e

b

i
s
r
£/

\ n_-"l .“". 1
i "
\
I.

;g.uw;.ﬁ;y

=]
lf
F
A
v

Livestock in refugee camps:
the case for improved

ANIMAL

PROTECTION

We were known as \WEPA
(World Society for the
Protection of Animals)

animal management

An Ethiopian context

Millions of people worldwide continue to be displaced
across countries or within borders because of viclence
and persecution. To protect their livelihoods and
increase their chances of survival, many people fleeing
their homelands take their livestock with them.

The long-term survival of animals and people’s Ivelihoods are
hindered by on absence of consistent animal manogement

progiammes lor refugees ond inlemally disploced persans (I0Ps)

wilhin host countries

This study illustrates the negative effects the lack of oppropriate animal

management con have on exisfing relief work, It diows on research

n three Ethiopian reluges comps. The study aims to improve
uncherstonding of why host country govemments, humantarion and
animol wellare organisations should incorporate animal monagement

into comp administrotion bosed on curent guidelines ond best proctice
o

The research included a litlerature review, focus groups with
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representalives, Comp MonQgers and lecol communilies



Intraduction

Woarldwade, 51.2 million pecple’ are disploced acoss or
within borders. Most ore from the world's poorest regions
and heavily reliont on animals for their lvalihoods ond
food security.

Far some communities, in addiion o providing sovings ond
insurance for their future lvelihoods, animals form pan of
their moral and cultural volues. The loss of animals con have
not anly economic consequances, bul also alfecis identity,
status and psychological wellbeing. As o resull, people are
ohten compelled 1o toke their animals with them when they
flee 1o creas of sofety,

Although the link between lvestock, food security and recovery
in disosters is increosingly acknowledged in the humanitorian
sechor, countries hosting refugees,/IDPs hove consideroble
diffculties implementing successiul camp animal management,
The consequences of the poor animal husbandry and
mishandling commaon to relugee,/IDP camps are unhealthy,
less productive animols, injuries and even death

The loss of livestock and working animals con leove refugees,’
|DPs focing o significont second disaster covsed by long-term
molnutrition, food insecurity, debt ond dependency. Healthy
working onimals and lvestock provide food and income and
are crilicol 1o the reslience of fomilies that hove alieady los

s0 much

This study highlights hwo erucial chollenges that have orisen in
the Ethiopion comps lorgely due to the lack of basic animal
management proclice. These are: the spread of infectious
diseoses between animals, ond between onimals and people,
ond conflicts between refugee and host communities,

The research highlights the need ond provides recommendalions
for colloborotion cmong niafional governments, humanilgrion
ciganisaions and animal wellare organisations. Together they

con ensure thot effective animol monogement praclice is inlegroted
inta existing programmes within refugee comps.

Policy context

While international policies ond guidelings exist® on animal
management in refugee /IDP comps, in Ethicpia, os elsewhere,
there is a general lock of awareness of them, During the lost
decode, the Elhiopian government and its emergency response
pattners have gradually included animal issues in their disasier
response conlingency plons, porticubarly for slove-onset hazards

Practical exomples of this include the increased investmenl

in emergency reliel and recovery oclivities in postorol areas
of Alar ond Somalia. Wilh livestock such o key element of
pastoalist ond smallholder farmer livelihoods, is manogement
is not o new concept 1o Ethiopia - but it is overlooked in
refugee/IDP sivalions



The camps studied
+ Elhiopio shares borders with six countries and is por of a region
severely offected by massive displacement coused by pelitical,

social ond emironmentol challenges.

TR LY

The curent management of all refugee/IDP camps is led

by the Adminisiration for Refugees and Retunee Alfoirs [ARRA).
ARRA lacilitates and supparts the effective management of
comps, but does not provide ony livesiock interventions such

as heallh checks, or the provision of feed or water,
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The research findings presented here drow on dala
gathered lrom thiee refugee comps in the Beshangul Gumz
Administiative Region of Waslern Ethiopia: Sherkole,
Tongo ond Bombaosi. Most of the camps’ populotions are
Sudonese ielugees, many of whom were pasioslists and
agro-pastorabsts, The population of the threee comps, plus
the Adamozin Transit Camp neor the Sudanese border,
was 39,1257
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There is no occurgle dolo on the number of animals in the thiee
comps, However, an esimate from Sherkole Relugee Camp, :
which is home 1o opproximately 10,000 people,® indicoted
around 20-25 goats ond sheep per parsan. Throughaut the
Ihree camps, researchers noted that the main animals owned
included cottle. sheep, goots, donkeys and dogs. These were
left in the open at night

LTI

While most of the animols observed were left 1o groze, some
refugees who restocked when in Ethiopia bought fodder, Il was
undersiood fiom the limiled access to running water that all
animals used the river for drinking water,
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Challenges of keeping and protecting animals
in refugee camps

Protecting public and animal health

Cine of the most critico! problems of keeping and profeciing onimals
in refugee comps is infectious diseases cantral, both from animal to
animal, and animal to human (2oonoses). The tormer is largely coused
by unquarantined ond umvaccinated onimals joining comps and host
community animal populations

People and animals fving closely foster the iransmission of zoonoses
including tuberculosis, salmonellosis and brucellosis, This is exacerbated
by the prevalence of malnourishmenl, siress and diseases that weoken
the human immune systern. The unconirolled watering of animals burther
increcses the risk of ransmission of infectious diseases by polluling warer
with animal losces.

There is no national reguloticn tha! requires o quoranline service of the
borders, or mecns of recarding the number of onimals that come inle
the country. Unchecked animals pose a risk to local animals by bringing
in new sirains of disenses, They are also vulnerable 10 local diseases i
they are not vaccingied

The research found that disease outbreaks were common among camp
animals. For example, cases were recorded of Conlogious Bovine
Plevropneumonia, Parcine Parvovirus and Newcostle Disease. Alihough
the regional government provided some voccination services to curb
the spread, there were no budgets for medical supplies ond transpon
services 1o deal wilh them,

In Ethiopic there are no seporate velerinary services 1o deol
speciically with refugee/IDP's lvestock, While there are several
national crganisations experienced in animal manogement, none
were working with animals in relugee//IDP camps. Relugees expressed
concern over the lock of medicines to treot their animals and were
using indigenous herbal medicines as well os those available fom
local pharmacies,

Avoiding conflicts with local communities

livestack from refugee//IDP camps oflen compete with fesiock

from local communities for imiled resources, Because there are

limited water supplies in comps, the presence of lorge animal herds can
conlibute to the depletion of these resources without timely and siric!
controd, This adds to rensions with locol communities.

Competition for rangeland and the destruction of crops was a
relatively frequent regson for confict between refugees and local
populations. The imbalance between grazing londs and the numbse
af animals in the camps, along with incidences of animals siraying
inta local community farmland, contibuted 1o these difficulties.

I lend tenure and grazing rights are vickated, radilional grozing
systems can be thrown out of balonce. Camp coodinators confirmed
that the absence of procedures far managing animals made i
difficult to monage praciices of livestock owners in the camps,

Both host communily leaders and refugees expressed unhappiness
with the lock of animal monogement in the comps, Community
leaders oround Tongo ond Bambasi for exomple, believed it
contribuled to refugees taking crops and private fodder from

local communifies 1o feed the comp lvestock.

Concern waos also expressed thol resources spent on the refugee
communities’ animals would mean less help for animals and
awners in host communities.




Recommendations

The reseaich highlights thot relugee,/IDP comp monagement must take
better account of animals’ needs to protect and promate liveliboods,
reduce the danger of diseases, ond conflicts with host communifies.

Thicugh joint planning and eflective coordination, host govemments,
humanitorian organisotions and animal welfore crgonizations can
beter integiole animal managemen! 1o reduce these negalive
impacts. However, this opprooch requires strong partnerships belween
humaritarion and animal wellore arganisalions o ensure approcches
are effective and com _niemenrﬂr-,v

The fallowing recommendalions are given:

all animals entering refugee/IDP comps should be regisered
and those needing immediote velerinory senvices identifed,
and thase with diseases sepoioted

essential veterinary care should be provided

- appropriate shelter and fodder should be provided 1o reduce the
[_K;ﬂer|1i(:| of canficts with host communities, as well os miligoie
insecurity of grazing animals outside the camps

appropriate livestock training should be inlegroned within wider
comp monagemen ond programmes.

Cover imoge: A woman miks her cow
in an IDP comp in South Sudan
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For more information, contact:

Melissa Matlow
melissamatlow@waorldanimalprotection.ca
1 416 369 0044 x104

» worldanimalprotection.ca/disasters



