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Executive Summary

Background

Since 1951, &e the Children International (SClslmplementedhumanitarian and development programmes
{2YFEALF AYy FAGBS 1S@& aSOl2NAY OKAfR LRGOSNIE& NBRdAzOGA 2
child protection. From their initial warin the 1950s, SCI hesntinued toactivelydeliverprogrammes to meet the
needs of houseblds affected bypoverty andoy humanitariancrises. During the severe drought of 2e4%17,Save

the Childrenprovidedcash and nutrition food assistante affected households iwdal Bari, Nugaal and Hiraan
RegionsFollowing this extended droughtiEA baselines were conducted to support the EFSP prograim®&, 740
beneficiaries (14,410 households). The aim of the project is to meet the immediate food netts drbught
affected population,increase food security and dietary diversity, prevent gresion of productive assetand

reduce the need for negative coping strategiekhenew HEA baselines itme three northern pastoral livelihood
zonesupdatethe old baselinegreference year2010 and 201Bandprovide a currentnformation basedor improved

project planning and responséVith supplementary atcomeanalysis training,lte baseline data can be used with

the Livelihood Impact AssessmejireadsheetlIAS)o allow planners to quantify the magnitude of seasonal and/or
annual food and iname gaps against survival, livelihood protection and MEB thresholds. This type of analysis is
useful in determining how much support is needed, when, and to meet typat of need.

Assessment Objectives

The overall purpose of the work is to provide robesidence and an idepth understanding of livelihoods in 3
northern pastoral livelihood zones in Somalia and Somaliland.

The data will be used to better equip SCI #&agpartners to deliver appropriate livelihoods and resilience
programming.

Capacitybuilding through a phased approach is an explicit objective of the assessment work in the three zones.
The internal capacity df / L Qa { 2 YI £ A dewil| b2 dévelbpgdiamdbyRhe 2id BfXield work in 3 zones,
the office will have the skill® leada full HEA baseline frothe trainingphase through tdield workandanalysis.

The HEA Analytical Framework

HEA or dusehold Economy Analysis, is an analyticahéaork that brings together livelihood baseline data with
current year price and productiomatato analysethe effect of a shock on future access to food and income so that
the decisioamakers can make infored decisionsThe logic othis approach is thamodelling scenarios or modelling

the impact of recent events produces results that are immediately useful to planners as they answer the specific
guestions of where, who, what and how much is needed to raedpolhree types ohouseholdinformation are
required in the HEA frameworKi) baseline foodincome and expenditures (ii) price and production effects of
hazards (i.e. events such as drought, conflict or market problems) and (iii) household copewjestrie.,food and
income sourcesised byhouseholddo make up initial deficits created by a hazard

In practice, theHEA analyticdtamework is divided into two phases, eagbmprisinghree stages' The figurebelow
illustrates thesixstages. fe result of the first phase is the compilatioha baseline for each livelihood zarEhe
first phase is essential to feed into phase@tcome analysisvhich cannot be carried out befoeghaselineis done.

1 Detailed information on each step of the analytical framework can be foundhiom//www.f oodeconomy.comand in the Guide for HEA
users (available in English and French) http://www.savethechildren.org.uk/ressferdinelibrary/practitioners ‘guidehousehold
economyapproach
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http://www.foodeconomy.com/
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HEA Analytical Framework, The Food Economy Group

This report summarisebe findings fom phase 1 of the HEA analytical framework, namely Step 2 and Step 3 of the
baseline phase. Step which in this case involved rezoning or updating the original livelihood zoning map, is found
on the FEWS NET Somalia web%ifdhe most ecent livelihoodzone map dates from August 2015.

StudyMethodology

Over a period o2 months, from 11 January to 10 March 2020, HEA baseline assessments were undertaken in 3
northern pastoral livelihood zones. The starting point $alecting sites to visit for the asssmentwas the
livelihoods zone map produced by FEWS alEIFSNAUN August2015 which was used to define the geographical
boundaries for each zondivelihood zones themselves are geographical areas in which households roughly share
the same productiorand income options, as well as similar market acca&fier selectinghe livelihood zones for

the assessmenthe baselingprocessstarted with a 6day classroom training followed by villagased field work
carried out over a period of two month$hereare three main steps in the HEA baseline assessment. At the region
and district level, secondary data on production, prices, population and hazamslected and local units of
measure are verifiedlO villagesare thenselected purposively to represetite livelihood pattern of the zonét the

village level, a meetingith key informants is held to develop a seasonal calendar and 5 year timeline of major events
as well as a summary of the characteristics of very poor, poor male headed and poor feadéd hmiddle and
better-off households in the village (as definedadly). The wealth breakdown exercise allows the team to organise
the next stage of interviews.-80 household representativémen and womenjrom each wealth group arehosen

by village elders Interviews arghen conducted separately with each wealginoup. During the 3} hour interview,
household representatives are asked to provide quantified information about the amount of food and cash typically
secured by households like them fnoa variety of different sources (production, purchase, wild foodés,g
remittancesaidand so on). This data is stored in a baseline storage spreadsheet or BSS. At the end of the assessmet
a total of 50 focusgroup discussionsvith household represetatives and10 key informantmeetingswith village
eldershad beencompletedper zone Across the three zones, a final safiroughly1,200peoplewere interviewed

at the village levelor 400 people per zonehn addition3 market inquirieandseveraimeetingswith regional and/or

district technical experts werearried out in eaclof the livelihoodzones.

All baseline information in the report refers to a specific time period. In this case, the reference year differs slightly
per zone. The specifieference yearsor each zonarelisted below.

2 https://fews.net/eastafrica/somalia/livelihoogzonemap/august2015
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LIASSOM Northern Pastoral_2020
Code Name Reference & Consumption Years
SO01 Guban Pastoral January; December 2019
S002 West Golis Pastoral April 2018¢ March 2019
S006 Northern Inland Pastoral October2018¢ September 2019
Results

The HEA baselines refer to the 2018 and 2019 reference years which immediately followed the drought crisis of
20152017. Consequently, the data reflects these recent events. These effects inelatieely small herd sis
post-drought, shorter lactatiomperiods for camels, and continued humanitarian assistance

Wealth breakdownThe current baseline assessmeifdsind that the population in the northern pastoral zones are
primarily classified as po@ndvery poor.These lower wealth groups comprised %6 68% and 60% of households
in SO01, SO02 and SOO06 respectively (see table atlteffed, this

WEALTH BREAKDOWN BY LZ

% households Lz marks a change from the old baselinesl@®years ago, the middle

v Poor SOZ%%A Sog%%ﬁ) 80202(; wealth group was the largest wealth groaupmprising oughly 50%
Poor 37% 38% 38% (SO01) of households. Old baselines useev@&lth group approach
Middle 24% 20% 29% . . ..
B/Off 10% 12% 11% compared to the 4vealth groups in the current baselines and this in
Total 100% | 100% | 100% part may explain differences in wealth group proportions.

Nonetheless, the impact of the drougérisis alsded to many households slipping down the wealth group ladder,
falling into poverty due to high livestock mortalities and now classified locally as poor.

Food SourcesThe livelihood patterns of these three northern zones are still primpagtoral despe the

cumulative stress of drought, livestock disease and the recent Sagar cyclone. Pastoral economies are characterise
principallyby sales of milk, meat and livestock (camels, goats and sheep in this case) which generate income to
meet basic needs. Usg cash generated from these sales, staple food items such as rice, wheat flour and pasta are
purchased. Own milk is also an important supplementary food for middle and better off households in particular.

S001 S002 S006

FOOD VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO

livestock products 1% 8% 8%  26% 459 3% 5% 6%  18%  28% 3% 9% 8%  19%  23%
food aid 62%  55%  55%  43% 69  15%  10% 6% 0% 0% 7% 1% 4% 0% 0%
giftsiremittances 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 3% 3% 3% 0% 0%
staple purchase 200  23%  21%  27% 389 47%  52%  50%  55% 529  54%  54%  51%  52%  53%
non-staple purchase 13%  14%  15%  15% 299 28%  30%  33%  33% 369  30%  30%  35%  37%  37%
TOTAL 97%  100%  100%  110% 1189 94%  97%  96%  106% 1169 96%  97%  97%  109% 1139

The table above summarises theoportion of food energy from each major food source by wealth group and
livelihood zone for the specified reference year. The results show that livestock products (mainly milk but a little
meat too) were a major food source for middle and better off houdds. Posdrought, milk production was

starting to improve although the effects of the stress years was still evident from smaller herd sizes to shorter
lactation periods for camels (i.e, in SO06 Northern Inland pastoral). Food purchase was the othey foad

soure (indeed the dominant food source for the lower wealth groups) across all three Abfthes.also stands out

is the enormous contribution of food aid from the drought recovery effort, notably in S&@hn Pastoral
LivelihoodZone Levels ofood aid weremuch lower in SO08prthern Inland Pastorabnd consequently food
purchases were much higher.

Income Sourceslin pastoral economies, sales of livestock and livestock products (milk/meayparallythe main
source of cash income by whito purchasenecessities. The results show that this was indeed the case for middle
and better off households particularly in SO8%est Golis Pastorpand SO0@\orthern Inland Pastorayhere

cash transfers were targeted to lower wealth groups on\s@01(Guban Rstoral), livestock sales were the
principal cash income sourdeut households there also required supplementary soutoegenerate sufficient

cash during the year, including remittance income, meat sales and money from cash transfers. In all zenes, litt
milk was sold due to the slow recovery of milk production girstught.
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SO01 SLSH S002 SLSH SO06 USD

INCOME VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO

livestock product sales 60,000 600,000 660,000 1,800,000 4,275,00 0 0 0 0 0f 0 0 0 60 30
livestock sales 300,000 1,750,000 1,025,000 6,875,000 12,350,00$ 1,125,000 3,281,250 3,375,000 9,562,50013,875,00 225 725 400 1363 206
cash transfers 5,400,000 5,400,000 4,800,000 3,600,000 2,700,000 1,625,000 1,300,000 1,300,000 0 0j 405 150 400 0 0]
charcoal sales 1,397,500 1,290,000 200,000 0 0] 3,585,000 3,192,000 1,080,000 2,160,000 0f 0 0 0 0 [
remittances, social support 0 0 0 2,050,000 2,500,000 1,750,000 1,750,000 1,600,000 0 0f 300 250 150 0 0]
TOTAL 7,157,500 9,040,000 6,685,000 14,325,000 21,825,000 8,085,000 9,523,250 7,355,00011,722,50013,875,000 930 1125 950 1423 209¢

Amongst the lower wealth groups, livestosile was the principal income source for poor households in SO06
(Northern Inland Pastorpbnly. In SO0ZWest Golis Pastorglcharc@l sales and livestock sales were equally
important, and in SO0Xuban Pastoralcash transfers was the main income smifor poor households.

Nowherein the 3 livelihood zones was livestock sale the main income source for the very poor. Instead, their
primary sources of cash income were cash transfers (8D04n Pastoradnd SOO®orthern Inland Pastorpband
charcoal ales (SO0RVest Golis PastoralFor the most part, the lower wealth groups generated small amounts of
cash from a range of-8 incomesources rather than from-2 sources only. Typically, income patterns amongst
poor female headed households were simtiaipoor male headed householtlsit they earned significantly less
annual cash income overall and Iéssm charcoal sales in particuléa labourintensive activity).

ExpendituresPastoralists spend little on items other than staple food (rice, pastaheat flour, vegetable oil)
sugar and teaThis patterrwas very marked in SO0R/est Golis Pastorphnd SO06Northern Inland Pastat)
where humanitarian assistance was far less than in SG0an Pastoral Other essential expenditures in the
reference yearsommon to all three zonescluded: vater forhouseholduse and for animal@except in SO02)
animal drugs; basic householdgints (salt, soap, torch and batteridsickets sleeping mats), cell phone dime,
some clothesand transport as required. The principal discretionary igmchased during the year wagat
(included in the table below undér K S O i S 3. Poufemal@h&dt& Mduseholdsere the exception and
did not purchasejaat. Educdion spendingvas anotherpriority expenditure notablyfor the lower wealth groups
Very poor and poor households tend to concentrate near settlements where sci@olgcated Moreover, wth
small herdsthey are less likely to migrate faway and thusheir children have access to schefir most of the
year.

SO01 SLSH S002 SLSH SO06 USD

EXPENDITURES VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO VP P PFHH M BO

staple food 1,862,500 2,150,000 2,012,500 2,522,500 4,120,000 3,810,000 4,200,000 3,532,500 4,402,500 4,200,00f 431 431 356 425 441
non-staple food 1,270,000 1,359,000 1,572,000 1,698,500 3,140,000 2,163,000 2,413,000 2,283,000 2,643,000 2,958,00 237 270 242 339 363
HH items 1,065,000 1,622,000 975,000 2,645000 3,360,000 742,000 825,000 730,000 1,204,500 1,530,00 74 96 82 136 185
water 432,000 752,000 547,200 1,187,200 1,529,60 0 0 0 0 0j 64 118 91 217 344
inputs 0 50,000 0 150,000 800,00 0 25,000 22,000 185,000 185,00 0 0 0 20 40
social serv. 930,000 900,000 775,000 930,000 1,170,00! 347,500 385,000 177,000 425,000 717,00 65 100 100 30 10
clothes 472,000 700,000 525,000 960,000 1,900,00 435,000 600,000 450,000 960,000 990,00 45 70 63 98 180
transport 0 0 0 0 1,000,00 25,000 25,000 0 62,500 150,001 0 7 0 12 100
gaat, airtime, repaid loans| 1,126,000 1,507,000 278,300 4,231,800 4,805,40 562,500 1,050,250 160,500 1,840,000 3,145,00¢ 14 33 16 146 428
TOTAL 7,157,500 9,040,000 6,685,000 14,325,000 21,825,000 8,085,000 9,523,250 7,355,00011,722,50013,875,00 930 1125 950 1423 2090

In SO01Guban Pastoralfood aid and cash transfers were relatively hilgining the reference yeatompared to
the other two zones The effect of humanitarian assistance was to allow households to sweéshnormaly spent
on food nto other items such as educatiotell phoneairtime andgaat.

MEBMinimum Expenditure BasketA MEHs a basket of goodthat typicaly includes dasicfood basket and a
basicnon-food basket. The goaff calculating a MEB todeterminethe costof meeting minimumstandards of
wellbeing in a particular areéd MEB is a useful tool to analytbe gap between what people earn and prady
and how much is needed to meet those standards of wellbéMgere a gap exists, the analysis slitwow much
assistance is required to close the gap. In Somalia, the FSNAU developedvhibtEBas applied tthe country,
The MEBhas beerused by thdnteragencyCashConsortiumGroup todeterminecash transfer values. Thash
value of the MEB is updated regulaithy, region using price data collectday FSNAWrom 74 different markets in
the country. The esstial items MEB is a survival basket amdamprised of 4 basic food items. The total basket
MEB combines a more diverse food basket (8 items) with afood basket (10 items). The HEA baseiiself
provided an opportunity to calculateastoralMEBfor SO01, SO02 and SQRQé&t takes into acount the
characteristics of each zoifee, the food basket, firewoqdvater etq and that also followsome sectoral
standardg(i.e, water, sanitation & hygieng The calculated costf the pastoralMEBby zonewas then compared to

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO0LGuban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0GNorthern Inland) 8




the Somalia MEBY regbn to examineif particular sector baskets differed in valardwhy. This exercis@asnot
meant to replace the Somalia MEBh a new MEBut to shed some light on whether certain itemsaartain
sector basketshould potentiallybe revised Furthermorea MEB per livelihood zoraustermight be a useful
additionin the future.

CEONEEEY  The results showed thahe value

Pastoral MEB

Reference Year total basket Poor HH Middle HH ofa (sector)standard M.EB.fOI’ the
LZ Region (end month) by LZ total income | totalincome| Northern pastoral zonets higher
SO01  Awdal December 2019 154 119 166 than the total income earned by
S002 Woqooyi Galbeed March 2019 115 78 95 the very poorand poor households
SO02  Togdheer March 2019 115 78 95 . . .
SO06  Sanaag September 2019 150 85 126 in all three livelihood zones. The
S006  Sool September 2020 150 85 126 valueof the MEB in SO02 and SO06
SO06 Bari September 2021 150 85 126 wasalsohigher than the total

income of middle households (i.¢hosezones with much lower levels of humanitarian assistantiels suggests

that for the most part, very poor, poor and middieuseholds cannot afford minimumstandard of livingn their

area. This exercise is usefuladdresshe question about whagoods and servicagallyare essential in pastoral

areas to ensure a decent standard of liviG@me caveat is thaniddle houséolds in general have sufficient savings
onthe hooftod T ¥F2 NRé (KS antake ug the RapétkeerniheiQdallmiaine and the MEB

threshold Howeverby minimisng expenditures they promotefaster herd recoveryhrough fewer livestock sales

In addition pastoral areas are not well served with mobile schools or health clinics and without these services,
pastoral households have less reason to spend on education or health, and thus less reason to sell livestock and
generate cash.

The pastoraMEB for SO1, SO02 and SO06
Somalia MEB || Pastoral MEBl \\55 compared with the Somalia MEB for
Reference Year Total Basket total basket . . .
Lz Region (end month) by region by LZ some of the regions in the baseline study,
SO01  Awdal December 2019 133 154 namelyAwdal Woqooyi Galbeed, Toghdeer,
SO02  Wogooyi Galbeed March 2019 138 115 Sool, Sanaag and Bari Regions. The
S002 Togdheer March 2019 149 115 . . .
SO06  Sanaag September 2019 193 150 comparison involved calculating the value
S006  Sool September 2020 184 150 for the specific referenceears in eaks zone
SO06__ Bari September 2021 154 150 and then comparing theastoralMEB value

by zone(HH6/USD/month) with the Somalia MEB total basket v8Hie¢6/USD/monthpy regionfor the last month
2T SI OK 1 2y S (raerebllista® BIBwhSumin&risddJorm in the tablewd Diffeences in value
are due to differences in the composition of the baskets (both food andfood). ThepastoralMEBby zone
reflectslivelihood zonecharacteristicgi.e.,food items included and/hether water and firewood costs are added
to the MEB as wel as basisector standards. Some key points to highligte

1. Inthe Somalia MEB total basketiding firewood costs in the northern pastoral zones raises the value of
the total basket significantly.

2. The value of education and health in ther&alia MEBd relatively low compared to theastoralMEBby
zoneand compared to poor and middle household expendituleis recommended that these values be
increased in the Somalia MEB

3. The value for soap should also be raised as it is low compaigetual expenditures and compared to
sector recommendations.

4. |If a livelihood cluster approach is taken, food baskets should be adapted to better reflect the main food
items consumed in thosegions.

It is recommended that if a MEB by livelihood clusteh@ught to be a useful tool in Somalia, field work and
budgets should allovior discussior at the village level about what items are considerssential for a basic
standard of wellbang in those areas. These discussions should be balanced dgténsational and national level
sector standardsas well as by protocols followed by sector clusters working Somalia

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO0LGuban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0GNorthern Inland) 9



Programme Implications

A HEA baseline is the first step to a betteadarstanding of local livelihoods. The baseline analysis shows ho
much food energy and cash are derived from the principal food and income sources in the zone, and what their
cash income can buy in terms of other basic ne@tte. analysis also shows the challenge of raising cash from
alternative income sources locaftyr those households with few livestock. Certainly, a pastoral economy in a
fragile environment requires a fairly large herd. Thus, efforts to both strengthehdalth of herds for households
still firmly planted in the pastoral economy and efforts tgpport income diversification for those with more

limited livestock are important steps to food security in these northern pastoral zones.

Discussions with wealthroups and community leaders about development priorities are summarised in the table
below with the 5 key priorities highlighted by wealth group.

SO01 S002 SO06

Very Poor |Improve access to clean water Very Poor Increase access to health clinics and MCH care [Very Poor Improve health facilities + MCH

Poor Free education + more secondary school?oor Increase primary and secondary school facilities |Poor Increase access to schools

PFHH Increase access to health clinics PFHH Improve access to clean water + water tanks PFHH Improve access to clean water
Improve specialised MCH care Invest in agricultural development Invest in skills training, job creation and IGAS|
Provide adult literacy programmes Provide access to business investment Improve shelter and latrines

Middle Improve access to clean water Middle Provide specialised doctors and improve MCH  |Middle Improve access to clean water

Better off Improve health facilities + MCH Better off Increase access to clean water + water tanks Better off Improve health facilities + MCH
Proivde electricity through solar Build more primary + secondary schools Build more primary + secondary schools
Improve access to livestock treatments Increase livestock treatment and vaccines Improve sanitation & hygiene facilities (latrine|
Invest in fisheries sector Improve roads Restocking

Leaders Invest in fishing Leaders improve access to potable water Leaders Increase health centres + MCH clinics
Increase small business opportunities improve health and education services Provide local secondary schools
Invest in market infrastructure invest in farming Install water tanks; develop water sources
Provide vocational training improve road infrastructure Provide vocational training. Invest in businesg
Improve roads watershed management Improve livestock treatment and vet services

There emerged a concern to sketter education and health services the three zones, the development o
water sources and an investment idiversified livelihood optionsand support to thepastoral economy In sum:

1. Education and health service Improve these services at the village léxah in terms of quality (i.e,
better trained and more specialidedoctors) and quanity (more MCH clinics; more local primary and
secondary schools).

2. Water development Develop water sources by investing in water tanks and by providing clean, good
guality potable water

3. Diversified livelihood options Very poor and poor households as well as community leaders identified the
need to invesin skillstraining, vocational schools, agricultural development (SOfi&)eries (SO01) and
smallbusineses. Community leaders also highlightedetimportance of improving local roads and market
infrastructure.

4. Livestock productionMiddle and better off haseholdsdentified the need for improved veterinary
services and restocking pedtought to support the pastoral economy.
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BASELINE PROFILE SO01 SOMALILAND

GUBAN PASTORAL LIVELIHOOD ZONE March, 2020

Summary: This zone covers parts of Awdal, Sahil and Sanaag Regions of Somaliland and is characterised |
temperatures and very little rain. The zone experiences a different pattern of rainfall from thefr@straliland due to
the xaysrainsthat fall betweenDecember and February. However, in the recent ye@rsand Deyrrains are becoming
increasingly common and in the reference year the majority of the zone receivedcotiins 2018 and 2019, aridgeyr
rainsin 2019.Camels, goats and sheep are the maiadtock in the zonddouseholds depend largely on market purchas:
and own livestock production for food. However, due to successive years of drought, food aid formed the largest p
the annual foodenergyfor mostwealth groupsn the reference yeaexcept the betteroff. Livestock and livestock product
sales are the major source of cash income for the middle and beffdrouseholds. The two upper wealth groups alsc
received unconditional cash trafers from humanitarian agencies in the reference yasrwell as remittances from
relatives in urban areas and abroad. Unconditional cash transfers were the major source of cash income for the two
groups including the poor femaleeaded households'hey also engaged in selfnployment activities includg charcoal
sales, pole sales and handicrafts. The poor also sold slieatsand sold some meat. Recurring drought is the mail
hazard of the zone.

This profile contains additional analysis comparimgusehold income to the Minimum Expenditure BasketBME
threshold

Zone Description

TheGuban Pastoral Livelihood Zof8001) is K
located in parts of Awdal, Sahil and Sanaag
Regions. The Guban is a serdesert coastal plain
which runs paralledo the Gulf of Aden for about
150 miles between Seylac District (Awdal Region)
and Ceel Afweyn District (SanaagRegion) in the

east. The Guban plain narrows gradually from 35
miles in the west to about 4 miles in tleast but
remains lowlying throughout(i.e., ess than 100
meters above sea leJelTheGuban Pastoral
Livelihood Zoneovers the districts of Zaila,
LughayaBerberaand Ceel Afweyn It is bordered el
by the much higher Golis mountain range to the “

GubanPastoral Zone

south. The area is sandy and has a sparse VegetatiQORAL POPULATION BY DISTRICT & LZ - 2017
cover. Itis characterised by high humidity and highregion District LZ
temperatures, with temperatures in the summer SO01
season sometimerising above 40 degrees Awdal Lughaya 81,997
. . . . Awdal Zeila 67,924
centigrade It receives/ery little ralnfall,. less j[h_an_ Awdal Baki 4632
100 mm per yearThe primary economic activity is | Awdal Borama 6,375
nomadic pastoralism with camel, goats and sheep| Saaxil Berbera 40,579
being the main livestock reared. Goats are currentiff@TALS 201,507

the dominant species aamgst the small stock. Sheeme the dominant species approximately 5 years ago but
due to drough sheepnumbers are decreasinghist goatnumbers are increasing

3 Fieldwork for the current profile was undertaken in January 2020. The information presented (including prices) refer to the
reference year, which was the consumption year covering the period Jamengmber 2019. Provided there are no
fundamental skfts in the economy, the information is expected to remain valid for approximatel® §ears (i.e. until 2024
2030).
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Due to successive years of more frequent and severe climatic hgeapcially droughdshouseholds in all wealth
groups lost most or all of their livestackRoorest householdsvere the most affected. With the loss of livestock,
some better off households have fall@rto povertywhile some middle and poor households halipped inb the

very poor categoryThose householdsholost alltheirf A @S a2 01 KI @S WR Ndudtitdard are dzi Q
pursuing alternative livelihood practices including charcoal sdesiymoved to urban centreddowever, theras

a limited number of alterative livelihoods that can be practicedhus many householdshave become more
dependenton food and cash aid as well as social supp@iimatic hazards have also contributed to increased soil
degradation and erosignincreased reduction imainfall and higher temperaturesall of whichhave negative
impactson natural resources.

Somaliland in genat has four seasons referred to gs(April to June)hagaa(July to Septemberfieyr (October

to Decembey andjiilaal (Januaryto March).Guand deyrare usually rainy iwnths andhagaaandjiilaal aredry
months. However, in th&ubanPastoral ivelihoal Zonethe seasons are different from the rest of Somaliland. The
zone experiencesomerainsthat arelocally referred to agays These falbetweenDecemberand February The
remaining part of the yeaincluding thegu seasonis dry.However, in recenyears, theguanddeyrrains are
becoming increasingly common. For instance, most of the zone recgimedins 2018, 2019 and 2020. There were
alsodeyrrainsin 2019.

The Guban is covered with a mantle of stosgndy alluvium on the coastal plaifgandy depositare mixed with
marine soilsThe vegetation is a combination of low bushes and grass clumps which are adapted to toeserni
environment. They consist of halophytes suchSada fruticosglocallyreferred to asxudhuur), Zygophyllum
album (local nameDinaag, Lasiurus hirsutugocal nameDarif), Acacia tortilis(Qudhag andBalanites orbiculus
(kulan)among othersDespite the desert type vegetation, the area affords excellent grazing to camels, goats and
sheep.

The Guban terrain is aehnacterized by numerous broad shallow seasonal watercourses that are beds of dry sand
except in the rainy season¥he Guban area is ostly dry and water sources are scarce and mostly limited t
boreholes and shallow wellsoth in the wet and dry seasomecause of this, households from all wealth groups
had to pay for water for human use in the referengear, a practice that is commoim other years as welllhe

poor, middle and better off households wlawn a considerable number ofivestockalso paid fo water for
livestock.

Camels - Jan-Dec 2019|Poor  |Middle |Better-off Natural resources in the Guban area include fisld saltat the

Start ref yr total 100 100 100 coastal areasvhich areexploited by a few gople in some villages
Adult females 50 50 50 and game which is not exploited at all.
No. born 33 40 36

Despite years of successive droughts and livestock disahsaé

No. sold 0 10 11 o . . . . .

No. slaughtered significantly reduced livestock holdingsgboralism is stithe key

No. died livelihood activity in this zone especially for the wealthier
No bought 0 o o households Livestock reared include camels, goats and sheep

End ref yr total 133 130 123 which are all free grazed. Camel§ feed on grass ansldarogoats
feed on grass, browse and graémd sheep feed on grass and
Goas- Jan-Dec 2019 |Poor |Middle |Better-off | grain Men and boys look after camels, and small stock are mostly

Start ref yr total 100 100 100 looked after by women, girls and young childrédamels are the
Adult females 53 57 57 most valuable animals as they can be sold to geneirateme

No. born 67 63 60 provide milkand are also used as pack animalyver the course

No. sold 33 33 23 of the reference year, herds typically grew, reflecting post
No. slaughtered ’ 8 8 drought recoveryThetwo tablesat left show the herd dynamics
No. died I 3 8 of camels and goats (for poor, middle and bettdf) to illustrate

No bought change over the year. The base number 100 is used for

End ref yr total 120 121|122 comparabiliy purposes across wealth groups and livestock types.

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO01Guban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0§Northern Inland) 12



Birth rates were higher for goats than camdiat offtake is higher too thus overall herd growth was slightly lower
for goatsthan camels.The overall upward trend was a positive sign of herd recovery.

The previous 3 yeamsere characterised bgevere drought thateduced the number ofamek in heatand thus
conceptionand births. Hence there was little to no milk in those Bears.The effects of drought lingered in the
reference yearForinstance,camels are normally milked for at least 12 months from the time they give birth but
in the reference year camels were milked for betweer Bonths only Average milk productioin the reference
yearwas 3 liters per animal per day in the wet sea and 1 liter per animal per day in the dry seasaoats were
milked for2-3 monthsduring thewhole refence year and sheep milked for only 2 months. Average milk production
for goats wad).5 liter per animal per day and for sheep 0.25 liter per anipgalday.In the reference year, all
livestock were milked. Moreoverlldivestock were sold in the reference year to generate incoealthier groups
typically solccamelsand shoatswhereasthe poorer groups onlgolda fewshoats

Normal livestock migttion routes are limited tavithin the Gubanlivelihood zone if thexayshavebeen normalin
addition, livestock are typically moved from Guban to the neighboring zon#est Golis Pastotaluring the
months when the Gubais dry but other parts of Somaliland (such as West Golis) are wet due to the difference in
rainfall patterns. There is also heoming migration fromother pastoral communities from further south in
Somaliland. During bagears, livestock move t®@go, Had and as far as Ethiopi&amily members move with
livestock especially men and boys. In sazaseswhole households move with livestock.

Service coverage at the village level is fair to weak. There are primary schowstinillages of fair quality, bu

village based MCH clinics tend to be poor unless operated by humanitarian agencies. Some settlements are servec
by mobile health teams. Mobile phone coverage is widespread in the zone, with network quality being gwed. Th

are no formal savings and ciiefhcilities, so food loans are organised through local traders and shops. There is no
electricity at the village level and local sanitation is poor as it involves open air defection affecting all wealth groups.
The excepion is a few better off househotdin the villages who have access to shared latrines.

The main hazards affecting the zone are drought, livestock diseases and environmental degradation. The zone
experienced successive droughts for 3 years between 20180fY exacerbated by livestock éises The
cumulative effect was a decreaseherd sizespoor livestock body conditiondpw livestock market prices and
decreasedivestock production. The most common livestock diseases are foot and mouth (@Ehit)affects all
livestock; contagiousaprine pleurepneumonia (CBPP) and peste des petits ruminants (RRiB) affects goats

and respiratory diseases affecting camels.

Markets

The main road through the zone is the Borama to Djibouti r@tier important roadshat passhrough orthat
connect to the zone includehe DawgaCadroadwhich connects Hargeisa to Bulaxarr and Djihabe road
connecting Hargeisa to Bulaxaar via the main tarmac road through Dacarbutieugad connecting the zone to
Berbera incluthg the main tarmac road that connects Hargeisa to Berbaral other roads which run in the east
part of the zone. The zone iglsoserved by dirt roads that are in bad state but fairly accessible during the dry
season. However, in the wet season accebisilis poor making transport challenging.

Trade in livestock and livestock products are the fundamental economic actfeitidee communities living in the
GubanPastoral livelihood zondxport quality shoats and camels are the species tradedelreflierence yeaiocal
livestock sales anahilk sales from all species including canveése not common

Primarylivestock marketsniclude Berbera, Hargeisa and Burao. Other local markets include Zeylac, Lowyacado,
Lughaya, Laasciidle and Ceel Afweyredtock can be sold at any time of the year; however, the peak is between
May and October which also coincides with the giyhagaaseasonas well as théHungerLJISNA 2 RQ ¢ KSy |
milk is limited. Djibouti is still a major livestock export hub forwestern part of the zone.

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO01Guban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0§Northern Inland) 13



During the reference year, prices for local quality camels
(illustrated by the solid black line in the graph at left), were
slightly higher than previous years except in 2@&ién the
extended drought of 2012017 led to a lowgpply of
livestock andhighprices The price trends in 2019 showed

Camel market prices for Adwal (local quality) in SLSH
5,000,000

4,000,000

3,000,000

2,000,000 a distinct low point in Mayune with prices peaking in
1,000,000 NovemberDecember.
0 In terms of food trade, the main food commodgie

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec . . .
consumed in the zone include rie@dwheat flou. There

2015 2016 =—@=2017 =0=2018 =—@=2019 =—0=2020
isno agriculture in this zongthus all cereals and non
FSNAU market datéwdalRegion 20182020 staple food itemsare purchased.Rice and wheat flour
mostly come from Berbera, Hargeisa, Borama and Burao.
Market price in SLSH1kg imported red rice, Adwal These foodstuffs are imported from outside Somaliland.
8,000 Some of the staple food also com&om Djibouti
7,000 O especially for those areawar the border Households in
Sggg M o — the livelihood zone purchase cereals and +saples in
4,000 large quantities mostly in 25lgacls andtherefore they
3,000 source these commodities directly from the cities of
iggg Berbera, Harge&s Borama and Djibouti. There are vehicles
0 that ply the livelihood zon&om the cities andhus most

J Feb M A M J Jul A S O N D .
an Feb Mar Apr My dun il A sep 9et Hov BEE - hauseholds source and pay for the commodities to be

transported tothem directly from the source areaBrice
FSNAU market datéwdalRegion, 20182020 trends in the reference year (illustratedtine table above)
show peak prices at the start of the reference year and
then a decline during the year. Rice prices on the whole rose durindrtheght years reachma high level in
2018.

®--2015 2016 =@=2017 =0=2018 =—@=2019 2020

Household income in th&uban PastordlivelihoodZoneis derived primarily from the trade of animals and milk
However, in the reference yeanilk salesvere not typicaldue to the lingering effects of drough®therincome

soures includeselfemployment activities such @ale of charcoal and firewoodouilding pde sales, construction
fro2dz2NJ ' yR KFYRAONI Fia SalISOALFT & T2 Ndelieaitkdbddd wa dza S K
also an income source especially the wealthier households.

TheGubanLivelihoodZone, just like most parts of Somaditd, experienced a protracte@8-yeardrought
exacerbated by livestock diseases andyclondan May 2018hat led toa significantlossof livestock. As a result,
agencies offered food and cash assistanckeip households cope with the hazards. Of imorte was the
unconditional cash transfer that wasvitalincome source for all households especially the poorer ones

Timeline and Reference Year

The baseline assessment refers to a very spdwifitve-month period called the reference yeaNormally, the
reference year begins dhe start of the main rains for pastoralists and for agriculturalists at the start of the main
staple harvest which marks the end of the lean periall.information described in this repoimcludingprices,
income expenditure and foods consumedelate to the specific twelvemonth period 01 January 2019 to 31
December 2019

4In HEA, a reference year is therh®nth period to which the data applies. In agricultural areas, the reference year starts at the
startof tKk S KI NBS&ad 2F GKS YIFIAYy ONRLI 6KAOK YINJa GKS SyR 27F (
reference year begins at the start of the main rainy season when pasture availability and animal body conditions improve and
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The reference year was an average year in terms of food security dine tmusualarrival of @veragé gu and
deyr rains This meant thathere was goodpasture for livestock, gml livestock body conditions, good milk
production and good livestock markets. The zone normally rece@gsrains(and notgu and deyn but thiswas
not the case ir2019 Nonethelessthere was still a lot of fooénd cash aid in the reference year ascaovery
mechanism for households affected thetextendeddroughtof 20152017 and the Sagar cyclone of May 2018

During community leader interviews, informants were asked to rank the last five years in terneasaial
LISNF 2 NXY | yOS 6 AG KLUV aASIRaA20M GIAWR WpQ Ly SEOSttSyid a
response of the community leaders.

Consumption

Year Season Rank Critical Events Response

Average rainfall, googasture availability,
average to good milk productigngood

2019 Deyr 3.5 . i, .
y livestock body conditions, low livestock
diseases
Poor rainfall, poor pasture availability, low| Livestock migration,
2019 Gu 2 milk production, animal diseases ang migration, cash transfers,

deaths, poor terms of trade food aid

Poor to no rainfall, poor pasture | Livestock migratiorhuman
2018 Deyr 2 availability, low milkproduction, animal | migration, humanitarian aid
diseases and deaths, poor livestock marke

Heavy rainfall and storm/cyclone, floods| Humanitariancashaid, food
2018 Gu 2 livestock deaths, human deathgw milk | aid, migration
production, average pasturavailability

Migration to Ethiopia,
Drought, no pasture availability, no milk | livestock migation, water
2017 Deyr 1 production, livestock diseases, livestock | trucking,supplementary
deaths, poor livestock market animal fodder and
treatment, humanitarian aid

Humanitarian aid, water
trucking, camel migradin,
human migration, livestock
treatment

Drought, no pasture availability, no milk
2017 Gu 1 production, livestock diseases, livestoc
deaths, poor livestock market

Drought, no pastureavailability, no milk | Livestock migratiorhuman
production, livestock diseases, livestocl migration, humanitarian aid
deaths, poor livestock market
malnutrition

2016 Deyr 1

milk availabity is also good. Improved milk availability marks the end of the annual hunger period for the pastoral communities.
The reference year should be a recent relatively average year to enable the communities to easily recall the eventsan. that y

In termsof sdection of the appropriate reference year, a timeline is done looking back at the last five years and looking at how
the different seasons performed and their impact on household food security as well as livelihood security. In théSedmenof
Pastaal Livelihood zonglooking at the rainfall performance in the last 5 years between 2015 and 201guBi€018 and 2019

and thedeyrof 2019 performed well compared to the other yea@ubanhas a different rainfall pattern and usually experiences

the xaysrains between December and February but this has been changing in the last 5 years and now the zone experience:
more unusuafju anddeyrpatternsas was the case in 2018 and 2019. As 2019 was a more complete recent year withga good
anddeyrseasonsit was selected as the reference year despite xhgsnot performing well.
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2016

Gu 1

Drought, no/low pasture availability, no
milk  production, livestock diseases
livestock deaths, poor livestock market

Livestock migration

2015

Deyr 1

Drought, no/low pasture availability,
no/low milk production, livestock diseases
livestock deaths, low livestac

market/prices

Livestock migration,
migration, cutting tree
leaves for shoats,
humanitarian aid

2015

Gu 1.5

Drought, no/low pasture availability,
no/low milk production, livestock diseases
livestock deaths, low livestock
market/prices

Livestock migradn, human
migration, humanitarian aid

Thee are two main seasons in tleubanPastoralzone. Thegilaal season (December to May) which although
commonly a dry season in the rest of the couritryhis zone iis the season that receives tlaysrains (between
December and-ebruary. Thegu/hagaa dry season follows from June to November. Kagsare the only rais

receivedin the Guban aredHowever, in the recent years, tlggianddeyrrains are becoming increasingly common.
This was the case ihe reference year when the zone received unusual rains during thend deyr seasons
Pasture availability and grazing conditions imprawth the xaysrains and for a short periqdt attracts pastoral
communities from outside the area where tfilaal seasons completely dry.

Rainy/Diry Seasons
Livestock
Camels
conceptions
births
milk production
Goats/Sheep
conceptions
births
milk: production
Livestock migration - average year
Livestock migration - bad year
Livestock disease
Livestock sales (peak)
Other Income
Charcoalfirewood =ales
Labour migration (bad year)
Remittances peak
Handicrafts
Petty trade pick
Stress & High Expenditure Periods
High staple prices
Festival seazon
Human diseases

Lean seascn

Jan | Feb HarlAprIHa:.rI ]unl Jul IAuEI SeplﬂctIN&v Dec
|- dry ﬂ
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Livestock production follows the seasons as water and pasture availability is crucial in determining the outcome of
reproductive cycles and milk yields. During thge@r drought, there was little to no conception and births dinds

little to no milk. However, following the heavy rains during the Sagar cyclone and good pasture and water
availability afterwards, livestockespecially camelswere able to conceive antthen give birth in the reference

year. This led to good midvailability.

TheGuban Pastoratone is a primary migratory area for livestock from other areas of Somaliland. However, once
the benefits of thexaysrains are no longer visible and the zone becomes dry, pastoral communities from the Guban
plain migrateoutside of the zone in search of water and pastuBauring the long seasons with very little rainfall,

all livestock move towards the south to the aseaf Ogo, Haud and even further across into Ethiopia. During the
xaysrains, migration into the livelinmed zone occurs from pastoral communities in other parts of Somaliland. The
in-migration puts pressure on the local pasture leading to overgrazing.

Canels can be milked throughout the year. However, in the reference year camels were only milkédnfanéhs.
Average milk production per animal per day in the months with good water and pasture availability was 3 liters but
went down to 1 liter per day inther months. Goats and sheep only produce milk in meaningful quantities during
the wet season. Goatsere milked for 23 months and sheep for only 2 months. Average milk production per
animal per day was 0.5 liter and 0.25 liter for goats and sheep ctisply.

Livestock salegeak between May and October. The main Islamic celebrations fall withinrttdsamd there is huge
demand for livestock. Also, livestock sales occur during thgwhagaaseasonas well as théHungerLJS N& 2 R Q
where access to itk is limited and cash is needed.

The most difficult time of the year is thegaaseason (June to Augt). This is the hottest period of the year with
temperatures goingbove40 degreescentigrade Animal conditions and production is at its lowestsl&i period
when taking food on loans become more common especially among poorer households. Fooatphiesime
are also at their highest.

Wealth Breakdown and Productive Assets

In this zonehouseholds can beategorizednto four broad wealth groups. Thable below summarizes the key
characteristics and productive assets of the four main wealth groups, including the percentage bredkdbwn
they constitute in the zonelhe yellow bars indicate the percent of femdileaded households within each group.
A separate set of productive assets figures is provided for poor fehwdded households on the right side of the
table.

The main detaninant of wealth in this livelihood zone is the size and composition of livestockawhe more
animalsa household ownghe greater their access to food and cash inco@amels are the most valuable animals
as they provide milk for most part of the yeand fetch a highemarket pricecompared to theprice of shoats.
However, thevolumes of trade in small stock are higher.

Poorer household# the Guban Pastoral Livelihood Zoaee characterized bgxtremely lowlivestock holdings.
Very poor householdeswn no cameland only5 goats andd-1 donkey.Asset holdings increase with wealth. For
instance,in terms of camel holdings, at the start of the reference yganr female-headedhouseholds owad 2
camels; poor makleaded households owneticamels middle households had 10 camels and the betteooihed

22 camels. It was a similar pattern with goats, sheep and pack animals (see asset table abovej Gtestnaints

to livestock production in this zone are drought and livestock diseases. Recurcamghtileads to shortages of
pasture and water.dand is communally owned and there is plenty of land for grazing.
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In this zone livestock ownership is by househol(

though it is menwho make decisions abouhe
herd. In terms of looking after livestock, mend
boyslook after camelsvhereasshoats aremainly
herded by women girls and young children
Livestock selling is mostly done men and milk

Productive
Assets

Very poor

Poor
male-
headed Middle

Poor
female-
Better off headed

Camels

3 10

22 2

Camel pack animals

0.5 2

5] 0

Goats

15 30

53 14

Sheep

4 14

25

Donkeys 0.5 1.5
Phones 1.5
HH size 7
Number of wives 1
Students - primary 2
Students - secondary 0 0 0 0 0
Income sources - #1

sales mostly done by women.

Femaleheaded households make up a portion of ¢
wealth groups with higher praptions found in the
lower two wealth groups.During field work, in
depth interviews were conducted withoorfemale
headed households. This is a group that has sim
characteristics to poor malkeaded households
and faces similar constraints but aresailvantaged
by lack of enoughmales to work.Poor female
headed households have a similar asset profile
poor maleheaded householdalthoughthey have
slightly fewer camels, goats, sheep and cellphong

N [P [NN
NP [([NW W

cash transfers cash transfers livestock saleflivestock saleiscash transfers

Income sources - #2 charcoal salef livestock saleg cash transfers meat sales | livestock sale:

Income sources - #3 livestock salef charcoal sales remittances | remittances | meat sales

40%
Wealth

Breakdown 35%

30%

% of households
= N N
g Q g
> > >

Thepoor and very poor make up the largest wealt 1%

groups in the zone, witaround 37% and2%% ofthe 5%
household respectively. Middle households are th 0%
next largest wealth group comprising 24% where
the better off is the smallest group comprisin
around 10% only.

better off

L]

very poor poor middle poor thh

m male-headed Ofemale-headed

Note: Allresults are the migpoint of a range

Herd size Poor Middle Better -off

end of ref yr

2019

When we compare th@ew baselines Jan/Dec2019)
with the old baselinesJan/De2013) there are several
points to note. First, therdhas beena change irthe
proportion of households in eacliealth group. In the
current baseline there are 4 main wealth groups, ve
poor (23630%); poor (29%40%); middle (29980%)
and better off (4%16%) Inthe previous baselinghere
were 3 wealth groupsonly: poor (20%30%); middle
(45%55%) and betteoff (15%25%).0f importance is
to note howin the current baselines, very poor/poor

househdds now comprise the largest wealth group whereas in the past baselines, it was the middle group

10-34 goats
0-13 sheep

13-53 goats
6-24 sheep

46-77 goats
20-35 sheep
21-40 camels

0-7 camels 6-19 camels

2013 20-30 goats

10-15 sheep

3555 goats
15-25 sheep

60-100 goats
25-35 sheep
20-30 camels

3-5 camels 7-10 camels

Second, household sizes have changkghtly. Middle household sizes wered but are now 68. Moreover, ,
better-off householdsvere previously9-11 members butare currently 79.

Third, there have been changes in livestock holdings. In particsiteratholdingsdecreasedver the past Gears

In the table at leftthe goat herds of the betteoff and middle households showed a very marked deard trend.
Overall, the range in shoat holdings in the current baseline is also greater than previously, meaning that some
households were very severely affected by the extended drought. The decline in shoat histalimg®13 to 2019
points to the cumuléve effect of multiple drought years (2018017) on smalstock numbersBy contrast, canel
holdings slightly increased in ti2®19baseline year compared to the previous baseline of 20h# table above
shows the change in average herd sizes betweerwlzebaseline yearsTheincrease in camel herds sizes pgint
to the resiliency of amels during extended droughttn short, camels typicalurvive extremedrought periods
better than small stock. Howevehe rangein camel holdings within each wealginoupis greater now than before.
This suggests that whilst average camel holdings increagexhlinot all households fared well and within each
wealth group there were households whamst manycamek from death or crisis sales.
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Sources of Food
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mfood aid
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mgifts/remittances
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Enon-staple purchase

80%
mstaple purchase
60%

Olivestock products

40%

20%

0%
V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

In the graphfood access is expressed as a percentage of minimum food requirements, taken as an avere
energy intake of 2100 kcals per person per fdayhe JanuanbDecember 2019 reference year.

The graphabove summarize the sources of food, quantified as kilocaloriés, households in different wealth
groups in the livelihood zone for the period January 2019 to December. 28h0Qary represents the start of the
consumption year since it is when there is plenty of pestand waterfrom the DecembeiFebruaryxaysrains.By
Januaryit is expected that milk productiowill be good thereby marking the end of the hunger periéaod is
presented as a percentage of 2100 kcal per person per day for theoh#h period.

Thereare two main food sources in this pastoral livelihood zone: own livestock produgtiith and meatjand
market purchasedNormally, market purchas®of cerealqrice, wheat flour and pastapil and sugar providmost

of the energyequirements for all walth groups in the zonélowever, in the reference yeghis pattern was only
typical for the betteroff and to a lesser extent, middle households. To illustr@f®p of the annual food neeawf
better-off households cam&om marke purchase; formiddle householdsit was42% for poor maleheaded and
poor femaleheadedhouseholds, it wa87% and 36% respectivelgnd finally, for the e@ry poor householdsonly
32% of their annual food requirementamefrom marketpurchase. Frommilk production, the letter off secured
45% of their annual food energymiddle householdsecured26% poor maleheaded and poor femalbeaded
households each securegl4 and \ery poor householdsonsumeda paltry 1%of annual food energy from
milk/meat production The betteroff and middlehouseholdwere able to produce much larger quantities of milk
than the poorer wealth groups because they have larger herds and therefore more milking aftaralsls are
important because they produce large quantities of milk: 3 liters dk per animalper day in the wet season and
1 liter per animal per day in the dry season for a total -Gf #®ionths in the reference year. Better off households
had 8 milking camels, middle houss#tishad 4 and poor makheaded and poor fematbheadedhousetolds hadl
each. The very poor households did not have any milking can@tsats were milked for between2 months in
the whole refence yeaproducing 0.5 liter per animal per dayd sheep niked for only 2 monthsproducing 0.25
liter per animal peday.
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Apart from the betteroff households, all other households including the middle wealth group had a significant
amount of their annual food energy requirements coming from reliethe reference year, the livelihood zone
wasstill under a large rkef distribution programme (food and casWhich benefited all wealth groupsspecially

poorer households Although almost all households received food, @&loverall contribution to houshold needs
decreased with wealthDistributed food included ricewheat, pasta, pulses, cooking oil and sug&tery poor
households had 62% of their annual food energy requiremergisfrom relief. Poor maldheaded and poor femaie
headedhouseholds meb5% of their annual food from relieMiddle householdsnet 43% fron relief. This was

almost equal to market purchagd2% of their annual food energyeeds) The better off househokhadthe least

amount of annual food energy requirements coming from relief at 68tyNormally, a reference year should be a

year withvery little, ifanyNSf A ST odzi Ay GKA&a OFasS (G4KS NBFSNByOS 41
indicated bythe community andy keyinformants and yet relief distribution remained higk a recovery measure

from the 2152017 droughtsthe 218 Sagar cyclopnévestock
diseaseslivestock losseandlow/no milk production 2018 was izg://"
wo SddSND 02 Wils RERS ititermsidKpSstutelbid 900/‘0’
water availability from the heavy rainfall during the Sag g,
however thecycloneitself had causetiuge livestock losses anc 7ge
human deaths.Also, the remaining livestock (camels) onl so%
conceived after the Sagar and gavietbin the reference year 50%

thus ensuringmilk availability in 2019. 40%
30%
Poor tmaleheaded households and poor mateaded .,

householdshad a similar pattern of food access the reference | 1o
year (see graph next pagdoth types of householdswnedan | o%

almost similar number and type of livestoiricluding a similar Reltis sy Al Al
. . # camels' milk r1goat's milk
number and type of ntking animals andsubsequentlyboth 11own meat m purchased cereals

received 4% and 3% diieir minimum food needs from own m purchased non-cereals  mfood aid
camel and goat milk respectivelijn addition, both household mzelet. gits

typesreceived 1% of their minimum food needs fraakatgifts. 1o graph shows sources of food for poor feme
Theyalsoboth purchased similar ceats, that is rice, wheat flour headed and poor matbeaded households

and pastawhich met 23% amh 21% of their minimunannualfood

needs. Finally, poor femaleeaded just like the malbeaded households received humanitarian assistance in the
reference year, both in food and cash. Food aidtébonted 55% Y R pciz 2F (GKS LI22NJ YI f &
ayR LI22NJ FSYItS K&huRISR K2dzaSK2f RaQ

minimum food needsrespectivelyin the 2019 rq4q sources by wealth group Guban Pastoral EEISAU

reference year

When we compare the new HEA baselir t:;-:
(reference year 2019) with the old HEA baselit  '*** —
(reference war 2013), there are several change| ¥ .. : , ,
First in the referaxce year market purchases o & 7% {— — — —
cereals, oil, and sugar provided majority of th :‘L: —

energy requirements for the 3 wealth groups ¢ : o«
poor, middle and betteoff in the livelihood zone ==y
¢ 75% and 95%annual minimum food needs .} b
respectively(see graph of food sourcéy wealth o% )
group in 2013 below) In the new baselines, camets” itk goscs’ memk —
market purchase onlgontributed between 326 mpra oo Y prfeery
and 62% for all wealtigroups For the most part, SR

this was due to the high quantities oflief aid
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received by most householdsvioreover, for better-off householdsmilk and meatrom own livestock production
rose from only around 30% of annual food needs in the old baseline to about 45% in the current assessment. This
may reflect their smadr household size and slightly higher camel holdings in the 2&fé8ance year.

Secondin the new baselinao wealth group consumed wild fruits to supplement their annual food requirements
however, in the old HEA baseline poor households consumedrwitsl at certain points of the year to supplement
their food needs The main type of fruitonsumed in the old baseline whsllanfruits or balanites aegytiaca

Sources of Cash Income

25,000,000
O Gifts/remittances
20,000,000
B Cash transfer
15,000,000
mfirewood, poles
10,000,000
B Livestock sales
5,000,000 -
OLivestock product
sales
0 —

V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The graptprovides a breakdown of total annual cash income by wealth group in Somaliland SI8LiSgH¢cording
to income source.

All information in this section relates to tf#919reference yearThe USlollar (USD)o Somaliland Shillin¢sSLSH
rate during the reference yeavasUSDL =SLSH 8770.5 (source: FSNAU).

Middle and better off households derived most of their annual cash income by selling livestock and livestock
products supplemented by unconditional cash transfers from external sources. Livestock sales accounted for SLSF
6,875,000 or 48% of the middle w#algroup annual cash income and SLSH 12,350,000 or 57% of the better off
annual income in the reference year. Livestock product sales contributed SLSH 1,800,000 or 13% of the middle
K2dzaSK2f RAQ | yydzl 4,275,000 & 20000k Yeiter 2 RIzZA{S[K{2If Ra Q | yydzr £ C
most common livestock product sold was meat with the better off selling camel meat and the middle households
as well as all other wealth groups selling shoat meat. Milk sales wasonwhan in the reference year. Forgh

middle and better off households, unconditional cash transfers accounted for only 25% and 12% of their annual
cash income respectively. These two wealth groups also benefited from remittances at SLSH 2,050,000 and SLS
2,500,000 for the middle and betteff respectively.

For theother wealth groups, unconditional cash transfers formed the bulk of their annual cash inddree/ery
poor and poor maleheaded households receivedl SH 5,400,000 cash transfers which comped75%and 60%
of their annuaktashincomerespectivelyPoor femaleheadedhouseholdseceivedSLSH 4,800,000 cash transfers
which amounted to72% of theimnnualincome.Livestock sales contributed a me8&SkE00,0000r 4% of the very
poor wealth goup income; 1,750,000 or 19% ofetipoor maleheaded households and 1,025,000 or 15% of the

5 In the old baseline, food aid was received by the poor wealth group only. They received 50 kg of cereal and 25 kg ef pulses p
household just once during the reference ye@hiscontributed to 9% of their annual food energy requirement.
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poor femaleheaded households. Livestock product sales contributed between 1% and 7% of the total annual cash
income for very poor and poor household$ese houseolds only sold shoats and shoat ate

Other cash income source for the very poor and poor households in the reference year wesmglelfment
activities includingirewood andcharcoal sales, building pole sales and handicrambined these activies
accounted for SLSH 1,397,500 or 20%, SLSH 1,290,000 or 14% and SLSH 200,000 or 3% of the very poer, poor m;
headed and poor femalbeaded households amal cash income respectively

The table below presents the range of annual incomes recorded éofotlr wealth groups

Very Poor Poor Poor FHH Middle Better Off
Annual  cash | -5,522,000 ~4,743,000 ~3,835000 ~12,540,000 ~15,900,000
income inSLSH | _11 500,000 ¢ 16,773,000 € 9,618000 ¢ 19,532,000 ¢ 38,311,500
USD equivalent | %630 1,311 541c 1,908 ~437¢ 1,907 71,430 2,227 1,813 4,368
USD pppd 0.25¢0.51 0.21¢0.75 017¢053 056¢0.87 ~071c1.71

In terms of cash income, poor mateaded and poor female
headed had similar sources of income (see graph at rig
However, poormale-headed earned SLSH 2,355,000 or 35% mc
than the poor femaleheaded households.Poor maleheaded

households earned morecome primarily from selémployment.

Selfemployment, that isfirewood/charcoal sales, building pole
sales and construction wk, together accounted for SLSt
1,290,000 or 14% and SLSH 200,000 or 3% of the poothmadkd

and poor femaleheaded househldls total annual cash income
respectively. Poor malbeaded households earned more cash fro

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

% of annual cash income

firewood/charcoal sales, constructiamork and building pole sales Poor-MHH Poor-FHH
compared to poor femaleaded households whose sell Omeat sales mgoat sales
employment income came from firewood/charlesales only. Poor @ sheep sales  firewood/charcoal
male-headed households have the advantage of having one -

mbuilding pole sales M cash transfers

more males in the household. This additional labtanslates in

more income compared to poor femaleaded households who goyrces of cash income for poor ferdataded
rarely have a male (s) in the household to help esome cash. The and poor maleheaded households.

females in these households not only have a responsibility or

earning an income for the family but also must takeecof all the other household needs.

When we compare the new 2019 HEA baseline with the old 2013 HEA baseline there aabd®umges to note.
First, instead of milk sales as the main livestock product sold as in the old baseline, meat was soldrireihe c
one. Having come from 3 years of successive droumgbst households did not have enough milk to sell and thus
consumedt all instead A few households sold milk, but it was not typical.

Second, the lower wealth groups received most of their casbrme in the form of unconditional cash transfers
which is different from the old baseline where most of their income camenfeale of livestock and livestock
products (milk).
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Third, in terms of the livestock solah the new

baseline, poor household kbon average 6 Cash income by wealth group, Guban pastoral 2013, FSNAU

shoatsmostly inexport marketswhereas in 22,000
the old baseline poor households sold 20,000

animals on average both in local and expa
marketsas well as a cameln fact,a general

finding was that vereas irthe new baselines,
livestock were maily soldin export markets, in
the old baselines, shoats and camels were s(
both in local and export markets

16,000
14,000
12,000
10,000
8,000 T/ "
6,000 1
4,000 1
2,000

_—
18,000 o

Somali Shillings

Fourth, in terms of the overall annual income 0 . .

earned by the different wealth groups from Foor Fddle Bemer-of

different sources, there was a general increas S— R e —
petty trade self-employment gifts/remicttances

Inpart, thisreflects general inflation but in part loans

it may reflect the positive impactroincome of

relief distribution in the 2019 reference yeatn the new baselinedpr instane, poor maleheadedhouseholds
hadan estimated income of SLSH 9,040,000 panad with the old baseline where the poor had a total estimated
annual income oSLSH 8,340,00Binally,in the old HEA baseline poor househof@gl access to credit/loans and
cash gifts amounting to SLSH 1,500,000 however in the new baselines no gveajthhad access to creditish
loans and cash giftinstead households had acess to food loans in the reference yess well asn the previous
few years.

Expenditure Patterns

100% -
mother

90% - Oclothes

80% D social serv.

70% Binputs
B water

60%

OHH items
50%

Onon-staple food
40%

B staple food

30%

20%

10%

0%
V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The graplprovides a breakdown by wealth group of total amhcash expenditure accordingd¢ategory
of expenditure The\dther(zategory includes gaat, transport, airtime and gifts.

All information in this section relates the specific twelvemonth periodfrom January2019 to December2019
(the reference yegr While absolute expenditure increases with wealth group in line wathl cashincome the
expenditure breakdown by percent in the graghovedemonstrates how much expenditure was spentdiffierent
categories.

The saple foods categorincludesthe purchase of the main staple, in this case, rice as well as wheat flour and
pasta.The category noistaples include the purchase sdipplementary food items which this zoneaneantsugar,

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO0LGuban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0GNorthern Inland) 23



cooking oil and vegetables. In suram rice, wheat flour, pasta, sugagaking oil and vegetables were the only
food items purchased in the zone.

TheOl (G S32 NB householditin®)Nhilddesthe purchase of nomutritious fooditems such as teasalt,
spicesand condimentsas well agessential household goods suchsasp, lighting accessoriescooking utensils
blanketdsleeping mats, wash basins, jerrycans, and pain relievédrere is expenditure on water in this zone for
both humanandanimal consumption. Productive inputs inclugieimal drug.

Social services include expenditures on education and hdaltierms of health spendingy ithis zone, there are
health centers and MCHs in some villages and househotdsut a health centein their villagecan go to a village
that hasone. The services in health centen® free of chargeHousehold spendingn health istherefore mostly
on transport to the facilities oon purchase of drugs from outside tlodinics

The ¢othing categoryincludes clothes as well as shoes, for fedsivend norfestivals,but not including uniforms
which fall under the education categor§. K Sthethtegory include expenditure ongaat/tobacco, food loan
repaymentsand mobile airtime expenditures

VP- For very poor householdspproximately44% oftotal annual expenditures wasn staple and nosstaplefood
purchasewith staple food expenditure #&6%.Food spending was proportionatelye largest expenditure category
notwithstandingthe relief assishince which alone met62% of the annual food energyf the very poor.One
important effect ofrelief aidwas that itallowed some income to be switched from food to other expenses such as
househotl itemswhichaccounted for 15% of the annual expendituRarchasedhouseholditems included small
amounts of ea, salt, soap, torch and batteries and jerry cans. Expenditure on water for human use accounted for
6% of the annual expenditure. Very poor households did not spend any money on water for livBgjofikantly,

the very poor households had theghestexpenditure on educatiothan any other wealth group They are more
settled after losing most their livestock which means that their children go to school and education has thus become
a priority. Expendiure on social services in sum accounted for alib®8fo of the annual expenses with education
constituting the largest proportion of 11% and health a paltry 22%penditure on other iteméuch agjaat and

cell phoneairtime) accounted for SLSH126,000 or 16% of thital annual expenditure.

P - Poor hauseholds spent slightly more dhe purchase of staple andon-staple foods approximately SLSH
3,509,000 compared to very poor SLSH 3,132,500. Proportidoadlyexpensesepresent39% of ther total annual
expenditure whereas the very poor expenditusgti%.Expenditure on household items accounted foPd& the

total annual expenditure with the poor households purchasing the same items as their very poor counterparts.
Expenditure on water ecounted for SLSH 752,000 compared to the very pooiseholdSexpenditure of SLSH
432,000. Poor householddsospent money on water for livestock consumption in addition to water for humans.
Social services expenditure was 10% of the total annual exjpeedvith education taking the largest proportion
(8%); heah spending was only 29%xpenditure on other itemamounted toapproximately SLSH50,7,000 or 17%

of the total annual expenditurePoor households also purchased livestock drugs at approximately SLSH 50,000
during the year.

PFHH; The PFHH expenditure ataple and norstaple foods was approximately SLSH 3,584,500 or 54% of their
total annualexpenditure In terms of the actual cagpert, this amountwassimilar to what the poor malbeaded
households spent on fooilems but proportiondly it was different. Household items expenditure accounted for
SLSH 975,000 or 15% of their annual income. Water, social services and clothingterggeadcounted for 8%,
12% and 8% respectively of the totalsh spendingExpenditure on other items was SLSH 277,00fbod loan
repayments and mobile airtime time onliMotably, poor-female householdslid not spend any money ogaat.
Compared to poomale-headed householdg¢he main differences were that poor maleaded households spent
money on water for animals and amal drugs. They also spent money qemt. Poor femaleheaded households
had no expenses on these items. By contrast, they spent more than the pootheeded households on cooking
oil and vegetables. Overall, poor mdleaded households spent more thamet poor femaleheaded households
by SLSH,355,300 or 35%, a figure equal to the difference in cash income between the two households.
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M & BOc¢ As can be seein the graphon the previous pagehe patterns of expenditure for middle and better off
househdds were significantly different to poer householdsMiddle and betteroff households spend SLSH
4,221,000 or 30% and,260,000 or34% respectively of their total annuakpenditureon staple and nosstaple
foodswith the better-off spending more compartkto the middle ashe former received ignificantly less food aid.
Expenditure on household items accounted 0% of the middle andl6% of the betteroff total annual
expendituresThe middle spent their money on tea, salt, soap, spices and condintighti)g soure (mostly torch
and batteres),jerry cans and pain relieverEhe betteroff spend ortea, salt, soap, spices and condiments, utensils,
blankets/sleeping mats, lighting source (mostly solar), jerry cans, wash basins and pain réfigpemiture on
water both for human and livésck consumption accounted f@LSH 1,187,200 or 8% &BIdSH 1,529,600 @%o

of the total annual expenditure for middle and betteff householdsrespectively. For the 2 wealth groups,
expenditure on water for animalonsumption was higher than expenditure on water for human consumption. A
total of SLSH 640,000 and SLSH 800,000 was spent on water for animals by middle aruffldedteseholds
respectively compared to SLSH 547,200 and SLSH729,600 respectively spateofor humansThe wealthier
groups have more livestock thus spend more on water for livestock. Apart from water for livestock the wealthier
households also spent a considerable ambof income on livestock drugs/treatment. Livestock disszse
rampant in this zone and householdsust treat their livestock or risk losing all of them to diseases. Middle
households spent SLSH 150,000 or 1% of their total annual income on livestgsladd the betteoff spent SLSH
800,000 or 4% of their annual incowrtgocial services and clothing accounted for 23&EDO0 and SLSH 960,000
respectively for middle households and SLSH 1,180,000 and 2,000,000 respectively foofbdtterseholds.
Wealthier wealth groups who are more nomadic have few or no childrenggmirschool.The middle and better

off alsospentmore on other items Middle households spent approximately Sl4330,000 or30% of the total
annual expenditure and bettesff SLSH 803,000 0r23% of their annual expenditurddost of the Wther itemQ
expenditure by middle and bettenff households was spent ajaat.

Hazards & Response Strategies

The main hazards affecting the pastoral econamhe Guban Livelihoodoneare discussed below.

Droughtc Thisis the main hazard affectingétzone every year causing serious econolasses. All wealth groups
suffer during drought. With drought theiis insufficient water and pasture, livestock aveakenedand die andas
body conditionsvorsen theirmarketvalueis alsoreduced significantly The result is that pastoralists logeeir

main source of cash income and foodlkvroduction is reduced and sometimes completely unavailable especially
when recurrent droughg occur overmultiple years.In addition to drought conditions, strong winds during the
hagaa season and high tempenates rising above 45 degred&3lsius cause early drying up of pasture and
contribute to accelerated sand dune movements that eventually cover up remaining vegetation.

Livestock diseasesThis is also a chronic problefifhe most common livestock diseases fmot and mouth(FMD)
affectingall livestock contagious caprin@leuro-pneumonia(GOPP) angestedespetits ruminants(PPRaffecting
goats. Camels suffer from respiratory diseases.

Environmental degradatiorg; Human disturbance in the form adeforegdation and livestock overgrazing has been
on the increase in the coastal areas during the past several dedagg®a generapopulation increase anth an
increase in demand for charcoal and firewodthe serious overgrazing and recurrent droughtl lack of proper
rangeland management has resulted in depletion of biodiversity.

Households implement a number of coping strategies as responses to hakaeds. include:

Very poor and poor households

Labour migrationg It isuncommon for householdsiithe ivelihood zone to go looking for labor opportunities but
in an extremely bad season, a member of the household can migrate to urban areas in search of work.
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Seek social support/external assistancdn abad yearvery poor and poohousehold seek sociasupport locally
including gifts and loans from family/relativas well agxternalhumanitarian assistance.

Increased charcoal salesHouseholds increaghe sale of charcoal in bad yeafSharcoal is a major sourcefal
for cokingand an important surce of incomeén both good years and badfter a drought, households who have
lost many animalgdypically settle andfocus onalternative income sourcesnostly charcoal sales. Charcoal
production has resulted in deforestation anthy not be sustainablie the long run.

Increased livestock salesThis strategy is only really feasible faop householdss the livestock holdings die
very poor householdare too low Based on the reference year dapmor households could sell&lditionalshoats
in abad year compared to the very poor who could sell only 2 without eroding their core herd.

Reduced expenditure on nefood and nonessentialitems ¢ Households reduce expenditure or completely forego
non-food items in order to free some cash to purchasedo

Food loans; Food loans are commonly taken by households in the livelihood zone. However, in a bad year more
food loans are taken.

Migration ¢ Increased migration to mountainous areas with better water and pasture.

Middle and betteroff households.

Increased livestock salesMiddle and betteroff households try to increase their cash income through selling more
livestock.There are limits to thistrategy as households musgtain a viable breeding stocklsq the value of
livestock drogin bad yeas as more people are selling and also livestock body conditions deteriorate due to decline
in pasture and water sources and diseases.

Seek external ssistancec Middle and betteroff households normally get remittances from their relatives in the
urban areas or abroad.

Reduced expenditure on nefood and nonessential items; Households reduce expenditure or completely forego
non-food items in order tdree some cash to purchase food.

Migration ¢ Increased migration to mountainous areas with better wated pasture.

Food loans; Food loans are commonly taken by households in the livelihood zone. However, in a bad year more
food loans are taken.

Key Parameters for Monitoring

The key parameters listed in the table below are food and income sources that make a substantial contrdbution t
the household economy in theone These should be monitored to indicate potential losses or gains to local
household economies, either througim-going monitoring systems or through periodic assessments.

Item Key Parameter Quantity Key Parameter; Price

Livestock production Canel sales (export) Canmel sales (export)

Goat sales (export) Goat sales (export)
Sheep sales (export) Sheep sales (export)

Camel meat sales Camel meat sales

= =4 -4 -—a -

Shoat meat sales Shoat meal sales

I'FYStaQ YAt

=A =4 =4 -4 4 =4
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Other food and cash | 1 Remittances Remittances

income

1 Charcodfirewood sales Charcodfirewood sales

Expenditure Riceg consumer price
Wheat flour¢ consumer price
Pastag consumer price

Sugarg consumer price

= =4 -4 -4 -4 -8 -

Oil ¢ consumer price

Programme Implications

The recommendations presented lbg&v came out of interviews with wealth group household representatives and
from interviews with community leaders.

1. Waterc¢ Improve access to clean, good qualipptablewater
This was a development priority proposed by all wealth groups as well asbyunity leaders. Access to
good, clean water is of central importance in this zone although care needs to be taken in developing
water facilities to minimise localised overgrazing and land degradation caused by large settlements in a
fragile environment.

2. Edication and healtlt Improve access to education and health by increasing the number of facilities,
reducing the cost of using the services, and creating additional adult literacy programmes. Improve the
quality of health services by providing more sjadised medical staffspecially in MCH clinics.

Whilst improvement in health services was a priority across the wealth groups, improved school facilities
was a preoccupation mainly of the very poor and poor.

3. Livelihoods; Improve livelihoods through br treatment optionsfor livestock diseases; diversifying
livelihoods through investment in fishing; investing in market and road infrastructure; eliminating the
prosopisshrubto improve grazing; and investing in vocational training and small busingsstapities.

Theserecommendations were primarily proposed by the middle and better off households, and by
community leaders.

4. Electricityg Invest in solar to improve local access to electricity.

Very Poor  |Improve access to clean water water The development recommendations that were
Poor Free education + build secondary schoolleducation prioritised by @ch wealth group a&
PFHH Increase acce_ss. to health clinics health summarised in the tablat left.

Improve specialised MCH care health

Provide adult literacy programmes education All these suggestions require further detailed
Middle Improve access to clean water water feasibility studies before determining which
Better off  [Improve health facilities + MCH health options are viable from an economic, financial,

Proivde electricity through solar utilities . .

Improve access to livestock treatments |livestock and social perspective

Invest in fisheries sector fisheries
Leaders Invest in fishing fisheries

Increase small business opportunities |[livelihoods

Invest in market infrastructure livelihoods

Provide vocational training livelihoods

Improve roads roads
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The MEB Threshold

What isa MEB?

A Minimum Expendiire Basket, or MEB, is a calculation of the cost of goods and services required toeriagt
standards of living. MEBs comprise a food basket as well atondrsector baskets such as shelter/home, water,
WASH, clothes, education, Htg transport/canmunication, community contributions, and safety & protection.
MEBs can be calculated on a gradient of severity with upper poverty and lower poverty thresholds. The lower
threshold measures severe poverty and is typically termesuivivd MEB. It represets the barestminimum
required to feed, housand clothe a family for survival. A sector standard MEB is designed around the notion of what
it costs to meet minimunstandards of wellbeindjealth and dignityThesectorstandardMEB is characterised by a
higher quantity of, and more diversity of, essenttaims, and by more sector baskeBoth survival and standard
MEBs areonsumptioror expenditurehresholds, that is, they calculatecost of living benchmark.

AMEBthresholdisused in livelihood segity analysiso measurancomegaps The critical gestion is do households

earn sufficient income to meet their basic needs or a basic cost of living standard? Where gaps exist, the MEB analys
can help planners determine how much is needed to briogseholds up to (or above) the MEB threshold and thus

out of poverty and into livelihood security and resilience.

The MEB in Somalia

{2YFEALFQa SO2y2Yé A& OKINIFOGSNARASR & | LINRPGNY OGSR
socioecnomic indicators by the government has been veaichy and for this reason there is poor data on standard
measures of national poverfyTo fill this gap, other agencies, notably the FSNAU (The Food Security and Nutrition
Analysis Unit) and FEWS NETvmte vital pricemonitoring dataand livelihood analysisOther critical poverty
information includes past HEA baselines on local livetiso

In 2009, HEA baseline data collected in Bam®avell asn 2 other livelihood zoneked to the creation of MEB for
Somalia. Since then, the Somalia MEB has hbsedto calculate transfer values for cablased programming. To
allow for comparabity from north to south, the Somalia MEB is calculated on a USD per household per month basis,
using a standard houbeld size of 6 across all regiohs.

The items selected in the Somalia MEB food andfood baskets were guided by the HEA concepthiesurvival

and livelihood protectionbaskets. In HEA, the survival basket includes enough food to meet basic enedgyfore
survival as well as minimum ndaod items to prepare food (water, cooking fuel, salt) plus soap for basic hygiene.
The livelihoa protection basket includes the survival basgktsbasic livelihood inputs to protect livelihoods from

6 https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/icp
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/poverty/brief/globatpoverty-line-faq
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.NAGP?view=chart
http://hdr.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/SOM

" Thevalueof the initial MEB was based on data collected in the Baigban HEA baseline assessment and as such it reflected
urban cost of living thresholds. It was calculated asamthly minimum expenditure basket using prices from March 2007 (the
reference year). To keep the value of the MEB updateer time the FSNAU carseout monthly market monitoring 043
essential itemsand 5 currency exchange ratas70 markets across Somali#/ith these regular price updates, the cost of the
MEB can be realculated on amngoingbasis by region and the transfer value discussedficnad or modified as needed.
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erosion as &ll as minimum school, health, clothes, and household ite
. - Non-food basket
. 0
to protect a very basistandard of living. These costs are taken fr Somalia MEB HEA thresholds

actual spending patterns by poor households in the reference §/€he
Somalia MEB is informegdrincipally by the concept ofthe survival
threshold,but a few livelihood protection goodare also includegdsuch
as health, education and clothingn the tableat right, the yellow cells
indicate itemdound both in the Somalia MEB and t8®0IHEA baskets.

soap (laundry)
water

human drugs
school fees
clothes

soap
water

human drugs
school costs
clothes (@25%)

kerosene

salt

The items in the whiteells are the ones that differ. Thus, the MEB afiéwood spices/condiments (@50%
HEA baskets are npteciselythe same although they share some simil@finding cost ea/cofice
. ial h i %
conceptsand somesimilargoods social tax torches+batteries (@50%)
other jerry cans

. . . water for animals
There have been some adjustments to the value of the Somalia MEB since animal drugs

2009. These changes have takelace in consultation with loca airtime, cell phone (@50%
stakeholders, principally the Interagency C&insortium Group (ICCG)

and the Cash Working Grouphis means that all stakeholders use the same MEB (tailored by region to reflect
regional prices) to guide their casiaseal programmind.

MEB analysis

The 2020 HEA baseline assessment in thel &mbanPastorallivelihoodZone provided an opportunity to review
the Somalia MEB against the current HEA dit@alculate apastoralMEBby zoneand to carry out two analyses:

1) Campare the SomaliaMEBby region againsthe pastoralMEBin SO0land compare both tdiousehold
spending patterns in th&ubanPastoralZoneto inform whether some sector baskets need adjusting.
2) Comparea pastoralMEBfor SO0lwith total annual householchcometo assess income gaps

Process

1) Draft an extended list of items that compose each sector basket, reflecting sector standards.

2) Gather prices for this extended list from principal markets in the livelihood zone. Calculate the ay
price across the principal markets. Use thesiees to calculate the value of the MEB.

3) Where there are price outliers, verify through other sour¢es., FSNAU price monitoring ddiar the
reference year). In addition, carry out a random crobeck of field prices with FSNAU market price d
to ensure data reliability.

4) Finetune the extended list by comparing the draft MEB with baseline housesyénding in the referencd
year by poor and middle households. addition, compare the draft MEB with the Somalia MBBere
there are significant ffierences, use this to inform theéstoralMEB basket of goods.

5) Calculate the value of thpastoral MEBand apply tohousehold incomeyap analysiso assessevels of
povertyin the Guban Pastoral Livelihoatbne

8 Note that the BaidodEB did not include livelihood inputs. In part, this refletttat it was initially set up as an urban MEB.
However, it is also in line with how MEBSs are calculated elsewhere in the world (i.e, livelihood inputs are generallydwsat)inc

9 (1) Atthe recommendation of the WASH sector partners, the water compoethe MEB was increased from 5 to 9 drums
to reflect Sphere standardS¢malia Cash and Markets Working Group, 2G&commended transfer values for cdstsed
interventions in the 2017 drotg responsé. (2) In 2017, concerns that cash transfer valwesre high led to a review of the
composition of the MEB. These discussions prompted a reductitv idiversityof the food basketFor example, the new MEB
comprises a very limited number fifod items (red sorghum, cowpeas, vegetable oil and sugaghndmie all items that are all
relatively low costhan nonetheless meet basic energy and nutrition needs
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Composition of thepastoral MEB

The starting point to calculating a sector standard MEB is the standards themselves. In this case, Sphere
Humanitarian standards form the basis of the basket composition and quantity. Thedbasiéhen tailored to

reflect national standards (where they exist) and/or the local context, including local patterns of consumption and
expenditure as captured in the HEA field data.

Details of what is in each of the full MEB sector baskets is desddoilow.

Food sector basket The MEB food basket is reasonably diverse. It includes up to 10 different food items although
fruit and vegetables comprise a single lump sum amount. All food items are locally specific. The basket includes rice
wheat flour,pasta, camel milk, goat milkhoat meat, vegetable oil, ghee, sugar and vegetablesA?Ebod prices

are relatively high in this zone because staple grains are not locally produced but are imported into the zone.
Moreover, milk, which is largely conseohthrough owmmilk productionhas a relatively high price in the market and

this has the effect or raising the cost of the food basket. Other commaodities, such as cooking oil, which is imported
YR LIzZNOKI aSR 2yfeé ¢KSyYy K2ufigichikalsd iasiahigh?ndesf priceKT® &cconifbro dzi
these issues, the HEA survival basket staple food price was applied to a certain proportion of milk, meat and
ghee/butter purchases with the logic that in a typical year, these items are producquingtased. This logic is also
reflected in the HEA calculation of total income where milk, meat and cooking oil/ghee are calculated using the
survival basket staple food price. For this reason, valuing own milk, meat and ghee in a consistent way with total
income calculations is juséd in the MEB.

WASH sector baskeflThe basket includes goods to maintain basic hygiene standards. Soap and water are the priority
items and reflect Sphere standards: @ 2 bars of soap/person/month for all washing needsnidiathing, hair,
laundry and dishes; and @ 10.5 litres of wates/tperson for drinking and washing. Other basic hygiene items have
been added to the basket which are purchased less frequently. These items are essential for good hygiene and ¢
they are used daily, there is a lot of wear and tear and thus some replaceareld/or repair costs are required.
These items include: 2 x 10 litre jerry cans for hauling water; 0.5 x bucket with lid; 0.5 x wash basin; 0.5 x kettle with
lid for sterilisation; 0.5 spade to dig and cover waste; lotion and cotton pads for a balaybasic personal items

(razor blades; female hygiene items; and combs).

Note that the WASH basket for SOfcludes water because in tli@ubanPastoralzone, all wealth groups regularly
purchase water throughout the year.

Shelter & Home sector baskefThe basket includes candles/matches for emergency lighting; 3 x torches and
batteries for daily lighting; 1 x tarpaulin to keep goods dry in the rainy season; iodised salt to make fooblgalata
and a small lump sum amount for tea/coffee. In addition, for igetimat are not purchased monthly or annually but

are nonetheless periodically replaced and are essential for sleeping, cooking and eating as well as basic shelter,
minimum replacement/epair cost was added to the basket. These items per household indusi& local tool for

home repair; 0.5 x cooking pot, 0.5 x food storage container, 0.5 x jug/calabash, 1 x utensils and cup/bowl, 1 >
mosquito net, 1 x sleeping mat, and 1 x blanketpastoral populations typically keep household possessions to a
minimum to facilitate migration, the replacement amounts in the MEB were also kept to a bare minimum.

Clothes basketThe sector standard is 1 set of new (or gently used) clothes for each enexhthe household per
year. This includes basic top and bottom adlas footwear. A sweater/jacket was not included as temperatures are
typically hot throughout the year in this zone.

Education sector basket Poor households typically send 2 childtemprimary school, so the education basket was
calculated on the bas of 2 students. The components of the basket include tuition, school uniform, pens/pencils,
scribbler/notebook and school bag. Pocket money for snacks or school canteen was not included

10 Note that the MEB food baskét not a comprehensive LACON diet (Save the Childédr2:A Cost of the Diet analysis in Bari
District of SomalilDecember 2012). In 2012, Save the Children estimated that the LACON diet, in their model, would cost 1,452%
of the annual income of poor households (based on 2012 HEA data).
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Health sector basket The Sphere minimum requirement of 1 x megaliconsultation and treatment /person/year

was applied. Consultation costs are free in this zone but a lump sum amount for treatment was applied based on
actual expenditures in SQOInaddition, the cost of a very basic first aid kit (pain relief tabéatd mosquito spray)

was added.

Transport & Communication No transport costs were included. Airtime credit for mobile phone/household was
added to the basket. Note that 15 phoneghousehold was typical for the very poand poor in this zone.

Community Contributions Zakatpayment and contributions fadRamadarare included in the basket. The amounts
were calculated using average livestock assets for poor and middle households.

Livelihood inputs: Whether to include a mimimum amount for livelihood costs is a question of debate. In most MEB
calculations, livelihood input costs are not included in the baskets on the basis that there is no consensus of the
minimum required and inputgary widely by wealth group depending their assets. Another point is that livelihood
expenditures can be accounted for by subtracting the cost from total household income and then comparing net
income to the MEB benchmark. For this analysis, a smallatfor animal drugs and water for anitsas included

(using poor household expenditures as a guide).

Contingency No contingency amount has been added although some amount for extraordinary expenses is often
included in a MEB. In the case of a past®&B, the logic not to include a contergcy amount is to reflect that
savings for contingencies is also not included in total pastoral income. Households may have savings but becau:s
their savings are not generated through annual cash earnings but instéé® | SLIJG G2y G KSetskK22 F
it is not reflected in total income. As the MEB threshold is compared to total income in the HEA analysis, this approacl
seemed justified. Note that a small contingency amount is included in the Somalia MEB.

How much does the MEB cost?

Somalia MER\wdal Region According tahe CMB for Somalig=SNAU.org/sectors/markethe cashvaluefor the
total basket MEBor Awdal Regionin December 2019 (the last month of the SOO01 reference yeas)US
$133HH6/month ! The essential items MEB is a survbasket and is comprised of 4 basic food items. The total
basket MEB combines a more diverse food basket (8 items) with-fooonbasket (10 items).

S001 PastordVIEB¢ The value of th&§001 pastordVEB for theJarDec 2@9 reference year is U8.,835HH6/
year or U$154 HH6/month. This includea food basket (10 itemsand8 sectomon-food baskets.

To compare thesO0lpastoral MEB with the Somalia MEB Awdal Regionthe value oeachMEBiIs indicated in
the table below Price and exchange rate datame frorFSNAU market monitoring and the FSNAU April 2020
CMB file as well as from SO01 HEA field data.

11n the HEA analytical framework, it is thapbetween total household incomand the HEA thresholds in any given year
that determines the transfer value rather than the total MEB value or HEA threshold itself.

https://www.fshau.org/sectors/markets
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Monthly

Household of: 6
SO01 pastoral MEB - Jan-Dec 2019 Somalia MEB Awdal Region Dec 2019
Sector SLSH Cost per month items UsD items (monthly)
WASH 109,327 12 12 items soap x 4 pcs, water x 9 drums
Shelter & Home 82,132 9 14 items firewood x 30 bundles, grinding x 30 kgs, kerosene x 1.5
Clothing, shoes 65,313 7 1 set/year lump sum SoSH 30,000
Education 65,556 7 2 students lump sum SoSH 90,000
Health 21,700 2 1 x person/year lump sum SoSH 20,000
Livelihood inputs 30,833 4 water, medicine
Community Contributions 19,432 2 zakat, Ramadan lump sum SoSH 12,500
Transport & Communication 25,000 3 airtime x 1 phone
Food MEB d 927,806 106  10items 103 8 items (sorghum, wheat flour, cowpeas, sugar, oil, milk,
Contingencies 0 0 Jump sum SoSH 30,000
TOTAL 1,347,098 154 133
otal Non-food ite B 419,292 48 31% 29
otal Food B 927,806 106 69% 103

The largest componer{69%)in the SO01 pastordVEB is thdood basket The proportionately high value &dod
compared to noAfood expenses in the MEB is reasonable when compared to actual spending patterns in this
pastoral zone. In thdanDec 201%eference year in SAQmiddle household food expenditures weaémost 3%%

of total annual spending but notab#{3% of their annual food energy needs were met by food aid. Food aid, in
effect, subsidised food purchase&’hen viewed together, food aid and food purchases met 85% of the annual food
energy of middle householdB ndghbouring SO02, where food aid lévevere much lower in the reference year,
food expenditures wer@0% and60% of total expenditures for poor and middle households respectiidye that

the food basket value in the Awdal Region M almost the samas he SOO01 pastoral MEB althougeith
composition differed. In the SO01 food basket, rice, wheat flour and pasta are the staple grains whereas in the
SomaliaMEB the staplesed sorghum and wheat floware applied to the whole country

Overall, the totalvalue of theNFI (noAfood items)basketin the SOOIMEBand the Somalia MEB for Awdal Region

is low compared to the food baskeloweverthe value seems reasonable when compared ¢tual household
spending in the reference yedn the table belowhousehold spending by poor and middieuseholds is shown in

the two columns at far right. Expenditures were adjusted to a household size of 6 for comparative purposes. The
resultsshow thatin the 2019 reference yeapoor households spentS$45/HH6/month on noAfood items; middle
household spent U$82/HH6/month and the NFI component of the SO01 pastoral MEB w&48)8H6/month2

For Awdal Region, the NFI value was USt#326/month.

12 There are challenges in magidirect expenditure comparisons for some of the baskets because the expenditure figures do
not include inrkind contributions such as from own production. This issue obvioufdgtaffood basket comparisons but also

the community contribution (or socig&hx) basket. In the MEB, the valuezafkatand contributions durindRamadarare given

a dollar value whereas household spending on these items is throdghdncontributions sah as the slaughter of owmeat

and is therefore notncludedas an actual ependiture. For this reason, household spending for food and community tax is low
compared to the MEB.
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Monthly
Household of: 6

SO01 pastoral MEB - Jan-Dec 2019 Awdal Regior Poor HH Middle HH
Sector SLSH Cost per month USD
WASH 109,327 12 12 16
Shelter & Home 82,132 9 14 37
Clothing, shoes 65,313 7 6 8
Education 65,556 7 6 6
Health 21,700 2 2 2
Livelihood inputs 30,833 4 3 6
Community Contributions 19,432 2 0 0
Transport & Communication 25,000 3 1 5
Food MEB f 927,806 106 103~ 29 f 35
Contingencies 0 0 2 2
TOTAL 1,347,098 154 133 74 117
ota 0 ood ite B 419,292 48 29 45 82
otal Food B 927,806 106 103 29 35

What stands ouin the table abovas thatrelief distributionsclearly subsidised food spending allogiipastoralists
to shift their spending more on nefood items. Cash transfers also provided income support. Together, this aid
helpedpastoralistaneetthe cost oftheir basicWASHWater, sanitationand hygiengneeds.Households in SO01
also spent relatiely high amounts on household itermsuch of which wasn gaat (only poor femaleheaded
householddid not buygaat). Household spending on educatiovasalsorelatively high.

The tableat left looks at some of the sector
basket costs in the SomaléEB more closely to
examine if some baskets are valued perhaps too

>
@)
o
>
@)
o
U
®
O

. . . . . - -
Education 90000 28 5, !ow and if there is a case for revisiorior -
Health costs 20000 0.6 1.6 Instance acloser look at some of the specific
Soap 4 pcs 1.3 7.8 sector costzompared to poor household

spending in in 2019 shows thatlucationand
soapmayin particularbe too low, and to a lesser
extent, the healthsector basket

Exchange rate §SD 1 SOSH 32,305 atdiSD 1 = SLSH 877(FSNAU
price data, averagdanDec 2019 Poor HH = Poor HH expenditures 20:

In sum key points to highlight are:

1. The valueof education and health in th8omaliaMEBfor Awdal Regiofis low compared to th&001

pastoralMEBand compared to poor and middleousehold expenditurest is recommended that these
values beeviewed and potentially increased.

2. The value for soap should lcreasedas it is low compared to actual expenditures and compared to
sector recommendations.

3. If alivelihood cluster approadh taken, food baskets should be adapted to better reflect the main food
items consumed in those géons(i.e., rice not red sorghum in northern pastoral MEBS)

The MEB, Total Income and Poverty analysis

An analysis of the MEB expenditure threshold agjdiotal household annual income helps answer the question do
households earn enough to meet the to$ their basic needs? To what extent can households from the different
wealth groups afford the MEB basic basket of goods? The graph shows that a MEBrasaimum sector
standards is comparatively high when measured against what households earncgioden The overall value
adjusted for a household of 7 and based on reference year prices is calculated 2t208BH7/year (or USD
0.9/person/day). Midd S K2 dza SK2f RQa 2,324/HH7/ysafUOR Wgersaniday) whigh Eslightly
abovethe cost of the MEB basket of goo@siter-off households produced and earned USBO8HH7/year (or

USD 1l/person/day) andare alsoabove theupper poverty ihe. See graph below.
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Total Income in SLSH by Wealth Group:3em2019, SO01. Cash incadisted to HH

25,000,000

—— Cash transfer - gifts

== Cash transfer - official

20,000,000 —=Food transfer - gifts

== Food transfer - official

— Self - employment

— == Labour - casual
— Animals sold

3 Animal products sold

15,000,000

10,000,000

3 Animal products
consumed

5,000,000 - e survival threshold

e |/ho0ds prot. threshold

= MEB threshold

V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The sector standard MEB is relatively high compared to total household annual income. The finding indicates that
most of the population §6% of households) would be considered poor by this standard. Arguably, some sector
baskets cald be adjusted downwards (such as reducing some school supplies and perhaps red2dig3H
items). Nonetheless, the initial results indicate that by and lamgast households in th&ubanPastoralLivelihood
Zonedo not earn enough income to pay fobasicbasket of essential food and ndaod itemsthat meet minimum
standards of wellbeing even with relief suppdttshould be kept in mind thavenmiddle household®@ G 2 G £ Ay
was significantly boostethroughboth cash transfers and food aid.

However, thereis oneimportant pointto bear in mir, and that is thain pastoral economies, limited household
spending may in part reflect a choice and is not simply a function of poverty. For example, households may have
AAIAYATAOI yi &l Thds,fahbincdm? goesnét BulyKeBetThiniis of their income and expenditure

but rather their spending priorities and needs in that particular reference year. Ii,3@i@dle households, for
example, could potentially sell an additiorzdl shoatsand 2 camels without eroding tHareedingpotential of their

herd. Poor households could sell an additional 9 shoats and the very poor an additibisithg shoat sale prices for

the reference year, these livestock savings represent an additi8incdaH 600,000for middle households an8LSH
2,700,000f0r the poor. Whilst the very poor and poor would remain under the MEB threstiwdyap for the poor

would be reduced taJSDL7Q0HH7/year or USD4AHH7/month with the sales of the additional 9 goats

Bearhg in mindthis caveat, the initial gap analysis shows that households face an income gap 57 bi81$
$40/HH7/month for the very pooand poor householdrespectively. To put this in perspective, the sale gbat
earned a household on average URl/oat in the 2019eference yearTofill the gap,very poor and poor
households wouldoughlyneed to sell 2 and14 goatsper yearrespectivelyThis is currently beyond their means
as it represents about triple the current shoat holdings of the very pbois shows théevel of poverty faced by
many households but also perhaps, that pastoral economies are based on limited material needs.

This analysis can provide morm for future discussiosin Somaliaboutwhat constitutes minimum standards of
well-beingin northern pastoral zoneand whatmightbe included in a pastoral MEBSomalia in future if a livelihood
cluster approach is taken.
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BASELINE PROFILE SO02 SOMALILAND

WEST GOLIS PASTORAL LIVELIHOOD ZEN March, 2020

Summary:This zonecovers the highlands of the Gohisountain range which extend from east to west running almos
parallel to the Guban coastal plai@amels, goats and sheep are the main livestagk. Households depend largely on
market purchasedor food. Middle and better off households also secure significant kilocalories énom livestock
production By contrast, poorer households consume only small amounts of own milk and Iohestock sakeare the
major source of cash income for tipeor, middle and betteroff householdsMiddle and better off households sold both
camels and small stock in the reference year whereas poor and very poor households sold only small stock. The
cash incomesource of the very poor was charcoal sales altfftopoor and middle households also engage in charco
production and sale too. Poorer households also had income from unconditional cash transfers and remittances/
support. Recurrent drought and livieek diseases are the main hazards affecting toa@sproductivity in this zone.

This profile contains additional analysis comparing household income to the Minimum Expenditure Basket
threshold

Zone Description

The West Golis Pastoral livelihood zome semi
desert and covers the highlands dhe Golis A
mountan range stretching from the internationa
border in western Awdal Region into Woqoo
Galbeed and northern Togdheer Regidhhe zone
also includes a small section in the west of Sane
Region. The string of mountains known as the Gc¢
range extends fronthe east to west across the
region running almost parallel to the Guban coast
plain and is between 6000000 feet above sea level| |~/
The zone is characterized by topographical featur | '+ y
such as deep gorges, hills and valleys. Dry wg L =-L7—1. West Golis Pastordlone
courses, with and whout springs, flow down to the

RURAL POPULATION BY DISTRICT & LZ - 2017

coastal zone. During the rainy season, the water courses cgf on Siirier

rainwater runoff from the mountains into the sea. Populatiop S002
density is very low in the zone. Nonetheless, it is a large zone GH& Rl 2.5
covers thedistricts of Zeila,Lughaya, Baki, Borama, Gebilleyawdal Baki 74,114
Sheikh, Burco, Berbera, Ceel Afweyn, Ainabo, Odweyne &Y Horama 27,371
! : : : ' Saaxil Berbera 60,868
Hargelsa. Togdheer Burco,Sheikh, Oodweyne 45,379
Wagqgooyi Galbeed Hargeisa 66,969
) ) ) ) Wagqgooyi Galbeed | Gebilley 11,668
TheWest GolisPastoral zonegeceives more rain than the adjacentsanaag Ceel Afweyn 11,086
. . Sool Caynabo 1,143
Guban Pastoral zon©verall, here are twomain rainy seasonStoras 335.085

namely gu (AprikJune) and deyr (OctoberNovember). Anual
rainfallpatterns howeveryary across the livelihood zone fragast towest. The Golis of Togdheer mainly receives
gu anddeyrrainswhilstthe Golis of W/Galbeed and Awda&gons receivagu rains (AprilkiJune) karanrains (late
July cAugust) and onlyninor deyr rains (OctNov). The Golis in Boramahich faces the Guban Pastoral zone
receivexaysrains (DeemberFelruary). Thehagaa(JulySeptember) angilaal (DecembetMarch) are usually dry
months in most parts ahe zone.Theaverage annual temperatures range between 20 aAd&grees Celsius.

B Fieldwork for the current profile was undertakenfebruary 2020The information presente¢including pricesjefer to the
reference year, whiclvasthe consumption year covering the period Aprl8/MarP9ovided there are no fundamental shifts in
the ecanomy, the information is expected to remain valid for approximageh0years (i.euntil 20232028).
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Vegetation in this zone is dominatdyy grasses, shrukend forest trees, including ancient cedar forests on the
highest peaks. Acacia trees are the most importagetaton for livestock feed especially during the dry seasons.
Forest resources also permit the production of charcoal which is sold by househallil wealth groups except the
better off.

The main water sources in this zone are shallow and deep wells, o&sersprings and seasonal pools. Except
during the rainy seasons, most water sources are usually dry, and private and communal wellsiealdspangs
become the only source of water for both human and livestock. However, unlike {Buban Pastoral zee, there

is no payment for water for human and livestock use.

Camels Poor Middle | Better-off Pastoralism is the most important livelihood activity in this zone
Startrefyrtotal | 0 100 100 with camels, goats and sheep reared for milk production and
Adult fernales 0 2 16 cash salelivestock graze and browse freely, moving each
season to areaswvhere water and grazing resources are
No. born 0 31 31 . . . .
available, following a cycle of dry season/wet season migration.
No. sold 0 19 15 Livestock migration is normally contained within the region.
No. slaughtered | 0 0 0 During the dry seasons, livestock move to the Guban coastal
No. died 0 0 4 area and then in the wet seasatihey are moved back into the
No bought o o o zone or tq theHawd plateau if the zone does.not receive
enough rainfallCamels are the most valuable animals as they
Endref yr total 0 113 112 . .
can be sold for cash, they provide milk and they are also used
as pack animals.
Goats Poor Middle | Better-off In the reference year, camels were milked for 6 months with
Startrefyrtotal | 100 100 100 peak milk production in the rainy seasons. Each camel
Adult fermales ) 03 03 !oroduced 2 liters per day in the Wet season and 1 liter per o!ay
in the dry season. Goats were milked for 4.5 months producing
No. born 70 66 67 . . . .
0.5 liters per aimal per day during the peak rainy seasons and
No. sold 40 32 31 then reducing to 0.3 liters per day in the dry seadaraddition
No. slaughtered | 10 8 8 to livestock production, charcoal sales provided an important
No. died 8 11 9 income source in the reference year especially for poorer
No bought o o o households.
Endref yr total 113 116 120 Over thecourse of the Aprl8/Marl19 reference year, herd sizes

increased, reflecting better rain and pasture conditionsd an

the beginning of postirought recovery. The two tables above show herd dynamics of camels and goats for poor,
middle and betteroff househotls to illustrate changes over the reference year. The base number 100 is used for
comparability purposes across waleh groups and livestock types. Birth rates were higher for goats than for camels,
but offtake was higher too thus overall herd growth wamikir for both livestock species. The upward trend over
the course of the year was a positive sign of herd repave

There is some crop production in the zone, but it is limited to a few communities who practice irrigated agriculture
on privatelyowned fams and who grow cash crops such as tomatoes, onions, pepper, watermelon and lemons.
The farms are located alongydriver courses and in valleys into which water drains from the Golis mountains.
Shallow wells and springs are utilized for irrigation. Fagiiouseholds are a minority in this zone and thus the
data in this profile concerns only the pastoralists wharidhe majority of the population.

Services in this inland livelihood zone are overall quite weak. Most communities have access to a sthtiad up
primary level as well as to the loamladrasa but health facilities are patchy. Some humanitarian agenoim

village based MCH clinics but in many communities, those who are ill must get a referral to health centres outside
of their settlement. Sanitation facilities are basic and there are noanthirines. Moreover, there is no electricity

at village leel. Instead, poor wealth groups use torches for lighting and the upper wealth groups use solar too.
Credit and savings schemes are not offered locally so households depend on loans from 8agpwst to the
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zone is provided by a number of internatiofaimanitarian agencies including SCI, ICRC, NRC, World Vision
International and WFP.

The main hazards affecting the zone are drought and livestock diseases. The zone recently experiencegesuccessi
drought years for the Jear period between 2015 to 201¥he drought crisis was exacerbated by livestock diseases
all of which affected herd sizes, livestock body conditions, livestock market prices and milk production.

Markets

Access to market® this zone is relatively good in the dry season. However, in thg ssason, some villages are
cut off when heavy rain and flash floods make roads impassable. The zone is served by both tarmac and.dirt roads
The main tarmac road which runs on the #ogide of the zone connects Borama to Laascaaridwother main
road which is in the east of the zorks Burao, Hargeisa and Berbgi@ming atriangle The roadalso links
Hargeisa to Djiboutcrossing the western limits of the livelihood zoimrie to the rocky and mountainous nature
of the zone, there are no major adls that traverse the interior of the area. Overall, most roadsdinteracksthat
link rural settlements with rural marketsnd areusedmainly
by herders with their paclcamels and donkeys. Accdsg
motorized transport is difficult. Although road traport is
generallypoor, there is a gooccommunication networland
mobile phones are widely used to transmit information.

Goat prices (export quality), Burao market, SLSH
800,000
700,000
600,000
500,000
400,000
300,000
200,000

Trade in livestock and livestock products is the fundamental

100,000 economic activityfor the communities living in théVest
o : . .
Jan Feb Var Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Golis Pastordlvelihood zgnel.ocal and expor'tqgallty sho.ats
o 015 e 2016 —em2017 —m2018 —0m2019 —em2020 and camels are the species traded and chmik is the main

livestock product sold. In the reference year, however, milk
sales were not common. Severe successive droughts
especially between 2012017 grealy affected livestock

FSMU market data, 2012020, SLSH

Imported red rice prices, Burao market, SLSH production by educing the number of camels in heat and
7,000 thus conceptio and births. In consequence, little to no milk
6,000
- :ZOE ; : vv.as produced. |
4,000 Livestock are sold at any time of the year, but the peak
3,000 period is May to September which is the @nwhen the
izzz Islamic festivals fall. During the reference year
Y (Apri8/Marl9), export quality goat prices were high
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec | compared to prices from 2018017. This rdécted the
- BRI AN ARy SOSRiE —CATD) —ATRR improved body conditions of surviving livestock and the
recovery of livestock markets aft the drought (see table,
FSNAU market data, 202920, SLSH top left, black line)The main markets that serve the zone are

the urban commercial hubs of Borama, Burao, Berbera and
Hargeisa.Households in the zone who derive their income primarily from livestock and livestock produassale
well as charcoal sale mostly trade in these markets.

Households in SOO02 rely heavily on purchasing staple cereals asstiapde foods from the markehroughout the

year. The main purchased staples are rice, wheat flour and pasta which are boughthizomain markets of
Borama, Burao, Berbera and Hargeisa. The most common staples, rice and wheat flour, are purchased in large
guantities by households, ostly in 25kg sacks. These staples are imported from India and Pakistan before they are
sold locally Imported rice prices during the reference year were relatively high (see table at left, black line) although
rice prices in general do not fluctuate gratrom year to year. Nostaples include sugar and cooking oil.
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Timeline and Reference Year

The baseline assessment refersaoery specifitwelve-month period called the reference yeaNormally, the
reference year begins at the start of the maains for pastoralists (for agriculturalists, it is the start of the main
staple harvest) which marks the end of the lean periitlinformation described in this report related to prices,
income earned, expenditure and food consumed is for the twehegth period01 April2018 to 31 March2019.

Despite the devastating May 2018 Sagar cyclone which affected a few pockets of ¢hetmmreference year was
considered an average year in terms of food security dusuificient pasture, normal milk production, good
livestock prices at the market, good livestock body conditions and few livestock diseases.

During community leader interews, informants were asked to rank the last five years in terms of seasonal
LISNF2NXYIFyOS 6A0GK WmMQ AYRAOIFGAY3 | LR2N asSlhazy | yR
response of the community leaders.

Consumption

Year Season Rank Critical Events Response

Average rainfall, average pasturg Localised livestock migration to
availability, average milk production,| Guban mountains

good livestock body conditions, low
livestock diseases

2019 Deyr 3.5

Average rainfall, averagepasture | Treatment for goats in response
availability, average milk production,| to disease

livestock diseases, average livestoc
prices

2019 Gu 3

Poor to no rainfall, poor to average| Livestock and human migration,
pasture availability, poor to average| charcoal sales, humanitarian aid
milk production, livestock diseases,
poor livestock market

2018 Deyr 25

Heavy rainfall, average pasture Migration, livesock sales,
availability, average milk production,| humanitarian aid

good animal body conditions, average
livestock marketlivestock diseases

2018 Gu 3

Drought, no pasture, no/low milk | Livestock migration, charcoal
2017 Deyr 1 production, livestock diseases, livestoc| sales, credit and social support,
deaths, low livestock prices humanitarian aid (food + cash)

¥1n HEA, a reference year is arh®nth periodto which all the data applies. In agricultural areas, the reference year starts at
the start of the mairK  NSad 6KAOK YINJ & GKS SyR 2F GKS |yyda t WKdzy3
year begins at the start of the main rainy seasshen pasture availability and animal body conditions improve and milk
availability is also good. Improke YAt 1 F @FAflFoAfAdlGe YINJa GKS SyR 2F GKS |\
The reference year should be a recent relatively averageuction year. It should be a recent year to enable communities to
easily recall the events in that yedn terms of selection of the appropriate reference year, a timeline is done looking back at
the last five years and looking at how the different seas performed and their impact on household food and livelihood
security. In the case &West Golis Paetal Livelihood zondooking at the rainfall performance in the last 5 years between 2015
and 2019. Thguof 2018, which marks the main rainy seasothis zone, performed well compared to the previous years which
were mostly dry with no rains. The 20tleyralso had a little rain. In 2019, both tigeiand deyrwere average. However, since

the reference year is a complete 12 month period startinthatbeginning of the main rains, selecting the year from April (start

of gu rains) to March would giva complete year to which the baseline data refers.
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2017

Drought, no pasture, no/low milk
production, livestock diseases, livestocl
deaths, low livestock prices.

Livestock migration, charcoal
and firewood sales, credit,
social support, humanitarian aid

2016

Deyr

Drought, no pasture, no/low milk
production, livesock diseases, livestock
deaths, low livestock prices

Livestock migration,
government support, food +
cash aid, charcoal sales

2016

Poor rainfall, low pasture availability,
low milk production, livestock diseases
livestock deaths, low livestock pes

Livestock migration, livestock
sales, casual labour,
humanitarian aid, social support

2015

Deyr

Drought, no pasture, no/lowmilk
production, livestock diseases, livestocl
deaths, low livestock prices

Livestock migration, charcoal +
firewood salescasual labour,
humanitarian aid, social support

2015

Gu

Poor rainfall, low pasture availability,
low milk productionJivestock diseases,

livestock deaths, low livestock prices

Livestock migration, charcoal +
firewood sales, casual labour,
use savingssocial support, aid

Seasonal Calendar

TheWest Golis Pastoraone receives binodal rainfall: thegu rains in Aprildune and the shortedeyr rains in
OctoberDecember. There are two dry seasons as Wikdhl (JanuaryMarch) andhagaa (JulySeptember). During
the wet season, surface water and pasture availabifity livestock production improves thereby increasing
livestock reproduction and productivity.

Livestock production follows the seasons as water and pasture availability is crucial in determining the aftcome
the reproductive cycles and milk yields. Tagear drought that was experienced in most parts of Somaliland caused
little to no breeding and conception, little to no births and thus little to no milk. However, following the lgeavy
rains of 2018, thee was good pasture and water availability, anbbsequently relatively good milk availability (i.e,
enough for household consumption but not enough for sale).

Camels typically lactate for a period of 12 months. However, in the reference year, camelsnlyemilked for
approximately 6 months. Goats waemilked for about 4.5 months due to the stresses of the recent drought.

Livestock migration patterns are determined by the availability of water and pasture. All livestock species are moved
in search of wker and pasture during the dry seasons. Livestowke to the Ogo during thBagaaand to the
neighboringGuban Pastoral zorguring thejilaal when the zone receives thaysrains. There is also-migration

of livestock from theGuban pastoral zongéuring the long dry season there and this puts pressan local pasture
leading to overgrazing.

Livestock salepeak between ApriMay and SeptembeNovember. This is during the main Islamic celebrations
when demand for meat increases. These periods argjass@fter the main rains when animal body coraliis are

at their best. Livestock sales occur during khan seasoras well This is a periodhere access to milk is limited
and cash is needed to purchase staple foods.
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Apr | Mayl Jun | Jul IAugl Sep | Octl Novl I:Iecl Jan I Febl Mar
Rainy/Dry Seasons Gu Deyr Jileal

Livestock

Camels
conceptions

births

milk production (peak)
Goats/Sheep

conceptions

births

milk production (peak)
Livestock migration
Livestock disease

Livestock sales

Cash Crops
Land Prep/Flanting

Weeding

Harvesting

Other Income

Charcoal sales
Remittances peak
Stress & High Expenditure Periods

High staple prices

Festival season

Human diseases

Legend Land preparation Sowing WEEdianreen harvest Harvest

Staple food prices peak duringe dry season between June and July, Bedember and February. These months
are often referred to as the lean season.

Charcoal sales are a common activity in this zone and sales peak in the months of June to October and January tc
February.

A few villags cultivate cash crops. Cultivation isbd on irrigation using rainwater that flows in the streams/rivers.
Preparation activities start a few months before the rains. Land preparation is done in Jémlsaary and in
August. Planting takes place in A@and September, weeding in Apkllay ard again in OctobeNovember. The
harvest falls in June and then in Octoligecember. Crops that are cultivated include tomatoes (2 seas@ys,;
and jilaal during cold months), watermelon (1 seas@u), pepper (1 sason;deyrandilaal during cold months)
and onions (2 seasondeyrandjilaal during cold months).

In this zonehouseholds can be categorized into four broad wealth groupstalfie on the next pagsummarizes

the key characteristics and productigssets of the four main wealth groups, including the percentage breakdown
that each grouponstitutes. The yellow bars indicate the percent of femdleaded households within each group.

A separate set giroductive assetfigures is provided for poor femakaded households on the right of the table.

The main determinant of wealth in this livelihood zone is the size and composition of the household herd. The more
animals a household owns, the greater thagcess to food and cash income. Camels are thé wadsable animals
as they provide milk for most of the year and fetch a higher market priceshaats
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Poorer households in thevest Golis
Pastoral Livelihood Zonenly own Productive Poor boor
small stock and their herdsare Assets male- female-
characterized by very low livestocl Very poor headed Middle Better off headed
holdings At the start of the reference |__amels 0 0 8 13 0
Camel pack animals 0 0 2 3 0
year, very poor households owne
ly about 10 goats and-D donkeys Soats 2 2 s > 2
only 9 ys. Sheep 0 2 8 18 0
Poor maleheaded households on Donkeys B T > > -
average owned about 20 goats, | pnones 1 5 3 4 1
sheep and 1 donkey. Poor femald HH size 7 7 7 7 6
headed haiseholds had about 22| Number of wives 1 1 1 1
goats and @l donkeys. Herdizes for Students - primary 15 15 15 15 2
middle and better of households were__Students - secondary 0 0 0 0 0
substantially Iarger, notably, 8 and 1: Income source # 1 charcoal sales|livestock saleglivestock saleslivestock salgslivestock sale:
camels. 38 and 58 goats 8 and 1 Income source # 2 social support |charcoal sales charcoal salels social support
sheep '1 5and 2.5 pack ca’mels and Income source # 3 cash transfers | social suppor cash transfers
o ; 40%
2 donkeys for mld.dle and better off Wealth
households espectively. Pack camelt Breakdown  35%
and donkeys are used foransport. a0
Drought and livestock diseases are tt .
main  constraints to livestock 5 25%
. . . Q
production just as in the nearby 2 2094
GubanPastoralzone. 5
< 15%
Livestock are owned by the Lo
household, but men make majol |
decisions corerning the herd. Men 5%
and boys look after camels inding oo
milking them whereas women anc very poor poor middle  better off  poor fhh
girls look after and milk small stock mmale-headed O female-headed
Market Se“mg of livestock is done bj Note: Allresults are the migpoint of a range
men although women sell small stock

locally. Milk selling is mostly done by women. Grgzand is communally owned.

Femaleheaded househokimake up a portion of all wealth groups with higher proportions found in the lower two
wealth groupsDuring field work, in depth interviews were conducted withor female-headed households. This

is a goup who shares similar characteristics to poor raéaded households and who also faces similar constraints
but are further disadvantagebly a lack ofadult male labour. During the reference yeanop femaleheaded
households had a similar asset profilepoor maleheaded households although they hadktly more goats but
they owned no sheep.

Thepoor and very poor make up the largest wealth groups in the zone, with ard¥dBd30% of the households
respectively. Middle households comprise 20% whereas the better off comprise 12% of households only.

When we compare the new baselines (reference year 2018/2019) with the old baselines (reference year
2013/2014) there are several points to note. First, there has been a change in the proportion of households in each
wealth group although it should be nate¢hat in the old baselines, household were divided into 3 wealth groups
only. Despite this, the major change is the proportion of households who have slipped from the middle wealth
group to the lower wealth groups. In the current baseline, very poor amat ppouseholds comprised 68% of
households in the zone and the middle group were 20%. By contrast, in 2013/2014, middle households comprised
50%55% of households. No doubt this change reflects the impact of consecutive years of drought and disaster
between 20152017.
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Second, household sizes have also changed. The principal change is the declining household size of the better off

Previously, better off households had on averagel2(people. Currently, the better off households comprise 6
family members

Herd size Poor Middle Better-off

end ref year

2018/2019 13-33 goats 26-62 goats 49-93 goats
0-10 sheep 3-15 sheep 6-43 sheep

0 camels 3-10 camels 5-24 camels

20132014 3045 goats 80-100 goats 130170 gats
10-15 sheep 2540 sheep 40-60 sheep
3-5 camels 10-15 camels 20-35 camels

Sources of Food

140%

Third, livestock holdings decreased over the six
years between the old and new baselines. This trend
can be seen across wealth groups and for all
livestock species (see table at left). Whilst the
decline in herd sizes is madk for the poor and
middle howseholds, livestock losses were extremely
for the better off. These significant declines in
livestock assets were due to the extended period of
drought and disease between 202917 which
ravaged the herds in theWest Golis Pasral
Livelihood Zone.

120%

Efood aid

100%

ogifts

80% -

60%

bOnon-staple purchase

40%

20%

B staple purchase

Olivestock products

0%

V.Poor

Poor

Middle

Better-off

In the graph, food access is expressed as a percentage of minimum food requirements, takereesgenfaod energy
intake of 2100 kcals per person per daythe Aprl8/Marl9 reference year.

The graphabovepresentsthe sources of food, quantified as kilocalorifes, households in different wealth groups
in the livelihood zone for the period April 2018 to March 20A@ril marks the end of the lean season and the
beginning of the main milking period since it is when @erains start resulting in pasture and water availability
and thus good milk availability. After the rain season, there is thgildgf season whereanilk quantities decline,

and households expemee another lean period until the next rainy season. Food is presented as a percentage of

2100 kcal per person per day for the-ffnth period.

The major food source in this livelihood zone for all wealtbugs is market purchase. Market purchase of e¢se

(rice, wheat flour and pasta), oil and sugar provided most of the energy requirements for households in the

reference year. The proportion of food obtained from own livestock products (milk and meaasct with wealth
group and for the better off28% of their annual food energy came from own milk and meat. Own milk and meat
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contributed little to the diet of the poorer wealth groups (3% and 5% for the very poor and poor households
respectively). Instedy food aid contributed an important amount aédd to the poorer wealth groups comprising
15% and 10% of their annual kilocalories. See the graph above.

The situsion of poor femaleheaded households was simila110%
to poor maleheaded households. In both cases, marki100%
purchases made up about 83% of amhunousehold food  90%
energy in the reference year. Both types of househo| 80%
purchased similar cereals (rice, wheat floand pasta) and 70%
both secured just over 50% of their annual food needs frc 60%
staple food purchase. Nestaple purchases of sugar, oil an 50%
vegetables were likewise similar, comprising 30% and 33% 40%
the annual food needs of poor maleaded and poor female | 30%
headed households respectively. For both groups, food ' 20%
was a supplementary food source contributing about 10% & 10%
6% of the poor makheaded and poor femakheaded = 0%

- . Poor-MHH Poor-FHH
households annual minimum food needs respectively. M — —
] . o w1 camels’ milk CJgoat's milk
and meat from their own herds comiged a limited 78% of [1own meat m purchased cereals
annual kilocalories and gifts about 1%. Food aid helped fill DPULCTaSid non-cereals  mfood aid
m zakat, gifts

gap, providing about 6% of the annual energy naklg poor

femaleheaded households. The graph shows sources of food for poor feme

All the lower wealth groups struggled to meet their basic for headed and poor mateeaded households
energy needs inte reference year. On average, households in
these lower wealth groups met only ®¥% of their annual kilocalorie needs.

A comparison ofthe new HEA baseline (202819)
with the old HEA baselind20132014) reveals
several changes (see graph at right). First, althou '

Food sources by wealth group, West Golis 2013/14, FSN/

120% 71

rice and wheat flour continue to be the main staple oo |

purchased, in the new baselines, all wealth grou 100%

purchased pasta wdreas in the old baselines only 5 : '

the better off purchased p&ta. Another difference ; 70%

is that in the old baseline, sorghum and maize me 3 **

were purchased by the poor and better of £ iz .

households respectively whereas in the ne < jox |

baseline, these items are no longpurchased or o | g

consumed by any wealth group. 0% : — -
Pocr Middle Better-of

Second, there &s been a marked decrease in th camels’ milk goats” mil 8 own mant

consumption of own milk and meat. This is reflecte purchased cereals purchased sugar purchased ol

in smaller herds and fewer lactating animals in th.c

current reference year. For example, in the new baseliner pouseholds have no lactating camels whereas in the
old baseline they had access to one lactating camel. Moreover, in the newZllIBreference year, better off
households had 4 lactating camels whereas in the oldcpigis 20132014 reference yearhey had access to 6
lactating camels. Another factor cortititing to decreased access to milk was the more limited lactation period in
the current 20182019 reference year. For example, In the old baseline, camels lactated for up to 12 months but in
the curent baseline, they were milked for only 6 months of tleag Moreover, yields were lower. In 202819,

a lactating camel produced 2 liters per day in the wet season and 1 liter in the dry season whereasd012013
camels produced-2 liters per animal per day.

Third, the current baseline reflects a period peskis. As a result, some food aid was received by the lower wealth
groups. By contrast, in the old baseline, no food aid and no gifts were recorded.
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Sources of Cash Income

16,000,000
@ Remittances/social support
14,000,000
12,000,000 B Cash transfer
10,000,000 mcharcoal sales
8,000,000 - ELabour - casual
6,000,000 7 B Livestock sales
4,000,000 -
OLivestock product sales
2,000,000 -
O -

V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The graphprovides a breakdown of total annual casiscome by wealth group in Somaliland Shillings (Sa&tdyding
to income source.

All information in this section relageto the reference yeaApril 2018March 2019 The US dollar(USD to
Somaliland Shillin¢SLShrate during the reference year was USD 1 = SL.837.3(source: FSNAU).

Livestock sales were a significant and/or main income source for three of four wgraltps, that is, the poor,

middle and betteroff. However, only the upper wealth groups sold cdgn€or instance, in the reference year poor
households sold 8 goats and 0.75 sheep. By contrast, middle householdsXohiriels, 12 goats and2lsheep;

and better off households sold 2 camels, 18 goats and 3 sheep. The very poor sold few animais) (@fiecting

their small herds. Camels fetched the highest price, earning SLSH 3,000,000 per head in the reference year. Goat:
and sheep on average fetch&LSH 375,000 each per head. Income from livestock sales accounted for 100%, 82%,
35%, 46% and onl13% of the total annual cash income for better off, middle households, poor-mealgéed
households, poor femalbeaded households and very poor householdspextively. The sale of livestock products

(milk and meat) was not common in the reference yemreiny wealth group due to limited milk production.

Other cash income sources included charcoal sales, remittances/social support, unconditional cash wadsfers
casual employment. All wealth groups except for the better off carried out charcoal produentid sale. For the

lower wealth groups, income from charcoal sales accounted fet288 of their annual cash earnings. Poor female
headed households earnedly SLSH 1,080,000, or 15% of annual cash income, from charcoal sales because they
lack the labouto produce much charcoal. For middle households, charcoal was an important secondary income
source, supplementing livestock sales.

An important supplementar source of cash Income for the lower wealth groups in the reference year was money
from remittances and social support. This income source accounted for SLSH 1,750,000 or 22%, SLSH 1,750,000 ¢
18% and SLSH 1,600,000 or 22% of the very poor, poorhealed and poor femakheaded households
respectively. A second important supplementary source obmne for the lower wealth groups was unconditional

cash transfers. Cash transfers accounted for SLSH 1,625,000 or 20%, SLSH 1,300,000 or 14% and SL8H 1,300,0C
18% of the annual cash income for the very poor, poor rhaleded and poor fematlbheaded housholds
respectively. Very poor households also earned a small amount of income from agricultural labour, cultivating for
households engaged in cash crop praottue within the zone.

Northern Pastoral Livelihood ZoReofiles SO01Guban) SO0ZWest Golis)SO0§Northern Inland) 44



As seen in the graph at right, poor mdleaded and poor 100%
female-headed hogeholds had similar types of income (hame 90%
goat sales, charcoal sales, remittances, gifts and cash transf 80%
However,an important point to highlight is thapoor male 70%
headed earned SLSH 2,168,250 or 288&te than the poor 60%
female-headed householdg hemain difference was that male 50%
headed households earned significantly more income frc 40%
charcoal sales than femateeaded households. Conversely, fc 30%
femaleheaced households, their main income sourc At
proportional to their annual income was goat sal€aormale- 10%
headed households have a labour advantage as there are nr 0%
adult males in the household and this additional labo
translates in more income compared fwor femaleheaded
households especially from charcoal production and sale.

% of annual cash income

Poor-MHH Poor-FHH

m goat sales # sheep sales m charcoal sales

[wstone sales mcash transfers  mremittances, gifts

The table below presents the range of annual income recorc

for the four wealth groups Sources of casimcome for poor femakbheaded

and poor maleheaded households

Very Poor Poor PFHH Middle Better Off
Annual cash income | ~5,520,000g ~7,500,000¢ ~5,400,000¢ ~9,100,000¢ ~12,000,000;
in SLSH 8,150,000 9,050,000 6,900,000 14,625,000 18,920,000
USD equivalent 561- 829 762-920 549-701 925¢ 1,487 1,220¢ 1,923
USD pppd 0.22¢ 0.32 0.30¢0.36 0.25¢0.32 0.36¢0.58 0.48-0.75

Sincethe old HEA baselinef 20132014, there
have been several significant changes in cash
income. First, in the new20182019 baseline

Cash income by wealth grpuWest Goli2013/14, FSNAU

camel sales increade compared to the old i:x t —
baseline For example, before the drought crisis ¢ 2aoer |

20152017, the upper wealthrgups typically sold | 18000

just 1 camel whereas postisis, better off | £ |io .

households on average sold 2 camels and, in so 3 12000 1

cases, even 3. By contrast, sales atg@and sheep 'm [

in 20182019 were far lower on average than il 6500 1 - —
20132014. To use poor and middle housddwas 2,000 +

an illustration, m the new baseline, poor . — e E—
householdssold on average3 goats and 0.75 o T B
sheep andmiddle householdsold12 goats and 1 & pecty trade sell-employmment glhuiramiances

2 sheep In the old baselingpoor households sold

between 10 and 15 small stoekd middle households soldbout 30 small stock. These changes likely reflect the
decline in small stock herds due to the extended drought and the needlaite the flock postdrought

A second difference from old and nésaseline is income frommilk sales. h the old baselingall wealth groups

sold milk Indeed poor households sol®0% of the camel milk producebh the new baseline, none of the wealth
groups earned income from fkisales, reflecting low milk production as well as the need to focus on herd recovery
rather than onmaximising milk offtake.
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Third, in the new baseline, households only had access to food loans from traders whereas in the old baseline, poor
households boowed money from wealthier households to supplement their income.

Fourth, in 2018019, middle houdaolds supplemented cash earned from livestock sales with income from
charcoal sales. By contrast, in the old baseline, they did not need to burn archaaibal as milk/meat sales
provided them with supplementary income. Another difference is that 6322014, better off households
engaged more in petty trade activities which they did not do in the new reference year. Finally, {2@08,&lue

to drought recovery efforts, the lower wealth groups received more income support through unconditional cash
transfers and gifts (social support/remittances from relatives) than in Z131.

Expenditure Patterns

100% -

90% m other

80% Erepay loans

70% Oclothes

60%

Osocial serv.

50%

minputs

40% -

mwater

0f -
sl OHH items
20% -
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10% -
m staple food

0% -
V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The graphprovides a breakdown by wealth group of total annual caspheaditure according to category of
expenditure TheBtherrategory includes qaat, transport, airtime andtgji

All information in this section relates the specific twelvanonth periodApril2018 to March2019 While absolute
expenditure increases with wealth group in line lwibtal cash income, the expenditure breakdown by percent in
the graph above demonstrates how much expenditure was spent on different categories.

Staple and nosstaple purchase represent ¢hgreatest proportion of cash spending by households in all wealth
groups. Staple purchase accounted for 47%, 44%, 48%, 38% and 30% of annual expendituresstagenon
purchase accounted for 27%, 25%, 31%, 23% and 21% of the very poor, potieatse, poor femaleheaded,
YARRES FyR 06S00GSN 2 TekpenditirdzieSecavelR taple toads domprided/ igiptaitet! rice,
wheat flour and pasta. Nestaples included sugar, cooking oil and vegetables.

Purchase of household items including teat,sadap, spices and condiments, expenditure on lighting accessories
utensils, sleeping matsnd jerrycansaccounted for9%,9%,10% andl2% of the annual expenditure of very poor,
poor, middle and better off households respectively. For poor ferhabded households, household iteralso
accounted forl0% of their annuatash spending

Households spent very little cash on livelihood inputs during the reference year. The largest purchase was on
livestock drugs which acanted for SLSH 25,000, SLSH 22,000 and SLSH 185,000 for peleadal: poor
femaleheaded and middland better off households respectively. Very poor households did not spend cash on
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inputs due to small herds and low income. All households in the zadeccess to water for free hence there were
no water expenses in the reference year unlike in the hg&uban Pastoralone where households paid for water.

Expenditure on social services (health and education) was very low in the reference yeartiGmapay, it
comprised only % of annual cash spending for all wealth groups. A few villages halik fagdlities that offer

free medical services and households purchase only those drugs not available at the facilities. Some other villages
have no ealth facilities and households must seek medical services elsewhere, in some cases as far as Hargeisa
Borama and Burao which forces them to spend money on transport or pay for emergency services if they take an
ambulance. Education is free in primary aals and only other school related expenses such as uniforms are
purchased. Sommadrasasalso charge aek for learners.

In this zone, households spent very little money on transport. The range was SLSH 25,000 to SLSH
150,00/household/year for very poand betteroff respectively. Airtime and clothing expenses, although each
proportionately less than 7% ahnual expenditures, were nonetheless, priorities during the year.

Middle and better off households also spent SLSH 150,000 and SLSH 462,000/edgpadidod loan repayments.
The poorer wealth groupalso owed money for unpaifbod loansfrom, in sone cases, loans takdvefore the
reference yeams well as durinthe reference yeaitself. However, they lacked the incomepay off their debts

Hazards & Response Strategies

The main hazards affecting the pastoral economy invifest Golis Pastoralivelihood zone are discusseeldw.

Drought¢ This is the main hazard affecting the zone causing serious economic losses. Low rainfall is characteristic
of the zone in general but severe droughts lasting several years affect the zone regularly (albeit periodically). In
recent years, 206 and 2017 wer@oted as particularly bad drought years. Drought and reduced rainfall lead to
insufficient water and pasture availability, higher livestock mortality, reduced market value of animals, low levels
of livestock conception and higher rates rmofscarriage, lowbirths and low milk production. These impacts on
livestock production mean that pastoralists lose their main food and cash source. Droughts and reduced rainfall
also affect cash crop production.

Livestock diseaseg This is also a chronjgroblem. Commorlivestock diseases includ@inkaar, senbakand
hulumbein goats duufcadeand hulumbein sheep andlhugato, ganjoganjoodndajarin camels.

Environmental degradatiorg This is a common problem resulting from human activities notdblprestation
from charcoal burning as well as from overgrazing due to a lack of proper rangeland management. Changing climatic
conditions which are causing more frequent droughts and erratic rainfall are also contributing to this problem.

Households implment a number of coping strategies in response to hazards. These include:

Very poor and poor households

Seek social support/external assistancen a bad year, very poor and poor households seek social support locally
including gifts and loans from famfilglatives as well as humanitarian assistance from external agencies.

Increased charcoal salesHouseholds produce more charcoal for sale in bad years. Charcoal is a major source of
household energy and an important source of income as well as being@ppticoping strategy especially for
poorer households.

Increased livestock salesThis strategy is applicable only to poor households who have more livestock than the
very poor households.

Reduced expenditure on nefood and noressential items; Housénolds reduce expenditure or completely forgo
non-food items in order to free some cash to purchase food.
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Food loans; Food loans are commonly taken by households in the livelihood zone. However, in a bad year more
food loans are taken.

Migration ¢ Migration to the Gubancoastal plain and t@gowhere better water and pasture might be found.

Middle and betteroff households.

Increased livestock sales Middle and betteroff households try to increase their cash income by selling more
livestock. Even in a dayear, only a few more livestock are sold in order to retain a viable breeding herd. Moreover,
this strategy is limited by the low price and poor body conditions of livestock during a drought crisis.

Seek external assistance and social supppiiddle and better-off households will reach out to family/relatives
both locally and abroad to support them with remittances.

Reduced expenditure on nefood and nonessential items; Households reduce expenditure or completely forgo
non-food items in order to fre sane cash to purchase food.

Migration ¢ Migration to theGubancoastal plain and thelaudplateau in search of better water and pasture.

Food loang; Food loans are commonly taken by households in the livelihood zone. However, in a bad year, more
food loansare taken. Middle and better off households also seek cash loans in extremely bad years.

Key Parameters for Monitoring

The key parameters listed in the table below are food and income sources that make a substantial contribution to
the household economy in the zone. These shouldrmitored to indicate potential losses or gains to local
household economies, either througim-going monitoring systems or through periodic assessments.

Iltem Key Parameter Quantity Key Parameter; Price
Livestock production Canel sales (export) I Camel sales (export)
Goat sles (export) 1 Goatsales (export)
Sheep sales (export) 1 Sheep sales (export)

I YStaQ YAt]
D21 G&aQ YAt]

Other food and cash Charcoal sales Charcoal sales

income

=A =4 =4 =4 =4 -4 =

Remittances/social support Remittances/social support

Expenditure Rice¢ consumer price
Wheat flour¢ consumer price
Pastag consumer price

Sugarg consumer price

= =4 -4 -4 A -8 -2

Oil¢ consumer price

Programme Implications

The recommendations presented below include those that were highligiméaterviews withthe wealth group
interviewees andn interviews wih the community leaders
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Health &Education¢ Improve access to education and health services by increasing the number of MCH clinics,
providing specialised doctors, providing more health facilities, and increasing the number of primary and secondary
schods at the village level.
Health was a principal concern of all wealth groups (see table below). Education was a greater priority of
the lower wealth groups as they typically migrate less and are often concentrated in settlements where
schools and clinicare located.
2. Water ¢ Improve access to clean, good quality potable water
Improved water access was a development priority put forward by all wealth groups and local community
leaders. One concern is that in fragile environments, the development of iad#ities encourages
concentrated settlements, and this can lead to localised overgrazing and land degradation around water
points.
3. Agriculture¢ There are opportunities for some limited agricultural development along the riverways and

valleys of the zoe. Several communitie®ted that agriculture is a development priority in their area

(kediga dhanapAlaala cadkaXamarta Isha cadeygdhabi hagoogandKalqgorey. Agricultural

investment was mentioned primarily by the lower wealth groups (as theadir have one foot out of

pastoralism) as well as by some community leaders.
4. Livestocke Improve livestock production through better access to and availabilityeafttnent for

livestock diseases and to vaccines. Support livestock fattening.

These recommndations were proposed by the middle and better off households (see table below).
5. Roadsg Invest in the local road network and improve road conditions.

Very Poor  |Increase access to health clinics and MCH care |health The development recommendations
Poor Increase school facilities + build 2ndy school education presented by each wealth group are
PFHH Improve access to clean water + water tanks water summarised in the tablat left.

Invest in agricultural development agriculture

Provide access to business investment livelihoods All these suggestions require further
Middle Provide specialised doctors and improve MCH  |health detailed feasibility studiesbefore
Better off Inc.rease access to clean water + water tanks water . determining which options are viable

Build mor? schools + secondary schoF)I gducatlon from an economic, financial, and

Increase livestock treatment and vaccines livestock . .

social perspective

Improve roads roads
Leaders improve access to potable water water

improve health and education services health/education

invest in farming agriculture

improve road infrastructure roads

watershed management environment

The MEB Threshold

What isa MEB?

A Minimum Expenditure Basket, or MEB, is a calculation of the cosbdignd services required to mestrtain
standards of living. MEBs comprise a food basket as well afondrsector baskets such as shelter/home, water,
WASH, clothes, education, H#g transport/communication, community contributions, and safety & teagion.

MEBs can be calculated on a gradient of severity with upper poverty and lower poverty thresholds. The lower
threshold measures severe poverty and is typically termesuivivd MEB. It represents the bareshinimum
required to feed, house and dlee a family for survival. A sector standard MEB is designed around the notion of what
it costs to meet minimunstandards of wellbeindjealth and dignityThesectorstandardMEB is charactésed by a

higher quantity of, and more diversity of, essenttains, and by more sector baskets. Both survival and standard
MEBs areonsumptioror expenditureghresholds, that is, they calculatecost of living benchmark.
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AMEBthresholdisused in livelihood security analysismeasurancomegaps The critical gastion is do households

earn sufficient income to meet their basic needs or a basic cost of living standard? Where gaps exist, the MEB analys
can help planners determine how mués needed to bring households up to (or above) the MEB threshold and thus
out of poverty and into livelihood security and resilience.

The MEB in Somalia

{2YFLfALFQa SO2y2Yeé A& OKFNIOGSNRASR & | LINEntddaddi SR
sociceconomic indicators by the government has been very patsid for this reason there is poor data on standard
measures of national poverty. To fill this gap, other agencies, notably the FSNAU (The Food Security and Nutrition
Analysis Unit) and FEWS NET provide vital jon@eitoring data and livelihood analgsiOther critical poverty
information includes past HEA baselines on local livetiso

In 2009, HEA baseline data collected in Baidoa as well as in 2 other livelihood zones led to the creation of a MEB f
Somalia. Since then, the Somalia MEB was usedltulate transfer values for cabhsed programming. To allow

for comparabilityfrom north to south, the Somalia MEB is calculated on a USD per household per month basis, using
a standard household size of 6 across all regténs.

The items selected inhe Somalia MEB food and néood baskets Non-food basket

were guided by the HEA concepts of tearvival and livelihood =oilli=INER hiEANIEStiblds
protection baskets. In HEA, the survival basket includes enough fﬁﬁiqpaﬂa:?jé? Eﬁ?npan drugs

to meet basic energy needs for survival as well as minimurafood [school fees school costs

items to prepae food (water, cooking fuel, salt) plus soap for ba C';tgfs cothes (G25%)
hygiene. The livelihood ptection basket includes the survival baskggrosene torches+batteries (@50%)
plus basic livelihood inputs to protect livelihoods from erosion as v}g;émfrf;cost op pesfcondiments (€50%)
as minimum school, health, clothes, and household itemngrbtect a [social tax jerry cans

very basic standard of livingthese costs are taken from actug"™®’ ﬁZQiL‘f{Z’f@ZO%)
sperding patterns by poor households in the reference y€arhe airtime, cell phone (@50%)
Somalia MEB is informed principally by the concept of the survival tea/coffee

threshold, but a few livelihood protection gde are also included, such as health, education and clothing. In the
table right,the yellow cells indicate items found both in the Somalia MEB and the SO02 HEA baskets. The items il
the white cells are the ones that differ. Thus, the MEB and HEA baskeit®aprecisely the same although they
share some similar concepts and some Eingoods.

There have been some adjustments to the value of the Somalia MEB since 2009. These changes have taken place
consultation with local stakeholders, principallyetiinteragency Cash Consortium Group (ICCG) and the Cash

15 https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/cp

https://www. worldbank.org/en/topic/poverty/brief/globalpoverty-line-faq
https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SI.POV.NAGP?view=chart
http://hdr.undp.org/en/countries/profiles/SOM

16 Thevalueof the initial MEB was based on data collected in the Baigtban HEA baseline assessm@nd as such it reflected
urban cost of living thresholds. It was calculated asamthly minimum expenditure basket using prices from March 2007 (the
reference year). To keep the value of the MEB updateer timeg the FSNAU cargeout monthly market ranitoring of43
essential itemsand 5 currency exchange rates70 markets across Somalia. With these regular price updates, the cost of the
MEB can be realculated on amngoingbasis by region and the transfer value discussedficnad or modified aneeded.

7 Note that the BaidoaMEB did not include livelihood inputs. In part, this reflects that it was initially set up as an urban MEB.
However, it is also in line with how MEBSs are calculated elsewhere in the world (i.e, livelihood inputs are geoteradlyded).
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Working Group. This means that alhl¢holders use the same MEB (tailored by region to reflect regional prices) to
guide their castbased programminé?

MEB analysis

The 2020 HEA baseline assessmianthe SO02NVest GolisPastorallLivelihood Zon@rovided an opportunity to
review the Somadi MEB against the current HEA data, to calculate a pastoral MEB by zone and to carry out two
analyses:

3) Compare theSomaliaMEBby region against the pastoral MES zone and compare both thousehold
spending patterns in the SQO0Nest GolisPastoralZoneto inform whether some sector baskets need
adjusting.

4) Comparea pastoraMEBby zonewith total annual household inconte assess income gaps.

Process

6) Draft an extended list of items that compose each sector basket, reflesticigpr standards.

7) Gather prices for this extended list from principal marketshia livelihood zone. Calculate the avera
price across the principal markets. Use these prices to calculate the value of the MEB.

8) Where there are price outliers, verify thugh other sources (i.e., FSNAU price monitoring f@tahe
reference year). laddition, carry out a random crogheck of field prices with FSNAU market price d
to ensure data reliability.

9) Finetune the extended list by comparing the draft MEB withseline household spending in th
reference year by poor and middle householtts.addition, compare the draft MEB with the Soma
MEB.Where there are significant differences, use this to informplastoralMEB basket of goods.

10) Calculate the value dhe pastoralMEBandapply tohousehold incomegap analysiso assessevels of
povertyin the West Golis Pastoral Livelihoddne

Compositian of the pastoral MEB

The starting point to calculating a sector standard MEB is the standards themselves. In this case, Sphere
Humanitarian standards form the basis of the basket composition and quantity. The baskets are then tailored to
reflect nationalstandards (where thegxist) and/or the local context, including local patterns of consumption and
expenditure as captured in the HEA field data.

Details of what is in each of the full MEB sector baskets is described below.

Food sector basket The MEB fod basket is reasonapdiverse. It includes up to 10 different food items although

fruit and vegetables comprise a single lump sum amount. All food items are locally specific. The basket includes rice
wheat flour, pasta, camel milk, goat milk, shoat meaggetable oil, gheesugar and vegetables/frulf.Food prices

are relatively high in this zone because staple grains are not locally produced but are imported into the zone.

18 (1) Atthe recommendation of the WASH sector partners, the water component in the MEB was increased from 5 to 9 drums
to reflect Sphere standardsS¢omalia Cash and Markets Working Group, 2GRécommended transfer values for cdmtsed
interventions in the 2017 drotg responsé. (2) In 2017, concerns that cash transfer values were high led to a review of the
composition of the MEB. These discussions prompted a reductitre idiversityof the food basketFor example, the new MEB
comprises a very limited number ébod items (red sorghum, cowpeas, vegetable oil and sugar) which are all items that are all
relatively low costhan nonetheless meet basic energy and nutrition needs

1% Note that the MEB food baskét not a comprehensivieACON diet (Save the Childr2@12:A Cost of the Diet analysis in Bari
District of SomalilDecember 2012). In 2012, Save the Children estimated that the LACON diet, in their model, would cost 1,452%
of the annual income of poor households (based on 28E2A data).
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Moreover, milk, which is largely consumed through emvitk production has a retavely high price inhe market and

this has the effect or raising the cost of the food basket. Other commaodities, such as cooking oil, which is imported
YR LIzZNOKIF aSR 2yfteé 6KSy K2dzaSK2f RAQ 2¢y I R&SEBcodiNdr 6 dzii
these issues, the HEA survival basket staple food price was applied to a certain proportion of milk, meat and
ghee/butter purchases with the logic that in a typical year, these items are produced not purchased. This logic is als
reflected n the HEA calculatioaof total income where milk, meat and cooking oil/ghee are calculated using the
survival basket staple food price. For this reason, valuing own milk, meat and ghee in a consistent way with total
income calculations is justified in théEB.

WASH sector bsket: The basket includes goods to maintain basic hygiene standards. Soap is the priority item and
reflects Sphere standards: @ 2 bars of soap/person/month for all washing needs including bathing, hair, laundry anc
dishes. Other basitygiene items have been add to the basket which are purchased less frequently. These items
are essential for good hygiene and as they are used daily, there is a lot of wear and tear and thus some replacemer
and/or repair costs are required. These itemclude: 2 x 10 litre jeyrcans for hauling water; 0.5 x bucket with lid;

0.5 x wash basin; 0.5 x kettle with lid for sterilisation; 0.5 x spade to dig and cover waste; lotion and cotton pads for
a baby; and basic personal items (razor blades; femajeshg items; and combs).

Note that the WASH basket for SO02 does not include water because WebkeGolifastoralzone, none of the
wealth groups purchased water in the reference year.

Shelter & Home sector baskefThe basket includes candles/matches &mergency lighting; 3 »tches and
batteries for daily lighting; 1 x tarpaulin to keep goods dry in the rainy season; iodised salt to make food palatable
and a small lump sum amount for tea/coffee. In addition, for items that are not purchased mantahnually but

are nonetheéss periodically replaced and are essential for sleeping, cooking and eating as well as basic shelter, .
minimum replacement/repair cost was added to the basket. These items per household include: 0.5 x local tool for
home repai; 0.5 x cooking pot, 0.5 food storage container, 0.5 x jug/calabash, 1 x utensils and cup/bowl, 1 X
mosquito net, 1 x sleeping mat, and 1 x blanket. As pastoral populations typically keep household possessions to
minimum to facilitate migration, theaplacement amounts in the MEwere also kept to a bare minimum.

Clothes basketThe sector standard is 1 set of new (or gently used) clothes for each member of the household per
year. This includes basic top and bottom as well as footwear. A sweater/j@akeatot included as tempetares are
typically hot throughout the year in this zone.

Education sector basket Poor and middle households typically send 1.5 children to primary school, so the education
basket was calculated on the basis of 1.5 studefit® components of the baskétclude tuition, school uniform,
pens/pencils, scribbler/notebook and school bag. Pocket money for snacks or school canteen was not included.

Health sector basket The Sphere minimum requirement of 1 x medical consultatioth taeatment /person/year

was applied. Consultation costs are free in this zone but a lump sum amount for treatment was applied based on
actual expenditures in SO02. In addition, the cost of a very basic first aid kit (pain relief tablets and mosqyjito spra
was added.

Transport & Conmunication No transport costs were included. Airtime credit for mobile phone/household was
added to the basket. Note that2 phones/household was typical for the very poor and poor in this zone.

Community Contributions Zakatpayment and contributions foRamadarare included in the basket. The amounts
were calculated using average livestock assets for poor and middle households.

Livelihood inputs: Whether to include a minimum amount for livelihood costs is a quesifafebate. In most MEB
calculations, livelihood input costs are not included in the baskets on the basis that there is no consensus of the
minimum required and inputs vary widely by wealth group depending on their assets. Another point is that livelihood
expendtures can be accounted for by subtracting the cost from total household income and then comparing net
income to the MEB benchmark. For this analysis, a small amount for animal drugs is included (using poor househol
expenditures as a guide).
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Contingency. No contingency amount has been added although some amount for extraordinary expenses is often
included in a MEB. In the case of a pastoral MEB, the logic not to include a contingency amount is to reflect that
savings for contingencies is also natlidedin total pastoral income. Households may have savings but because
GKSANI al @gAy3aa INB y2G 3ISYSNI ISR GKNRdAAK |yydzZf OFack
it is not reflected in total income. As the MEB threshold is camgbéototal income in the HEA analysis, this approach
seemed justified. Note that a small contingency amount is included in the Somalia MEB.

How much does the MEB cost?

Somalia MEBVoqooyi Galbeed and Togdheer Regior&ccording to the CMB for Somalia
(FSNAUWrg/sectors/market), the castaluefor the total basket MEBfor Woqgooyi Galbeed and Togdheer Regions

in March 2019 (the last month of the SO02 reference year) was US $138/HH6/month and US $149/HH6/month
respectively’® The essential items MEB isuadval basket and is comprised of 4 basic food items. The total basket
MEB combines a more diverse food basket (8 items) with afood basket (10 items).

S002 PastordlEB¢ The value of the SO02 pastoral MEB for the AMB819 reference year in th#Vest Golis
Pastorallivelihood zone is US $1,347/HH6/year or US $112/HH6/month. This includes a food basket (10 items) and
8 sector noAfood baskets.

To compare the SO02 pastoral MEB with the Somalia MEB for Woqooyi GalbeBagaiheéer Regions, the value
of eachMEBIs indicated in the table below. Price and exchange rate data came from FSNAU market monitoring
and the FSNAU April 2020 CMB file as well as from SO02 HEA field data.

Monthly
Household of: 6 Apr18/Marl9 March 2019
S002 pastoral MEB W/Galbeed Region Togdheer Region Somalia MEB Total Basket
Sector \ Cost per month SLSH usb Items Usb UsD Items (monthly)

WASH 52,410 5 12 items soap x 4 pcs, water x 9 drums
Shelter & Home 75,169 8 14 items firewood x 30 bundles, grinding x 30 kgs, kerosene x 1.5 |
Clothing 65,125 7 1 setlyear lump sum SoSH 30,000
Education 43,010 4 2 students lump sum SoSH 90,000
Health 21,917 2 1 x person/year lump sum SoSH 20,000
Livelihood inputs 4,167 0.4 water, medicine
Community Contributions/tax 18,933 2 zakat, Ramadan lump sum SoSH 12,500
Transport & Communication 25,000 3 airtime x 1 phong
Food MEB r 798,604 81 10 items 100 114 sorghum, wheat flour, cowpeas, oil, sugar, milk, meat, tea|
Contingencies 0 0 lump sum SoSH 30,000
TOTAL 1,104,335 112 138 149
otal Non-food ite B 305,730 31 28% 38 35
otal Food MEB 798,604 81 2% 100 114

The largest componer{f72%)in the SO02 pastoral MEB is tto®d basket The proportionately high value of food
compared to norfood expenses in the MEB is reasonable when compared to actual spending patterns in this
pastoral zone. In SO02, in the Apr18/Marl9 reference year, padndddle household food expenditures were

70% ad 60% of total annual spending respectively. Middle households met a further 18% of their annual food
energy needs through own milk and meat consumption. Note that the food basket value in the Somalia MEB for
Woqooyi Galbeed and Togdheer Regions is $jidigher than the SO02 pastoral MEB which could be due to the

201n the HEA analytical framework, it is thepbetween total household income and the HEA thresholds in any given year
that determines the transfer value rather than the total MEB value or HEA threshold itself.

https://www.fsnau.org/sectors/markets
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prices used for each food iterft. The food basket composition also differs slightly. In the SO02 food basket, rice,
wheat flour and pasta are th&taple grains whereas in the Somalia MEB, thplss red sorghum and wheat flour
are applied to the whole country.

Overall, the total value of the NFI (ndmod items) baskets in the SO02 MEB and the Somalia MEB is low compared
to the food basket. Howear, the value seems reasonable when compareddmal household spending in the
reference year. In the table belowpusehold spending by poor and middle households is shown in the two
columns at far right. Expenditures were adjusted to a household §igéay comparative purposes. The results

show tat in the Apr18/Marl9 reference year, poor households spent US $21/HH6/month efoodritems;

middle households spent US $34/HH6/month and the NFI component of the SO02 pastoral MEB was US
$31/HH6/month?? For Woqooyi Galbeed and Togdheer Regions, tHevdlBe was US $38 and US $35 respectively.

Monthly
Household of: 6 Aprl8/Marl9 March 2019 Aprl8/Marl9
S0O02 pastoral MEB W/Galbeed Region Togdheer Region Poor HH Middle HH

Sector | Cost per month SLSH UsD USD USD USD
WASH 52,410 5 2 3
Shelter & Home 75,169 8 9 15
Clothing 65,125 7 4 7
Education 43,010 4 1 2
Health 21,917 2 1 2
Livelihood inputs 4,167 0.4 0 1
Community Contributions/tax 18,933 2 0 0
Transport & Communication 25,000 3 2 4
Food MEB 4 798,604 81 100 114 M 48 f 51
Contingencies 0 0 0 1
TOTAL 1,104,335 112 138 149 69 85
otal Non-food ite 305,730 31 38 35 21 34
otal Food B 798,604 81 100 114 48 51

The results show that during a period of palsbught recovery, and with humanitarian assistance reduced to a low
level, pastoralists from poor and middle growggsent mostly on their basic needs and kept oWlespending to low
levels. In particular, households in this zone spent very little on education. Water is collected free of charge so in
this zone there were no water expenses. Otherwise, aside from fhedargest expenditures were araat,

clothing and cell phone airtime.

School fees
Health costs
Soap
Water

9000
2000

4 pc

9 drum

alpeed

2.9

0.6
1.2

10.

1.
1.
2.1
0.0

Exchange rate §SD 1 SOSH 30,908.8 and USD 1 = SLSH 9837.3
(FSNAU price data, averad@nDec 2019 Poor HH = poor expenses

The table at left looks at some of the sector basket
costs in the Somalia MEB more closely to examine if
some baskets are perhaps undalued and if there

is a case for revisions. For instance, a closer look at
some specific sgor costs compared to poor
household spending shows thiagalth andsoap

may in particular be too low.

21 The USD amounts were calculated using the following exchange WSbsl SLSH837.3and USD 1 SOSH0,908.8
Note that the SLSH and SOSH exchange rates reflect the averageApril8dMarl9 reference year. The rates themselves are
taken from FSNAU price monitoring data.

22There are challenges in making direct expenditure comparisons for some of the baskets because the expenditure figures do
not include inrkind contributions suclas fran own production. This issue obviously affects food basket comparisons but also

the community contribution (or social tax) basket. In the MEB, the valzekdtand contributions durindRamadarare given

a dollar value whereas household spendingloeseitems is through irkind contributions such as the slaughter of cwieat

and is therefore not included as an actual expenditure. For this reason, household spending for food and community tax is low

compared to the MEB.
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In sum key points to highlight are:

1. The value of health in the Somalia MEB for Wogooyi Galbeed and Togdheer Regions is low compared to th
S0O02 pastoldMEB and compared to poond middle household expenditures. It is recommended that the
health values be reviewed and potentially increased.

2. The value for soap should be increased as it is low compared to actual expenditures and compared to
sector recommadations.

3. If alivelihood alster approach is taken, food baskets should be adapted to better reflect the main food
items consumed in those regions (i.e., rice not red sorghum in northern pastoral MEBS).

The MEB, Total Income and Poverty analysis

An analgis of the MERxpenditure threshold against total household annual income helps answer the question do
households earn enough to meet the cost of their basic needs? To what extent can households from the different
wealth groups afford the MEB basic bask&goods? Thgraph shows that a MEB based on minimum sector
standards is comparatively high when measured against what households earn and produce. The overall value
adjusted for a household of 7 and based on reference year prices is calculated ab@&BIHY/year (0 USD

Ndck LISNBE2YKRI@0® aARRfS K2dzaSK2f RQa G20t AyO02YS 41
the cost of the MEB basket of goods. Beitdirhouseholds produced and earned USD 1,626/HH7/year (or USD
0.6/person/day) whiclwas only sligthy above the upper poverty line. See graph below.

Total Income in SLSH by Wealth Group, Aprl8/Marl19, SO02. Cash incortes adjbis

18,000,000
[ == Remittances/social
support

16,000,000 - =3 Casbh transfer - official

C—JFood transfer - gifts

14,000,000

I Food transfer - official
12,000,000

3 Self - employment

10,000,000 = Labour - casual
[ 3 Animals sold
8,000,000 1

r - 3 Animal products sold
6,000,000 1

r - C—JAnimal products

i consumed
4,000,000 e survival threshold

== |/hoods prot. threshold

2,000,000 +

= MEB threshold

V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The sector standard MEB is high compared to total household annual income. The results indicate that most of the
population (88% of households) would be considered poor by this stan8legdably, some sector baskets could be
adjusted downwards (such asdecing some school supplies and perhaps reduci@gMASH items). Nonetheless,

the initial results indicate that by and large, most households intest Golis?astoral Livelihoodahedo not earn
enough income to pay for a basic basket of essential food anefgumhitems that meet minimum standards of
wellbeing.

However, there is one important point to bear in mind, and that is that in pastoral economies, limited household
spending nay in part reflect a choice and is not simply a function of poverty. For example, households may have
AAAYATFAOLI YOG al@Ay3aa a2y GKS K22Fé£d ¢KdzaAax G2aGFf AyO2
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but rather their spending prioriis and needs in that particular reference year. In SO02, middle households, for
example, could potentially sell an additional 24 shoats and 3 camels without eroding the breeding potential of their
herd. Poor households could sell an additional 11 shoadisttaen very poor an additional 4.5. Arguably, shoat sales
during the reference year in particular were relatively low as households rebuilt their herddgaght. For middle
K2dzaSK2f Raz dzaAy3 akKz2Fd artS LINA QSHA <T 2NN LANKSS: SNEIT S NS
9,000,000 which would be enough additional cash income to put them above the MEB threshold. For the poor, the
sale of an additional 11 goats (i.e, livestock that could be sold without eroding the viability of the Hezd)added

to their cash income, would reduce tigapto USD 66/HH7/year or USD 5/HH7/month.

Bearing in mind this caveat, the initial gap analysis shows that households face an income gap of US $51, $40 and
$20/HH7/month for the very poor, poor and middledseholds respectively. To put this in perspective, the sale of

a goat earned a household on average US $38/goat in the 2018/2019 reference year. To fill the gap, very poor,
poor and middle households would roughly need to sell 16, 13 and 6 goats peegpactivelyThis is currently

beyond the means of very poor and poor household3ertainly, this analysis reveals the level of poverty faced by
many households. It also shows that pastoral economies are based on very limited material needs.

This analysisan provide a latform for future discussiosin Somaliaboutwhat constitutes minimum standards of
well-beingin northern pastoral zonesnd what might be included in a pastoral MEB in Somalia in fiftarévelihood
cluster approach is taken.
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BASELINE PROFILE SO06 PUNAND/SOMALILAND

NORTHERN INLAND PASTORAL LIVELIHOOD ZONE March, 2020

Summary:This is gure pastoral zoneovering much of northern Somalia (eastern Somaliland and Puntland) and inclu
parts of 4 different regions, Sool, Sanaag, Bari and Nugal. Cgoats,and sheep are the main livestock kept. Goat an
sheep flocks are particularly large as small stoekveell adapted to this zone. Households depend principally on the si
of livestock and livestock products to generate cash income. In the refeyeareall wealth groups secured a major pari
of their income from livestock sales except very poor housghalthose major income sources were cash transfers ar
social support. Only middle and better off households sold camels and sold milk. For fogy,dneiseholdsmainly
consumed purchased food. Market purchases contributed between-82% of household anral food needs for all
wealth groups in the Oct18/Septl9 reference year. Own milk was an important supplementary food too. Recu
drought, livesbck diseases and occasional conflict are the main hazards affecting livestock productivity in this zone
This profile contains additional analysis comparing household income to the Minimum Expenditure Basket (
threshold

Zone Description

TheNorthern InlandPastoral Livelihood Zomevers -
much of northern Somalia (incorporating both PuntlandA
and Somaliland) and includes parts of 4 different regio
(Sool, Sanaag, Bari and Nugaljhe zone includes the
districts of Caynabo, Ceel Adyne, Ceerigaabo, Xudun,
Laas Caanood, Talex, Las Qoray, Qardho, Garowe,
Bandar Beyla, Iskushuban, Bossaaso, Qandala and EJ |/
is bordered to the north b¥ast Golis Frankincense,
Goats and Fishingpne; to the south by thelawd
Pastoralzone; to the eat by the Coastal Dedbadoral
zone; and to the west by th#/est Goliastoral and 2L DA A

Hawd Pastoral 2y S® ¢KS T2ySQa GSNN}AY NIy3aSa FNRY | NAR
to semiarid with hot temperatures and with rainfall ~ So~AL POPULATION BY DISTRICT & LZ- 2027

y Northern Inland Pastoral Zone

] ) . Region District

ranging between 10@00 mm. Rainfall is spread over S006
. . . Sanaag Ceel Afweyn 36,954
two rainyseasons: thgu between April and Junend Sanaag Laasgoray/Badhan 144,118
P Sanaag Ceerigaabo 58,991
the deyrbetween October and Dece_mber. Daily r_nean - e 35.260
temperatures of 2426 degrees Celsius are experienced sool Caynabo 34,207
. Sool Tal 59,950
throughout the year. The topography of this northern faeq ST 27036
zone consists of suboastal mountainous areas, a high |-£&¢ Bandar bayla, Bosaso 13,313
) . Bari Iskushuban 24,660
inland plateau and several valleys (the Gebi Valley, thesari Qandala, Qardho 26,498
N | Eyl 24,297
Dharoor Valley and the Nugal Valley). Bneas of Nugoal o 52°509
higher elevation range from 962100 meters above sealTOTALS 580,583

level, but the highlands then slope gently downwards toward the Indian Ocean in the eastlam@Eentually
flattens into delta plains along the coast. The zone has a mix of soil typedimgciandy soils near the coast with
increasing calcium carbonate and/or gypsum inland. The soils are not suitable for cultivation but support mainly
scrub lush and acacia trees. On the plateau, sparse woodland areas are found along seasonal streams. In th
valleys, there is savannah grassland. Over the years, tree cover has diminished due to charcoal production and
increased demand for firewood and constractimaterial.

2 Fieldwork for the current pfile was undertaken ifFebruaryMarch 2020 The information presente¢including pricesjefer
to the reference year, whictvas the consumption year covering the period Oct18/SepPr@vided there are no fundamental
shifts in the economy, the informatiois expected to remain valid for approximatebyl0years (i.euntil 20232028).
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The main water sources in this zone include seasonal water courses, shallow amneetleeporeholes anterkads

which are utilized in both wet and dry season depending on the locality. Water tracking is carried out in the dry
season. In th reference year, all households paid for water for domestic use, spending between USD 0.175 and
UD 0.3 per day. All wealth groups also paid for water for livestock. Typically, they spent between USD 3 and USD
39 per month for at least 6 months of the yedhe exception was the very poor households who spent nothing on
water for livestock.

Camels Poor Middle | Better-off The Northern Inland Pastoratone is a pure pastoral zone
Startref yrtotal | 100 100 100 compared to nearby zones where pastoralism is supplemented
Aduli fernales 0 13 3 by other economic activities. The livestock reareql include
camels, goats and sheep. Goats and gheee kept in the
No. born 0 29 27
largest numbers because they are well adapted te thcal
No. sold 0 18 13 environment and are less expensive to maintain than camels.
No. slaughtered | 0 0 0 All livestock graze freely on grass and browse. Livestock are
No. died 0 0 0 sold by all wealth groups to generate cash income. Roore
No bought 0 0 o households sell only small stock, but wealthier households sell
both camels and small stock. During the Oct18/Sep19 reference
Endref yr total 100 111 113 . . .
year, livestock herds showed good signs of recovery following
Goats Poor Middle | Better-off the extended 201€017 drought. Due to the lag time between
Startrefyrtotal | 100 100 100 the return of good rainfall, livestock conceptiamd then the
AdUt females =7 =0 =0 birth of ngw stock, it can take a couples#asons before herd
recovery is seen. In the tables at left, camel and goat herd
No. born 67 45 46 .
dynamics for the reference year are shown for three wealth
No. sold 43 23 17 groups (poor, middle and better off). The base number 00
No.slaughtered | 10 8 7 used for comparability across species and wealth groups
No. died 5 5 10 Positive herd growth signals the start of the recovery process,
No bought 0 0 o helped by the low incidence of livestock disease in the
reference year.
Endref yr total 110 110 111

Camels and goats are both milked during the wet seasons
although the poor have access to goat milk only. Camels podumre milk, fetch a higher market price and are

also used for transport as pack camels but only middle and better off households owned a significant number of
camels (8 and 17 camels respectivihBy contrast, poor households owned @amels. In theeference year,

on average camels were milked for just 6 months of the yeieln peak periods occurring in the rainy seasons.
During these periods, camels produced-2.5 liters of milk per animader day. Goats produced 0.5 liters per day
over a 3month period in the wet season.

During the reference year, livestock migration was limited to nearby areas within the livelihood zone because of
the widespread availability of pasture, browse and wdtdlowing the averagéeyrrains of 2018 in most part of

the zone. However, in a bad year or in areas that did not experiencedmadains, livestock migration extends
further afield to other parts of the zone that have had good rains, such as Naolire(Coastal Deeh as well as
outside the zone to areascluding Aduun and the Hawd plateau. In extreme cases, whole households move with
the livestock.

Overall, the zone is well served by communication services through cell phone coverage. Educhti@altin
services are basic but are also available lochtigal schools are primary level only. In many villages there are MCH
(Mother Child Health) facilities as well as health posts some of which are free, and some peedeevice. During
village ley informant interviews, health care and education sersigeere identified as development priorities.
Other services and facilities including electricity, credit, and sanitation are poor. Most homes use open air rather
than indoor latrines. There is ndeetricity in the zone and also no savings and creditifi@s. Credit is typically
accessed through traders and local shop owners. The zone isewedid by humanitarian agencies including WFP,
SCI Somalia/Somaliland, World Vision International, WHMA, Klamic Relief, Concern Worldwide and local NGOs.
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The zone occasionally experiences some localized clan and political conflict. Political conflict mainly involves
{2YFEAEIYR YR tdydflyRQa o6l GdfS 205N RAALIZI SR | NBI

The main hazaglaffecting the zone are drought, livestatikeases and occasional conflict. As in the rest of Somalia,
the severe drought of 2018017 exacted a huge toll on lives and livelihoods in the zone. That drought was
particularly severe due to what the commupidentified as climate change impacts.

Markets

The zone is served by both tarmac and dirt roads. Major roads in the zone include the Somalia main road from
Mogadishu to Hargeisa, the Ceerigaabo road, and the Bosaso to Garowe road. Overall, road acces®trabdth w

dry season is considered averagelanarket access is relatively good as urban areas are close. However, during
the rainy season, some interior dirt roads become impassable.

Key markets for both livestock and food purchase are found inside andleuisthe livelihood zone. These key
market hubs include Burao, Garowe, Qardho, Laas Caanood, Bosaso and Berbera. District capitals within the zone
are also important trading centres. Village markets are mostly used by the poor who cannot afford transport
major market centres.

Goat prices (local quality), Las Anod, Sool, SoSH In this pure pastoral economy, trade in livestock and livestock
e products forms a central activity for local communities. Camel milk
2,000,000 "\/'/\///\ is sold when in season providing an important income source for
1,500,000 W the middle and better of housetids. Livestock are sold on both a

L000.0CON—S local and an export basis although local sales were higher in the

SR reference year. Livestock are sold throughout the year however in
g the reference year peaks occurred in JAlygust which coincided
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec . . . i .
e 2015 —-2016 —e=2017 —0—2018 —8=2019 —e—2020 with annual Islamic festals. Sales also peak during the rainy season

in NovembetDecember and AprlMay when livestock body
conditions are good. During the Oct18/Sepl9 reference year, sale
prices for goats in local hub markets were relatively high coegba
Imported red rice prices (1 kg), Bossaasso, SosH | {0 previous drought gars (see table at left, black line). Post

FSNAU marketrice datg 20152020, SoSH
Las Anod/Laas Ccaanood

25,000 drought, markets were again favourable to pastoralists as surviving
20,000 m livestock regained their body conditions.
e : <" Households in this livelihooZone depend heavily on markets to

10,000

buy most of their food as well atheir other essential items.
Households purchase staple and rstaple food items including
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep oot Nov Dec | FiC@, wheat flour, pasta, sugar, cooking oil and vegetables
PR S ERTE H o R C S EI e throughout the year. Reliance on mirased food is higher during
FSNAUnarketprice data 20152020, SoSH the dry season when milk supply is lolhese goods are sourced
from outside the zone. Staple grains, for instance, are imported
from India, Pakistan and Oman and arrive in the region through the ports of Bosaso and Betbagrg.tie
Oct18/Sep19 reference year, imported rice prices were drighan in the preceding 2013018 period (see table
at left, black line). Rice prices are fairly stable during the year but there are some upward and downward price
fluctuations from yeato year as shown in the graph.

5,000

0

The urban areas of Bosaso, Burcerti#ra, Garowe, Qardho, Laas Caanood and other main district towns provide

a good chance for both local and migrant casual work such as construction labour. However, casual labour is not a
main income source in this zone. A few people still undertake tésmsur throughout the year with an estimated

5% working in the local rural areas, 60% in local towns and 35% working outside the livelihood zone. Others also
migrate into the livelihoodone especially to main urban areas to engage in construction daralpetty trade.
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Timeline and Reference Year

The baseline assessment refers to a very spderBtve-month period called the reference yedn the Northern
Inland PastoraLivelihood Zonethe reference year covered the period from October 2018 to September?2019
All informatbn described in this report related to prices, actual incomes earned, expenditures andrédedsto
that specific period.

During community leadeinterviews,key informants were asked to rank the last five years in terms of seasonal
LISNF 2 NY I yOBRBAKEKA WIMQI LI22N) 4SS az2y | yR wlighQminafizeStheO S t f
response of the community leadersshows the referencgear was classified as an average year.

Consumption

Year Season Rank

Critical Events Response
Good rainfall, good pasture & water
availability, good milk production, good
livestock body conditions, low livestock
diseases
Good rainfall, good pasture & water
availability, good milk production, good
livestock body conditions, low livestock
diseases

2019 Deyr 4

2019 Gu 4

2018

Deyr

Average rainfall, average pasture & wate
availability, average milk production, goog
livestock bodyconditions, low livestock

diseases, good livestock prices

Supplementary fodder for
livestock, water trucking,
livestock migration,
humanitarian aid

Average rainfall, average pasture & wate
availability, average milk production, good

Livestock migration,
humanitarian assistance

livestock deaths, low livestock prices
malnutrition

AU Gu livestock body conditions, low livestock

diseases, good livestock prices

Drought/very low rainfall, low/no pasture | Abnormal livestock migration,

& water, no/low milk production, livestock | humanitarian (cash/food) aid,
2017 Deyr . . . -

diseases, livestock deaths, low livestoc| government aid, livestock sales

prices, malnutrition

Drought/low rairfall, poor pasture & water | Abnormal livestock migration,

availability, no/low milk production, | humanitarian (food/cash) aid,
2017 Gu . . . :

livestock diseases, livestock deaths, loy social support

livestock prices, malnutrition

Drought, no pasture, low watevailability, | Abnormal livestock migration to

no milk production, livestock diseases| Hawd, Coodanle, Deex Puntland
2016 Deyr

water trucking, humanitarian
aid

24In HEA, a reference year is arh®nth period to which all the data applies. In agricultural areas, the reference year starts at
the start of the main harvest which markse elR 2 F G KS | yydzr f WKdzy3SNJ aStaz2yQ gKSN
year begins at the start of the main rainy season when pasture availability and animal body conditions improve and milk
availability is also good. Improved milk availabititgrksit KS Sy R 2F (GKS Fyydz f &aKdzy3ISNI LIS
The reference year should be a recent relatively average year. It is a recent year to enable communities to easilyeeeatsthe

in that year. In terms of selection of the apprigte reference year, a timeline is carried out looking back at the last five years
and looking at how the different seasons performed and their impact on household food and livelihood security. In the case of
Northern Inland Pastoral Livelihood zoteoking atthe rainfall performance in the last 5 years between 2015 and 2019. The
deyrof 2018 which marks the main rainy season in this zone performed well compared to the other previous years which were
mostly dry with no rains. The 201 had also been\aerage In 2019 both thegu and deyr seasons had average rainfall.
However, since the reference year is a complete 12 month period starting at the beginning of the main rains, selectiag the ye
from October (start ofleyr rains) to September would give a colefg year to which the baselingata refers.
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Poor rainfall, poor pasture & water| livestock migration to Ainaba
2016 Gu 15 availability, poor milk production, poor | area, migration of whole
) livestock body conditions, livestockl household away, humanitarian
diseases, livestock deaths aid, social support, credit
Average rainfall, averageapture & water | Livestock migration,
availability, average milk production, good humanitarian assistance
2015 Deyr 3 : ., .
livestock body conditions, low livestock
diseases, good livestock prices
Average rainfallaverage pasture & water | Livestock migration, charcoal
availability, average milgroduction, good | and firewood sales,
2015 Gu 3 . - ' S ;
livestock body conditions, low livestock humanitarian aid
diseases, good livestock prices

TheNorthern Inland Pastoralone has two rainy seasons followed by two dry seasons. Thedlingt seasongu,
starts in April through June and the second rainy seadewt, starts in September/October through December.
The two dry seasons ad#aal(JanuaryMarch) andhagaa (JulySeptember). During the wet season surface water
and pasture avadbility for livestock production improves thereby increasing livestock repréolucand

productivity.
Oct | Nc-\rl Dec | Jan | Feb | Marl Aprl Mayl Jun | Jul | Aug| Sep
Rainy/Dry Seasons deyr jilaal Bu hagaa

Livestock

Camels
conceptions
births
milk production

Goats/Sheep
conceptions

births

milk production
Livestock migration - average year wet season pastur*esé dry season pasture Wet season pastur*esgfdry SEas0n pastures|
Livestock disease H ‘ : ;

Livestock sales

Other Income
Remittances peak
Petty trade peak

Handicrafts

Stress & High Expenditure Periods
High staple prices

Lean season

The pastoral economy revolves around these four seasons. Rains bring renewed pastures and water sources are
also replenished. With the renewal of brogvand water, livestock are brought back from dry season grazing areas

to the wet season areas. Livestock body conditions improve during these months leading to an increase in milk
production and to higher livestock prices. In general, camels lactate thoughe year. However, in the reference

year, middle and better off householdsho alone of the four wealth had lactating camels, only secured camel milk
F2NJ c Y2yiKa 2F (GKS @SINJ RdzS (G2 (GKS LINB JAchtizimail@ | NA C
during the wet season. Both camel and goat milk production pedkeithg thegu anddeyrrainy seasons.
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Livestock migration patterns are determined by the availability of water and pasture. Livestock are moved
throughout the year to differengrazing areas and there are both dry and wet season grazing areas. Moss®f the
areas are found within the livelihood zone although in extreme conditions, livestock are taken outside of the
livelihood zone.

Livestock sales generally occur throughout ylear however in the reference year sales peaked between July and
August which gincided with annual Islamic festivals. Sales also peak during the rainy season in Qaobmiber
as well as in Aprilune when livestock body conditions are good.

The lean priod or the annual hunger period occurs mainly duringtihe dry seasonglaal (JanuaryMarch) and

hagaa(JulySeptember). Staple food prices also peak during the dry seasons.

Wealth Brea kdown and Productive Assets

In this zone households can be

categorized into four broad wealth Productive
groups The table to the right Assets nf;’lgf f:n(:glre
summarizes the key characteristic Very poor headed Middle Better off headed
and productive assets of the foul| camels 0 05 7 15 0
main wealth groupsat the start of | Pack camels 0 0 10 L5 0
the reference year including the | _Goats i = “ i 1
percentage breakdown that theyl—SneeP ! 14 28 58
constitute in the zone.The yellow Donkeys 0 0 05 05

L Phones 15 2 2.5 15
bars indicate the percentfdemale A - 5 5 e
headed households within eact  \umber of wives 1 1 1 15
group. A separate set of productivg stdents - primary 15 2 1 0 2
assets figures is provided for poo| Students - secondary 0 1 0 0 0
femaleheaded households on the Income source #1 cash transferd livestock sales| livestock sales livestock sales livestock sales
I’ight side of the table. Income source # 2 social suppory  social support | milk sales milk sales | cash transfers|

Income source # 3 livestock sales cash transfers 0 0 social support

The main determinant of we#h in -
this livelihood zone is the number Wealth
of livestock ownedThe more Breakdown 3%
livestock a household owns, the 30%
greater their access to food and el
cash income. Livestock provide g
direct access to food in the form of 3 20%
milk and meat and are also the S 15
primary means of obtiaing cash o
income through live animal sales
and milk salesCamels are the most 5%
valuable animals as they provide 0% ’—‘
milk for most part of the year and very poor poor middie  'better off  poor fhh
fetch a higher price from sale mmale-headed [ female-headed
Compared tOShoatS(Sheep and Note: Allresults are the migpoint of a range

goats). Howevemoats and sheep
are kept in tle largest numbers because they are well adapted to the lmoaronment and are less expensive to
maintain than camels.

Poorer households in thBorthern Inland Pastoral zorsge characterized by very low livestock holdings. During

the reference year, ty owned only goats and sheep. Moreover, they owned no cau@etl donkeys and their
62
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combined flock of sheep and goats was less than 10. Households in the poenheadied category on average
owned 01 camels, 23 goats and 15 sheep. Poor femai@ded houskolds had smaller herd sizes than male
headed households: oaverage, 0 camels, 17 goats and 10 sheep. Neither poor-healded nor pooifemale

headed households owned pack camels and donkeys. Middle households typically owned about 7 camels, 44 goats,
32 sheep, 1 pack camel andl0donkeys. Better off householdsvoed about 17 camels, 78 goats, 67 sheep,1

pack camels and-0 donkeys. Pack camels and donkeys were used for transport.

Livestock are owned by the household, but men make major decisions #imiierd. Men and boys look after
camels and also milk themhereas women and girls look after and milk small stock. Market selling of livestock is
done by men although women sell small stock locally. Milk selling is done by both men and women.

Femaleheaded households make up a portion of almost all wealth gsowfth higher proportions found in the
lower two wealth groupsDuring field work, in depth interviews were conducted witbor female-headed
households. This is a group that has similar char&ties to poor maléheaded households and who face similar
constraints but are further disadvantagdyy a lack ofadult male labour. During the reference yeaogp female
headed households had a similar asset profile to poor rhakded households but oved slightly fewer livestock.

Poor and middle households comrise the largest wealth groups in the zone, aroun8%@ and29% of the
households respectively. The very pooake up 22% of households whereas the better off comprise only 11%.

When we compare the new baseline (reference year 2018/2019) with the oldibageeference year 2009/2010)
there are several changes to note. First, the proportiolmafiseholds in each wealth group changed over the last
9mMn &SIFENBR® b2ilofex (GKS LINRLR2NIAZ2Y 2F K2 dza S K D PRBA
in the recent baseline. Proportionately, the better off also decreased (from 20%%) Whereas the poorest
wealth groups in the communities increased from 30% to 60%. The downward economic slide of households likely
reflects the lingering effect ofhe extended 2012017 drought and the resulting impoverishment from large
livestock losses

Of |

Second, household sizes have also changed. Currently, households across all wealth groups have an average size
7 whereas 9 years previously the household sivex® 6, 8 and 10 for the poor, middle and better off respectively.

Herd sizes Poor Middle Better-off Third, small stock herd sizes decreased substantially.
EIE. B Gl 7 The table at left illustrates the changes in livestock
2018/2019 1535 goats | 20-60 goats | 43-100 goats holdings between the two different baselines. For
5-25sheep | 20-45sheep | 35100sheep | instance, in thenew baseline, poor households on
0-1camels | 4-12 camels | 8-26 camels | average owned 38hoatsby the end of the refeence
TS 32 goats 70 goats 110 goats year. Inthe old baseline, poor householgls on average
owned 58shoats The same trend was evident for the
26 sheep 60 sheep 90 sheep other wealth groups too. For better off households,
0 camels 4-6 camels | 1215camels | shoat herdsdecreased from an average of 200

shoats/household in September 2010 to only 145

shoats/household in September 2019. The decline in herd sizes (espslealy reflects the severity of the 2015
2017 drought crisis coupled with the toll of livestock dise.

Sources of Food

Thegraphnext pagesummariseshe sources of food, quantified as kilocaés,for households in different wealth
groups in the livelihood zone for the period October 2018 to September.ZX® reference year starts with
October because it is theelginning of the main rainy season when milk production peaks and the lean season
comes to an end. Food is presented as a percentage of 2100 kcal per person per day femthreperiod.
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In the graph, food access is expressed as a percentage of minimum food requirements, taken as an
food energy intake of 2100 kcals pearpon per dayor the October 2018September 2019 reference yea

The primary means of obtaining food in this livelihood zonéirsugh market purchase. All households relied on
market purchase to meet over 80% of their minimum kilocalorie requird@ntethe reference year. Rice, wheat
flour and pasta were the main staples purchased by all wealth groups which together secureajE@% of their
annual food needs. Households also purchased vegetable oil and sugar as well as vegetables. Taske non
food items comprised 30%1% and 37% of the annual food needs of the lower wealth groups (very poor, poor
male-headed and poor fmale-headed households) and upper wealth groups (middle and better off) respectively.

Middle and better off households supplemented purchased food with milk and meat from their own livestock. Own
milk and meat accounted for 323% of the annual food needls the reference year. This represents production
from 2 and 4 lactating camels, anfl 4nd 17 lactating goats

for middle and better off households respectively. Cam110%
were milked for 6 months in the reference year with mi100%
yield of about 2.5 liters peanimal per day during the rainy 90%
season and 1.5 liter per animal per day in the dryssea. = 80%
Lactation period for goats was limited to 3 months durir 70%
the year with yields of 0.5 liters per animal per day. / 60%
additional :3% of food energy came from own ate 50%

Very poor, poor makheaded and poor femalbeaded 40%
households secured only a small amount of food ener 30%
from own livestock production (3%, 9% and 8 20%
respectively). Households in the lower wealth groups ¢ 10%
not have any lactatingatnels as they mostlowned small = 0%

stock only. Very poor households had 5 lactating goe Poor-MHH Poor-FHH
poor maleheaded households had 14 milk goats and pc = ['goat's milk 11own meat
femaleheaded households had 10. The graph to the ric = ®purchased cereals " purchased non-cereals
shows the proportion of own milk from goats whic,  ®food aid m zakat, gifts

. 0 0 L
provided 8% and 7% of tireminimum food needs for poor The graph shows sources of food for poor feme
male-headed and p oor femaleheaded households | .,4ed and poomale-headed households
respectively. Meat from slaughter of small stock during tiic

year accounted forQ% of annual calorie needs for the lower wealth groups.
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During the referenceyear, poorer houseolds could not meet all their annual food energy needs from market
purchase and livestock production alone. These two main food sources were also supplemented with rice and oil
from food aid and gifts 40%). Food aid including schdeéding contributed7%, 1% and 4% to the annual food
requirements of the very poor, poor maleaded and poor femalbaeaded respectively. Gifts contributed 3% of

the annual food requirements for each of the group.

When we compare the new HEA baselinedrefice year 2018/209) with the old HEA baseline (reference year
2009/2010), one notable change was in the amount of staple food purchased annually by the various wealth groups.
Poor households bought more staple food in the new baseline (750 kg ricetead) compared tahe old baseline

(630 kg rice and wheat) which likely reflects smaller goat herds and lower milk production. By contrast, better off
households purchased much less staple food. In the new baseline, on average, they bought aroundfé#@ kg o

and wheat wkereas in the old baseline, better off househole@ho had very large familiesbought around 1,160

kg of rice and wheat. A second change of note is that in the new baseline, all wealth groups bought pasta whereas
10 years ago onlydtter off household bought pasta. Third, in the new baseline, households on the whole did not
buy pulses whereas in the old baseline, middle and better off households bought small amounts of pulses, mostly
cowpeas, which accounted for36 of required cakies.

Sources of Cash Income

2,500
B Gifts/remittances
2
(o B Cash transfer
1,500 B Labour - casual
B Livestock sales
1,000
OLivestock product sales
500 -
0 _

V.Poor Poor Middle Better-off

The graphprovides a breakdown of total annual cash income by wealth group in US dollarsag¢8miing to
income source.

The grap below presents information on sources and amounts of cash incomes ealmgag the reference year
October 2018 September 2019disaggregated by wealth group.

[ AGS&ai201 IINB LI adz2NrftAadaQ YIFAYy | &aSi tetoff Rouserolds?2 (i K
their herds were large enough that they were able totab all (100%) of their cash income from livestock
production, mainly from the sale of livestock but also supplemented from the sale of camel milk. In the reference
year a typicabetter off household sold 2 camels, 12 goats and 5 sheep. A typical rhioldéehold sold 1 camel, 9

goats and 2 sheep. Camels were mainly sold locally for USD 430 per head. Goats and sheep were sold both for
local and export markets for USD 50 per head.
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By contrast, the very poor, poor mateaded and poor female
headed housholds did not sell any camels. Instead, they st
small stock only. Nonetheless, poor mdkeaded households
obtained a major proportion of their annual cash income fro
livestocksales (65% of annual cash earnings). This transle
into the sale of 9 gda and 56 sheep. For the very poor ant
poor femaleheaded households, livestock sale incon
accounted for only 25% and 40% of their annual cash earni
in the reference year (8 and 56 goats and 1 and-2 sheep
sold respectively).For poor femaleheaded households, who
sold fewer small stock than poor male heaelaliseholds,
they consequently earned less (US $400) than rhakded
households (US $725) in the reference yeRoa female
headed households moreover sold livestock mainly in lo
markets whereas the very poor and poor maheaded
households sold livestock in local markets and for export.

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

% of annual cash income

Poor-MHH

Poor-FHH

m goat sales i sheep sales
H cash transfers

m zakat, Idd

remittances, gifts

For the lower wealth groups, limitethcome from livestock

sales in theeference year meant a greater reliance on ca: Sources ofash income for poor femaleeaded and
transfers and social support. Cash transfers accounted for ¢ poor maleheaded households.

of the total cash income of the very poor, 13% of the poor

male-headed households and 42% of the poor ferdaaded households. Social suppodrfr theextended family

was the third principal income source and comprised 32%, 22% and 16% of the annual cash inconvenyf the
poor, poor maleheaded and poor fematheaded households respectively. These figures highlight the finding that
for the very por ard poor female headed households, most of their cash income was secured from remittances,
gifts, zakatand cash transfers. Together, these sources comprised 76% and 58% of their total cash income in the
reference year. By contrast, for poor male headed dhdds, their primary income source was goat and sheep
sales (65% of annual cash income). See grapgte. These differences in income sources reflect a fundamental
difference in their asset profiles.

Another fundamental difference, in this case indab, also led to real differences in how much income was earned
during the reference year. A sigoént finding is that poor mataeaded earned US $175 or 16% more than the
poor femaleheaded households in the reference year. Poor nteaded householdbave a labour advantage as
there are more adult males in the household and this additional labaunstated into more income compared to
poor femaleheaded households.

The table below presents the range of annual incomes recorded for the four wealthggrou

Very Poor Poor PFHH Middle Better Off
Annual cash | 495¢1,077 ~849¢ 1,256 ~760¢ 1,070 ~1,350¢ 1850 ~1,560 ¢
income inUSD 2,975
SLSH ~4,733,982 ~8,119,496 ~7,268,336 ~12,910,860 ~14,919,216
equivalent - 10,299,997 -12,011882 -10,233,052 -17,692,660 -28,451,710
USD pppd 0.2¢0.4 0.3¢0.5 0.35¢0.5 0.5¢0.7 0.6¢1.2
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When we compare the new HBEgaseline(reference  cash income by wealth group, Sool Plateau, 2009/201
year 2018/2019) with the old HEA baseline (referenc=
year 2009/2010), therare several changés highlight
First, in the new baselindouseholds fromall wealth
groups sold fewersmall stock To illustrate, middle
households sld 11-12 goats and sheepin the new
baseline whereas in the old baseline they typically sold
23 goatsand sheep.One reason for reduced small stock
sales in 2012019 is that postrought, herd sizes were
smaller. Moreover, postlrought, households were
interested in limiting sales to promote herd recovery.
This meant that the overall cash income earned fram
small sock was much lower in the current baseline
compared to the old baseline. Source: FSNAU Sool Baseline Report August B01e: dark blue
bar = livestock sales
Second, camel milk sales by middle and better off
households were muclower in the 2018019 reference year compared to 10 years ago. Middle and better off
households sold-43% ofthe total camel milk produced whereas in the old baselines they sold d0: 2 F O Y &
milk produced (see income graph above which shows thdt easned from livestock product sales comprised over
20% of better off households annual income in 2009/20MY)reover, all wealth groups including the poor sold
some goat milk in the old baselines whereas in the new baselines, goat milk was not sojdvisadth group.

Third, in the new baseline, poor households relied on cash transfers and social suppakdamtheir cash gap.
Casual labor and minor sedfmployment activities took place in the 202819 reference year, but these income
sources werenot typical. By contrast, in the old baselines, most poor households typically engaged in casual
employment and/or selfemployment activities such as construction labour and firewood/charcoal sales. They also
took out loans and received cash gifts fronttbeoff neighbors and relatives. In the new baseline, the poor did not
have access to cash loans.

Expenditure Patterns

All information in this section relates the specific twelvemonth periodOctober2018 to September2019 While
absolute expenditure increases with weagroup in line with total cash income, the expenditure breakdown by
percent in the graph above demonstrates how much expenditure was spent on different categories.

In any given year, households spend monayaorange of essential items and services.s€haclude food (both

staple and norstaple), household items, productive inputs, social services (health and education), clothing as well
as other noressential items. In this reference year, a very high prtigo of annual cash was spent on food (staple

and nonstaple). Purchase of staple cereals (rice, wheat flour and pasta) alone accounted for 46%, 39%, 38%, 30%
and 21% of the annual expenditures of very poor, poor a@aded, poor femakeaded, middle ath better off
households respectively. Nestape expenditure on sugar, cooking oil and small amounts of vegetables accounted
for an additional 17926% of total expenditures across the wealth groups bringing total food purchase to 62% and
72% of annual casbpending for the poor and very poor, and t8% and 54% for the betteff and middle
households.

In addition to food, households also bought essential household items including tea, salt, soap, lighting accessories,
utensils, sleeping mats, jerrycansdaa little gaat. These items accounted for 86% of annual cash spending
across all wealth groupdlotably, in theNorthern Inland Pastoralone, spending ogaat was relatively low and

only middle and better off households typically bougjatat during the year. This result contrasts with findings i

the Guban Pastoratone, where spending aaatwas relatively high (and where aid transfers were likewise high).
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