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Abstract
[bookmark: _Toc411102101]Expropriating farmland deprives rural small-holders of one of their most important income generating assets and forces them to find new livelihoods. Governments recognize this, and often provide households with compensation, which in some cases takes the form of a lump-sum payment. But are these lump-sum payments sufficient to compensate households for the land that is taken? A natural way to assess this is to determine whether a household’s permanent wealth has changed as a result of the intervention. The main purpose of this study is to assess of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project. Community based cross-sectional study design was used. A total of 210 households were included in the study. Data was collected from the study population using structured questionnaire face to face interview in local language by trained data collectors. The collected data was entered to SPSS version 20 for analysis. Binary logistic regression was used to assess the association between outcome and independent factors. A total of 210 study participants were included in the study with a mean age of 46.33 years (SD=±16.9 years).  One hundred eighteen (56.2%) of the study participants were in the age group less than 46.33 years.  Majority (85.7%) of household heads included in the study were male in sex. The multivariate analysis showed age, compensation paid; average monthly income and land owned in hectare were found to be the determinant factors for post expropriation livelihood status. The level of post expropriation livelihood status was very low compared to expectations and age, compensation paid; average monthly income and land owned in hectare were found to be the determinant factors for post expropriation livelihood status. Design a strategy that specifically helps older age groups withstand life after expropriation, pay  compensation to those who were not paid at all, motivate households to see alternatives to raise their average monthly income and motivate those households who did not have land to get involved in any activitie
1
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[bookmark: _Toc415188227]CHAPTER ONE 
[bookmark: _Toc415188228]Introduction 
Expropriations generally refer to property-specific or enterprise-specific takings where the property rights remain with the State or are transferred by the State to other economic operators. Expropriations may consist of a large-scale taking of land by the State, made with the purpose of redistributing it, or specific takings where the target is a specific foreign firm (for example, a firm dominating a market or industry) or a specific plot of land (for example, to build a highway) (UN, 2012 ).
Expropriation, as means of land acquisition for public works, has been a known concept of law since the ancient times of Greece and Rome. It has also been commonly applied in practice in Europe and America. 
In Ethiopia, it is believed that it was introduced, at least in law, during the Minelik II era. The concept is predominantly understood as the inherent power of the state over its territory under which all owners of property including land exercise their property rights subject to this power of the state. However, since this thinking is against the natural right of man to own private property, legislations and constitutions of different countries have been trying to limit its application by setting forth conditions. Parliamentary enactments and court decisions over time have refined and reduced the scope and application of the state power of expropriation. In respect of land, now, expropriation is exercised only in cases where designated land is used for a public purpose and accompanied by payment of fair compensation(Daniel Weldegebriel Ambaye, 2009) 
 Livelihoods can be made up of a range of on-farm and off-farm activities that together provide a variety of procurement strategies for food and cash. Thus, each household can have several possible sources of entitlement which constitute its livelihood. Entitlements include the rights, privileges and assets that a household has, and its position in the legal, political, and social fabric of society.

The paper proceeds with a brief review of the literature on post expropriation livelihood status and its associated factors
1.1. [bookmark: _Toc415188229]Background
Land remains the single most important source of material wealth and social prestige in many societies of the world. Land holds the lion’s share in the income generation of nations in that studies show real estate has been estimated to represent approximately one-half of the world’s total economic wealth (Ling and Archer 2005).  Likewise, land holds a significant place in the lives of Ethiopian people. Agriculture is still the mainstay of the nation’s economy in terms of income, employment and food security. Land is the primary source of economic welfare whereby people in the country can afford to obtain food, education and healthcare. It is also the means for a significant amount of foreign currency generation since agricultural products are the main export goods for Ethiopia(Daniel Weldegebriel Ambaye, 2004).
In Ethiopia, land is the common property of the ‘state and the people’, and, hence, is not subject to sale, exchange or mortgage. Rural farmers and pastoralists are guaranteed a plot of land free of charge while urban residents can secure the same through ground lease arrangements. Rural farmers’ right to the land is a kind of usufracturay right, which merely gives peasants possessory or “holding” prerogatives, including the rights to use and enjoy, rent, donate and inherit the land. In urban areas, its dwellers may obtain land on 15-99 years lease agreements depending on the purpose for which the land is needed and such right may be freely transferable. To secure such rights, the Constitution prohibits eviction of holders of the land without just cause and payment of compensation(Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia). 
1.2. [bookmark: _Toc415188230]Statement of the problem
The Federal government owns all rural land in Ethiopia and can expropriate land from anyone if it is deemed in the national interest. Small farmers have user rights over their land, which entitle them to lease out land for short periods of time and to give land to their children. However, individuals do not have the right to sell land, with the owner’s entrepreneurial ability. That make land markets in rural areas are very thin (Ali et al., 2011, Deininger and Jin, 2006).
Expropriation of land is therefore the most common way that land is transferred from small-scale farmers to large scale agriculture, industrial uses and urban expansion. Federal laws on expropriation entitle households to compensation if their land is expropriated. Households can be compensated with equivalent land in another part of the area where they live, or, if there is no land, financial compensation. In practice, this figure is impossible to calculate for an individual plot so administrators calculate a common price per square meter for the whole project area instead. For the project evaluated in this paper the compensation price reflects whether the plot is used for grazing, growing rain-fed crops for one season only (Meher land), or growing crops for two seasons (irrigated land). Households are also compensated for any trees or improvements that are on the expropriated plots and for their house. Households that lose their homestead are provided with a plot of land and/or money to rebuild their house.
Ghatak and Mookherjee argue that households should be over-compensated, in the sense that they should receive a payment that is greater than what the household receives from farming. They argue that households should be given a greater share of the economic surplus that is generated by transforming agricultural land into large scale irrigation. In a setting like Ethiopia, where there is no established price for farm land, one might think of this value as the expected net change in household income resulting from expropriation(Ghatak and Mookherjee. D., 2013).For example, Fafchamps and de Mel find that cash transfers do not yield positive returns for female micro-entrepreneurs(Fafchamps  M. et al., 2014, De Mel S. et al., 2008).
A livelihood comprises the capabilities, assets (stores, resources, claims and access) and activities required for a means of living: a livelihood is sustainable which can cope with and recover from stress and shocks, maintain or enhance its capabilities and assets, and provide sustainable livelihood opportunities for the next generation: and which contributes net benefits to other livelihoods at the local and global levels in the long and short term.’
Household Livelihood Security is defined as adequate and sustainable access to income and resources to meet basic needs (including adequate access to food, potable water, health facilities, educational opportunities, housing, and time for community participation and social integration). Livelihoods can be made up of a range of on-farm and off-farm activities that together provide a variety of procurement strategies for food and cash. Thus, each household can have several possible sources of entitlement which constitute its livelihood. Entitlements include the rights, privileges and assets that a household has, and its position in the legal, political, and social fabric of society.
House hold livelihood security (HLS) grows out of a food security perspective, but is based on the observation that food is only one important basic need among several, and adequate food consumption may be sacrificed for other important needs. Given that the causes of poverty are complex, House hold livelihood security provides a framework to analyze and understand the web of poverty and people’s mechanisms for dealing with it.
The risk of livelihood failure determines the level of vulnerability of a household to income, food, health and nutritional insecurity. The greater the share of resources devoted to food and health service acquisition, the higher the vulnerability of the household to food and nutritional insecurity.
Therefore, livelihoods are secure when households have secure ownership of, or access to, resources (both tangible and intangible) and income earning activities, including reserves and assets, to off-set risks, ease shocks, and meet contingencies. Households have secure livelihoods when they are able to acquire, protect, develop, utilize, exchange, and benefit from assets and resources.
Expropriation of land from its initial owners and users has everlasting effects on their lives especially if these people depend on the land for their livelihood. In the peripheral areas of many African cities, public land acquisitions deny these land owners their means of livelihood and hence change their lives forever. This is why there is a general reluctance and hostility when an attempt is made to interfere with established land rights because land is a peculiar institution, which occupies a central position in the social organization of the community. Any attempt to change the existing land relations whether by expropriation or whatever means is likely to meet the strongest opposition even if such projects were implemented by the government itself.




1.3. [bookmark: _Toc415188231]Objectives of the Study
1.3.1. [bookmark: _Toc415188232]General objective
The overall objective of this paper is to assess the post livelihoods status of expropriated farmers in Koga irrigation project. 
1.3.2. [bookmark: _Toc415188233]Specific objectives 
 To meet the general objectives the following specific objectives were designed
· It examines the post livelihood of expropriated status of farmers in Koga irrigation project based on Household Livelihood Security Assessment (HLSA) 
· It  identifies factors affecting post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmers in Koga irrigation project
· To identifies post livelihood change supporters
· To show the fairness of the compensation in their post livelihood status of expropriated farmers
1.4. [bookmark: _Toc415188234]Research questions
In order to reach these objectives the following research questions are formulated: 
0. What is the level of post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmers?
0. What are the possible factors that could affect post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmers in Koga irrigation project?
0. What are the possible supporters to change post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmers?
0. How to examine fairness of the compensation in their post livelihood status of expropriated farmers?
1.5. [bookmark: _Toc434156434][bookmark: _Toc415188235]Delimitation of the Study
The study will be limited to the assessment of post expropriation livelihood status of farmers who were displaced because of Koga irrigation project found in Amhara region, west Gojjam zone and Mecha woreda. The study will restrict itself only to the project area and the surrounding kebeles in which the expropriated farmers live in agricultural or other livelihoods.
1.6. [bookmark: _Toc415188236]Organization of the Paper
Following this section, the rest of the paper is structured in the following manner: chapter 2 examines theoretical value of assessing post expropriated livelihood of Koga project farmers for filling the gap of the procedures in post livelihood of the expropriation and the fairness of compensation during expropriation by analyzing the livelihood security of expropriated farmers using house hold livelihood security tools. continual follow up and management plan of different countries experience would be revised to compare the efficiency post livelihood support for expropriated farmers; chapter 3 looks at research methods including all techniques/ methods adopted for conducting this paper; chapter 4 considers results and discussions, and finally chapter 5 deals with conclusion, policy implications and recommendations.
1.7. [bookmark: _Toc434156433][bookmark: _Toc415188237]Significance of the Study
Assessing the post livelihood of expropriated farmers would help in the realization of the fairness of the compensation and its pre and post activities to change the livelihood.
 There are few studies related to land expropriation in the country for different purpose. The studies considered the impact of expropriation in Koga irrigation project by analyzing post livelihood of rural farmers. The post livelihood of rural farmers that lost their lands partially and completely analyzed by using household livelily hood security tools. This study is initiated to serve as a basic source of information about the post livelihood of Koga irrigation project expropriated farmers specifically, and provide additional knowledge concerning compensation and expropriation procedures before and after the land lost for development.
It also shows significant factors affecting the livelihood of expropriated farmers around koga irrigation project. Thus, the study is important for a number of reasons. First, the study is important for policy makers, donors and international organizations that are currently seeking policy measures for post livelihood improvement, compensation and expropriation matters. Second, All lands required for various purposes in the development of the country require land expropriation. Which require fair compensation and intensive livelihood shifting activities? So the study show the gap between compensation fairness and the post livelihood change supports. Thirdly it show the role of government agencies, none governmental organizations (NGOS), and private investors in the post livelihood support beyond the fair compensation. Fourthly, this study helps to reduce grievance on development projects by assessing the possible problems in shifting livelihood of expropriated farmers and showing the fairness of the compensation in their post livelihood. Finally, the findings in this study shall be another contribution into the existing stock of knowledge in the areas of post livelihood of expropriated farmers, grievance redress, and fair compensation in Ethiopia. The research can, together with results from studies in other countries, be the base for more general statements about post livelihood of expropriation strategies.
1.8. [bookmark: _Toc415188238]Definition of some terms 
· Expropriation land holding: taking the rural land from the holder or user for the sake of public interest paying compensation in advance by government bodies; private investors, cooperative societies, or other bodies to undertake development activities by the decision of government body vested with power.( Amhara Rural Land Proclamation 133/2006 art 2(18))
· Public purpose: the use of land defined as such by decision of the appropriate body infirmity with urban structure plan or development plan in order to ensure the interest of the people to acquire direct or in direct benefit from the use of land and to consolidate sustainable socio-economic development. Proclamation 455/2005, Article2 (5) Of Rural Land of Ethiopia 
· Compensation: means payment to be made in cash or in kind or in both to a person for his property situated on his expropriated landholding; Proclamation No.455/2005  Expropriation  Purposes and Payment of Compensation in Ethiopia.
· Landholder: means an individual, government or private organization or any other organ which has legal personality and has lawful possession over the land to be expropriated and owns property situated thereon.







[bookmark: _Toc415188239]CHAPTER TWO 
[bookmark: _Toc415188240]LITERATURE REVIEW
1.4. [bookmark: _Toc415188241]Expropriation 
2.1.1. [bookmark: _Toc415188242]General over view of expropriation
Expropriation is another concept related to land and considered as restriction on owners or holders. Expropriation is a means of land acquisition for the state. It is a forced taking of land from the owner against his wish but on payment of fair compensation. 
This is an inherent power of the state which was recognized from time immemorial. It goes even to the roman and biblical periods where states used to take private land for public purpose development activities. (Daniel w/gebriel, 2009)
According to Antony 2015, developing countries, especially where land markets function poorly and land is held in small, fragmented plots, government intervention in land transactions is common. Expropriation and compulsory purchase of farmland from small-scale farmers are important economic policy tools that enable governments to consolidate agricultural land and provide space for industry, large scale agriculture and urban expansion(Anthony Harris, 2015). 
According to Ding, China has relied heavily on expropriation to meet the demand for land for industry, infrastructure and urban expansion(Ding C., 2007). Across Africa, Asia, and Latin America, land for large-scale commercial farms is often acquired through expropriation(Cotula et al., 2009). These policies are not without controversy.  In few countries the compulsory acquisitions of farmland lead to political unrest and violence. Without major changes to land markets, expropriation will continue to play an important part in the process of industrialization and development.
Expropriating farm land deprives rural small-holders of one of their most important income generating assets and forces them to find new livelihoods. Governments recognize this, and often provide households with compensation, which in some cases takes the form of a lump-sum payment. But are these lump-sum payments sufficient to compensate households for the land that is taken? A natural way to assess this is to determine whether a household’s permanent wealth has changed as a result of the intervention.
Evaluating this requires some understanding of how households adjust their asset and activity portfolio after losing land. It also requires an understanding of what households do with large lump-sum payments; households may use lump-sum payments for productive investments such as livestock or a new business or may look for paid wage employment, choosing to save or consume their payment instead. Changes to permanent wealth may also be reflected in household consumption, with increasing consumption an indication of increased wealth. However, previous liquidity constraints and behavioral biases may render changes in consumption a poor measure of changes in permanent wealth.
Beyond the analysis of the Singur case in West Bengal in Ghatak and Banerjee, very little is known about what happens to households that lose their land or the way in which they find new income generating activities(Ghatak et al., 2012, Banerjee et al., 2007). 
Land expropriation and cash payments are inextricably linked components of the policy intervention. There is a large literature on both expropriation and cash payments individually, but very little that studies their effect on the post livelihood of expropriated farmers. The exception to this is Ghatak, who study the aftermath of a land expropriation in India, where the government in Singur, West Bengal acquired farmland from households to build a car factory. In this setting, compensated households experienced slower income growth in the 5 years following expropriation and a majority of households reported spending their payment on house improvements and savings in the bank, rather than investing in new businesses. Households that relied heavily on agriculture for their livelihoods – owner cultivators and agricultural wage workers - were adversely affected by the policy and to a greater extent than households headed by non-agricultural wage workers(Ghatak et al., 2012).
The large body of research on land expropriation tends to focus on the effect of expropriation risk on investment incentives and on the impact of improving tenure security in countries where the risk of expropriation is high, rather than on assessing what happens to households that lose their land. Typically, households that anticipate expropriation adjust their land-based investment, avoiding investments that are immovable or where the value cannot be verified. In some cases, households respond in the opposite way, investing in immovable assets precisely to reduce the risk of expropriation (Ali et al., 2011, Deininger and Jin, 2006, Jacoby et al., 2002).
2.1.2. [bookmark: _Toc415188243]Expropriation in Ethiopia 
In Ethiopia, it is believed that it was introduced, at least in law, during the Minelik II era. The concept is predominantly understood as the inherent power of the state over its territory under which all owners of property including land exercise their property rights subject to this power of the state. However, since this thinking is against the natural right of man to own private property, legislations and constitutions of different countries have been trying to limit its application by setting forth conditions. 
Parliamentary enactments and court decisions over time have refined and reduced the scope and application of the state power of expropriation. In respect of land, now, expropriation is exercised only in cases where designated land is used for a public purpose and accompanied by payment of fair compensation. ( Daniel W/Gebriel Ambaye,2009) 
The issue of expropriation was formerly treated in the civil code, but now there is a new proclamation No. 455/2005 and an implementation regulation No.135/2007 at federal level and different other regulations at state level. The concept of “expropriation” is the most utilized terminology. Expropriation is a process whereby the state may take privately owned or leasehold land without the consent of the owner\possessor for a public purpose accompanied by payment of fair compensation. It has not been properly defined in the present expropriation proclamation. (Daniel W/Gebriel Ambaye, 2009)
The first systematic definition of the concept in the Ethiopian legal system is given in the Civil Code of Ethiopia, which provides: 
Expropriation proceedings are proceedings whereby the competent authorities compel an owner to surrender the ownership of an immovable required by such authorities for public purposes. (The Ethiopian, civil code art. 1460) 
In this definition, the idea of the taking of private land by the state or authorities without the consent of the owner for public purpose is clearly envisaged. The phrase “expropriation proceeding” is employed here instead of the word “expropriation” because of a translation error from the original French version (Getachew 1975:6).2 and yet, the rule, seen on its own, noticeably fails to include the principle of compensation. Of course, this does not mean that compensation is not included within the civil code rules of expropriation. ( Daniel W/Gebriel Ambaye, 2009). 
According to Chambers and Conway, livelihood comprises the capabilities, assets (stores, resources, claims and access) and activities required for a means of living: a livelihood is sustainable which can cope with and recover from stress and shocks, maintain or enhance its capabilities and assets, and provide sustainable livelihood opportunities for the next generation and which contributes net benefits to other livelihoods at the local and global levels in the long and short term(Chambers and G. Conway, 1992)
Household Livelihood Security is defined as adequate and sustainable access to income and resources to meet basic needs (including adequate access to food, potable water, health facilities, educational opportunities, housing, and time for community participation and social integration). 
Livelihoods can be made up of a range of on-farm and off-farm activities that together provide a variety of procurement strategies for food and cash. Thus, each household can have several possible sources of entitlement which constitute its livelihood. Entitlements include the rights, privileges and assets that a household has, and its position in the legal, political, and social fabric of society.
The risk of livelihood failure determines the level of vulnerability of a household to income, food, health and nutritional insecurity. The greater the share of resources devoted to food and health service acquisition, the higher the vulnerability of the household to food and nutritional insecurity. Therefore, livelihoods are secure when households have secure ownership of, or access to, resources (both tangible and intangible) and income earning activities, including reserves and assets, to off-set risks, ease shocks, and meet contingencies. Households have secure livelihoods when they are able to acquire, protect, develop, utilize, exchange, and benefit from assets and resources.
[bookmark: _Toc412838399]A baseline survey that was conducted during expropriation, states households that lost 100% of their farmlands received compensation payments worth 90,000 ETB (4,000 USD) on average. This is equivalent of 10 time total annual production of the land and permanent plants but the livestock would not consider during compensation.
[bookmark: _Toc412838400] To help households meet their basic needs and realize their rights, four types of interventions are given emphasis in livelihood assessments, which are expanding the income and resource base of the poor (means), empowering households and communities to improve their access to services, expanding the access of poor households to basic services and interventions that attack the root causes of poverty using a rights-based approach.
· [bookmark: _Toc415188244]Agriculture in the Koga Area
According to literature and interviewees' statements the majority of farmers in the area used traditional means of cultivation until the scheme was introduced i.e. oxen for plugging, river diversion or
abstraction as irrigation for horticulture if any and the amount of chemicals like fertilizer and especially insecticides and pesticides was considerably low. Accordingly, yields are generally low (average cereal yields were at 7 qt. per hectare according to the Feasibility Study from 1995). Most of the produce was consumed for household subsistence and if a part of the harvest was sold, it usually consisted of horticulture crops like peppers, shallots and tomatoes. Before the project about two thirds of land were used for cereals (maize 41%, finger millet 23.5% and teff 3%), almost twenty percent for non-agricultural purposes like pasture and woodland - mostly occupied by the widespread eucalyptus trees, while only about three percent had been allocated for vegetables (Cost Recovery Study Final Report 2008: 52).
Another important base of living affected by the project in the Koga area is animal husbandry. It has significant variations between households and sexes. It can be seen here that less than half of the women in the area own oxen at all which enables them to plough the fields themselves or supply the oxen when a man – either a relative or hired workforce - is doing the plough for them.  
In any case, the amount of livestock in the overall area is significant which is interfering with irrigation and vice versa due to needed grazing areas and the limited land available. While extensive grazing areas have been inundated for the dam reservoir, areas that could be used for grazing during dry season before are now being cropped more or less all year round. With reduced grazing land available farmers are obliged to feed crop residues to livestock which then cannot be used as natural fertilizer anymore, in an area where nutrient depletion plays an increasing role (Haile Selassie et al 2008: 16) and farmers do not have the financial capacity to purchase sufficient amounts of artificial fertilizer
 A Household Livelihood Security Assessment (HLSA) is a holistic and multi-disciplinary analysis, which uses an integrated or systems approach to analysis, with recognition that poor people and poor households live and interact within broader socioeconomic and sociopolitical systems that influence resource production and allocation decisions. 
 The combination of a Rights Based Approach and the HLS framework can be referred to as a rights-based approach to Household Livelihood Security (RBA to HLS). 
 A Household Livelihood Security Assessment (HLSA) is a type of rapid rural appraisal (RRA) or participatory rural appraisal (PRA) 
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2.1 [bookmark: _Toc415188245] (
Socio-demographic characteristics
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Land owned in hectare 
Amount of compensation paid
Accessibility characteristics
Distance from home to nearby primary school, secondary school, health center, FTC, town and protected water source
Availability of latrine
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Post expropriation
 livelihood 
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)Analytical framework
















[bookmark: _Toc494873676]Figure 1: Analytical framework developed by principal investigator on post expropriation livelihood status of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017.
3. [bookmark: _Toc434156431]
[bookmark: _Toc434156435].

[bookmark: _Toc415188246]CHAPTER THREE
[bookmark: _Toc415188247]RESEARCH MTODOLOGY 
1.5. [bookmark: _Toc415188248]Description of the study area
Yang(1965 ) indicates that the area in which a farming business survey is to be made depends on the particular purpose of the study cited in (Solomon G/ Thadik, 1996).The study areas where this research was taken place were purpose fully selected that was Koga irrigation found in MechaWoreda, West Gojjam Zone, Amahra Regional State.
Location and Topography
The Koga project is situated in Amhara region, West Gojjam Zone, MechaWoreda close to Merawi town, which also lies about 35 kilometers southwest of the regional capital Bahir Dar. It is located in the highlands at an altitude of 1,900 to 3,200 meter above sea level and is subject to inter- tropical convergence zone. This leads to a single rainy season roughly during the months between June/July and September/October allowing for only one rain fed cropping season.
With agricultural production being the main part of livelihood for the rural population, the high variability of rainfall (annual rainfall in the region varies between 800 and 2,200 mm with a mean 
value of about 1,420 mm with an 80% probability of at least 1245mm according to MoWR 2010) poses a major problem, as it leads to a high vulnerability amongst small-scale farmers whore lies on rain fed agriculture.
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Fig. 1: Location of Research Site (Source: ZEF)
[image: ][image: ]
   Rural land administration and use biro of report (resources 2009 E.C)







1.6. [bookmark: _Toc415188249]Research design:
Community based cross-sectional quantitative research design was used.
1.7. [bookmark: _Toc415188250]Sampling Techniques and sample size
The study is designed to be under taken in Koga irrigation project command area and the surrounding kebeles in which some expropriated farmers shift their livelihood. The post livelihood of expropriated farmers from the project would be assessed purposively according to their present 
Income generated by the family.
3.2.1.1 Sample size 
As the data indicated, the total of 210 sample respondents were taken from 417 displaced farmers purposively. It is stated by some authors that variance, sample deign and precision needed are some basic information required indetermination of sample size(Kothari. C. R., 1978).On the other hand, they indicate that determination of sample size is influenced by practicality too. Practicality in this sense includes resources, time and availability of required number of units. 
The sample size in this study will determine based on the practicality of sample determination. 
As study will constrain with time funds and the personnel, the sample size could no texceed210 expropriated farmers 


















1.8. [bookmark: _Toc415188251]  Sources of data and data Collection Instruments.
3.3.1 Sources of data: both primary and secondary data type and source used from the selected kebeles that are Enamirt, Kudmi, Enashenfalen, Abiwot Fana, and Kurit Bahir which are 417 displaced landholders of which 50% (210 farmers) are selected. Data was collected from the study population using a structured questionnaire through face to face interviews in local language by trained data collectors. The interview was made in separate place to ensure privacy and to facilitate discussion between the interviewer and respondents. The data was collected by two development agents and close supervision during data collection was done by principal investigator. 
[bookmark: _Toc482440127][image: C:\Users\ICT\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Word\20170724_161053.jpg]   
[image: C:\Users\ICT\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Word\20170724_154400.jpg]

1.9. [bookmark: _Toc415188252]Data quality assurance
Training was given to data collectors and properly designed and pre tested questionnaire was used to prevent any confusion and had a common understanding about the study. The questionnaire was pre tested on 5% of study population to avoid unclarity prior to actual data collection. The filled questionnaire was checked for completeness by data collectors and principal investigators on daily basis. Consequently, any problem was discussed and solved immediately.


1.10. [bookmark: _Toc482440128][bookmark: _Toc415188253]Data management and Analysis
The collected data was entered and cleaned to SPSS version 20.0 for analysis and statistical package for social sciences software was used to process the data. Descriptive statistics like frequency tables and percentages was used. Binary logistic regression was used. Bivariate analysis was conducted primarily to check which variables have association with the dependent variable individually. Finally those variables that show association in bivariate analysis and which have p-value less than 0.2 was entered into multivariate logistic regression. Variables with below 0.05 p-values at 95% confidence interval in multivariate analysis were used to declare existence association with the dependent variable.  
1.11. [bookmark: _Toc482440125][bookmark: _Toc415188254]Operational definitions
Post expropriation livelihood status:- According to this research, post expropriation livelihood status was dictated as good if respondents answered above the mean value to the given five questions. Respondents who scored the mean value and below were considered as having poor post expropriation livelihood status
Mean value (Sum of values of each participant divided by the total number of study participants) was used to categorize continuous variables such as age, average monthly income, family size and amount of money paid for compensation
1.12. [bookmark: _Toc415188255]Study variables
· [bookmark: _Toc482440123]Dependent Variable: Post expropriation livelihood status (Good/Poor)
· Independent variables;
I. Socio-demographic characteristics
· Sex
· Age
· Marital status
· Religion
· Educational status
· Family size
· Occupational status




II. Accessibility characteristics
· Distance from home to nearby primary school, secondary school, health center, FTC, town and protected water source
· Availability of latrine
· Follow up
III. Economic determinants of post expropriation
· Average monthly income
· Cooking energy
· Access to electricity, mobile, radio or television
· Land owned in hectare 
· Amount of compensation paid.


















[bookmark: _Toc415188256]Chapter four
[bookmark: _Toc415188257]Results and discussion 
4.1 .1 Socio-demographic determinants of post expropriation livelihood status
A total of 210 study participants were included in the study with a mean age of 46.33 years (SD=±16.9 years). This means that if the study was conducted among the total expropriated population, with this model we were 95% confident that the total expropriated populations mean age could be found in between 29.43 and 63.23. One hundred eighteen (56.2%) of the study participants were in the age group less than 46.33 years.  Majority (85.7%) of household heads included in the study were male in sex.
All the study participants were orthodox in their religion and 184(87.6%) of them were married.  More than half (63.8%) of them were unable to read and write whereas 158(75.2%) of them were dependent on farming and livestock together in their occupation. The mean family size of the study participants was 5.88 member with SD=±2.58 meaning if the study was conducted among the total expropriated population, with this model we were 95% confident that the total expropriated population mean family size could be found in between 3.3 and 8.46 and more than half (55.2%) of the household heads had more than 5.88 members in the family (Table 1).








[bookmark: _Toc494869927]Table 1: Socio-demographic determinants of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017.
	Variables
	Frequency
	Percent

	Sex of the household head
	
	

	Male
	180
	85.7

	Female
	30
	14.3

	Age of the respondents
	
	

	<46.33 years
	118
	56.2

	≥46.33 years
	92
	43.8

	Marital status of respondents
	
	

	Married
	184
	87.6

	Single
	10
	4.8

	Divorced
	12
	5.7

	Widowed
	4
	1.9

	Educational status of respondents
	
	

	Unable to read and write
	134
	63.8

	Able to read and write
	56
	26.7

	Primary(1-8th grade)
	20
	9.5

	Occupational status of the respondents
	
	

	Farming and livestock
	158
	75.2

	Farming and trading
	36
	17.1

	Farming but daily laborer
	16
	7.6

	Family size
	
	

	≤ 5.88 members
	94
	44.8

	>5.88 members
	116
	55.2


1. Accessibility determinants of post expropriation livelihood status
All study participants were asked to estimate distance to nearest primary and secondary school and only, 68(32.38%) and 14(6.67%) of them were living in less than 1km distance respectively (Figure 2).




Figure 2:  Distance to nearby primary school after expropriation of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017.
Moreover, 107(51%), 94(44.8%) and 34(16.2%) of the households were living within 1-3 km distance to nearby health center, farmers training center and town respectively.
Regarding access to latrine, 185(88.1%) of them had latrine and all latrines are traditional pit latrines. Almost half (52.9%) of the households were getting drinking water from hand pumps despite 99 (47.1%) of the households reported that 30-60 minutes were taken to fetch water from nearby water source.
However, none of the study participants were supervised by their respective Kebele or woreda or other officials after expropriation (Table 2)




[bookmark: _Toc494869928]Table 2; Accessibility determinants of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017.
	Variables
	Frequency
	Percent

	Distance to nearby secondary school
	
	

	<1km
	14
	6.7

	1-3km
	25
	11.9

	3.1-6km
	95
	45.2

	6.1-10 km
	45
	21.4

	>10km
	31
	14.8

	Distance to nearby health center
	
	

	<1km
	68
	32.4

	1-3km
	107
	51

	3.1-6km
	21
	10

	6.1-10 km
	14
	6.7

	Distance to nearby farmers training center
	
	

	<1km
	54
	25.7

	1-3km
	94
	44.8

	3.1-6km
	17
	8.1

	6.1-10 km
	45
	21.4

	Distance to nearby town
	
	

	<1km
	8
	3.8

	1-3km
	34
	16.2

	3.1-6km
	92
	43.8

	6.1-10 km
	41
	19.5

	>10km
	35
	16.7

	Type of water source
	
	

	Piped water
	35
	16.7

	Hand pump
	111
	52.9

	Dug well
	64
	30.5

	Time taken to fetch water from nearby water source
	
	

	<30 minutes
	29
	13.8

	30-60 minutes
	99
	47.1

	>1 hour
	82
	39

	Availability of latrine
	
	

	No
	25
	11.9

	Yes	
	185
	88.1


1. Economical determinants of post expropriation livelihood status
For compensation to expropriation, 100(47.6%) of them were paid more than 10, 000 Ethiopian birr and the mean value of average monthly income of study participants was 2255.38 ETB with SD of ±1047.654 ETB. Regarding land owned in hectare, 118(56.2%) of them were having≤1 hectare. One hundred forty three (68.1%)of the study participants had cell phone mobile and 181(86.2%) of them had either mobile or television in their home.


All households were living in a house made of corrugated iron sheet. Though, 168 (80%) of the study participants had access to electricity either from solar (54.8%) or electricity (25.2%), 172 (81.9%) of them were using wood as a cooking material/as a source of energy/(Table 3).
[bookmark: _Toc494869929]Table 3: Economical determinants of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017.
	Variables
	Frequency
	Percent

	Amount of money paid for compensation 
	
	

	Not paid at all
	20
	9.5

	≤ 10,000 ETB
	90
	42.9

	>10, 000 ETB
	100
	47.6

	Average monthly income
	
	

	≤ 2255 ETB
	100
	47.6

	>2255 ETB
	110
	52.4

	Access to electricity
	
	

	No
	42
	20

	Yes
	168
	80

	Source of light
	
	

	Solar energy
	115
	54.8

	Electricity
	53
	25.2

	Kerosene
	42
	20

	Type of energy for cooking
	
	

	Wood
	172
	81.9

	Wood with charcoal
	38
	18.1

	Availability of mobile
	
	

	No
	67
	31.9

	Yes
	143
	68.1

	Availability of either radio or television 
	
	

	No
	29
	13.8

	Yes
	181
	86.2

	Land owned in hectare
	
	

	Have no land at all
	35
	16.7

	≤1 hectare
	118
	56.2

	>1 hectare
	57
	27.1

	

	














1. Post expropriation livelihood status
Based on five major indicators to measure post expropriation livelihood status, 145(69%) of the study participants scored more than the mean value that is 0.74 and grouped to have good post expropriation livelihood status.

[bookmark: _Toc494873677]Figure 3: Post expropriation livelihood of status of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017














1. Determinants of post expropriation livelihood status
Bivariable analysis is usually performed to see the effect of a single independent variable on the dependent variable holding other variables constant. For instance, when we see the effect of age on post expropriation livelihood status holding other variables constant the effect of age on post expropriation livelihood status was 1.97.
Bi-variable analysis was done for each variable to see their crude effect on the dependent variable. The following variables such as age [COR=1.97, 95% CI= (1.09-3.57)], sex [COR=1.88, 95% CI= (0.84-4.15)],compensation paid [COR=5.71, 95% CI= (1.90-17.18)] and [COR=12.79, 95% CI= (4.14-39.54)], average monthly income [COR=2.27, 95% CI= (1.25-4.13)] and land owned in hectare [COR=7.76, 95% CI= (3.29-18.34)] and [COR=20.64, 95% CI= (6.9-61.71)]were found to have  association with post expropriation livelihood status at p-value<0.2 with 95% confidence interval (Table 4).
[bookmark: _GoBack]Multivariable analysis is scientifically performed to see the net effect of each independent variable on the dependent variable by applying all variables to the model as long as all of them meets a certain assumption in our case if the a significance level (P value) of  a variable is less than 0.2 at bivariable analysis.
The multivariate analysis showed age, compensation paid; average monthly income and land owned in hectare were found to be the determinant factors for post expropriation livelihood status. 







	The general binary regression model (Tranmer and Elliot, 2008)
[image: ]
Here, f(y) stands for the dependent variable in our case Post expropriation livelihood status
Beta ([image: ])  indicates the direction of f(y) as the values of the independent variables (age, compensation paid, average monthly income and land owned in hectare) changes /slope of the curve/ 
Whereas β1, β2 and  βp are coefficients/odds ratio/ of the independent variables such as age, compensation, average monthly income and owned in hectare 
When fitted into the findings of this research 
Post expropriation livelihood status=-4.55 +2.48 age +5.88componsation1 (≤10,000) +13.6 compensation2 (>10,000) +2.78 average monthly income + 9.9 land owned in hectare1 (≤1) + 20 land owned in hectare2 (>1)
Interpretation= A unit decrease in the age of expropriated household head age or increase in the amount of compensation paid or  average monthly income or land owned in hectare  will increase good post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmers by one


In other words 
The age of the respondents was significantly associated with post expropriation livelihood status. Household heads with age <46.33 years were 2.48 times more likely to have good post expropriation Livelihood status compared to household heads with age ≥ 46.33 years [AOR=2.48, 95% CI= (1.18-5.22)




Households who were paid ≤10,000 ETB were5.88 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who were no paid at all [AOR=5.88, 95% CI= (1.65-21.00)] and those households who were paid greater than 10,000 ETB were 13.6 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who were not paid at all [AOR=13.60, 95% CI= (3.66-50.57)].
Households with average monthly income >2255 ETB were 2.78 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those households having average monthly income ≤2255 ETB [AOR=2.78, 95% CI= (1.32-5.88)]. Moreover, households who owned land ≤1 hectare were 9.9 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who owned no land [AOR=9.9, 95% CI= (3.6-27.21)]. Consequently,  households who owned land >1 hectare were 20 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who owned no land [AOR=20, 95% CI= (5.97-67.74)] (Table 4).
.

[bookmark: _Toc494869930]Table 4: Bivariable and multivariable analysis of factors affecting post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project, 2017 (N=210).
	Variable
	Post expropriation livelihood status
	COR with 95% CI
	AOR with 95% CI
	P-value

	
	Poor
	Good
	
	
	

	Age of the respondents
	
	
	
	
	

	<46.33 years
	29
	89
	1.97(1.09-3.57)
	2.48(1.18-5.22)
	P<0.02

	≥46.33 years
	36
	56
	1
	1
	

	Amount of money paid for compensation 
	
	
	
	
	

	Not paid at all
	15
	5
	1
	1
	

	≤ 10,000 ETB
	31
	59
	5.71(1.9-17.18)
	5.88(1.65-21.00)
	P<0.01

	>10, 000 ETB
	19
	81
	12.79(4.14-39.54)
	13.6(3.66-50.57)
	P<0.001

	Average monthly income
	
	
	
	
	

	≤ 2255 ETB
	40
	60
	1
	1 
	

	>2255 ETB
	25
	85
	2.27(1.25-4.13)
	2.78(1.32-5.88)
	P<0.01

	Land owned in hectare
	
	
	
	
	

	Have no land at all
	26
	9
	1
	1
	

	≤1 hectare
	32
	86
	7.76(3.29-18.34)
	9.9(3.6-27.20)
	P<0.001

	>1 hectare
	7
	50
	20.63(6.9-61.71)
	20(5.97-67.74)
	P<0.001



The finding of this research indicated that half of households owning less than or equal to one hectare land were generating average monthly income of greater than the mean value (>2255 ETB). Consequently, 33 (57.9%) those households owning more than one hectare were generating average monthly income of greater than the mean value (>2255 ETB). However, the difference is not that much significant.  The possible justification for the finding could be related to the fact that those households with more than one hectare land may rely on their land and could not see other possibilities that can generate extra income for the household.
All study participants were asked to estimate distance to nearest primary and secondary school and only, 68(32.4%) and 14(6.7%) of them were living in less than 1km distance respectively. As distance to school gets far and far, the tendency of the households to send their children to school will also get harder and harder which in turn has its own effect on household’s perception towards expropriation very negative and a negative feeling at post expropriation. 
Among the total study participants included in the study, 145(69%) of them had good post expropriation livelihood status. Off course, it is ideal to satisfy the needs of all households expropriated. However, more than 75% of the expropriated households should get at least basic necessities that could satisfy the needs of these individuals such as access to electricity, land and others based on the type of lifestyle of that community.  
Household heads with age <46.33 years were 2.48 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to household heads with age ≥ 46.33 years[AOR=2.48, 95% CI= (1.18-5.22). This may happen due to the fact that in most cases elderly are less reactive to new environment than the younger age groups. Moreover, the younger the age of an individual, the greater the possibility of finding solutions to the existing problems and even the younger can change the challenges to opportunities faster than aged ones. Households who were paid ≤10,000 ETB were 5.88 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who were not paid at all [AOR=5.88, 95% CI= (1.65-21.00)] and those households who were paid greater than 10,000 ETB were 13.6 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who were not paid at all [AOR=13.60, 95% CI= (3.66-50.57)]. In recent ideologies people believe that money is power. However, money without knowledge, skill and capacity has a little role in changing the world. The possible justification for the finding could be younger age household heads coupled with good compensation payment could motivate households work more, earn much more and have good post expropriation livelihood status.
Households with average monthly income >2255 ETB were 2.78 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those households having average monthly income ≤2255 ETB [AOR=2.78, 95% CI= (1.32-5.88)].  This is clear that a household getting a good average monthly income have the possibility to have electricity, land, mobile, TV or others to suit his/her lifestyle which inurn could score a good post expropriation livelihood status.
Moreover, households who owned land ≤1 hectare were 9.9 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who owned no land [AOR=9.9, 95% CI= (3.6-27.21)]. Consequently,  households who owned land >1 hectare were 20 times more likely to have good post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who owned no land [AOR=20, 95% CI= (5.97-67.74)]. It is obvious that land is an important public asset that helps households to generate much more revenue. However, it is believed that land without knowledge, skill and capacity does not bring change. From this research majority of the study participants were younger age groups and had paid compensation therefore, these privileges coupled with land could produce a large amount of revenue which could lead households to have good post expropriation livelihood status.  





[bookmark: _Toc415188258]CHAPTER FIVE
[bookmark: _Toc415188259] CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION
1.17. [bookmark: _Toc415188260]Conclusion
[bookmark: _Toc411102125][bookmark: _Toc412838414]It is believed that the livelihood of expropriated people has to be better than the livelihood before expropriation in different dimensions. In this research, the post expropriation livelihood of farmers was assessed using five different variables. However, the level of post expropriation livelihood status was found to be very low compared to expectations.
After expropriation, the livelihood of farmers can be affected by other different variables. In these research variables such as age, compensation paid, average monthly income and land owned in hectare were found to be the determinant factors for post expropriation livelihood status. 
There is a critical difference in post expropriation livelihood status among those who were paid ≤10,000 ETB and >10,000 ETB. 
Moreover, the difference in post expropriation livelihood is different among households who owned ≤ 1 and >1hectare of land. This indicates that as the amount of money paid for compensation and land owned hectare increases, good post expropriation livelihood status also increases





1.18. [bookmark: _Toc415188261]Recommendation
Based on the findings of the research, the government should:-
· Design a strategy that specifically helps older age groups withstand life after expropriation. This means that right after expropriation older age household heads are unable to adapt themselves with the new environment which in turn could have its own effect on post expropriation livelihood status
· Pay compensation to those who were not paid at all. As indicated in the model households who were not paid compensation at all were leading a poor post expropriation livelihood status compared to those who were paid. 
· Motivate households to see alternatives to raise their average monthly income
· Motivate those households who did not have land to get involved in any activities 
· Researchers should further investigate the possible reasons for their poor post expropriation livelihood status of expropriated farmer
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[bookmark: _Toc482440135][bookmark: _Toc415188263]Annex: Questionnaire
BAHIR DAR UNIVERSITY
 Questionnaire on assessment of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project 
                                 Informed consent form	
Title of the study: post expropriation livelihood.
Introduction: This information sheet and consent form is prepared for the aim of explaining the research project that you are asked to join by the group of research team. 
Greeting-------------------------------------
My name is ________________________ I am a data collector for the research to be conducted by Tadfie Alemu, student of Bahir Dar University, Institute of land administration. She is conducting a study on assessment of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project. The information collected from this research project will be kept confidential and stored in a file, without your name. In addition, it will not be revealed to anyone except the investigators. All the responses given by participants will be kept confidential by using key and locked system like computer password whereby no one will have an access to it. If you feel something uncomfortable, you have full right to withdraw from this study at any time without a need to mention the reason why you wanted to withdraw. We value your input to make this study a successful one.
Purpose of the study	
The main purpose of this study is to assess of post expropriation livelihood of rural farmers in Koga irrigation project. The information that you will provide us will help us to improve post expropriation in the study area in particular and in Ethiopia in general. 
Are you willing to participate in this study?
1. No (Say Thank you)           2. Yes   continue your interview
1. Questionnaire ID. ----------------------------------------
1.  Date of data collection: -------/------------/-------------E.C
1. Data collector code  ---------------------------------------
I. Socio-demographic determinants of  post expropriation 
1.1. Age----------in years
1.2. Sex of household head  a) Male b) Female
1.3. Marital status of the household head a) Married b) Single c)Divorced  d) Widowed
1.4. Religion of the household head a) Orthodox b) Muslim c)Protestant  d) Catholic e) Others, please specify--------------
1.5. Educational status of the household head a) Unable to read and write b)  Able to read and write  c) Primary(1-8th)  d) High school (9-10th)  e)  Preparatory and above
1.6. The number of family members dependent on the household head------------
1.7. Occupational status of the household head a) farming and livestock raring     b. farming and trading       d. employee          e. other; specify------------------
II. Accessibility determinants of post expropriation
2.1. Distance from your home to
	No.
	
	< 1KM
	1- 3KM
	3 -6KM
	6 -10KM
	>10KM

	2.1.1. 
	Primary school
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.2. 
	Secondary school
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.3. 
	Health center
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.4. 
	Farmer training center
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.5. 
	Nearby town
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.6. DA
	Protected water source
	
	
	
	
	


2.2. Do you have latrine  a) Yes b) No
2.3. If your answer for question number 2.2 is yes, what type of latrine do you have a) Ventilated improved pit latrine(VIPL) b)  Pit latrine  C) other; specify------------------
2.4. Have you ever had follow up from any organization or individual just after compensation? a) Yes b) No
2.5. If your answer for question number 2.4 is yes,   how often did they follow-----------

III. Economical determinants of post expropriation
3.1. The average monthly income of the household-------in Ethiopian Birr
3.2. What type of cooking fuel does your household use  a) Charcoal   b) Firewood 
c) Kerosene/paraffin    d) Gas cylinder     e) Electricity    f) other, specify_______________ 
3.3. Do you have access to electricity a) Yes b) No
3.4. Do you have access to any telecommunication device in your home? a) Yes b) No
3.5. Do you have radio or television in your home a) Yes b) No
3.6. Land owned in hectare------------
3.7. Amount of compensation paid---------------------in Ethiopian birr





Thank you very much for your kind cooperation







የአማርኛ ትርጉም መጠይቆች
ከመፈናቀል በኋላ አረሶአደሮች የሉበትን የኑሮ ሁኔታና አጋላጭ ሁኔታዎችን ለማጥናት የተዘጋጀ መጠይቅ
የፍቃደኝነት መጠይቅ ቅፅ፤ 
የጥናቱርዕስ፡- ከመፈናቀል በኋላ አረሶአደሮች የሉበት የኑሮ ሁኔታና አጋላጭ ሁኔታዎች
መግቢያ፡- ይህ የመረጃ መሰብሰቢያና የተሣታፊነት ፈቃድ መጠይቅ ቅፅ የተዘጋጀው ስለሚጠናው ጥናት ለጥናቱ ተሳታፊ ለመግለፅና ፍቃደኝነትን ለመጠየቅ ነው፡፡
ሰላምታ--------------
ስሜ----------------------------------ይባላል፡፡ የስራ ድርሻ የበባህርዳርዩኒቨርስቲ የመሬትአስተዳድር ተቋም ተማሪ ለሆነችው ታድፌ አለሙ በሚሰራው የጥናት ስራ ውስጥ መረጃ ሰብሳቢነኝ፡፡ ጥናቱም ከመፈናቀል በኋላ አረሶአደሮች የሉበት የኑሮ ሁኔታና አጋላጭ ሁኔታዎች በሚመለከት በቆጋ   ለዚህ ጥናት የሚሰበሰቡ ማናቸውም መረጃዎች የግለሰቡን ማንነት ሳያካትቱ በሚስጥር የሚያዙ ይሆናሉ፡፡ በተጨማሪም ጥናቱን ከሚሰራው ባለሙያ ውጭ ለማንም ይፋ አይሆኑም፡፡ ከተሳታፊዎች የተሰበሰቡ ማናቸውም መረጃዎች በኮምፒተር ውስጥ በሚስጥራዊ ቁጥር ተቆልፈው ስለሚቀመጡ ጥናቱን ከሚሰራው ግለሰብ ወጭ ለማንም የተጋለጡ አይደሉም፡፡ በጥናቱ የመረጃ መሰብሰቢያ ወቅት በየትኛውም ምክንያት የማይመች ነገር ከተሰማዎትና ለመውጣት ቢፈልጉ ምክንያትዎችን መግለፅ ሳይጠበቅብዎት ከጥናቱ መውጣት ይችላሉ፡፡ ለጥናቱ ስኬት የእርስዎ ተሳትፎ ዋጋ አለው፡፡
የጥናቱ አስፈላጊነት	
ይህ ጥናት ያስፍለገበት ዋናው ምክንያት ከመፈናቀል በኋላ አረሶአደሮች የሉበት የኑሮ ሁኔታና አጋላጭ ሁኔታዎች በሚመለከት በቆጋ መስኖ ልማት ፕሮጀክት ምክኒያት የተፈናቀሉ ህብረተሰብ ክፍሎች ላይ ለማጥናት ነው፡፡ እርስዎ የሚሰጡን መረጃዎች ጥናቱ በሚካሄድበት አካባቢ ብሎም በሀገር አቀፍ ደረጃ ለሚሰሩ የመስኖ ፕሮጀክት ስራዎች መሻሻልና ውጤታማነት አጋዥ ይሆናል፡፡

በጥናቱ ለመሳተፍ ፍቃደኛንዎት?
1.አይደለም (አመሰግናለሁ)       2.አዎ (መጠይቁንቀጥል) 


1.የመጠይቁ መለያቁጥር------------------
2.መረጃው የተሰበሰበበትቀን-----/----------/--------ዓ.ም
3.የመረጃው ሰብሳቢመለያኮድ-------------------------
ክፍልአንድ፡- የስነ-ህዝብሁኔታ(መሰረታዊመረጃ) መጠይቆች
1.1. እድሜ-----ዓመት
1.2. የቤተሰብኃላፊፆታ ሀ) ወንድ ለ) ሴት
1.3. የቤተሰብኃላፊየጋብቻሁኔታ ሀ) ያገባ/ች ለ) ያለገባ/ች ሐ) የፈታ/ች መ) የሞተችበት/የሞተባት
1.4. የቤተሰብኃላፊኃይማኖት ሀ) ኦርቶዶክስ ለ) ሙስሊም ሐ) ፕሮቴስታንት መ) ካቶሊክ ሠ) ሌላ
1.5. የቤተሰብኃላፊየትምህርትሁኔታሀ)መፃፍናማንበብየማይችሉ ለ) መፃፍናማንበብየሚችሉ ሐ) አንደኛደረጃየተማሩ(1-8ኛ) መ) ከ9-10 የተማሩ ሠ) ፕሪፓራቶሪናከዚያበላይየተማሩ
1.6. በቤተሰብኃላፊው/ዋ ስርየሚተዳደሩየቤተሰብአባላትብዛት----------------
1.7. የቤተሰብኃላፊውየስራሁኔታ ሀ) እርሻናከብትእርባታ ለ) እርሻናንግድ ሐ) ተቀጣሪ መ) ሌላ








ክፍልሁለት፤ የተደራሽነትመለኪያዎች
2.1. ከቤትዎእስከቅርብወዳለው
	ተቁ
	ጥያቄዎች
	‹1ኪሜ
	1-3ኪሜ
	3-6ኪሜ
	6-10ኪሜ
	›10ኪሜ

	2.1. 1. 
	1ኛ ደረጃ ተ/ቤትያለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	

	21. 2.
	2ኛ ደረጃ ት/ቤትያለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1. 3.
	ጤናጣቢያያለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1. 4.
	የአርሶአደርማሰልጠኛያለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1. 5.
	ገባያየለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1. 6.
	ከየንጹህውሃመገኛያለውርቀት
	
	
	
	
	


2.2. መፀዳጃቤትአለዎት? ሀ) አዎ ለ) የለም
2.3. ለተቁ 2.2 መልሱ አዎ ከሆነ የመፀዳጃቤቱ ዓይነት ይጠቀስ--------------
2.4. ከካሳ ክፍያ በኋላ ከየትኛውም ተቋም ወይንም የመንግስት አካል ክትትል ተደርጎ ያውቃል? ሀ) አዎ ለ) የለም
2.5. ለተቁ. 2.4 መልስዎ አዎ ከሆነ፣በምን ያህል ጊዜ ነው ክትትል የሚያደርጉት? -----
ክፍልሦስት፤ የኢኮኖሚያዊመለኪያዎች
3.1. አማካይ የቤተሰቡ ወርሃዊ ገቢ ምን ያህል ብር ይሆናል-------------
3.2. ቤተሰቡ የሚጠቀመው የኃይል አይነት ሀ) ከሰል ለ) እንጨት ሐ) ነዳጅ መ) ጋዝ ሠ) ኤሌክትሪክ ረ) ሌላካለይገልፅ----------
3.3. ቤትዎ ኤሌክትሪክ  አገልግሎት ያገኛል? ሀ) አዎ ለ) የለም
3.4. ማነኛውም ዓይነት የቴሌኮሙኒኬሽን መሳሪያ ቤት ውስጥ አለ? ሀ) አዎ ለ) የለም
3.5. በቤትዎ ሬዲዩ ወይንም ቴሌቪዢን አለ? ሀ) አዎ ለ) የለም
3.6. ያለዎት መሬት በሄክታር ምን ያህል ይሆናል? -------------
3.7. የተከፈለዎ ካሳ ምን ያህል ነበር? ----------

እናመሰግናለን!!!!!
Percent	
<	1km	1-3km	3.1-6km	6.1-10 km	0.32380000000000064	0.50949999999999951	0.1	6.6700000000000009E-2	Distance to nearby primary school
Percentage of post expropriated farmers

Percent	
Good post expropriation status	Poor post expropriation status	0.69000000000000061	0.31000000000000238	
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