe""ll. lI 'eb. 2001). 

[t is al so im porta nt to differcntiate thc rat ionale bch ind state sponsored resettl ement and 

spontaneo us l11i grat ion. Many develop l11ent theorists argue that factors such as socio­

cult ural. ethnic. agro-ecological. political econo my, resource scarcity and popu lation 

pressure act the main push factors that tcmpt people to move (Tesfaye . 2006: pp. 33). [n 

addition. therc arc al so shon and long term causes that persuade people to migrate or 

rciocali.;. Factors related \\-jlll l: IlVirOlllllclltal degradati on or ecological causes can arleC\ 

people to permancntly move li'om thei r localities. which can be arranged and sponsored 

by thc governmcnt. On the other han(1. im mediate actions can be taken by thc affected 

pcople themselves and th is can be e~ ec uted without any pri or studv or plan. This type of 

decision differs Crnm indiv idual to ind ividual and also varies ill migration behavior. 

coping capacity and soc ial nctll'o rk (ibid ). Indi vidual dec isions affect thc ·behavior of 

migra tion in a sense that people may decide to li,'e in peace or 111 contentious 

competitions and clash with those who share samc resources. 

The majori ty of fth iopian population is agrar ian and acco rd ing to Getachew (1989) there 

is a plausible suppos ition and rcason to bel ievc thc strategy of resettlement was proposed 

because of problems embedded in the agrarian re lati on in the countr". Despite this 

relationship, the Imperi a l reg ime dec ided nut to take an y acti on to redistribute land and 

reform the po licy. In spite of that, peasants we re migrating to other places in sea rch of 

cu lt ivablc land anci thi s cased the pressure on agra rian re form , but also gave the impetus 

to ini tiate reset tl emcnt schemes and sett lcment farm s (Getachew, [989). As a result, the 

fi rst resettlement scheme took in Sidama and Illubabor Awrajas where a nUlllber of 

peoplc li'olll northern Ethiopia moved [ 0 1' bCller agr icu ltural performance. 
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Alin IhL' d",,"I,1I1 oj' Ihe Ill lpe rial reg illl e, Ihe se lj'-proc laimed communi sl gOl'ernmcnl 

relimlled the hind policy and il proclaimed Ihe reseillemeni of a large number of people 

since redistribution of land wi ll affect those peasants that remain with li tlle or no land, 

f:xperienees in Ethiopia and elsewhere in the wo rld show the fact that Ihings often go 

"Tong in reseillelllent operations unl ess managed " 'ith met iculous care, Hasty execution 

nl' rese illemeni mighl have humanilarian and ecological consequences and hence, the 

pl'Ogram needs thOl"ough preparalillil 10 ' achie\'e lood securil Y as inlcnded (Wo lde­

Sclass ic, wcb. 2003) . 

Though the Derg gOl'e rnment carried out 'planned resettlement' it failed because the 

progrilills lI'e re not \I 'ell studied, 13)' 1982, the nUlllber of resellicment s ites increased by 

Ihree Ill id and onl y one j'ourth of the population II""S considered lood self sufficielll (ibid). 

!\ecording 10 iI rcsearch donc by the rorum Ii)r Soc ial Studies (2005), the Derg reg ime 

was using a propaganda campaign 10 resettl e almost 600,000 people, As a result, there 

\lere ,0 Illany problems, including problems related to land expropriation. resource 

COn ni elS. margin;lIization, lack of access to water. health facilities and was totally 

illlple llle illed witho ut due consideration to environmenlal constraint (FSS, 2005). 

In :!()II_; , Ille 1~ lhiopian government launched a I;lrgc sca le reseill ement program with the 

,till1 llj' r,,: sl..,ttJing 2.~ million chronicall; ' I~")od insecure people. According to a study 

cond ucled by Gebrc (2005), more than 180.000 households have been resett led 

\'ol untarily in more than 100 vi llages in the yea rs spanning 2003-2005, Accordi ng to The 

New Coa lilion for Food Security in Ethiopia (2003), the followin g fivc main points ha ve 

bccn lak en into account based on Ethiopian and international ex peri ences to support 

rese llicmenl. labor mobility, and land rei'o rm, 

I. Desperate people will mo\"C s pontaneou s l~' : Many people in harel-hit areas are 

mO\ 'ing spontaneously to nee from hunger, Present rea lity thus shows that 

despe ra te people will move, and that the choices they make without structure or 

ass istance may not impro ve cither the ir own li ves or that o[the national welfare, 

I I. Volu ntarism is essentia l for success: Based on past experi ences, the des ign of 

Ihe presen t progrilm makes cx plicil difTcrCll cc fro m the reseillement campaigns of 

the past, and vo lul1larislll is one or the key principles, 
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III. RCSOIII"C C "sc rig hts of host communities rcs!lect cu : During previous regimes. 

in some resettlement nrcas indigenous communit ies were instructed to abanclo.ll all 

Ih~ir claims to the usc of natural forest resources as thi s formed bad inter­

cUlllllll lnily ra pport. 

I V. Potential cO llnie( can be r·couccd by remainin g within reg ional bound aries: 

I' ast program s encouraged people to movc across regional bounda ri es . thus 

introducing di ve rs it y in language, culture. and ethnici ty that impeded ass imi lation 

:mel led in sume cases to connic!. 

v Ris ks to th e environ m e nt and cl1\'irOllm cntal factors affectin g health mu s t be 

taken into account : Movemen ts 0(' people in the past have con tributed to the 

degradation of natural resources and exposed migrants to new hea lth risks. 

parti cu larl y malaria. 

In addition to the above points, the vo luntary resettlemen t program also incorporated 13 

key principles that acts as pillars in enabling chronically food insecure households ~o 

attain /()od through impro\'ed access to Iand/\'()Iuntary resettlcment rVoluntar\' 

Reset tl ement I'rogram. (improved access to land). :2003 ]. Table I illustratcs the key 

principles of intra-regional rese ttl ement tilat is mcasured in terms of benchmarks and the 

possible actors to be im'o lved and tile results to be obtai ned and possible actors. 
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T :l llle No. I: S lI lIIl1I:tr'y of !{l'Y prin c ip lcs 10 im p rove :lCCC~ S 10 la ll d /v() I ~lI1taI'Y rcscUlc lll c nf 

-

" l'\' P I I III i pJ (,s ___ 1 :-1I;-,_"_"_��_I_"_a_l'_k __ ---,--,-_ ____ I_';-I ___ "_' u ___ I.::" ___ ,--__ -:-__ I-:E;-' '-;'I,,",-"-,,'-,,'_II,-I'-,C,-Sl_I_11;--;;--;-;_-:-;-_--I 
VOIUrllariSlll Nt) quolas or t:omp ulslon Implementer:>;. hosts and SciI' ini tiated and self accepted 

l'arlnership Involvement oLlIl actors in the 
prcpar;ltioll t:oordinat ion. (lnd 
implcmclll:llion ufthe prol,;raln 

,\dhcrem.:c to rul es. Jidl and ;reti\'c 
infonnmioll on Ihl,; part orpartncrs. 

rescnkrs movement of peopJc 

Goverrlfllent. donors, NGOs, 
priv;l1c sector. the host 
COIlHll llllit y. and the 
individu(ll househo ld sl,;t tkrs 

Government. dtlllors. ,,(iOs 

Each actor will work together 10 

reach the resctllClllcnt objec ti ve 

1\11 aClivities in the program (i.e. 
selection of beneliciaries or larget 
groups, distribution ofpack(lge. 
procurement of materials etc.) wil l 
be carried out in <t transpa rent way 

IIcr:u ivl: (learning hy 
doin~) 

Incorporat ion or new operal iol1<ll 
ideas based un the experiences 
!!<rined during the Jirst yea r ot' 
illlplt:lllclltfltioll 

Smne as above 

I 
Evolvement of approach as 
experience in Ihe tickl gnms based 

Income <tnd 
J : lllJ1lo~Illl'Il! 

I 
I Focus mainly on ngricullural and 

Iloll',lgricu Itllr:11 ,!Cti \'it ies 
Government. dOllors. NGOs. 
pri\ :lIt: Sector. tilt: host 

I 
on the regula r monitoring. and 
evaluat ion system. 

1 Sculers will be encolJJ'<lged 10 be 
ill\ o lvcd III different olT-limll 

('n.:.![ion I community. and the acti vities such as small-scalc 

;~~-;-;~~-;c~~----------~.-gil~ld~i~l'~id~lI~a~I~II~o~us~,~'h~o~k~l~S~O~l1~IOir~s~l~o~,,~Si~n~c~ss~c~S~'""~~~~~~~~__1 
' S3t_~I_{_Cli'lJlCC -_-j' nrl:iI~iJlg the dependency Guvcrnmelli. hou~eh()ld i ResclIkrs will enable thcrnselvcslo 

--:,:",,'~H~I rceo",n,,' c~' o.C/~'o~a~tc"·("c1 ~0.cI',:C!c,' <c' "":, ... ,,,,,,'a".ro.s _+,"Sl,;,,' ,,,,'I~'!.'rs,-' _ _ ...,-__ Lllc! u ce and be se I f 50 rt i c i c n I 
Em ironlncllI:l1 I Dlic alieni ion will be given In Government. donors. 1'.:(iOs. I /\11 activi ties wi ll be environmental 
COllco.:rns 

Ik \ l'lllpmcllI 
])nll'l'ss 

( ' \lOlllllrrlll~ 

\!:In:ll.!cllll'lli 

11lIr:I,regit)na l 

t\ilnilllum 

in li-a slfllclllfC 

ell\·ironrnellta! concerns privale sector. lile host I friendl y i,e . protect ing forests. 
community. and the I wildlife. and other .latuml 
i lId j vi d II it I ! I Ull seho 1<1 so.: ~l1,,,kir,,s ---.:-'.'rc,,' s','''":,,''.rc,,'',,,,'_ -;-; ___ .,---_-:--;-; __ -1 

I I Ie II s on h 0"- ,C"'c", 11-'-0"1"11-:11""0-"0-;-1 '-I p-n-,,-,,-:,,--I-SC" ,"',,"-,,"o",,"s",,';-o"'o", "'c""''''''''''' I A II (I \ \ fuod in sec II re It 0 U sl.'! 10 leis 10 

II 

Community will be in the 'driver 's 
sea!" in ])liHwging the resl.'uiemcill 
p'\l.;.:n Jrrl 

I Resellie peuple rrom the samc area 
\\ rlh kin n:lmions inlhe S<lme 
locality 

E~t abl ishmcllI of services at Icasi 
similar to orig inal are<l 

Host. reswlers ,mel 
gm'Cnlmenl 

Government. dono rs_ !'-'G05. 
pri\';1le sector. the h05t 
community. and the 
indi vidual housdlOld settlers 

I allain food security and esp_ gencr,He 
marketnbk surplus and improve 
tht:ir livelihood 

i Thc communi ty is will take a ie:ld 
role in planning. impJemcHt<llion. 
lllOnitl1ring. and c\aluCltion (If the 
rese llit'lllelli 

! [)l'O!Lnlm 

I ivlClintain social fabric cre(lted at 
place or origin such as cultuml and 

I I<lnd issUl.!s. 

Locnl hosts should be able to lake 
acl\a!ltngc of nc\\ infrastructure 
hence il will help 10 avoid generation 
or con!1icL Ii'om the slart. 

Sou r cl': VO IU II U I ~ Resc lllcmc nl Prog r a m , Impro\'cd access to bllld , 2003 s lI lIlma rrzed by lh c 
ITse:,n: IH.T. Pa ge G 

According to \ 'ario us resett lement s tudi es conducted by post graduate students of Addis 

Ababa Un ivers itl'. Ihc major resettl ement programs that have bee n carri ed ou t previollsly 

by difle rent reg imes lacked proper guide lines and procedures as we ll as well-de fined 

slrategy Ihat are uselul during impl ementation , In add iti on, the s tud, ' unravel ed several 

iss ucs Ihm triggered eon nict between the host and rcscttlers 2003 rese ttlement prog ram, 
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2. 2.1 Integration/Conflict 

This part of the rev iew will try to cxplore the co rc e1el11ents of the paper i.c, the process 

bv IVhich cOl11lllu nit ies or grou ps di spu te over differenccs or pcrce ivcd di fferences with 

regards to their intercsts. positions, va lucs and necds. 

Conilict refers 10 bas ic hUlllan necds such as identity. sccurity, parti cipation and well 

being. InIVent <In online cou rse manua l on confli ct defincs confli cts as "escalated natural 

compcti li on bctl\'ccn part ies over thc basic needs." This mcans that vio lent confl icts 

occur during socio-economic changes and politi cal transformation lI 'hcn thc process IS 

aho ut rcdi strib ution of socio economic and participation opportuniti es (Ibid) , 

ConiliclS betll 'ccn coml11unities are thc 1110st cOlllp lex and cJvn<llllic in their nature . They 

inl'()II'c a signili eant number of people and cOlllplicated netl,lo rk of inte rests that may 

in l'olve di ve rse groups, The causes of such tvpes of eonflicls may change their direction 

IVh en natura l calamities or di sastcr and are accompanied with ac ti ons taken by 

indi l'id u; il s or authoriti es, Confli cts in gel'lcral take place in Eth iop ia and in Afri ca not 

onlv hcca usc 01' uneq ual access to resources but a lso because nl' ct hnic d ifferences and 

lack of good go vernance, Especiall y. fo r countri es li ke Ethi opia. lI 'hcre resources are 

shared bc tlveen vari ous ethnic groups, the problem becomes much more complex and 

persistcn!. II is lI'onhwhile to mention a confl ict map stud y conduc lcd hy Ayclc and 

Gcbre (200 1) lI'ho attempted to identilY several tl as hpoints of confl ic t in the country. and 

according to their lindings there are four main causes of conni c!. These are resource 

based IXlrlicularl y J.? nd and water" boundary issues such as demarcation. in troduction of 

new iangu(lgcs and las tl y status and po\,.ver. 

The continuous accusation from researchers about resettlement programs revolvcs around 

llligrants or rese ll le I'S. lI'ho insti gate antagoni sti c relationship betll'een groups living in 

that loca lity. The quest 1'01' ,!'!!l'! , water and other biodi versity are the main causes of 

conflicts. Man" migrants or reselliers participate in crimes and violence and fl ee back to 

their homeland or olher ncighboring areas. 

According to Roger Blench ( 1996), development proj ects have rarcl,' taken into account 

the potentia l of confl icts when people are migrating spontaneous '" or in a planned 

manner. The same autho l' added that as resources are short and people li, 'e on the edge, 

dcficit s in rainfall or pasture will generate yiolent confli cts that mi ght tllrn into civil 
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lIme'st \\ 'ithill a COlilltr)" I3l cnch has categorizcd poten ti al resource confl icts that coul d 

l'lllcrgc hel ween eli fkrcill groups in 10 seven: 

I'as torali sts/ li vestock producers and culti vators; Fishi ng pcoples with both pastorali sts 

and culti vators; Urba n resource users ex tracting rural resources such as water and wood 

fuel: Large-sca lc 'lgricultu re with trad iti onal land uscrs; ICorcst/wi ldlife rcserves wi th 

tradi ti onal land users: Rural populat ions and industrial enterpri ses. cspecially mi ni ng; 

iZur,lI populat ions and large infrastructural 'p rojccts such as da nl s. 

The sallle allthor ,liso sliggested, 'The two main arenas 01' confl ict revolve aro und point 

resourccs like mincs. lar~e farills and reserves and resources which are eco-zonal that 
~ , 

relkct the patchy re Sources that cross between two dist inct groups li ke \ya tc1', I ~nd and 

""f,eta tion. Therc haw bccn instances of clashes be twcen indil!cnous hunting-gathering 

population and the inco ill ing pastoral or agri cultural population. Wetlands are also the 

l11ain sources of confl icts between groups si nce by vinue of their nature they consist of 

le'nile p'l.stu re and /ish. which Illakcs it easy ror users to utilizc without conservation." 

Such conllicts. accordinl! to Blench should be acknowleducd as it is thc essen ti al rational 
~, ~ 

tn develop pol icies, 

I{cs<lllrcc con ilict is often a major st illlulus to thc evolution of intricate patterns of 

explnitaiion, In line \\'ith the above argument, Pi guet and Dcchassa. (2004) indicated that 

DL'spitc the poss ibility of con sidering small-scale \ 'OIUlllnry 1l1igra,tioll 
clild re settlement with an appropri ate approflch, resettlement is pUlling 
s tress 011 the envi roll men t because of the variolls negative s ide effects it 
has ill ri..!latiOIl with occupat ion of natural forests and game reserves. 

As mallY studies noted, beyond its natural consequences, rese tt lement dismantles the long 

cstablished socio-economic systems and network s. Thc rrequent instances of compulsory 

population displacements tea r apart the social fabric or existi ng cOlllmun ities and create 

risks o f impoverishlllcnt (Cernea, 199 1). Downing (1996) con/irilled that "G roups lose 

their capacit)' to se lf-image. The soci ety suffe rs a demonstrable reduction in its capacity 

to cope lVith unccrtainty. It becomes qualitatively less than its prcvious se lf. The people 

may phys ically persist but the communi ty that was-is no Illore." The weaken ing of social, 

cultuml andlo r econoillic capitals of comlllun ities among displaced comm unities seems 

all inevitable resett lelllen t phenomenon. 

, 
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III general. the al:hlvc l"L'vicvv'cci li lci'il lun.:s suggest a holist ic and integrated approach to 

llli gr;lt ioll issues , including preparations and incenti ves to promote migration , and 

mc",u rcs to sakguard thc rights or th c local peoplc and protect the cnvironment 

smoothcning rcl,nions bctwcen hosts "nd migrants and understanding and promoting 

manage men t 0 f rL'501l rce con n i ct. 

2.2,4 Live liho od 

i\ Wikipcdia, an on linc encyclopedia dictiona ry define livelihood as "a means to a 

living", Thi s suggests th at li ve lihood shou ld be undcrstood in a broader sense than just 

incomc :mel consumption 10 includc thc \Va"s in which a livi ng is ga ined (El li s, 2000) , It 

is recognized that the more recen t ri se or li, 'c lihood studies is, to some extent, attributable 

to the influcnt ial ,, 'oil b,' Chambers and Con"i"', who defined the conccpt as : 

"Livelihood comprises or pcople, their capabilities and their means of living, including 

j(){)d. income and assets, Tangible ~lS$ClS arc resources and storcs ~ and intangible assets 

:trc claims and access " (1992: iii quoted in Elli s, 2000 : iii) 

;\nother definition is proposed by [Ili s I\'ho slated "a li ve lihood comprises the assets 

(natural. phys ical. human. financial and soc ial capital). the activities, and the access to 

these (mediated 11\ institutions ami social relations) that toge ther determine the living 

',Caincd bv the indi, idual Or household," (~ OOO : 10) 

The livelihood activities mentioned by Ellis arc those familia r to us, including farm. off­

f;:u'Il1 and non-farm act iviti es performcd by rural people, Current research generally 

co ncurs that natural ca pital refers to the natural resource base for makinG a living: 

ph vsica l capital to assets rcsulting from human producti ve activi ti es. such as agricullUral 

nwchinery, land improvement and rural inli'astructure; human capital comprises of 

labour. ed ucation and hea lth of indi,'iduals and populat ion; fina ncia l capital to cash, 

including cred it and/or loans, which can be accessed fo r survival, consumption, or 

investment and acculllulation ; and social capital to ramily and kinship ti es, and in fo rmal 

social networks amt assoc ial;v :~ ~ , I~ ,,, people have developed, nurtured and involved with, 

\\'hi ch they can resort to fo r support in their li, 'clihood act iviti cs and strategics (Carncy, 

1998: El li s, 2000; Scooncs, 1998: pp.46), 
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Facl or .... affecting ch anges in Livel ihood 

.'\ rcse;,,'Cil on livelihood diversifi ca ti on i ~ categorized into four Ill ain aspects. The first 

one lileuses on thc determinants of di versili cat ioll. where an individual or fam ilies choose 

tll adopt more than one li velihood stra tegy because of 1 ~,ctorS related to drought or 

I;,,"inc. whil e the second to the asset bas is or li ve lihoods. Then, the thi rd aspect is the 

iss ll e o r income. so urccs of income. and its di stribu tion. Las tl y. the lourth aspect looks at 

cii\'CI'silieation in whether it has benelie ial or detrimental efCects on farm outputs and 

prociuctivity (Elli s. 200 I). 

M;: ny scholars ague that cOl11bi nations of natural and man-made causes have resulted in a 

ser ious 'llld growing food insecurit y anl: conti nuous li vel ihood diversification problel11 in 

n];lnv parts of Et hiopia from til11e to time. Accord ing to PASD EP (2005) about fifteen 

l11 illion people are facin g (rJoci insecurity that is either chron ic or transitory in nature . The 

C:lUSC IiII' the fanner is structu ral. whil e the later is usual h' trigge red by short-term 

l'l11e rgenc\ ' s ituat ions. About live to six mill ion people in Ethiopia are chronicall y food 

insecure. Thcse arc people \\ 'ho hil\ 'e lost thc capaci t\ to producc or buy cnough to meet 

the ir allnual lood needs even under normal \\'eath~r and market c~nditions (l'A SDEP, 

"DOS : pp. 38). The remaining ten million are \'ltln ~rable. with a \\'eak res ilience to any 

shl)ck. Under Jny emergency circu mstances. the lik~lihood of these people falling back 

i1ll0 rooel insecuri ty is high (ibid). 

llenec' rrom the above two argumen ts. we can deduct that a spec ific livel ihood of certa in 

groups orpc:ople can be th rea tened if there is catastrophe. Th is again can be exacerbated 

lw decisions to be taken at indi vidual or state level that is supposed to address their 

problem rela ted with financia l, natural, or human capital. 

In what follows. attempt will be made to hi ghl igh t the four impol'lant concepts that are 

cen tral to the research: 

i. lIesell/ell/ell! : The 19605 marked the independe nce llr Arr ica and shown a grea t shi ft of 

thinking in several aspec ts. To this end , large sca le resettlement programs were carri ed 

out to show that the countr ies are ab le to perlaI'm such act ivities without the ass istance of 

ex-co loni zers. Ethiopia also fo ll owed the footsteps of these countries a~ld employed 

resett lement and llli gration programs, i.e. moving people from chronica ll y food insecure 

places to areas whcre thcre was adequate ra in fall and unuti li zed Jand (Getachew. 1989). 
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j'vLIIl), sc!Hd<1r,:-, arguL' th~11 past rcscukmcnt schemes i.lnu :Ill: ir negativc consequence have 

;Ic ied ;IS rcl" renee IXlinls lor many eou ntri c:;. In th is regard. various studies such as The 

Consequence o f Rc:;clllcmcnt in Ethi opia by Gelachew Woldemcskel ( 1989), Dcssa legn 

Rahamto·s . Reselli eme nt in Ethiopia (2004) and The Mctckel Rcsettlement in Ethiopia 

b\· Ueber Yntiso (200~) suggest that the Ethiopian rescttlcmen t program was a lso under 

tilL Gltcgllry of unsuccessf'ul rese ttl elll cnt program s. 

II . Infra-regiunal resefflemen'." An ind~pendcnt program strategy is des igned to 

implemenl th e 200~-~005 voluntary resettlcmenl programs by the Government of 

Llhiopia. Thi s document is also pari of the Ne'·" Coaliti on I(Jr Food Secu rity Program that 

is inle11(kd [(1 attain lood security in a short period of time. Il owever, lack of 

C(lordinalil1n. unforeseen prob lems as well as limit eci Kn(l,, ·ledge hampered the program 

in grcnt deal. Th is is again the result of large sCllc resettlemcnt program that has been 

n.:penlcdl\ criticized b, donors . academ icians and resel tkrs (Pankhu rs t. 2005). 

iii ( 'undid il;:egruliol/ . The relationship bCl\\·L'Cll hosts ;lnd resellkrs in rese ttlement 

'Ireas has ,1I"·2 \"S been an in terest for rcsearchers. donors as ,,·e11 as the government. 

Despile slieh i!1terests. the s tudies have revealed lillie allempl has been made to unravel 

thc intcr<lelinn bc t\Vccnthcsc t\\O distinc t grou ps 0("pCOple. Iloweve r. some effo rts in thi s 

r ... .'g;lrd h;l\ L' inJ icalcd th~H Ihl' l1l:1in source of" c(lnllict in simil;) r i!1SlClJ1CeS is primarily duc 

to resoulces II13t are shared bet"·cen g roups of people such as comlllunal land. water and 

, ·cge lation. In most cases , these reso urces are scarce as well as cla imed by certain groups 

as indi vidua l or ethni c based resou rces. 

il·. Uveiihood. The work of Frank Elli s (2001) has bcen assessed and discussed in ord er 

to pro,ide rhe reade r the premise 3ild th e lin kage bet,,·een resellicment, integration and 

li,·c1ihood . .'\5 mcntioncd earlicr. se, ·era l definiti ons hme been provided by different 

academic ians suc h as. Chambers and [an Stoones. 

In thc ncxt c hap te r, two main issues w ill be di scussed. The IIrst core part deals w ith the 

gencral process that took place prior to and after the imple mentation of th e 2004-2005 

reselt lem ent. It w ill highl ight iss lles such as orientation about the program and the 

translerring process. The second part w ill depict houschold demographi cs: sett lers 

c lass ifi cation, e thni c compos itio n, household activity a nd population distr ibution. 
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C haptc r Th r'cc: T hc Proccss an d Pattcms of R csettlcment in 
C hcwal{:1 

The New Coalition fo r Food Insecurity sugges ts that food securit y has many causes, but 

p~ rl of the problem li es in the low level of mobility of labor coupled with increasing loca l 

pressures on availabilit y of land . The Program recogni zes that in some local ities abundant 

la bor is ineffi c ientl y used due to shortage of land. 

In most rood insecure parts oC Ethiopia. tlier~ is a conti nuous dec rease in per capita plot 

size. degradation in soil quality and recurren t drought. At the same time, in other 

local ities within the same regron the ava il able land is ineffi cien tl y used due to lack of 

I, rhor. 

Wit h the above ass umption and implementation strategy. th is chapter foc uses on t\\'o 

'lspec ts of resettl ement in Chewab. The first one is the manner in which resett lement 

was cond ucted and the process that followcd. The second scct ion focuses on the se lilers' 

profi le 8:. based on thei r ethn ic composition and pop ul at ion d ist .. ihution . 

:1 .1 Process of Resettlement 

rhe process o f resett lement took sc\·cra l. stages and imp lementation strategies. It had 

r~lJLli rcd im plementcrs to apply d ifferent tcchn iques and st rategies hom recrui ting 

potential vol untary resetl lers to convincing them to move to other pote nt ia l fe rtil e land 

Jl1(l linal ly in making effo rts to make them j()od se lf-s uffi cien t. 

3.1 .1 O ri entation about the Program 

The consensus bui lding meetings were ori ginall y held for a period of one month. Thc 

issues o f d iscuss ion included pro blems rela ted to food aid susta inability, scarcity of 

cul tivable land , decreas ing size of individual land holdings, environmental' and climat ic 

changes result ing in dese rti fi cat ion, drought etc. T he main outcomes of these consecuti ve 

conkrenees were two : (a) to en lighten the fir rmc rs on the severity of the problem and to 

convince them to move to Illubabor since the government is no more in a posi ti on to 

provide rations. Moreover, since some fa rms were located under the restri cted forest area 

preserved by the government, farmers in these areas were given the alternative eithcr to 

abandon the area or to rese ttl e vo lun tari Iy . 
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Assessmcn ts by the Orom i~ Disastc r I'revention and I'reparedness Bureau show that East 

and West I-Iararghe Zones have tota l popula tion size of 2,427,789 and 1,62 1,8 15 

respecti vel y. or these, 35.3% in East I lararghe and 55.3% in West [-Iararghe rdi ed on 

rel ief ass is tancc from the Governmcnt (Fedcra l and Reg ional), UN organi zations and 

NGOs both Intern at ional and loca l (OD I'I'C, 2003). The above figure has not includcd 

those peo plc who were at ri sk of impovcrishment and needed close monitoring, whose 

numbe r is es timated to be 2 ~ 3 . 700 in East Ilararg he and) 89.600 in West I-Iararghe Zones 

(ODI' I'c' 2004: 35&36) . 

Thc ori entation a lso dealt with the condition of the place where the resettlers are go ing to 

bc resc ttled and the benefi t packagcs the govcrn ment was planning to offe r. Some of the 

promised bcnefi ts included houscs, schoo ls. hea lth scrvices, roads, water servi ce, mill 

se rvice . c lect ri eal light. c lothing. two hectares o l' land per famil y. three yea rs governm ent 

support espcc iallv lo r bas ic se rviccs. th c righ t to go back to places of o ri gin wit hin three 

\ ·ca rs. e tc (Vo luntary resettlement program of Eth iopia. 2003) . 

Thc first phase rescttl ers ha ve resisted the progra m initi a ll y due to the dismal ex peri ences 

or past reseill ements in the country. Nevc rtheless . a ft e r the 2003 resett lement program, 

the m~.iority of the farmers have shown interest at the forefront after they have cautiously 

l' .\:!llli ncd Iccdhrtd..:s l'roJll the p reviousl~ ' rcscltk'd peasants 

3. 1.2 Push radars 

Shortage of land, lack of sufficien t rain and env ironmental degradation are some of the 

factors that forced the resettl ers to leave their home areas. They are very much aware 0f 

the ca uses for the ir di splacement and they are also convinced of the need for it. 

Lvcn be /ore th e o f'fi cial rese ttl ement took place. peop le a lread y started re locating on th eir 

own to areas whi ch they think are po ten tiall y suitabl e for human and animal settl ements 

since they ha ve exhaust ivel y ut ilized their bas ie assets in fulfil ling their food requirement 

during the prolonged dry months (ODPPC, 2003 :i). Moreover, they traveled ·to .borders of 

Somalia in search of dail y labor. Rap id assessmelll conducted by FOPC, WFP, CARE 

and RDPPC indicate that due to the severity of food crises and drou ght, out-migration 

mlS reported li'om Ars i, East and West Ilai'argile Zones. The IDPs went to Bale, Guji and 

, 
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" :cst \\ 'c liL'g" /.OIlL" 'Illd others \\'elll 10 .Iiiigi i. !lirc Dalla, Add is Ababa <lllcithc Ilcar b,' 

towns and even ~IS !:ll' as Il argcs(1. 

l lencc, ,euicrs ill Chewab consi dcred thc currcnt resclll cl1lcnt program as a possiblc 

way-nlJl li"om chwilic I<HH.I insecurity prphlcill. /\ ccnrding to the resettler:.; th e main 

source o r drou gh t :111l! l:nnillL' in Ilaraghc \\'(IS because the ir lack of knowlcdgl.' ahout 

I~llllil) planning ~I[H.I \\'hieb has direct rL'l;llioll with land fr<lgl1lc lltation and as a result 

stressed the c/l\'irol1mcnt result ing in cicforcstal iclll and drought. 

3, 1.:1 ',nowledgc "hout I'I"ccs "I' Dest illatioll 

Prior 10 lllo\"ing III ('hc\\";!!,:!. iIl{/lI.'.!.lfdJ(/ (cIders) \\'ere selec ted from th e CO Il1I11 Ullil~ In 

\ isi! Pl1h..'Jlti;J! r(·:-;\..'l liil~g ItlG!li\"J1. I lll\\ ,:, -..:1. ,: ((tlrding to information obtained frUIll SUllh: 

,et ll crs, Che,qlLI '"'' nl1t ill Ihe liS! "I'lhe sill'S , 'isitccl by thc ciders, Hence, setl ic rs hild 

11 0 prior illll)rnwt ie)n about a placL' c:dkd 'ChclI'aka' but ha, 'e some knowleclge about 

\\Iesl ShcII'a, II lub'lh0 r anc! .I iml)la ~()IlC" (,-\hdurauJ'. 2005), So, the resct llcrs \\'enl tline 

\\"ilhout h~l\'ing ,1!1:: kll()\ \'lcd~e about tIll" pl(!c~ oj' their destination and bei ng dependent 

Oil the in l() rl11 ~l1i()11 !lh.:y gO! (rotll tilL' gll\ CrIllllcnt. Rcsc lllcrs also cO lltirmcd thai bdorc 

the coml1lCllCCIllC llI ur the program c()ll:--ullalioll was made wiih incli,'icl ual s res iding in 

Iheir I"Cidil' \\lin 'Ir'-, o ri gill,dh 1'llll11 .Iiml1lil and IIlubabor zones, In addili,,!), Ihe 

knoll 'ledge they gaincd through radio a, II ell ilS TV broaclcasts has put pressure to ciwo,c 

.Iimma and IIlubabor zoncs as their destinat ion, One respondent sa id 'II'C rouncl ourseh'es 

in a place called Che\\'uka , lI'e knell ChcII aka after wc arrived, ' (ib id ) 

Si mil arl)', IhL' kno\\ kdge oj' hosts ilbllLlI lile)SC people lI'ho arc go ing to resettle in their 

local il y lI'as ,'cr' limited , The host inl,) rmi1l)ts stated that, the )' heard abo ul the nell' 

comers through Ilnss media as any mher ,'icII'er. 

30 



.1 . 1.·' Thl' Tra llsk r Pr"cess 

I hL" Ir'lIlsiCr "J" I{esc ltkrs to CheIV'lb took a pe riod oj" one mon th. It slarted on 22 14/96 

1,(, "'lli cOlllpleted on .,,017196 r:c. Isuzu Irucks IranSpOriLCi ,III rcscllkrs, .\~OS I rese ll iers 

11;1\1",.' ~lgrccd un<lIlilllousl~' that the selection oC \'o luntar), rcscllkrs \\"as gi\\.: 11 ample t im ~ 

hUI Ihe aclll,I1 Ill"\ l' IllL'n I look CUCCI in a shOrllime (!\bduraui'. 2()()5: PI', 23). /\s a rc sult. 

l1I(bl 1'1I'I1'Il' rs lei'! the ir linn il \' members In look ancr Iheir properties, II has also hampered 

I ill' llhiJil: (lr J"L'SCI1 k'rs In sdl some or their h~I()llgillgs . .'\cc()rdill ~ tn the jn l orm~lllts . 

. ..;inc!",.' L'\ 'l"': thing \\(lS :":'\l'cutcc! in ~I hl1rry and most or thell1 len th eir l~!lnily members. i1 

\\;1;-; /);11\1 l~)r them tt) cons truct hOllses and to ~lIso p;!rlicip;lt~ in other s(lci;!! ~ l ct i \·iljcS . 

.1,2 Resdtl ers Profile 

.1 .2.1 I{l'sl'ltlc r , ( 'iass ifiealio l1 

\l'l'\1rdin~ t\l ~"\IL'\ illUS "llId ics made h: .'\hdur;lId' (~O()5: lip. jl}) [Ih.' r l..' is :1 commonl y 

1!lldl.'r.'it()(lll ill ji Jrlll~d CLls~ifica \ ion or Sl'tt!cr:-; ;:ul10ng IhLlll Sl'h "l'~ depending on the 

illl,'JlIioll ,';Ic il se llie-r had du ring hi s/her dCtXll'l ul'c (rom I Li l'arghc , Thus, Ihe\' categol' ized 

lhl'lll sl'l\l' ~ inln lhri...'l' groups: huhfl/(fo" (/uiJu/uu and .t!,lfllgp.a/({{f" //Ilho/(./(/ ( "exam iner") is 

:ill \11lL' \\ h'"1 L:llllC In ChL'\'~l ka 10 study lhl~ condition. Qllh(l/l{(/ ( "sl,tlll..:r") :s llsed by the 

SI..'ltk-rs [I' .... kll(lk' Ihnsc ,,"hI..) came ['r0111 the , "cry bcginnin¥ "ilb ck~ll" :->t~lnd tlCsl'ltling and 

(;illf,!.!,.t!.lIIU.1 (" ~l \ l'; In! !)L'rsun ") is llsed fur settlers" ho arc dq1L'!lticnl ~:lH.i "anted to reside 

under Ihe mo( or others, 

!\mong these Ih'cc group, . Ihe qlliJolOo are the ones wllo arc idcnti !Ied as Ihe real sett lers, 

l'llc.' callie \\ilh no optio ns or an)' otller assumption, Thc Ifllhula{/ ha\'e been relatively 

\\',,11 "Il In II1l'ir (lr iginal \ic ini tv. the\' had sc\'cral altcJ'Il<Jli\cs in Iheir hands, The 

(;lIlf,!.!,,!.!.U /uu arc those whose income is lower tilat the other \\\"0 communities bu t arc not 

prOdUC li\ 'c and :ll'e nol \\'ill ing 10 il11pro\ 'c their live lihood due 10 high expcctat ion fro m 

gO\'Cl" lll11l'J1t :Jnd acq uaintances" 
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3.2.2 Population Distribution 

The population of Chewaka resettlement comprises 12.061 male and 329 female 

household heads. The number of women headed fami lies as compared to the male is very 

small. Some of them came to Chewaka leaving behind their husbands and chi ldren in 

Hararghe and others joined the resettlement as widowed or separated. The total gender 

distribution shows 1: 1.5 ratios. The number of female headed household is very small as 

compared to male headed households (Abdurauf, 2005: pp. 30). 

3.2.2.1 Household Demographics 

Most of the respondents are originally from West Hararghes fo llowed by East Harm'ghes 

and local Oromos from Arsi and Wollega. The native Gumuz, who prefer to be called 

Berta, are also some of the informants. Since they reside on the escarpment of the 

Woreda and move from place to place for hunting and gathering food it was difficult to 

find them. 
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Figu re I: Ethn ic group class ificat ion 
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Source: Based on fie ld data, 2007 
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The rc'sponc!ents' educational level ranges I'rom rciigious School to hi gh school complele. 

1:; . .1"" or the inl<>rlllants wcn t to :md compictcd primalY schoo ling. Thuse ind ividua ls 

IIh" l':l tegori/.ed thcm selvCS:1S 'rcau and \\'rite ' arc the majority, i\'!orc tl1:ln half' or the 

rcsp"ncicn ts cl:rssiliccl thcl11 sc h 'cs :IS jU\ eni le since there is a eOl11mon unuerstanding 

anhln,: the community that individuals arc supposcd to bc' ju\\;nilcll css ir they are under 

30. I k'll'l' man\' youngsters arc cstablishing nCII' Lll11ilics to gct access to land (sce table 

I :lnd ~), 

T:dl k l, Ld fl ",l ti on 1c\'C1 of' rcs pondc nts 

LevL:i 01 educa tion 

Religious School 

Prirni-lry School Complete 

Junlol Iligh School Complete 

IIi9 11 School Complete 

Totar 
~ .- ----

.I..; () urn': Bast'll 011 ridd d"la, 200 7 

T:dlk2, Age of' respond ents 

~- -~-- -r--~ --~~ 

I\qc 

Le~s them 20 

20 ,30 

31 ,40 

41 - 50 

More than 50 

it of respondents 

2 

47 

27 

19 

5 

Soun.' l': Based 0 11 field (L-i I;J . 2007 

It of respo;1dents 

Pe rcent 

270 

19.0 

5. 0 

22 

22 

14 

2 

95 

Percent 

23.2 

23.2 

14.7 

2.1 

36,8 j' 
100 

\lo~1 (I!' the informants arc IlC\\ h ' esTahlished f~llllilic s ~h ll1entioned at lhe beginning 0j" 

this chap ter. For thi s reason, thc nUl11ber or schoo l-aged childrel', is not valid in th is sense, 

Iiolle\n, kll ' informJnts stated tha t the)' send their children to school as l11uch as 

possible, For instance, on the average , each sel1kr household sends two child ren to the 

nearh\' pri lll:ln' school. Again, ir lI 'e compare the number "I' IClllale staying in the house 

'llld their enrollmen t in schoo l. we wi ll lind silllilar experiencc as scen at the national 

1c\'c1 lI'it h most oi' them being kept in the house to rullill household chores. 



3.3 :\Cl:CS~ to s;)cial st'ITices 

Regard ing the provision or infrastructure and serv ices in the newl\' launched reselllell1ent 

areas, the gcne ral approach at the Federal and Regiona l level is to avail se rvi ces and 

infl'astrllclllrc 'graduall y' to the ' minimum required ' and not necessaril y all in advance 

(Abak, ~004: 176.177), Ilowever, selliers were proll1 ised va rious services and 

inlj'aslrllclurc since the government \Vas cager to move them ~lS fast as possible, The 

actual trcnd or soc ial service provision indicates that in all studied sites Ihere is at least 

one prim'II,)' school that sc \'\ 'es as a satellite for all school aged children that resides in all 

Keh~/e.l', I' or distant Kebeles the schools are located roughl y less than 30 minutes walk 

li'om hOIllC, Howcve r. another large proportion or selliers have no access to schoo l. Thi s 

is again allributed to lack or proper di stributi on or schools among the dilTerent Kebeles in 

the I/'ore"". 

The sa III c' is true for health services as well. Il ea lth posts are ava ilable In 1l10st 

resettlement sites but the distance is between 30-60 minutes approximately on loot. 

M01'<;", 'cr . the health posts arc not-well equipped and very fe\\ sk illed workers provide 

assistancc', I:or thi s reason some of the responcients preferred to state no access to hea lth 

cellters. 

3.4 Rcscl tic l11cnt pattcrn 

Likc in olher rural pa lt s of the region , the pattern of sell lemc'nt of 

pcasant s in Hararghe zones is based on kin and marital ties. Resenlers 

fl sscrtecl that previously in their pl(lces of orig in people with similar 

anceslral bac~groLlnd occupied the same and nearby te rritories. In Ihe 

r·c seillclllcni process execulcrs of the progralll in Chcwaka did 1101 give 

due attention 10 family attachm en ts nile! localities. N onetheless. in ord er 

to get the chance to occupy th e same sites and Kebeles resettlers 

themselves Illade effolts to identify people who came from similar 

loca lity background (Abduraul'. 2005 : 1'1' .49), 

The gove rnment plan lVith regards to the reselilement pattern was to provide a res idential 

Kehele f'o r those who came from the same Kebele and Woredo e\'cn without changing the 

name or their previous Kebeles and I'Voredas, Thi s failed to be implemented because 

placement of people was carried out based on the sequencing of the arrival the [suzu 
/ 
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trllcks' in the resell icment areas. In effect, people who came with one truck formed one 

group to bc fo llowed by others. 

"A ftcr arrival , each ho usehold has been enti tl ed to a 0.25ha plot of land to erect a house 

and de",;lop a ga rden. In ChelVaka, resett lers occupied similar patterns of housi ng 

placement. They ha vc formed vi llages with 'crowded' houses, which has similar features 

wilh the seillement pattern during the Derg Regime. Vi llages were clustered with the 

motive of providing effective social services to be more efficient and to stimulate 

volunta ry se lf~help among villagers." (Abd urau f. 2005) 

I he f.'ehele " nices and o ther se rvice cen ters ha ve been established mid-\\'ay betwcen the 

villages. There arc. however. people who prefer 10 settl e nea r the ir farming fields just to 

avo id risks related with congested living style such as fire and disease ou tbreaks . (Ibid) 

Adm inistration in Chcwaka 

Che\\'aka Rescl tl ement is administered by a ne\\, Woreda structure establ ished foll owing 

the c()min)! or the reselilcrs into the area. It is st ructured as an independent Worei/o to 

accommodate the se iliers' cAc lusively. Jt is di vided into 7 sites and 26 Aredas (Kebeles). 

beh IJreda is organi zed by Go! i (a structure next to Areda) and Garee Misol7la 

(Devciopment Team). The laller is the lowest structure in the bureaucratic hierarchy of 

thc /1'ored" administ rati on. Thcre is however a last ti er at comlllunit y level called Seli 

(ccll) that has fi ve households though is inactive. (Abdurauf, 2005) 

3.5. 1 Selcdion of sites and covc l"agc 

I"o r admini strative purposes. Chewaka resettlement is di vided into seven sites each 

having differences in populati on size , number of Aredas and spatial coverage. Initial ly, 

the seven sit cs werc sub-divi ded into 26 Aredas bu t now into 27. The population size and 

the area where the popu la tion is located determine the number of Aredas in each site. 

Therefore. site one. two and three has six, five and two Aredas respectively. Site four and 

seven have four Aredas independentl y. Site five and six each have three Aredas. (See the 

fo ll olving fi gure adopted from Abd urauf, 2005). 
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Figure 2: Chewaka Resettlement sites 
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Source: prepared based on fi eld data, 2007 

The Woreda administration took measures to curb land problem, providing I ha land for 

young farmers who requested the right to use land as they were about to start a family. 

Such measures encountered a great deal of resi stance, most particularly from farmers 

who were asked to return extra land holding to the government and also from the hosts. 

The demand for more land from juvenile groups indicated the growing size of population 

from time to time. 

93% of the respondents stated that there is no separate grazing land for their animals. 

Almost two-th irds of the informants use their farm land for both grazing and fanning. 

Though their number is insignificant, there are farmers who herd and feed their animals 

in the forest. Due to intensive land use which leads to erosion and depletion; it may bring 

about envirorll11ent(!1 constraint in the near future. Some respondents al so shared their 

concern in this regard. (See table 4) 

Table 4 Land for grazing 

Place Of Grazing 
Percent of 
response 

Farm Land 79.3 
Around my House 12.2 
Around a river 3.7 
In the forest 4.9 
Total 100.0 

Source. prepared based on field data, 2007 
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-t.] Cop ing stratq~ies 

llere the general assum pti on was lO assess Ihe mechanisms the reseiliers used 10 cope 

when crises emerge. In thi s regard , simil ar to other places or households who faced 

crises. Chewaka resellie rs also lOok parallel measures. According to our respondents, 

ncarly 95')1, or Ihe respondents sold grain. livestock or bOlh due to food or money 

shortage as a me' lI1 S to sustain Ihe ir livelihood. Such results can dep ict the progress of a 

household to sec ure food in the house by producing more yield and se ll to buv other 

nccessan' items for the family. On the other hand, the result mav indi cate that Ihere is a 

nced to explore fUrIher whelhe r '1 household is sus tai ning or is nHl\ 'ing 10 deep crises. 

Wilh reg"rds 10 Ihe usc of money eolleeled from sell ing asselS. nea rl y 54% of the 

responcicnls s"id Ih"l since Ihere was high shortage of food in Ihe last two years. Ihey 

used mOSI of the money to buy food item such as sa il, sugar and clo ths. In addition, the 

money spent lo r buying seeds takes Ihe third share in rating, but again Guying domestic 

animals ,,'as It1und neeessan' ot her Ihan seeds. 

/\ccnrdi ng to the inli>rJnants. several crises occurred after theil arrival in Chewaka. 54% 

01' respondents con lirmed health crisis as Ihe main c"ataslrophe rOI the Woredo. Though 

thc <luthor didn't investigate furthe r about Ihis proble'n;, son.;c informal di scuss ions made 

wilh SOlllC seltlcrs indi calcd thm Ihe mere reason for such crises is due 10 lack of health 

ceillers in Ihe nearby ullages. In add ilion. crop failure due to ciim31c change and Olher 

li1clors appeared as Ihe second largest problem to be foll owed b,' indebtedness. 

Such prcdicamcn ls ha, 'e conveyed long and sho rt term changes in the economy of the 

resellie rs. Thi s is to sa " thaI. their econom ic we ll being of the rcselliers is threatened due 

to health cri sis. "'hich is highly influenced b\ their abi li ty to produce effecl ively. 

Less number of people had problems related to indebtedness, but the researcher predicts 

Ihis nUlllber will grow II) a fe,,' yea rs time unless other alternative li" elihood stralegics 

arc introduced. 

Although high in terlCrence is observed in thei r economy due 10 the above staled crises, 

90% of the respondents sa id that they eominued with the farming. Off-farm activities are 

minimal and borrowing money and grain from fami ly anclneighbors is prael ieed . 
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Such OlilCO Ill CS ind irectly indica tc the dccline of I;,rm produCliv ity and the res istancc to 

shin or di vcrs il )' acti viti cs. In line wilh thi s, it is vi tal to Illenl io n the cause lor low level 

ol'livcl illOod di ve rsilieation in Chewaka. 

Accord ing to Abdurauf (2005) none of the se lllers want 10 be exc luded li'olll Ihc rati on 

SUppOri lis !. This is due to the background of Ihe selilers where the major ilY of them 

(35% in E'l st Ilararghe and 55% in West I-Iararghe) used to live under 1'00d ass istance 

provitkd by go\"ernrncnt and ot her nOll -governm enta l organizations. The officials 

inlo rm ed Iha t the govern ment docs not have thc capac ity to provide rat ions fo r all the 

se lli ers as it di d in the initi a l period . So, all stakeholders at all leve ls (reg ional. zonal and 

If 'oredo ) have given much emphasis on awareness creation to bring the expected 

all ituciin;iI change than 0 11 ra ti on provision . 

In another devclo pmcnt. un favo rab le climate and small plots of land distress farmers ' 

abil ity 10 produce "cgclables and to engage in 01'1' [a rlll aCli ,·il ics. The illlpaci is large l) 

observed nn "oillen' incomc contribu ti on, since they wcre pri marily respons iblc for 

se lling' ield pruduced in the ho usehold. 
" . 

Hav ing sa id th is . it is essential to exam inc the consequence 01' !ow producti vit , in sell ing 

"sse ts Ih'll is much is ren ee ted on change in food and diet. As fi gure fOllr trics to 

illLlstrate. Ihe I')llli consumpt ion reduc tion during c risis is higher than other cOJl'ng 

slr"tcg ies. On'" I,?I" hou<;eho lcls haven t shown an I' change in thei r behavio r. 
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Figure 4: Rate of food consumption by households 
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The same 

The frequency in meal changed from ti me to time dependi ng on the avai labi lity of food. 

In sum more than 60% of the respondents believe that their food intake and regularity 

changed, their every day diet remained the same. Even those who cut down food prefer 

skipping meals rather than eating other edible items, such as vegetables or wild foods. 

This again illustrates the lack of awareness on other alternative food sources such as 

vegetab les and wi ld fruits and other food items like rice . 

In general, the impact of resettlement in the livelihood strategies of the resettlers can be 

summarized as fo llows. 

4. When one compares resettler's previous living experience with the current one in 

terms of crop production and livestock enhancement, there are some significant 

changes that are worth mentioning. The resettl ers used to produce variety of crops 

as well as vegetab les using small ri vers for irrigation. After their settlement, in 

Chewaka such activities have been impeded due to unavailabi lity of water and the 

prevalence of pests that are not fanliliar to the fanners. For this reason, they are 
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I,)reed to pl ant ,esamc in a large s~a l c in whieh the market is also relati ve ly fai r 

than producing and selling other crops such as maize and sorghum, 

J.. In their arcas of ori gin settl ers used to get both Khal and tobacco from 

IH)mcstcad s, In Chcwuka howcver. a minimull1 of 2- 10 13irr a day is requ ired to 

buy Kiwi and cigarette , Thi s shift of affairs has highly influenced their 

producti vity, especiall y during the fi rst year of their arriva l. 

J.. Alt hough Chcwaka is uncongenial for animals in general. most informants agree 

th ' lt they werc ab le to obtain some amount of cash by fattening ox and se lling 

tllem in thc ncarby urban markets, 

J- Pctl\ ' lr ~ldin!...! and oth er Iloll-(:lo ri cu ltural activiti es arc al so COllllllon in Chcwaka. . _ D 

Nevertheless, unly those who settled in towns are the oncs \\'ho have access to 

,;uch markets, In add iti on, the government docsn't a ll ow settl crs to engage in daily 

labors since the \' arc requ ired to be se lf suffi cient in fa rming activ ities, 

Thercl" rc, the li\ 'c lihood of Chewaka rcseltlers showed bo th positive and negati ve 

,'hange" The , tuth ,d,o sign ified thc sta tenicnt in a sense that facle"'s likc gm'crnmcnt 

';L' lT iees suc h as r<l tion, tractor se rvices and an imal di stribut ion affected the performance 

of "lrming in gene ral. i lo\\ 'ever, such conclusion al so takes into con sideration ti me and 

other I~lctors th::t arc rdatcrl with resettl ement and its impact on Ii\ 'cl ihood strategies of 

resctt lers and locals, 

~,.j lIos( VS, ,'cscttlcl's intel'action 

'I he indi genous people in Chewaka arc local Oro l11 os from Wo llega, Iliubabor and the 

G UlllUZ. The Gumuz arc shifting cultivators, hunters and SOl11e timcs beehi ve keepers, 

whereas the local Oromos are agricultural ists, The local Orol11os reside at the l11ain 

en trance or the Wo/'edo at a place called Chal11e and Jil11ate with a tota l populat ion of 

1268 (267 households) and the GUI11U Z occupy l11 uch of the Didesa and Debena rivers at 

the extremc end o r the escarpment hav ing 44 households, Both local groups speak 

Oromi ffa , the local language, whi le the GUI11UZ speak their o\Vn language in addition to 

Oromi fTa . which has similar s lung with the Bej a people in Beni shangul. The local 

Oromos arc Christians whereas the GUI11UZ are sa id to be Traditional Beli evers, For both 

indigenous groups, land is very important as a source of revenue and li vel ihood, but 
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comlxlring thcir ~ceess as well :IS holcling. Ihe local Oromos ha ve morc lancls evcn as big 

as 1011<1, 130th loca l groups also share somc act ivities. likc hunting and honey making but 

Ihc loca l Oromos primarily focus on fanning. livestock and pelly trading. 

Thc diffcrcnces in religion and the KIWI culturc ha\'e a great impact in the interacti on of 

local Or01110s and reselliers, Up until nOli', th ough both groups li ve and share resources. 

and 10 some extent cu lture. it is ev ident Ih al their rclationship is not that strong. A group 

ol'reseilic rs said in an interview conducled in r:ebruary 2007 that they have Icarncd lillie 

or no Icsson li'olll loca l hosts. especially on the enhancement of agriculture. The rcscllicrs 

usc dil'iC rcn tlcchniques such as producing sc\'e ral crops throughout the year whercas the 

local people produce once a year and Ihis accord ing 10 the reselliers is a ' sign of 

indolencc', They believe their livelihood is different in their places of origin, I'hc 

con ti nllous problelll with regards to 1:lnd degradation has taught them to usc land 

eITecti\'c1y, Whereas the locals. Ihe \' belie\'e. arc 'blessed' with fertile and unutili zecl 

land, The)' tcnd 10 be reluctanl in producing more cash crops. 

.... III addil ion 10 the above allegation. th.c,. GUJll UZ "h,,' used 10 occupy site 7. lI 'hich is 

located at the cxtreme end , are now moving tOIl'a rc1 s the Benishangul region; di se l\gaging 
~ . . 1 

Ihei,- rc:I'lli onship with the nCII ' comer,' ... \t Ihe time oj' li eld survey in February 2007. il 

\\<.IS dil'liclilt 10 linci the Gumuz people s iJlc~ they arc rclocming lhemselves further sOlllh 

due to rii ssatisl'lction with the decisions t:l/;en b\' Ihe local authoriti es in Chewaka. 

lhcrefi.)re the following sect ions will claborJ tc more abo ut the interaction as well as the 

conn iets that Occurrcd and resolutions taken by authorities or soc ial organizations. 

-/..J. J Alliance formation 

In Ihi s ca tegory. different indicators such as e thnic grou p classificat ion inter ethnic unity 

marriages and t,-ades are explored, It is also \ 'it al to mention some of the socia l 

organi za tions es tablished in the aftermath of the rese ttlement program and their 

re lationship with other social organizations in the locality. 

·1 5 



~.~.2 I lIler-grou p u ll ily 

In C hewaka, those groups who believe that they li ve among their ethn ic kin are nearl y 

90'%. Their number is also s ignifi cant and spans between 3000-5000. The following table 

illustrates th e di stribution ord ilTerenl elhnic groups in each sile. 

Table:; Distributio n of Res pond ent s hy origin in st ud ied sites 

Origin Site Number 

I II IV VII 

Oromo (local) 8 1 0 0 

Oromo (West 11 17 25 0 
Hararg~_ 

Oromo (Easl 
Harargile) 11 21 5 0 

Gumuz (Benishangul) 
0 1 0 7 

TotC!l_respC'~de~ ts ___ 3D 40 30 7 

SOIJr<.-e: prl'pan'd hased 0 11 rleld data , 2007 

III sile one only ~ respondents arc 1'1'0111 local Oromos al lhough Ihe tota l number of 

rL'spondents in site I is 30. These groups arc nOI presenl in site [V and V. In addilion the 

highesl nllmber of' Oromo group is found in s ile I V whe re re settl ers ["om West I-lararghc 

account 25 out of 30 respondents. Site [I and IV are the most populous areas w!lcre again 

Ihe largest group of resettlers is found. The Gumuz remains small and at the extreme end 

ol ' lhe Wuredo. 

The 1~lrgesl number or Ilararghe Oromo rese ttler group came from West Hararghe zone 

which comprises people from eleven Woredas. Both the Wes t and East Hararghes have 

eswb[ ished their Own soc ial ne twork which is so mewhat interrelated with the ir reli gion 

and cul ture and unconsciously disregards olher ethnic groups' inclusion. For instance. 

"l(iJs/w (!ddil) is l11ainly responsible for burial and death relatcd services, whereas ClIza's 

(labor arran ge l11 ents) importance is in poo lin g labor fer c lea ring farm ing fi elds and 

plowing and constructing houses (Abdurauf, 2005). 

In this regard, as was sa id at th e beginning of this section, high exc lusion of hosts is 

observed due to several reasons such as religion, attitude of both host and resettlers 



tml"lrds CilCh other and aga in lack of proper socia l systcm th at can bring these two groups 

lugelhe r. 

One of the 111 0st im portalll indica tors of alliance lo rmation a illong the old and the ncw 

groups is the tcndcncy to have inte r-dhn ic marriages . In thi s regard, people in Chewaka 

sholVed little or no interest in marrying frolll other ethni c groups. However, such kind of 

all iance is constrai ned by timc i.c. as pcople are integrated, their decision to partner with 

other cthnic group may increase. 

Though the nUlllbcr of GUIllUZ respondents was smail as compared to other groups. the 

in tcr-ethnic marriage lVas lound to bc high lor th cse groups i.c. some GUIllUZ indi viduals 

I,)rlllcd partncrship wi th West Hara rghes. HO\lcver. acco rding to info rmal discussions 

lI·ith some respondellls . the di' ·orce rat e is also high aillong these groups because of 

soc ial sti gill a and difrerence in li,·elihollli. 

In additio n. the in tra -marriage between the resellicrs has also an intercsting aspect. At the 

CIlIlllllenCClllent of the resclilelllcnt progra lll. one 0(" thc cri tcrion for peo ple \lho 

"registered Co· be reloca ted was to havc a ,,-ilc. For this reason. those people who left their 

lI·iH'S in Harm lV~rc forced to lmil'ry at the ir arri,·al without in fo rl11i'n g their former wives 

and this c rcated a lot of chaos alllong the peopie. especially after the arrival o(their wives 

Il·otll ll~lra r. This problem was esca latcd again due to lack of cooperation amongst loca l 

'lll tilurities ,,·ho arc ass igned by thc go,·emmenl. since they have also exerci sed such kind 

01' marriage:. 

On the ot her hand. many young resettlcrs fo rmed new families among them selves just 

alkr their arri va l as a means to secure land and other services like ration and aid from the 

~.~ . 2,1 lntcr-Kcbclc or group trad es 

Ano ther important aspect of alliance formation is thc frequency and the relationship that 

is bui lt among the society while sharing lll arkets and enhancing normal· trading and 

cxchange behaviors. Aga in it is important to consider other fac tors such as, who goes to 

market frequently, what kind of goods and cOll1modi ty are bought and also how fi-equent 

is the trad ing. 
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!\ccord ing to thc inl(lrm'lIlts, " greater proportion, (72%) of households buys goods and 

scrvices outs ide their kehele, Olhers also go to olher neighboring lowns to buy things 

Ihal can nOI be found in the Kebele markels, This implies two things; one is the free 

movement of people along the Kehele borders and second ly the signi li eance of bigger 

markets within the Keheles, 

There is al so gender "lriation and responsibil it v in buving household chores, Wives are 

respons ible lo r sueh "clivit)" and to this end, the role that women plays in estab li shing and 

st rengthening social networks as well as normalizing relati onships among other ethnic 

groups is very imponant. 

/\s opposed 10 the "bln'e lilc1. ii' lI'e see the frequcncy of vis it s madc to markets , it can be 

concluded that most households has impropcr monel' saving hi slory, The majorit\' 01' 

inl(l]']1HlIlts sialed Ih 'l1 Ihe\' go 10 martetse\'cry week to buy mainly clothes and gllllds 

like salt and sugar, Such action indicate the sav ing culture of thc community that is 

indirectly relatcd to Ihe future trcnd of foo d security as well as their psychological 

thinking that lies "t IhL' baek or evey)' r'e se lliers mind, There is alwavs a helief thai one 

" da\ ' IhL' ,Y \\ill return 10 the ir original home, 
;.. ' - - .,-.;.. 

ThL' "b"ve t\\'(l interaclions can bc illlc;'linkcd in terms of creating the 0pP0rluni t\' for 

husl':lS well "s reseltlers to h:I\'c an inler-cultural and diversified markct sys tem and also 

the "bilit)' of bOlh gl'llups to get the cbance to inleract and exchange inll}J'Illation \\ith 

regards LO access ibilit\ of Illicrofinance association and establishing group sali ng 

mechan i SI11 $ . 

-1.4,2.2 Relationship with the Go\'crtlm'ent 

The other importalll point that indicates relationships and in teract ion is the le vel of 

commun icati on and the fee ling towa rds government and it segments, Tbe totalnulllber of 

respondents for th is spcci fic ques tion was 91, the remaining respondellls d ill not ans\\'er 

mainly because fear ofjudgmcnt from Ihe government side, 

Hence, if we try to sce the percentage the warmest relationship with the government IS 

obscrved in BahabifIu village due to high government support in providing land to the 

new estab li shed resclilers lilmil)', The village is known for its young resclliers and as 
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mentioncd several timcs in th e study, the formation of new families was primarily 

foclIsed on accessing land. 

Thc co ldest relationsh ip has becn observed in .Jcgen. This is due to the high 

dissatislilCtion "I' local hosts with regards to se rvice distribution. legal deci sions and other 

l'lctors that made peopk ' s outlook towards government cold and unfriendl y. 

All villages who rated governmcnt relationship as cold are those who li e at the 

escarpment of th e Worec/a and have limited access to most of the services provided to th e 

rese!!lers. Thcy underline that th e governm ent promised to provide them health. 

education. inli·astructu rc and other services equally as the new-comers. However. the 

local authorities who werc selccted to provide such services we re only among the 

resc lilers and have underrepresented the minority groups of Gumuz. This has led some 

of the Gumuz peopl e to be hostile and leave the area to places where they feel th ey will 

be treated equally . 

..t .-L3 Na tunil I"('SOUI"CC usc and management 

Soil erosion in Etjliopia average:\' neii ,:I ), 10 times the rate of soil regeneration. and tL!e. 
->"' ~:;' •. : . t ~ .... ~ . •. 

countris estimated· ,'ate of so il ·n :'t·;:i~nt dep letioil is among the hi ghest in Sub-Saharan 

;\Ii·iul. Such land degradation reduces average agricultural producti vity. It also increases 

lilrillers· vulnerability tll drough t by reducing soil depth and moisture-ho lding capacity . 

The combined effects of lo w producti,·ity and ecosystem degradation expose the poor in 

a vicious cycle of poverty and environmental degradation (Stein Holden, Bekele Shifera,,· 

& John Pender. 2005) 

In Haraghe, the above s tated s ituation was prevalent and was the [oremo·st reason for 

introducing the resettl ement program. In C hewaka, onee more, trees have been cut for 

building individual houses . Kebele offices, mosq ues, churches, shops, schools, bridges 

etc. Although , mountainous areas and rive·rine be lts are reserved for forests, people h3\·e 

been seen cutting trees . 

Thosc trees that se rved as beehives ea rlier than the arrival of resettlers have been 

destroyed afte r the reSCll lemen!. Due to the rapid deforestat ion, even SOllie settlers are 

demanding resettlement to other areas. They claim the extens ive deforestation can cxpose 

them to drought as it happened in their previous habitation. 
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-1.4.:1. 1 Shared natural r eso urces 

In Chcwaka. the major natural resources arc. fo rest. water, land and biodi \"C rsity. All 

thesc resou rces arc non-rep laceable and hence need effective use and managcment by 

use rs. 

According to th e respondents, access to land has some limitation. The local hosts 

especiallv the GUIllUZ feel thei r access to land is hi gh as compared to the rest of thc 

inlonnants mainl y because the Gumuz li ve surrounding most part of thc fores ts and 

hill s ides and thus thcy /CcJ thcy havc more access to unutili zed land. The highest 

dissatisfaction is rrom thc West I-Iararghes si nce they are large in number and their 

pop ulation is growi ng very fast due to thc ir culture of polvgamy. But in gencral. most 

respondcnt s lCeltheir access to land is medium. 

L;lI1d una\'ailabilitv aCcoulllS to 69% and has been stated repeatedly in the previous 

sec tion s. Settlcrs fear of' land deg radat io n is coupled ",ith unculti vabl c land and also the 

s izc or land whi ch exacerbatcs cnvironmental pressure and the popul~ltion will reach into 

poverty vicio us eyc}e s!;l»l1ly,," 

The ou tcome of such dissati s faCiion to access land co uld be categorized in to three. 

/\ccording to the respondents . a lo t of resettl c rs travel ed e ither back to the ir homestead or 

t" other Clreas as fill' as Ji mma and Arsi zones. The res t chose to stay and tried to find 

so lution to their problem: deforestation and begga ry. 

Apart from land , rainwater is the major source for agriculture for settlers. There is no 

well-organi zed system of irri gati on except very few initiatives around small rivers and 

springs. According to local informants, withi n and around Chewaka there are more than 

17 small rivers most of which become dry in the dry season. In addition, according to the 

local GUl1lUZ, s ince the resettlers use the bank of Didesa river fo r sanitation such as 

washing cloths and other purpose. the number o f fi sh popUlation decreased frequently 

mainl y because excessive contamination. 

4.4.3.2 Utilization and Conservat ion 

Chewaka is endowed wit h diverse natural resources as well as sui table topographv to 

produce a variety of crops. A signi ficant amount of deforestation has been recorded cve ry 

year espec ially durin g the first phase of the resettlement program. At the commencement 
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oj" the progra m. most lilrmers wcre provided wi th legal Icttcrs to clear forests for bouse 

co nstructi on however s uch activity is sti ll takin g place since there is hi gh need of wood in 

t he IV orcc/o . 

/\ccess to wa ter as sta ted above is mostly dependent on rainla ll and some small Ii vcrs in 

the f.."cheles. Near/v 40% of" th e rcspo nde nts rated their access to water is low and some as 

no 'lccess at al l. The two big li ve rs Debcna and Dicles" are largely used for water 

transportation and is the main sO llrce oC inco me for the Gumuz people. Some rcsettlers 

tri ed to lise these ri" ers lo r irrigation and several co nflicts arose due to clash of interest. 

Aside li'om utili zation. it is useful to consider e ffort s made with regards to natll ral 

resource conservat ioll . Almost all inforl11?nts have unan imously agreed that no efforts 

we lL' Ill'llie to co nserve both \I 'a ter and land. The governm en t lll ade litt ie or no cfJori to 

establish j oint groups Crolll hosts and resett le rs that can lacilitate the creation o f 

awa reness 'ill d the ri sks that they e ntail in the future . 

III g~llcr;l1. Iwtura] resource LlSC ~llld management has not been given enough attention as 
" ,e . .• 

this C<l11 hl' ~l catastrophe enr the com ing generation. Son~\ . .-resetllcrs are pred icting the 

\\'orst scena ri o w ith rega rd s to deplet ion ofsoi! and fear that history might repeat itself. In 
'V 

"dditinll. the local Gumllz peo ple accuse thc Haraghes as destroye rs of Jorests \lhich are 

" hOllle iell' bot h w i Id I i Ie and other vegetati on spec ious . 

4.-1.4 Con flict in sta nces and peace initiatives 

The se ttlemen t pattern of the local people and resettlers generated diflicliitics to find 

ways of sha rin g natural re so urces. The local s live beyond the boundary of th e 

resett lement s ites and occupy the cscnrpment. S ince the ir boundaries intersect with those 

of th e settlers, th e loca ls compete wi th settl ers for land. Conflicts sometimes occur over 

the possessio n of un occupied graz ing la!1d as we ll as so me ba nana and mango trees. Th is 

is mainl y common among the local Oromos and the l-Iaraghes. The issue w ith th e GUI11UZ 

settle rs is competition for irrigation and b03t tra nsport services around and over th c 

Didesa River that is traditionally owned by the GUIl1UZ people. 

The Worec/a provides equal scn'ices a nd use of coml11on schoo ls for all settle rs in 

Chcwaka. I-Iowever. onl y the GIIIllUZ locals send the ir chil dren to those COl1lmon school, 

whereas, the local Oromos prefer to sen0 their children outside the Kebele. They are 
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Ill uch Illore intcrestcd in thc bcnclit they gct hom thc road const ru ctcd due t9 the 

la unchi ng of the reseUlcment progra m si nce they were ab le to attend markets in other 

adjacen t /Voredo.\' of' \vol lega lor ca it le ti·ading. The selt lers, the Gumuz and the loca l 

Oromos have a sepa r~lIe Kebele administration though there is an intention of working 

together aciY'SS the Kebele boundaries. 

The lollowi n[! tlVO sect ions will elaborate the causes of conllicts and attel11ps that have 

hecn made to solve it either through legal or in fo rmal means, 

4.4.4.1 Cau ses of conflict 

The majo r conflicts that occurred between the setl lers and hosts is due to land sharing; 

some areas where both cOll1 munities res ide grow mango trees wh ich became a hone of 

contention, For instance in site S, where the Gumuz and resett lers share boundaries, there 

lVas a conll ict bcc;luse of' stolen mango fruit s, People di ed because or such clash and 

some livestock have al so been raided, 

In another instance. the clash over the boat transpo rt arose " 'hil e the settl ers tri ed to 

abaJldon GUIllUz'S boat transport by crea ting other ou tl ets ror cross ing Diclesa River. l\ S it 

was said in the prcvious sec tio n. the main source of income for the Gun~uz is nver 

transportation, I-Iowe, 'e r. the rese ttl ers claim that they were asked to pay high price for 

tile 110;11 se rvices and becau se or that thcy have been forced to find other mean s and bu ill 

bridges made of local material s. This tri ggered a connict situation and aga'in resetticrs 

overwhelmed the locals to the ex tent of denying a say over the violation of tlie ir ri ghts. 

4.4.4.2 Conflict rcsolution 

Although there are elected peopl e fro m both groups to serve as a jo in t conllict stabili zing 

cOlllmittees with eight members - 4 from each conll icting pan ies, however. there is no 

informal system that can g ive so lut ions to eonniet s. The cOlllm ittee is supported by 

Chewaka Worec/o Admin istrat ion Office though it is not active in so lving problems 

occurri ng in the localiti es. 

In the formal sector, strong mechanisms have been developed th rough which confl icts 

can be resolved. There are different insti tutions which serve as enforcing the law and 

tak ing legal actions. The number of mili tia in the /Vorce/a exceeds either police or ot her 

forms of legal au thoriti es. 
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Much of Ihe lega l acl ions a rc laken by individual s and Keb~/e mil itia. These indiv iduals 

work close ly \\ 'ith the Woreda Administration on peace and security issues. However, 

Ihei r ac lion is minimal in solv ing con flicts in the communilY since they are told usua ll y to 

liSe fire arms in such instances. 

Elders playa great rol e in bringing conflicting part ies together to find so luti ons and 

promole peaccltil coexis tence. Ilowcve r. ill1 effort made by loca l authoriti cs in quickly 

responding to \'iolent conflicts is also significant. Nevertheless. much effort is seen " 'ith 

regards to resolvi ng confli cts. in most cases, action is taken aller the conflict happcned. 

In summary. th e main indicJl0rS suc h as inter-ethnic unity tri ed to measure interacti ons 

and re lali onships among hosts and rcscltlers and to show that alliancc formation belwccn 

the nl' ''' comcr, and local hosts is more or Icss based on the benelit they obtain from cach 

other. Thi s is simp ly cx plaincd in terms of trade awl the exchangc behavior the\' cxprcss 

wh ilc Ihe\' mcct on markets. 

/\part rnJtl1 th ~1I there arc no jnilll soc ial organi zations that c!1lbrac~ all sdtkrs in the 

,. ~.. II·O/'i'till. Th is"is mainJ'<-cluc to their disparity in rel igion as \\cll as cultu re {ha t highly 

influenccs Ihc ir soc ial imcfflcti on . 

The iclea behind intra-regional rese llicment was to avoid or min im ize ri sks thai mi ght 

occur du .... , 10 l;lIlgu(])2C or other cultu ral d iscrcprlllcy . NonethL'lcss. in Chc\\aka. th..: 

relationshi p is constraincd by shared resources and other ethnic re lated [actors lhal mi ght 

ruin the exi sling relat ionship in the future. 
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C hap ter Five: Conc lus ion a nd Recom mendatio n 

5.1 Summary and Co nclus ion 

5 .1.1 Summa ry 

Chronic poverty coupled \\'ilh film inc and drought has bcen the main sotirce of" food 

insec urity in Ethiopia. The counlry has cxper ienced food shortage since the Imperi al 

regimc and latcr the 1974 Ethiopian lamine was promi nenl during that time. Al1e rwards. 

Ihe Dcrg regime also experienced se\ue di'o ughl and food shortage, The 2004 drouglll in 

Ethi opia PUI 14 million people al risk and the majo riti es were children and women , For 

such mcrciless problem. each governmenl prescribed the need to resettle a signifi cant 

"moun I 01" people 10 areas 'endowed' ",ilh ul1Lnilized fertile land wi th favo rable wcalher 

condi lions, For more Ihan Ihree decadcs, resc 11 lemelll has been cxecuted at largcr sca le 

'lI1d was also st rungl) belie\'ed a, Ihe only means 10 sustain Ihe lives of people \\ ho ;Ir,' at 

risk, The experience Ole ~klckel reselttcment could bc a simple liv ing cxampl e Ihal 

dcmonstra led unplanncd rese11l cmeill ' could bc costly and again aggravates the insccurily . ' 

probkm at a larger e.\ {cnt. 

Ilo\\'e\'cl'. Ihe 200~-]005 \'()lun1<l1'\' rcsclllclllenl plall proposed an inlra-regiollal 

rcsel1lCIllCll1 progralll 10 be pcrllJrIll~e1 \\'ilhin regions in order to minimize unnecessary 

ri sks related with difrercnces in ethnic il )" re ligion and language, Federalislll plays a great 

role in th is rega rd since reg ions are di vided based on the ethnic ori gins of the res iding 

popu lalion, This notion is also pari o f the Nc \\ ' Coa li tion Co r Fooel Security Progralll Ihat 

is a nalional level plan to cOlll bat food security problelll in Ethiopia, 

Resettlers frolll Wes t and East I-Iararghe were among the few selected to relocate 10 

diffe rent zones within Orolllia Regional State, I-1ence, Chewaka was selected 10 be the 

hOllle of the I-Iararghes after consensus build ing that took place pri mari ly in thei r places 

of origin , 

Around 80,000 peoplc were reloealccI on three phases promised to be prov ided wilh at 

least 2ha of land, housing and schools for their chi ld ren, The fi rst resettlers were the ones 

who experienced the hardship in Chewaka s ince it was a home of wild ani mal s and was 

covered with dense forest. Hence reselliers we re the ones who eonstr'ucted res iden tial 
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h'"lSe:;_ :;elltltlh and ,"en " ni cc:; :iltllough local hosts tri ed to help t(\ some ntcnt. These 

groups ~ Irc abo th e \lIlCS \dlO bene II led largely from til e.; program: trac tor sC lyic(:s were 

provi(k d to pl(\lIgh their land_ 

Chell'al"l " :" estahli:;hL'd :IS" ne"- /f'o,-ec!o j ust after the arrival" f resctllcrs_ prillr 10 Ihal 

il \\'as administered under Illuhabor zone_ I-lenee_ all govern mcnt oCliccs arc nc,,-Iv 

l..'SI~lhli~hcl; :I!ld pctlpk' \\LTc ;c"is igll1..'d intu clifTcn.'nt ul'liccs from Jillll1la. lkddc ~1I1d e\ell 

,,:; 1;11- "s Nekel1l le_ I-he re:;elllcr:; and Ihe hoSI arc administered by di fkrenl /'-1'h1'/1' 

:H'!m ini slrat iotl in 1111..' I/'u/'r!do. IlL'\"crthdcss the GUJ1lUZ tend to sl!ck sen'ices from 

Iknish:lIlgul Zone ,,-hieh is Ihe neighboring zonc o lThcwaka_ 

rhe pallelll "r resclilcnlcnl is based on arrival. however those people IIlw caille rrLlm 

"IIllC Wort'd" :;eltled in Ihe same "-"hdes_ Some rcscltlcrs a lso preICrred 10 reside al Ihe 

The lirsl 1110 years lias '-cr' dirlicul l lar rese ili ers si nce Ihey had III ad"pl ((1 lhe 

I I ' dLiuuion. lhL' cl imate \\a s 1IIlb('.n:lbk l~))' Inll:, l •• , , ,,.,,- •• • • •• 1 " ... , • -
\, rll1 l 'l11 ;IS ('h1..' \\:'II\ ;1 11:1 S hIg h te1ll pe rature duri ng day lime ;lI1d vcry cold at ni ght ,me! ("Ill 

r:lillY ~l\IS()1l the r ~lill 1-- s\nnny <.lnd hC3\ 'Y, In add ition, th e J-I a r~lghL" s arc nul 1:1l11iliar \\ ith 

~ l' S~lIll~ produc tioll alld at [h~ beginning they were e\'CIl resistant. The Kh~:t culture \\<1S 

,liso ;I]luther challenge j~)r th L' re sL'ttkrs , in C he\\'aka Khat chc\\'ing is not ClHllm ("ln ;lI11ong 

lh,' loe:tls hence lhe rL'selllers lried lO produce I(hal but wcrL' ullsllceessllil hecause or 

lilli,,, orahk climale_ 

In addilioll lO lhe abol e :llbpwlion challenges_ sllIdcnlS who are above grade X "DC nol 

"hie t,1 conlinue lhcir educaliun since all schools are primary_ Moreover. children IIhose 

ages arc beilleen 8-1 f) ,,-ere kepl :n home since the distance or schools lIere I-a r and 

l"lrenls II-cre concerned lhal these children might be exhausted bceause of lhe harsh IWl 

climate and lIi lci animals Gill aliacK (hem_ 

I_and aceL'ssibilil'- '''IS an(llhL,r challenge lar re seil iers in Chewaka: (hc promiscd ~ha or 

land (I-as ne,er rullilled mainl, - because of una va ilability of land in thc , -icinil' _ n,is is 

due to unregistered rcscttkrs \\ '110 came along \\'jth thc registered '~lInjly members \\'hich 

exacerbaled land a, 'ail abilil'-_ E'-cn land lhat is a,-ailed was unculli\'ablc a:KI loc,lled al 

ri,-cr banks and was inaccess ible_ Ilowe,-cr_ lhe disparilY or land dislribulion lhal highh' 

diss'lli s ficd a signiliC:1I1l lIulllbcr or reseiliers as well as hesls could pOlenlially creale 



lcnsioll which inlurrl Gin di,,'u,,1 [he in[eraclion of [ilcse groups, f'!evenhclcss, lhere ' is no 

signi li eanl oUl brcak a i' eonn ie[ belween hosls and rese lli ers ma inly because loca l hosls 

knd [0 shin and re locale in 10 ne ighbor ing 10llns l'o r bettcr opporlunilies, In add ilioll, 

IOGiI Oromos arc engagcd in pelly Ira(ics, house rcnl and, prO\' ISlt1l1 or other social 

;-,;cn 'iccs tl1<lt signi/icl!ltly reduced their dcpcnd(,Jlc~\ 011 I~lr!lli!lg activiti l'S . 

The rcscu lcrs tried 10 usc th e {\\"n main ri\ "crs ItH irrlg<llion but thi s created canniet with 

the CrillT1UZ cO lll munit y since they cssc;lliall~ usc the ri ve r Ie)]" boat transpnrLaLion. I-knee 

re selliers rest rained l"rom produclion or \'egelablc:,s IIhich implied on the dec line 01" alT­

j:!rIll activ it ies . I-\t several instances rcscltlc rs tried 10 ab,mdo ll boat transportation anciuse 

otiler outlels wh ich highly causcdlension that kcl [ 0 \'ioicnt clashes in some areas, 

On Ihe olhc r h:li1d, because 0 [" illiensi\e (k[()resliillon Ihe Gumuz a re nOI able to produce 

11\I Ih': .\ " o r cn: 1l hUllt llS tllL'Y liSl'd to pri u r 10 ;lr ri \ "a) u j" hosts. I II addition. ri ver bank s 

l' Il 111~ lIl1jl1~lt i oJl ll1ainh- causeci h,- rc scnk'rs IS ]\ .. 'L1Llci!l!.! the num ber or fi:-:;11 popUlation 

n:dUL Illg household inco me. 

]\L' :', IIl IJl':CS that arc shared hL't\\ccn t\\t) dIstinct ~ n)lIps cULlld be a maio r conten tioll ror 

ctlJJll icts. B u t the mere c .\istCllCC at' JJldi·~· i "~lllal or groups di ssati sfact ion may not 

! llllTL' S( groups (lnd also ill s (ig~lle s allies 

.- \1 limes of cri ses , mOSI rese iliers sc ll grdin or sesame to buy food items , The resili cnc\' 

,,,,,I risk minim izalion is slill at stake in Clle\l~lb , I,csell iers define an indiv idual as 

successltil resclli ers il"hc/she is able to produce a certain amo unt of crop in a given period 

(I!" timc <.Inc! also O\\"ll considerable number u!' C\(lJllCSlic animals . ne,\~nhcil:ss the loca l 

;lu(horit ics bel ieve a successful n:senlcr is some o])e \\ 110 has at least aile goal.. for tht'lll 

Ihal lIould qualify a person to be (lod seclire, 

The inlcnsilv of hosl and resetll ers interaclion is nCC2li~ible in Che\l'aka , Reseltlcrs accuse . ~ ~ 

Ihe hosts of bei ng ' lazy" and hos ts address Iheir allegat ion towards the reseltlers using 

L'" pressions ~t S 'peoplc who destroy Ihe en\irL'llm-"ll, ' Ven lillie effort has been made so 

f;!!" (u hr ing host and 1"( .. ' sL'lllcr:---; together aJlh()lI ~ ! " dlL' resL'u!crs are illl()]"J1l all~ '- adm ini stered 

b~· ~I soc ial org(lni zat ion kn owJl as / Uhs{,tI. hosts ~I'" 11 0 1 \\ "clcolned to IXlrlicipale mainl y 

bec"usc of religious diiTcrcnccs, In [lcidiLion , there h"s been, no ellorl 11l3c1e by local 



authorities to cstabli sh a sort o f' cooperative where commun ity groups can engagc ill se lf­

help acti vities and also sharc previous cxperiences about the place of ori gin and 

Chewaka. 

;\Imost all reset tiers use markets outside their Kebele. Similarly all the 7 primarv schools 

are located in each sitc and school aged children are sent to these schools. Hence schools 

happcll to be the mclting pot for people to Illeet and discuss about their cha ll enges and 

pract ices in relat ion to the ir prcf'erredli ve lihood strategies. 

Comparing the popul at ion of rcsettlers with that of loca l hosts, the later are insignificant 

in tcrms of representa tion and participation. The loca l hosts became minorit ies wh ich is 

crca ting tension espec ially on the Gumuz side. 

Polygam)' is a comillon trelld both aillong the local hosts (GUIllUZ) and rcselliers. 

Howevc r. e~cep t one or two lInsliccessfi.d exaillples , there has been no intcr-ethnic 

marriage performcd in the Worec/o. In many instances, individual s make the dec ision to r 

Ill arriage: nevcrtheless. thcir choicc is st ri ctly bound into si milar ethn ic gro ups. 

When eomparL'd to other silllilar reselliemcnt areas. Chcwaka is peaceful in terms of 

f'reqllcllcv and intcn'a l of con tli ct instances. However, at the beginning 01' the 

rescll lclll cnt progrilm several c lashes \\'ere observed especiall y at the escarpment lI'here 

bo th loca l O"OIll OS :Illd GUlllll /. res ide and sho"e reSOllrces like ri l'er and mango trees. ;\t 

present. both settl ers me trying to susta in their life at any cost; the Gumuz are highly 

dissa ti sfi ed and the majority of them left the previous locat ions. their number 

significantl y decreased when compared wi th the first year of the resettlement program. 

Finally, considerable impact of Chewaka resettlement on the li velihood and integration of 

hosts and resettl ers is witnessed that supplements the ideas of other similar studies. 

Moreover, the findin gs tried to indicate the need for more interventi on, investigat ion and 

poses questions such as : Can resettl ement be the final end fo r securing food? Is the re an 

example of successful rese ttl ement program? What are the lessons can we draw? 
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5. 1.2 Conclusion 

The Wvreda is endo\\\:d with different spec ies of vegeta ti on and biodiversity. Even the 

first phase resettlers \\e re astoni shed and narrated the struggle they made with lions and 

antelopes while constructing houses and school s. At present the num ber of wild an imals 

has decreased due tn ex tensive deforestati on and uni que plants that the Gumuz usc for 

tradi ti onal hea ling has been des troyed, 

Little efTort has been made to correc t such acts; the loca l au thorities are pri mar ih' 

focusing on praVISIOIl of land or const ructing Kebele offices at the ex pense of the 

ell viron ment. h lrthermo rc. at the com munity level. there is no awareness rais ing 

programs orga ni zedl,,' NGOs. eBOs or other conce rned community groups. 

On the other hand, rcsett ler' s ex tended families from Hararghe are res iding permam:ntly 

ill Che\\'ab. This e\llJid be source 01' poten tia l eonlli ct in Ihe fu ture since these people 

dose nol walll 10 be pro tracted under Ihe roof of others: they lVa ll t to have thei r 0\\11 

f;lJ"lll ing as \\\.~II as grazing lands. Such needs will put high pressure 0 11 land size and 

fertili ty alld will worsen the situat ioll to the maxi mum . 

Rcsett lcrs in Chell'ab who leli their land in the ir originall cicalitv did not Qct enouC!h land ...... -' "- .... 

in thc nc\\' loca l ion because or vario u ~ factors and become victims of cultural 

lI 11 povcrisil lllenl. 1:, en 1(1I Ihose \\ 'ho k,,'e been ent illedlO land , the p l o t ~ al lolled 10 Ihem 

arc not enough to abso rb the household labor full y. Aga in land lessness in Chc\\'aka can 

be related with hosls who have been expropri ated their land removing them from the 

main foundati on of the ir producti ve sys tems. commercial acti viti es, and livelihoods , 

Resett lers had different forms of social organ iza tions in their previous localities under an 

association ca ll ed Ai'osha. However. fo rced di splacement tore apart tbe ex isti ng social 

lilbric and induced powerl essness. I:urthe rmore, it di spersed and li'agmented comlllunities 

by dismantling their pa tterns of soc ial organ ization, interpersonal ties and the scattering 

of kinship groups. l. ife-susta ini ng inla rma l networks of rec iprocal help, loca l volun tar\' 

associat ions, and self-o rganized mutual serv ice arrangements have also been disman tl ed . 

The problem has seriously affeclcd the reseltlers especia ll y during thei r init ial social and 

physica l adaptat ion stage. \\'hich could have been used at times or emergencies. connicis. 

il lness and transiti on. 
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5.1.3 Recommendations 

In this section. some points will be proposed as a means to further study future 

resettlement plans that will take in to considerat ion factors that are pertinent to the needs 

of both r,'settlers as well as hosts, The points are by no means ex haustive but rather will 

redi rect the rcadL"r in to difTe rent insights . 

fI, Macro level 

The Nt'\\ Coalition fo r rood Sccurity s trategy paper suggests that there is a need to 

arran ge a (Ic\ 'clopmcnt packagc based on the different agro-ecolog ieal Selling of the 

rcgtons, It also s tresses and co nsiders factors that may affect the process du rin g 

implemclllaI ion, i-Ience the fo ll owing points are forwarded fo r further discussion. 

i. Illd~ s i on of Natu ra l Resource jVaanagclllcnt plan 

The go,'c rJ1lllcnt c laims that the 2004-2005 resettlement program was a resea rch based 

plan that incorp"rated lessuns (ro lll rese lli ement executcd by the De rg Regimc. Dcspite 

such claims, the docume nt disrega rd s potential confli cts thm may occur becausc of shared 

resourc es, Moreove r. thc issue of na tui'a l reso urce management is not tak en into 

consider,l!ion. I-k nee there is a need to work in ho li sti c manne r and incorpo ratin g 

potcllti:lI risks of re sc ttlement on thc environment and possib le reduction mechani sms 

belt)f"t cOlllmencement o l'the prog ram, 

ii. Co nflict sens itive planning and implementation 

Any dc"clopment program should include conflict sensitive approach that considers 

potential areas th at may instiga te hostility in a community, Such planning is vcrv useful 

to crab , ·io lent con fli cts that may ar ise during implementation since it investigates so urce 

of di ssim il"ritv (o th er than resources) with in the cOJl1munity. Hence, such approach 

should be adopted a t polic v leve l as it depicts possibl e scenarios that may hamper the 

development process. 
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The majority 01' the se ttl ers became dependcnt on ration so much so that of. their 

contribution to the lillnily income has fallen in effect loosing their status. In add ition, 

reseWcrs as well as the hosts took longer ti 'me than anticipated to ferment soc ial ti es . 

Likc other rescttlclllCIll areas, Chcwa!;a is located in a lowland characterized by hot 

weather conditions that arc conduci vc for the reproduction and spread of var ious parasit ic 

and I'ec tor-born di seases. At the launching of the resettlement program, the necessary 

health faciliti es wcrc IHlI put in place. I lenec, parti cularl y during thc initial peri od of 

deployi ng the settlers, the health stalus of resettl ers have been affected seriously caused 

by parasiti c and vector-horn di scases such as malaria and schistosomias is as reported by 

the Wo rcda heal',h oniee. Lack or scarc ity of clean water suppl y and poor scwerage 

sys tems havc e.\ileerb:ltcd their susceptibility to dia rrh ea. Although there is no 

documented data or fi gu re that shows child and adult mortalit l' rate. the major victims 

we re mainly in lill1ts. child ren . and the elder ly. 

At its prcscnt stage. resettlers in the program have encountered scm·cit,· of common 

gral.ing land . mainl y l'ill" goats \\'hich are large in number. J n addition. there is no 

cOlllmonJorcstland C,\CL'pt a few trees remaining while clearing indiv idual pl ots, " 'hi ch 

,Ire uncleI' threat due to hi~ h ra te of cutt ing. 

The (ra nsIer-ring or scttk'rs 10 the reSLltlClllc llt area was carr ied out in mid .1:-111\1(1ry )00<-1 

There we re promises Pi' educati onal opportunities for school age child rcn and some other 

adults. To the dismay of the resettle rs. none of these promises were ful!ill cd when they 

reached the rescttl ement s ite. Schooling began albeit. in very poor fac ilities and 

preparation after ten nwnths of the a rri v~1 of settlers' . Even then , students who are 

beyond grade 8 couldn'l be enro ll ed in Chewaka for the school offers ed ucation from 1-8 

onl y. 
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b. M icro Level 

I. Livclihood divcrsification 

The rese ttl emen t program strictl y forb ids resettlers not to engage in pelty trade or other 

non-farl1l activi ties. Non-farm and off-l,t rl11 acti viti es should be prol1loted in order to 

enable the rcsettlcrs for long terl11 susta inabi lity. In addit ion, saving and credit scheme 

should Ix introduced as soon as possible to help resell iers to engage in other se lf-he lp 

activi ties. 

II. Estab li s hm ent of a~t i ve joint cot)rdination committee 

There is a need to bring the rcsellie rs and hosts together to discuss about their challcnges. 

Icars and c.xperieltccs regul:lrh- ror this purposc the local authority should take the 

respons ibi lity to establi sh a COl1ll1lillee at W"red{{ level whcre all settl ers are reprcsented 

to ra ise their issues. It is also "ital to link this committee with the informal or traditi onal 

cus tOl1lalY institutions that already e.xists in the community. 

iii. Scho ols as places for dive rsit y of culture celebra tions 

The alliancc lo nllation can be strengthened if re se ltlers and hosls are able to ce leb rate 

their cullure 'I I leasl once a I'C& at school levcl. Such kind of celebrat ion has pO\\'erlt;l 

oU lcome since it hrings peopk and ideas logelher. The Woredo Ed ucal ion OffiCe could 

wke the kad 011 Ihis and ag~lin it can be discussed al higher level i'or il' s incorpora lion in 

the education policy lo r simil ar places like Chewaka. 

iv. Participatory iVIo nitoring and Evalu ation 

The participation of resctll ers in eva luat ing the program is vital. The Fedcral Program 

Moniloring Unit developed the ~ I&E svSlel1l for the progral1l and reseili ers were nol 

consul led on ho\\' ,0 measure inpu ts. outpu ts, OU lcomes. risks and ass llmpt ions. I-lence. 

siakehoiders at al l levels should take part frolll the initial stage of impl emenlati on to the 

final stage of evaluation. 
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Annex I. Survey instrument to assess the impact of resettlement on the li velihood 
afl d ill tcgr:l tiOll of C hew"I;:. resettlement Woreda 

A. Ge ll e ral ohject ive 

The generel objec ti ve of th e survey is to review H,C co nsequence of resett lement in 

distracting soci,d co-existen ce and its effect in provision and access to soci cll ser v ices 

slich CI S health, education and lavv enforcemen t' in the VVoreda. 

B. 11IelieMors 

The following core indicato rs will be used to measure end qUilntify th e impact of 

rese ttl elllent on li ve lihood a nd integ ra tion o f hos t and resettlers . 

. / 
Ind.cator 1: Assets 

Naturel , Physical , Ilullliln, Soc ial cap ital 

Indicator 2: Livelihood Strateg ies 

N atural Resource based (c ulti vation, 

(() lI ccti o n, and li vestock) 

Non Naturzd 1 ~ l'~(1 urct::' based (trade, 

rL'll1itti111CC, <lIld other SC 1Ticc s) 

Indicator 3: Allian ce formati o n 

T-cthnic group ;1!l illllce 

ic g roup - govcrn!llcnt alli ance 

. ;1 (01' 4: Env ironmental Pressure 

i\,ltu r,d disaster 

L.lnd com petition 

! ,,~lld ,1b,l ndonmcnl 

Indicator 5: Exchang e Behav ior 

Inter-group marriilgc ( " 

1 n {cr-grou p sha ri ng 
Intr(l -woreda trade 

Ind icator 6: Access to social services 
Access to health CilrC 

Access tu education 
L(1w en(orcenlen{ 
Represen tation 

P(l rti cipation 

LaVlr and order 
Indica tor 7: Peace Initiatives 

Local peace initiati ves 

Rel igious peace build ing 

NCO peace initiatives 
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C. Co ntent o l' th e Questionna ire 

Section A. Household Demographics 

AI. Background 

A2. Family history 

A3. Household activity 

Section B. Assets and Holdings 
- _._----- _ •. 

/31. Household Assets 
.-. - .~ . . - - - . 

~. Soil and land 

I D2 W l a er 

D3. Forestry 

D4. Biodiversity 

Section E. Coping stra tegies 

El. Selling assets 

E2. Diversify 

E3. Food and Diet 

J 

- - -~ 

82 . livestock Holclings Section F: Access to social services 
~~-. 

.~~-. 

83. Land and Grazing holdings EI. Access to education 
--

Section C. Alli ance E2. Access to Health 

r--o.-EtllJ1iC group classification E3. Access to legal authorities 

(2. l nter ethnic unity E4. Access to aid 

C3. f'.'larriages Section G. Peace Initiatives 
-~ 

(4. Trades FI. Confiict Resolution (local or religious based) 
------------- . --_ ... 

Section D. Natural Resource Use 
----- ---

D. Survey ill st rUlll c nts 

There a rc t,\'o [v pes of questionna ires developed for thi s s tu dy . The first qu estion na ire is 

dc~igncd lUI" hOllsehn lds w ith a sa111 ple size of 100 selected from 3 diffe rent s ites . The second 

qU'.'s!iolln,lire is developed for focus g ro u p disc Ll ss ion \,vi l"h selec ted local adm inistralors 

<lJld sOl~ i {jl/(urnrnl1Jl il y g rou ps. 

Section A. Household Demograph ics (to be fi ll ed by household heads) 
AL Person al Data 

1. Name 
2. Sex ___ _ _ 
3. Age 

a. Less tha n 20 
b. 20-30 years 
c. 31 -40 years 
d. 41-50 years 
e. more than 50 

'l. Education 
a. Religious school 
b. Primary school complete 
c. Junior high school complete 
d. High school complete 
e. Read and write 

A2 . Location 
5. What is the name of your vi llage? _ ___ _ 
6. How many households live in this village? _ _ _ _ 

a . 20·25 
b. 25·35 
c. above 40 

GG 



A3. Fami ly history 
7. How many family members live in your household ' 

a. Male ___ _ 
b. Fema Ie -,-",-,-_ 

8. If you send your children to school; how many are they' 
a. Male -:-___ _ 
b. Female _ _ ..."..--:-__ 

9. Where are you originally from' 
a. Gumuz 
b. Loca l Oromo (Wollega, Iliubabur) 
c. East Hararghe 
d. West Hararghe 

A4. Household activity 
1. Wllat is the source of income in your family' (mu ltiple answers possible) 

a. Crop production 
b. Non farm (petty trading) 
c. Water transportation 
d. Livestock rearing 
e. Remittance 
f. Other services ______ _ 

2. How do you rate your source of income relative to others' 
a. High 
b. Low 
c. Medium 

.' 
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Section B. Assets and Hold ings 

B1. Household Assets 
1. What is the main asset in your household? Please list them down 

a . 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

2. If possible can you put your asset in percentage? 
a . 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

B2. Livestock Holdings 
1. Which type of ca ttle do you have? (multiple answer is possible) 

a. Goats 
b. Sheep 
c. Ox 
d. Chicken I 
e. Other I 

How many cattle's do you own? (multiple answer is possible) i 
a. Goats . 

~.' ;~e_ep___ II 

d. Chicken __ _ 

. ___ ~~her ---~--------------------- ---- -l 
B3. Land and Graz ing hold ing s I 
1. If you own a land how many hectares is it? ; 

a . I ha 
b. 2 ha 
c. more than 2 ha 

2. Do you have a separate land for grazing? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

If yes, how many hectares is it? ~ _____ _ 
If no, where do you cattle graze? 

I 
I 
I L-____________________________ . _ _____________________________ J 
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Section C. Access to social servi ces 

C1. Access to education 
1. Is there a school in your Kebele? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

2. How many primary schools are in your Kebele/Site' 
a. 1 
b. 2 
c. more than 3 
d. none 

3. What is the distance from your house to school? Estimate in hours --,_ -:-_ 
4. How many SCllool aged ch ildren are in your house? Male Female ___ _ 
5. How many of your children go to school? 

a. All 
b. None 
c. Only boys 
d. Other, please specify 

6. If none of your ch ildren go to school what is the reason behind? 

C2. Access to Hea lth 
7. Is there a health center/ post in your kebele? 

a. Yes 
, b. No 
I 8. If yes what is the distance? Estimate in hours ___ _ 

9. What kind of medical treatments you get in the hea lth cente r? (multiple answers is 
possible) 

a. Ma laria 
b. Anti-natal/posl-natal 
c. Other, please specify ___ _ 
d. None 

10. If none where do you go when you/family member is sickf? ___ ___ _ 

C3. Access to legal authori t ies 
11. Are there any judicial systems in your Kebele? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

12. If yes, wh ich ones from the list are you awa re of? (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Re ligious courts (Sharia or other) 
b. Traditional 
c. Kebele level cou rts 
d. Other, please specify _ __ _ 

13. Are there any law enforcement institutions (e.g . Police ... . ) in you r kebele? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

14. If yes which ones are you aware of? (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Police 
b. l"ii li t ia 
c. Other, please specify 
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C4. Access to aid 
15. I s there any relief services provided in your kebele? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

16. If yes, wllat kind of provision is there? 
a. Food ration 
b. Oil and cereals 
c. Other, please specify 

17. Are there any safety net programs in your keble? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

18. If yes, what kind of program is provided? 
a. Food supply 
b. Oil and cerea ls 
c. Cred it services 
d. Others, please specify ____ _ 

Section O. All iance 
! 0 1. Ethnic group classification 
11. Which ethnic group do you th ink you belong to? 

a. Oromo (local) . 
u. U f'OI110 \\ '., c::, L ii uIU II~C .~ 

c. Oromo (East Hahraghe) 
d. Gumuz (Ben ishnagull) 
e. Other, please specify ____ _ 

How many of your ethnic kins live in this kebele? 
a. 5000 
b. 6000 
c. less tllan 5000 

I d. more than 10,000 
! 3. How many of your non-ethn ic groups live in this Keble? 

a. 5000 
b. 6000 
c. less than 5000 

~~~~d~. ~m~o~r.~e~t~ha~r~l~l~O,~O~O~O ______________________ ____ . ______ ~ 
02. Inter Ethnic un ity 
1. How do you describe the relationsh ip between different ethn ic groups in your surrounding? 

a. Warm 
b. Cold 
c. 11edium 

2. I f cold, what is the point of difference? 

3. If warm, what is the point of cooperation? 

4. How do you rate you r relati onsh ip with the government' 
a. Warm 
b. Cold 
c. Medium 

5. If cold why? 
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6. I f warm, what is the point of cooperation? 

D3. Inter Ethnic Marriages 
J. Has any of your ethnic group got married to another ethnic group in your surrounding? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

If no, what do you think are the reasons behind? 

3. Who deCides the marriage of a family member' (multiple answer is possible) 
a. Mother 
b. Falher 
c. Uncle 
d. Community 
e. Olher 

D4. Trade across Woreda/kebele 
1. Wllere do you go to buy household chores? 

a. In the kebele 
b. Oulside kebele 
c. Neighboring town (specify) 
d. Other, please specify _---,-_ _ -:-----=-_ 

2. What are the goods and commodities you buy from markets? 
a. 
h. 
c. 

3. Who buys household chores in your house in most cases? 
a. Husband 

I b. Wife 
I c. Children 
I d. Other, please specify _____ _ 

/

' 4. How many times do you go to markets? 
a. Weekly 
b. Every month 
c. Every fifteen days 
d. Other, Please specify 

I Section E. Natural Resou rce Use 

I El. Soi l and land 
1. How do you describe your access to land? 

a. High 
b. Low 
c. Medium 

2. For what purpose do you use land? (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Cultivation 
b. Grazing 
c. Rent 

71 



d. Mortgaging 
e. Other, please speci fy ____ _ 

3. What is the main problem that limits your access to land' (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Distance 
b. Possible clashes 
c. Deforestation/desertification 
d. Unavai labil ity 
e. Other, please specify _____ _ 

4. What is the outcome of limited access and unavailability of land7 (multiple answers is 
possible) 

a. Migration 
b. Deforestation 
c. Beggary 
d. Conflict 
e. Other, please specify __ ___ _ 

Is there any effort made to conserve land in your Kebele7 (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Yes 
b. No I if yes please describe how' _____ ____ _ 

,-~------

I E2. Water 
6. How do you describe your access to water' 

a. High 
b. Low 
c. Medium 
d. No access 

I If your answer is no access please skip to E3 . 
I 7. For what purpose do you use water7 (multiple answers is possible ) 

a. Domestic 
b. For irrigation 

I c. For transportation 
i d. For animals 
I e. Other, please specify ____ _ 

I 
8 . What is the main problem that limits your access to water in your kebele7 

a. Limited movement 
I b. Possible clashes with others 

I c. Unavailability 
d. Other, please specify ___ __ _ 

9. What is the main problem to utilize water' 
a. Distance 
b. Unavailability 

I c. Possible clashes with others 
d. Not useable for drinking 

I e. Other, please specify ___ _ _ 
I 10. What is the outcome of limited access and unavailability of water7 

I a. Migration 
b. Deforestation 
c. Beggary 
d. Conflict 
e. Other, please specify _ ____ _ 

11. Is there any effort made to conserve water in your Kebele7 
a. Yes 
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~ - ---- - --. 

b . No 
. ~les please de~s: ribe how' 
E3. Biodiversity 
12. Is there any wild life in your kebele' If yes, can you please state them below? 

I 13. Is there any vegetation in your kebelc' If yes, can you please state them below' 

14. What is the main problem that persists for the existence of theses animals/vegetation' 
a. Extensive hunting 
b. Possible clashes 
c. Deforestation 

I d. Other, plea5e specify 

I 15. Is there any effort made to conserve the biod iversity' 
a. Yes 
b. No 

I If yes, please describe how' 

I 

l 
Section F. Coping stra tegi~s 
Flo Assets Selling 

1. Did you or any member in the family sold any assets in the last 2 years? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

If yes answer the fo llowing quest ions. If no skip to the next section. 
2. What are the main assets you sold during that period' 

a. Livestock 
b. Gra in 
c. Land 
d. Household assets 
e. Other, please specify -,-___ _ 

3. For what purpose did you use the money you got from selling assets' (multiple answers is 
possible) 

a. Buy food supply 
b. Buy seeds 
c. Buy other domestic animals 
d. Other, please specify _____ _ 

4. What other mechanisms you used to manage food sholtage? 

F2. Cr ises Ma nagement 
5. What crises has the household faced in the past 2 years? 
__ ---'a"".'-. Healt.I,.:.' -"c"'ri"'s"'es=-______ __ --'--__ _ 

----.~-----------
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b. Natural disasters 
c. Crop failures 
d. Civil unrest 
e. Legal problems 
f. Indebtedness 
g. Other, please specify ___ ---,-~ 

6. What longer-term changes have taken place in the household's because of crises7 

a. Natural 
b. Economic 
c. Social 
d. Environment 

I e. Other, please specify _ _ .,-_-:--:-:_ .,-_ 
I 7. In what kind of activities that your household got engaged after crises7 

I a. Farming continued 
I b. Off farm 

I c. Both 
d. Borrowing i e. Other, please specify ___ _ ~ __ _ 

, F3. Food anL Diet 

11 How do you rate your food consumption during crises7 

a. Reduced consumption 
b. Meal frequency changes 

I 
2. 

c. Other, Please specify ___ --:: 
Have you changed your diet because of food shortage7 

a. yes 
b. no 

I If your answer is yes please answer the following question. If no skip to the next question. 
I 3. What did you eat frequently ' 
i a. Vegetables 
I b. ca bbage and potatoes 

I c. wild foods 
I d. others, please specify ____ _ 

L 

~-

Section G. Peace I nitiatives 

Conflict Resolution (local or re ligious based) 
1. Is there any conflict resolution activity that exists in your Kebele7 

a. Yes 
b. No 

If yes please answer the following questions. 
2. What kind of conflict resolution mechanisrTls took place in your kebele' 

3. When did the peace initiatives take place' 
a. During the conflict 
b. After the conflict 
c. In between the conflict 

7~ 
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I d. Other, please specify _____ -, _ _ 
4. Who initiated the resolution program' (multiple answers is possible) 

a. Local government authorities 
b. Elders 
c. Local communities 
d. Others, please specify _ _ _ ___ _ _ 

5. WllO participated in the peace initiative? (multiple answers is possible) 
a. Both conflicting parties 
b. Only one of the conflicting palties 
c. Lega l authorities, like police and mi lit ia 
d. Elders 
e. Others please specify 

6. How do you eva luate the process of the conflict resolution' 
a. Highly participatory 
b. Low participation and representation 
c. Other, please speci fy 

7. What was the outcome of the peace talk' 
a. Confl ict resolved 
b. Conflict fueled 
c. Conflict transformed 
d. No significan t chc nge 
e. Other, please specify 

.~ ' , ~::: mark if there were any confl ict resolution n',echan isms introduced by the following agencies 
a. Civil society (Yout h and women ) 
b. NGOs 
c. Religious organizations 
d. Loca l administration 
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Annex II. Guidel illl's for Focus G roup Discussion 

A. Focu s Group Discussion with leaders and m embe rs of co mJ1lun i ty based social 

organizations 
Generat 
'I, Ho w do you sec the impact o( rcse ti'l e ment in att il ining (ood security in your respective 

site? 

2. I Inw d o you set' lhc o verall in tegra li on of the rcsetl lcrs w ith hos ts? 

a. In terms of Inter-ethnic group a lliance 

b. In terms of casing envi rollmental pressure 

c. In te rms of coope rati on and collaboration 

d , Tn te rms o ( parti cipation a t a ll levels 

:>, Whilt a rc the majo r ilcti vi ti es pe rformed by si te ad m ini s trato rs just afte r the 

es t"b li shme nt o ( th e resettlement? 

Natural Reso urce Use 

-I, Wh"t loca l ,'esources a re ava il ab le in the a rc" (or the deve lo pmc nt o( your s ite? 

~, 110\\' e(kc tively ,1re these 10c,,1 resources uscd (or the devel o p m en t o ( the s ite? 

6. \Vha! resou rces docs th e area bck? 

Access to socia l servi ces 

J. \\'ilh \ \' h ~lt 50(i (1/ groups ann insti tu tions (\NoJ"ctiJ, Kebc lc and C0J11J11 Uni ty groups) do 

s it c rcp resentatil'cs work closely? 

R. \Vh<lt streng th s and draw backs helVe you observed in th e fo llowing activ iti es? 

,1. :'\cce~s to hea lth Cilrc 

b. .'\ccess to vellica ti on 

( L (1 W L'n fo rce lllent 

9. \Vh;1t do you suggest to strengthen the. above activit ies? 
Peace Init iatives 

10, Do the people in thi s commu ni ty free ly disc uss ~ bou t conflic t reso lution or peace talk? 

Yes / No If yes, in what "vays? 

1 L Up to w hat leve l d o people in th is comll1unit y bel ieve that peace ta lks and tradi tional 

1l1CCh ;1J1is Il1 o f rcsoh-ing confl icts is effcc ti\ 'c? 

12. I low severe is lhe C0 l11111unity conflict in your si te? 

13, Whcn do 111 0s t o( the conflicts occur? 

H, Wh a t are the c ha lleng es and problems to solve these confl ic ts? 

Wh" t have the d iUere nt soci a l groups an d instituti ons (W EO, schoo l, cOl11l11un ity, lega l 

autho rit ics, c tc) d o ne to improve the s itu" ti o n? 
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13. r ocus G roup Di scuss ion with s ite representatives 

Gen eral 
2. 1-10\\' do you see the impact of rese tt icment in att<lining food secu ri ty in you r respective 

si te? 
:>. Ho\\' do yo u see the o ve ra ll integ rati on of the resell le I's with hos ts? 

a. In terms of In ter-eth nic g ro u p all iance 

b. In te rm s of (,Cl sLng envirOllmcntClJ pressure 

c. In te rm s of coope ra tion and co l!aborCltion 

d. In te rm s of pa r tic ipation a t all level s 
~. What a re the major ac ti vi ties performed bv s ite admini s trators jus t afte r the 

estab lis hment of the resett lement? 
Naillra l R eso llrce Usc 
:>. \Vhat local resou rces are ava il ab le in the <lrea for th e development of your s ite? 

6. 110·.· .. effectivelv ore these locil l resources used for Ihe development o f the s ite? 

7. Wh a t resou rces does the a rea lack7 

.. \ Cl'CSS to soc ial s ervi ces 

K. \Vit h \, 'hJI social groups and institu tions ( \Non~da, Kebelc and COIT1111Unily g roups) do 

sill" represe ntill ives \-"ork close ly? 

~ . \\ 'hi'll strengths ilnd d rawbacks have you observed in the lollo\\'ing activ ities? 

."1. ;\ ccess to health (;:'Ire 

b. /\ ((('ss to education 

L. Ll\\' l'nfOrCenlent 

10. \\ 'h,:1 dn ~,{lU suggest to strengthen the i1bove activities? 

J 'C~I Cl' in itiati n .:' s 
II. Do :hc peo~)le in this community freely discuss obout conflict reo;olution o r peace talk? 

y('~ J'<o, If ves, in "vhat vvavs? 
~ ~ 

12. Up t" ",hat level do people in thi s community bel ieve thot peace tal.ks and traditiona l 

mecha ni s lll o f reso lv ing conflicts is effective? 

13. 1[0\\" se \'crc is the COllllllunily conflict in your site? 

I~. \ Vhen do Illost o f the confl icts occ ur ? 

15. IVh,1t are the challenges a nd problellls to solve these conflicts7 

16. Wh,ll ha ve the di fferen t social g ro ups ane! ins titutions (WEO, schoo l, comlllun ity, lega l 

all thoriti es, e tc) done to imp rove the s ituation? 
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c. rOC US G roup Di scussion with Areda (Kebele) leade rs 

Genera l 

I . How d o you sec the impact o f rese ttl e ment in a ttaining food security ill )' our respec ti ve 

Ke bele? 

2. HoII' do yo u sec th e ove ra ll integ r<l tion o f the rescll ic rs wi th hosts? 

a. [ n te rms or Inte r-e thni c g roup ill.li ancl' 

b. In !erms oj cas ing envi ronme n ta l p ressu re 

c. In terms of coope rat io n and co ll a bo ril li o n 

d. In te rm s ot pa rti c ipati o n at al l leve ls 

3. What <Ire the majo r ac ti vi ties perfo rmed by Kebe lc adm ini s tra tors jus t after the 

es tabli s h m ent of the rese ttl e m ent·? 

Natu,-al Resource Use 
4. What local resources are avail able in th e " rea fo r the deve lopment o f you r Kebele? 

5. 11 011' effec ti vely arc these local resources used for the development o f the Kebe le? 

6. Whal resources does the a rea lack? 

Access to s()c i' ll sC ITiccs 

7. \Vil h what 'l1l i,,1 g roups (lila in~ ti l ut inns (\Vnrcoil , Kcbe!e (l nd C0ll11l1u n ity g r0ups) do 

site rl' l' rc~ent(1liv<..'s \\'o rk closelv? 

O. \l\IhJt streng ths rl nd druvvbacks have y~u observcd in the fol low ing acti\"i ties ? 

,1. Access 10 he al th ca re 

b. Accl'sS td educa ti on 

c. I , {l\\' en{orcenlenl 

9. \,"h,11 do :O Ll ~ lIggesl to s ln-:II~ IJH~ 11 the abo\"\.:- clcti\'ities? 

Pca ce Ini!ial in.~s 

10. 1)0 the peopk in th is com mu nity freel y di scuss about confli c t reso lution or peace talk? 

Yes I No rr yes, in what ways? 

J 1. Up to ",h" t leve l d o p eop le i.n thi s co mlll u nity bel ieve that peace ta lks and traditi ona l 

m echani s m of reso h ·i.ng co nfli cl"s is e ffec tive? 

12. H oII' severe is the commu nity con fli c t in )'om s ite? 

13. When do most of the co n flicts occur? 

14. \Vhat arc the challen ges and p '-ob le m s to sol ve these conflicts? 

1.'). \Vha l ha \ 'C th c d i ffe re n t soc ia I g rou ps and i ns li t ut ions (VV EO, school , comlll u n it)', lega l 

il ulhori l ics, etc) done to improve the situa t ion? 
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