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shelter expert with the 

, where I supported internally displaced persons (IDPs), returnees, war-

affected communities and host communities, 

Prior to that role, I 

practiced as an architect, urban planner, and construction engineer on development projects that primarily 

served clients with the financial means to access professional design and construction services. In contrast, 

vernacular architecture neither emergency-driven nor purely developmental can be understood as a 

form of decent architecture, characterized by a gradual, contextually rooted process and practice. 

The emergency shelter and settlement sector focuses on the rapid provision and mass production of 

standardized structures within a limited timeframe, emphasizing efficiency and logistical capacity. 

Conversely, development-oriented construction projects are often influenced by economic growth and 

technological advancement. The contrast between these two professional domains is striking: on one hand, 

I was supporting vulnerable communities living in precarious conditions during emergency post-crisis 

(EPC) and recovery phases; on the other, I was contributing to long-term development initiatives in more 

stable contexts. 

This dual experience exposes a crucial disjunction between emergency response and development practices, 

underscoring the necessity of a conceptual an intermediate framework that critically 

interrogates the entrenched separation within architectural theory and practice. When interpreted through 

the perspective of critical regionalism1, vernacular architecture provides a meaningful foundation for 

 
1



 

 

formulating a more contextually grounded, balanced, and sustainable strategies. Such an approach 

effectively bridges the gap between immediate relief efforts and long-term development, aligning with the 

principles of humanitarian-development nexus.  
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For its theoretical component, this study draws on a review literature and conceptual debates on 

humanitarian architecture  and humanitarian urbanism  as distinct yet related fields. Together, these sub-

fields enable a more holistic understanding of humanitarian responses by linking shelter, settlement, and 

housing to urban systems, livelihoods, and long-term development. The study adopts  (2015) 

definition of humanitarian architecture, which emphasizing the design and provision of decent and dignified 

housing before, during, and after crises, developed collaboratively with affected communities to enhance 

resilience, and grounded in principles of sustainability and ethics. This approach views disasters as 

opportunities to create safer and more equitable living environments, rather than merely replacing what was 

lost or addressing immediate needs (Charlesworth et al., 2015; Charlesworth, 2014). This definition 

provides a critical framework for understanding the overlapping phases of emergency, relief, recovery, and 

reconstruction (E-R-R-R), while also highlighting the importance of cultural sensitivity in the design and 

delivery of humanitarian responses. In this context, vernacular architecture can be understood as aligning 

with the notion of decent housing, in that it promotes resilience without undermining the dignity, cultural 

identity, and lived practices of inhabitants, while simultaneously incorporating appropriate contemporary 

technologies, as articulated in critical regionalist architectural approaches. 

The theoretical understanding of humanitarian urbanism is informed initially by Potvin (2013), who 

examines the spatial, political, and neoliberal hegemonic dimensions of camps within urban contexts 

 
31

 



 

 

(Potvin, 2013). This perspective is further supported by the long-established theory of 

notion of the  in which camps are understood as zones of suspended legality and 

altered sovereignty, as well as  interpretation of camps as spaces of humanitarian 

governance located at the margins of state control (Agier, 2008; Giorgio, 1998). While acknowledging the 

significance of these influential theoretical contributions, this study adopts a more focused analytical lens 

that emphasizing the spatial, social, economic and management dimensions of forced displacement, 

humanitarian responses and settlements, while giving less attention to the explicitly political aspects of 

humanitarian space.  

Building on this shift in emphasis,  

to  offers a valuable insight for understanding the evolving and increasingly relationship 

between camps and urban areas, while also extending but 

framework (Giorgio, 1998; Martin, 2015a).Although much of the existing literature focuses on the 

interaction between refugee camps and urban contexts, as well as on camps in remote areas, this study 

instead centers on IDPs, a population that has received comparatively limited attention from governments, 

policymakers, and academic research, particularly in relation to planned IDP camps located on the 

peripheries of urban areas. Unlike refugees, IDPs remain within their national borders under domestic 

sovereignty, and their cultural, social, and economic practices are often more closely intertwined with those 

of host communities. This distinction necessitates a context-specific approach to humanitarian urbanism

one that moves beyond a refugee camp centric perspective and engages more directly with the spatial, 

social, and governance dynamics unique to internal displacement. 
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My role as a researcher is to apply a workable methodological framework

that allows the enables inquiry and contributes to knowledge generation on a relatively new phenomenon

of in Tigray mass displacement into host community, the resulting high 

shelter solutions, camp formation within urban areas, and extensive housing destruction and reconstruction

through the humanitarian responses cycle (ERRR). Furthermore, this research highlights the contribution 

of vernacular knowledge to post-war housing reconstruction and shelter provision, reinforcing the 

integration of socially situated insights with actionable architectural and planning outcomes.
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52 In The Poetics of Space, Bachelard explores how houses and shelters are more than physical structures they are intimate spaces 
that shape our memories, dreams, and sense of self. He emphasizes that corners, rooms, and nooks serve as places of safety, 
imagination, and personal reflection, allowing individuals to retreat into their inner world. Ultimately, the house becomes a 

to 
poetic experiences. 
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90 https://humanitarianoutcomes.org/sites/default/files/score/score_tigray_report_2021_v2.pdf



 

 

The humanitarian politics and its space evident among partners engaged in shelter and settlement responses 

reveal complex power dynamics across multiple levels of coordination. These dynamics extend from the 

global leadership structures of the cluster system to national and sub-national coordination mechanisms, 

and ultimately to implementation at the field level. 

At the global level, the Global Shelter Cluster (GSC)91 is co-chaired by the United Nations High 

Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) and the International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent 

Societies (IFRC), with participation from forty-four partner organizations. The IFRC convenes the cluster 

in situations of natural disaster, while UNHCR assumes leadership in conflict-induced displacement 

contexts involving internally displaced persons (IDPs).92 In 

protection mandate takes precedence over the cluster coordination mechanism. The IFRC, as a neutral and 

impartial organization, does not assume a command role within the United Nations system, but rather acts 

as a convener in contexts consistent with its principles of independence and neutrality. 

In Ethiopia, where the number of IDPs significantly exceeds that of refugees, the leadership structure of the 

shelter and settlement cluster diverges from the global model. The IOM serves as the national lead agency 

for the Shelter and Settlement Sector, with Catholic Relief Services (CRS) as co-lead. Given that most 

displacement in the country is internally driven, UNHCR plays a supportive rather than leading role

working primarily through its implementing partners rather than directly engaging in field-level project 

execution. Instead, UNHCR provides funding to local NGOs and maintains oversight through monitoring 

and reporting mechanisms.93 

These defined roles, however, do not preclude competition and coordination challenges, as tensions 

between IOM and UNHCR have been evident at both national and sub-national levels, often revolving 

around leadership visibility, donor engagement, and influence over strategic decision-making. This rivalry 

is further compounded by efforts from both agencies to strengthen relationships with local authorities and 

assert control over areas of intervention, resource mapping, and response visibility. Such dynamics have, 

at times, constrained coordination within the shelter cluster, undermining collective effectiveness.94 

Meanwhile, the IFRC has not played a significant operational role in the shelter and settlement response in 

Tigray, with limited engagement or reporting within cluster coordination activities.95 
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In the aftermath of the Tigray conflict, the humanitarian landscape was marked by large-scale and repeated 

displacement, widespread destruction of housing, and prolonged instability. Consequently, shelter needs 

and responses emerged at multiple stages from the onset of the crisis and initial displacement through 

to rehabilitation and recovery phases  addressing the needs of IDPs, returnees, and non-displaced affected 

communities alike.103 

Based on factors such as duration of stay, permanence of settlement, expected lifespan, construction 

materials, construction methods, delivery modality, and context (formal versus informal, planned versus 

unplanned camps, in situ versus prefabricated structures), sixteen shelter typologies were identified.104 

These typologies can be broadly categorized into emergency, temporary, progressive, and core shelter 

 
103

 
104

 



 

 

designs and constructions.105 However, during the field study, not all of these established shelter types were 

observed. Instead, two additional categories were noted:  referring to IDPs living in open 

spaces, and  where most displaced individuals were hosted by friends, 

families and relatives. 
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Summary of tenant agreement for Cash-for-Rent program in humanitarian context (English translation): 
This agreement establishes the rental terms between the tenant and landlord as part of a cash-for-
rent assistance program/project, typically used in emergency settings. It specifies the identities and 
contact information of both parties, the rental property location, and the agreed monthly rent 
amount. 
The agreement outlines the rental period, usually fixed for a specific duration, and stipulates that 
the tenant will use the property solely as a residential shelter while maintaining it responsibly. 
The landlord grants the tenant the right to occupy the property under these conditions. 
Signatures from the tenant, landlord, and witnesses formalize the agreement, ensuring mutual 
understanding and legal compliance with relevant regulations. 



 

 

 
 

 

 

IDPs often choose to reside in a temporary accommodation provided by friends, families or relatives. In 

such cases, humanitarian interventions focus on supporting both the IDPs and the host communities. This 

approach-commonly referred to as a neighbourhood approach which referred to as a host family shelter 

arrangement suited to urban and semi-urban contexts, where it offers an alternative to encampment policy 

with an innovate solution that promotes the social and spatial integrations of IDPs with existing 

neighborhoods.121  

 

122

 
121 neighborhood approach (area-based approach) referred a shelter provision is currently advocated alternative humanitarian 
responses strategy for supporting displaced population living within host communities. This approach supports the integration of 
displaced and host families within shared space, fostering social cohesion while addressing shelter needs.  
122 The pilot project supports 300 internally displaced persons (IDP) households through three types of shelter interventions: 
expansion or extension of livable spaces (25%), renovation of existing structures (45%), and rehabilitation of host family homes 
(30%). These interventions aim to enhance accommodation capacity and promote the social and spatial integration of IDPs within 
host communities. A details discussion conducted on NA project in chapter two.  
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123 This discussion should be considered in conjunction with the material presented in Chapter Two.  
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Settlement Typology Shelter Solutions Remarks 

Host communities - Host families providing housing without formal 

adherence to humanitarian principles. 

- Neighborhood/area-based settlement approach 

- Cash-for-rent / rental arrangements 

- Existing structure partitioned 

- Unfinished buildings/structures 

- Public building without partition 

- Damaged building 

- Open space living conditions 

- Shelter repair kits (core shelter) 

 Many 

shelter and settlement responses 

stem from spontaneous initiatives 

by host communities and IDPs. 

It offers support through self-

initiated, community-driven 

efforts.  

Planned camps - Emergency Shelter Kits (ESK, agency supported) 

- Duplex shelter 

- Communal shelter 

- Modular shelter 

- Single-unit shelter 

- Family tent (UNHCR type) 

Structured and planned camp 

layout with agency support. 

Collective centers 

(mass shelters) 

- Self-made emergency shelter kits 

- Makeshift shelters 

- Existing structure partitioned 

- Public building without partition 

Schools, warehouses, and other 

public buildings used as 

temporary mass shelters. 

Self-settled camps 

(informal settlements) 

- Makeshift shelters Spontaneous settlements without 

formal planning or management. 
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City: Mekelle

Peri-urban 
(Debregenet/

mayemuri)

Camp:SC4



Post war 
urbanism:

Humanitarian 
urbanism:
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188

umbrella: 1 at camp level, 6 members, 
coordinating  zone leaders

IDP leader: 1 from each zone (total 14), each 
have 9 members and coordinate block leaders 

(abo arba)

abo arba: 1 for 40 HH units of shelter or a block, 
total  more than 45, coordinates HH
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199 In recent years, 

especially since January 2025, the construction of new small-scale industries has been 

underway, as the municipality seeks to attract investment and revitalize the city following the 

war. 
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The Mai Dimu camp was examined through fieldwork conducted in May 2024 and subsequently from 

November 2025 onward. Initial observations took place shortly after the camp became habitable in April 

2024, when it functioned as a relocation site for IDPs, primarily from Western Tigray, who were living in 

nearby towns such as Endabaguna and in other collective centers. Subsequent fieldwork was carried out to 

complement and strengthen the initial dataset, forming part of a multi-sited ethnographic and longitudinal 

research design. This approach enabled a spatio-temporal analysis of the camp, focusing on how its spatial 

organization and living conditions evolved over time. 
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Mai-Dimu Planned camp (Source: author, May 2024)204 
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meanings to it. Broadly, it refers to the spatial, temporal, quantitative, or analytical dimensions through 

which scientists observe, measure, and study phenomena, often conceptualized in terms of hierarchy 

(Gibson et al., 2000). In geography and spatial analysis, scale denotes the dimensional relationship between 

a cartographic representation and physical reality. In the context of this study, scale is understood as a 

biunivocal translation between two practices or contexts, serving as a conceptual tool to compare and 

analyze different settlement patterns as responses to emergencies. 243 

To operationalize the concept of scale in practice, projects often adopt strategies commonly referred to as 

widely, efficiently, equitably, and sustainably (IIRR, 2000). (Hartmann & Linn, 2008) define upscaling as 

-up taxonomy adopted by (Uvin & Miller, 

1996) and (Korten, 1980) four primary types of scaling-up processes can be identified: qualitative, 

functional, political, and organizational. 
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Cooley and Kohl (2006) propose a framework for scaling up innovations, distinguishing three primary 

organizational paths: expansion, replication, and spontaneous diffusion (Cooley & Kohl, 2006).  

 Expansion refers to scaling up within the original organization, either by extending services to new 

locations or by increasing the number of beneficiaries served.  



 

 

 Replication occurs when other organizations adopt and implement the original model or 

intervention in new contexts.  

 Spontaneous diffusion describes the informal spread of ideas or practices without coordinated 

efforts, often through networks or word-of-mouth. These categories illustrate different strategies 

for broadening the reach and impact of interventions. 

In the context of humanitarian responses, the terms scale or scaling up are used in a variety of ways, 

encompassing both development-oriented and post-crisis emergency interventions. This variability has 

contributed to a relatively limited body of literature that specifically addresses scaling up in humanitarian 

emergencies, which may differ in concept and methodology from development-focused approaches. Key 

contributions to this field include works by WHO & ExpandNet, Edwards and Hulme, and Uvin (Edwards 

& Hulme, 2002; Uvin, 1995; World Health Organization (WHO) & ExpandNet, 2010). 

Additionally, the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP, 2013) provides guidance on scaling up 

development programmes, outlining three distinct scenarios for implementation, as illustrated in the 

accompanying figure. 

 

 

Literature reviews and previous studies indicate that there are multiple definitions, types, and phases 

associated with the concept of scaling up. Despite this diversity, most definitions share a central idea: 

scaling up represents a process of extending a pilot intervention to new projects or contexts through various 



 

 

approaches.244 The table below provides a summary of the evolution of interpretations, meanings, and types 

of scaling-up processes. 

 

Sources Definition and/or type of scale 
Korten (1980) scaling up process as three successive stages  effectiveness (developing a solution that 

works), efficiency (finding a way to deliver the solution at an affordable cost), and 
expansion (developing a way to provide a solution on a larger scale) 

Berg (1987) organizationally, management-wise, and financially 
Clark (1991)  
 

three types of scaling-up: project replication, building grassroots movements, and 
influencing policy reform.The first two are linked to expansion.  

Hyden (1992)  differentiates between scaling-up organizationally and functionally or activity-wise. 
Howes and Sattar (1992)  "intensification" refer to addition of new activities to existing programs. 
USAID,1992 scale-up as expansion of membership or target group 
Fisher (1993) scaling-up as a process of influencing policy and the term "scaling out" to describe 

expansion 
IIRR (2000) scaling up as effort to bring more quality benefits to more people over a wider 

geographic area more quicly,more equitably and more lastingly. 
IIRR (2001) scaling-up refers to vertical and horizontal interactions  
Uvin 1995 four different types of scaling up process are differentiated-

qualitative,functional,political and organizational 
Consultative group on 
International 
Agricultural Research 
(CGIAR), 2000 

scaling up referes to efforts to bring more quality benefits to more people over a wider 
georapgic area more quicly,more equitably and more lastingly. 

World Bank 2003 Scaling-up: efficiently increase socioeconomic impact from a small to a large scale of 
coverage. 

Hartmanm and Linn 
(2008) 

Scaling up means expanding, adapting and sustaining successful projects, programs or 
policies in different places and over time to reach a greater number of people (originally 
proposed by the World Bank, but explicitly endorsed by the authors). 

                

Following the war, approximately eight out of ten internally displaced persons (IDPs) are currently residing 

within host communities, the majority of them in urban areas. This context underscores the importance of 

scaling up neighborhood-based approaches that support shelter and settlement interventions, with the aim 

of fostering improved integration between displaced and host households. 

The Neighborhood Approach (NA) project represents an innovative response targeting IDPs 

accommodated within host family homes. The intervention combines in-kind shelter construction kits with 

cash support for skilled labor. Its objectives include strengthening social cohesion between IDPs and host 

families, reducing protection risks, generating local economic opportunities, and restoring access to 

essential services such as reopening schools previously occupied by displaced populations. More broadly, 
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the project seeks to facilitate the integration of IDPs into host communities. In this context, host families 

traditionally accommodate displaced relatives or acquaintances without financial compensation, reflecting 

established socio-cultural practices of mutual support and shared living. 

In 2022 and 2024, the IOM Ethiopia implemented both pilot and scaled-up Area-Based Approach (ABA) 

shelter and settlement projects in the Tigray region, specifically in Mekelle and Adigrat. This section 

presents a comparative analysis of these interventions, examining the transition from pilot to scale-up and 

identifying the associated types and pathways of scaling. The analysis evaluates project design, 

implementation processes, management arrangements, and performance outcomes, with particular attention 

to humanitarian shelter responses for urban IDPs living within host communities an often underexplored 

population in displacement research. 
 

Neighborhood approachn (NA) project: Adigrat    

The Neighborhood Approach (NA) project was initially implemented as a pilot intervention in Mekelle city 

by the IOM Ethiopia, with funding from the Ethiopian Humanitarian Fund (EHF). The pilot phase was 

completed within one year, concluding in 2022. Building on this experience, the project was subsequently 

scaled up in Adigrat town, implemented by the same organization but funded by the Bureau for 

Humanitarian Assistance (BHA/USAID, currently suspended), and completed within one year in 2024. 

Both the pilot and scaled-up interventions followed a structured project life cycle comprising initiation, 

planning, implementation, monitoring, and closure which is relatively less pratcie for emergency shelter 

projects implemented during periods of active conflict and immediate relief or early recovery. 

 

 



 

 

Unlike conventional emergency shelter interventions, which are typically standardized and rapidly 

deployed in response mode, the NA project in Adigrat followed a more rigorous and context-sensitive 

approach. Its implementation included a comprehensive feasibility assessment, house-to-house verification 

and technical inspections, and systematic identification of needs, ultimately resulting in a tailored 

household-level shelter response. 

The implementation process was characterized by the active engagement of multiple stakeholders, 

including local authorities primarily the municipality and, in Adigrat, the then Bureau of Labour and 

Social Affairs alongside host community members, IDP representatives, and a gender-balanced selection 

committee. The level of participation, committee composition, and local administrative structures varied 

between the city and town contexts. These stakeholders played a critical role in supporting the project 

through awareness-raising activities and by providing essential information to IDPs and host communities 

construction processes, and monitoring and supervision mechanisms. 

 

   

 
  

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

 
  

   

   

   

   



 

 

 

 

A comparative case study approach involves examining two or more cases to generate explanations or draw 

analytical generalizations. In this section, the cases were selected based on the innovative nature of the 

response: the pilot Neighborhood Approach project implemented in Mekelle and its subsequent scale-up in 

Adigrat. Although both projects targeted the same number of beneficiaries (300 IDP households), they 

differ in geographic and administrative context. Mekelle serves as the capital city of the Tigray Regional 

State, whereas Adigrat is a town and the administrative center of the Eastern Zone of Tigray. 

The case study method explores a real-life, contemporary bounded system (a case) or multiple bounded 

systems (cases) over time through detailed, in-depth data collection using multiple sources, reports and case 

themes (Creswell, 2014; Yin, 2018). The objective of the comparative analysis in this research is to identify 

similarities and differences in key variables, examine the relationships among them, and assess patterns of 

events and outcomes. Within the analytical framework adopted in this study, comparison focuses on project 

management processes and the core principles of the Area-Based Approach (ABA), including assessment 

and design, implementation and evaluation, and learning mechanisms. 



 

 

 

 

Cross-case analysis 

During the emergency and post-war period, the need for alternative shelter and settlement solutions, such 

as the NA project, is immense in Tigray, as a significant portion of IDPs live within host communities. The 

transition from a pilot project to a scaled-up approach in various geographic areas by the same organization 

represents an expansion strategy (Cooley & Kohl, 2006). Each project supports 300 households (more than 

2,700 individuals), consisting of urban IDPs and their paired host families. 

The pilot project (Mekelle)   

 

 

 

Indicators Male Female Total 

Households (HH) head 125 175 300 

Individuals/total family size 718 805 1523 



 

 

 

 

 

The scaleup project (Adigrat) 

Similar to other towns in Tigray, most IDPs in Adigrat town were accommodated in collective centers, 

including primary and secondary schools, within host communities across six kebeles, and in a planned 

camp known as the Ex-UNMEE (United Nations Mission in Ethiopia and Eritrea) camp. Following the 

2022 pilot project in Mekelle, the IOM conducted the first scale-up of the ABA project in Adigrat, located 

approximately 120 km north of Mekelle. The scale-up began with a feasibility study and followed the same 

project management framework used in the pilot project. 

The project targeted 300 IDP households, totaling around 1,200 individuals, all of whom were living with 

host families. Survey participants ranged in age from 18 to 100 years, with an average age of 59, and the 

average household size was four members. A house-to-house survey was conducted to assess housing 

typology, plot sizes, and required shelter interventions. About 70% of the IDPs were residing in host family 

homes, with plot sizes ranging from 175 to 250 square meters. The houses were predominantly constructed 

with stone walls, concrete floors, and corrugated galvanized iron (CGI) roofs. As in the pilot project, all 

respondents (100%) indicated that the most durable solution for prolonged displacement was to return to 

their places of origin and initiate recovery efforts. The sex disaggregation of households and individuals is 

shown in the table below. 



 

 

 

Indicators Male Female Total 

Households head 161 139 300 

Individuals/total family size 590 610 1200 
 

 

 
 

Commonalities and Variations 

The scale-up project in Adigrat built on lessons from the Mekelle pilot, including multisector approaches 

(shelter, settlement, WASH) and household-tailored responses, though challenges remained in beneficiary 

selection, given the wide geographic spread of IDPs. Scaling up was multidimensional, involving 

qualitative, functional, political, and organizational pathways, with strategies such as expansion, 

replication, and horizontal integration facilitating implementation. Both projects applied ABA principles, 

leveraged sociocultural family ties, and used vernacular building methods while adhering to local 

regulations (Sanderson & Sitko, 2017). The study provides practical insights for humanitarian partners and 

policymakers, highlighting structured scale-up processes and key similarities and differences between pilot 

and scale-up projects. While limited to two cases, the findings offer valuable lessons for urban post-crisis 

shelter and settlement responses, with potential for broader application in future research. 

Comparative analysis examines the similarities found in different situations or cases that share common 

elements, while also highlighting the differences between them.  
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 249, approximately 1.0 million houses in Tigray 

have been affected to varying degrees of damage. In contrast, the Damage and Needs Assessment (DaNA) 

of the FDRE, which covers the period up to December 31, 2021, estimated about 0.4 million houses as 

damaged or destroyed, with nearly 78 percent completely destroyed beyond repair. 

stock is largely composed of traditional vernacular dwellings called Hidmo, featuring thick stone walls and 

flat mud roofs. Urban and semi-urban areas also include detached houses, Tukul houses, villas, and a small 

number of low-rise residential buildings. Damage has occurred across all zones, with traditional houses 

accounting for the majority of affected structures. Comprehensive estimates of total economic losses250 in 

the housing sector are currently unavailable, leaving the full economic impact unquantified. 

These significant housing damage translate into substantial economic losses for households across Tigray, 

though the magnitude varies by zone. At the onset of the conflict, households near Mekelle experienced the 

greatest losses nearly to 70 percent of their pre-2020 income in 2020, compared with an estimate of about 

33 percent of income lost by households in North Western Tigray in that period. Though income losses 

remained high in  zones in 2021 more broadly ranging from 30 percent in Western Tigray to 55 

percent in Central Tigray. The prolonged blockade, siege, and embargo imposed during the two-year 

conflict further exacerbated these hardships, highlighting the combined effect of physical destruction and 

economic disruption on households. 

 

 
249 The Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM), developed by the IOM, is a system designed to monitor displacement and population 
mobility in contexts of crisis. It gathers and analyzes data to provide timely information on the movement, location, demographics, 
and needs of displaced populations. In the context of the Tigray conflict, the DTM has been instrumental in estimating the scale of 
housing damage and displacement, informing humanitarian planning and response efforts. 
250

 



 

 

 

 

251

 

 

 
251 Build Back Better (BBB) refers to the use of the recovery, rehabilitation, and reconstruction phases after a disaster to increase 
the resilience of nations and communities through integrating disaster risk reduction (DRR) measures into the restoration of 
physical infrastructure, social systems, and livelihoods (United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction, 2015).  
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 

To assess the extent of damage to housing and estimate associated losses and needs, it is essential first to 

understand the types of housing units that existed prior to the conflict. A comprehensive understanding of 

pre-war housing typologies including their construction materials, structural characteristics, and 

occupancy patterns provides a baseline against which the scale of destruction, displacement, and 

reconstruction requirements can be evaluated. Such analysis is critical for designing effective post-conflict 

recovery strategies and targeting interventions that address both immediate shelter needs and long-term 

housing solutions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Before undertaking post-war reconstruction, it is crucial to establish the context and categorize the types 

of damage sustained and the cases. Understanding these damage types is fundamental for designing and 

implementing effective recovery and reconstruction strategies. In Tigray, housing damage caused by the 

war includes intentional destruction, looting and vandalism, as well as collateral damage. 

Damage resulting from armed conflict can be broadly categorized into three types: 
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Community Participation & Engagement  
Strong community engagement is key to effective 
shelter response. 

 Involve affected populations at all stages to 
build trust. 

 Work through local structures (e.g. 

religious leaders). 
 Coordinate with authorities to align efforts 

and avoid duplication. 

 Ensure inclusive consultations (women, 
persons with disabilities, marginalized 
groups). 

 Use local skills and knowledge to support 
ownership and sustainability. 

Modality of Assistance: Cash or In-Kind  
Choosing the right assistance method depends on 
context, market conditions, and safety. 

 Use cash where local markets are functional 
and accessible. 

 Use in-kind where markets are weak or 
security is a concern. 

 Conduct market assessments and monitor 
prices. 

 Use phased disbursement to ensure proper use 
and progress. 

 Consider vouchers or vendor agreements to 
control quality and reduce misuse. 

 

Grouping households improves cooperation, resource 
sharing, and monitoring in conflict-affected areas. 

 Form groups of 5 10 households based on 
proximity and needs. 

 Encourage shared use of tools, materials, and 
labor for efficiency. 

 Support vulnerable members within each 
group. 

 Set basic group conditions (e.g., complete 
Phase One before Phase Two). 

Use of Local Materials and Labor  
Using local, climate-appropriate materials and labor 
makes shelter repair more sustainable and cost-
effective. 

 Use traditional, locally available materials 
(e.g., mud, stone, treated eucalyptus). 

 Source materials responsibly to protect the 
environment. 

 Employ local labor to boost the economy and 
share skills. 

 Promote community support for vulnerable 
households lacking repair capacity. 
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Maikadao,2022   Megab village,2024 Megab village,2024 

 

 
 

 

255 256

257  

 
255 Domicide is the deliberate killing of home by human agency, including acts that damage, destroy, or deny the ability to inhabit 
a dwelling .  
256 Urbicide is the deliberate killing of the city, not just buildings, but the urban condition as a space of heterogeneity, difference, 
and coexistence(Coward, 2013).  
257 According to a report published by an online newspaper called The Reporter on September 21, 2024, the security situation in 

 Getachew Reda                                 
s 

with occupying Eritrean security forces whom they say are working to expand the territory under their control and issue national 
identity cards to residents in these areas. Parts of northern Tigray, including Zalambessa, which is located in Gulomahda Woreda, 
have been under the control of Eritrean forces since the war. The Ethiopian National Defense Forces (ENDF) had been deployed 
in the vicinity of these areas as a buffer since the end of the war, but these forces withdrew last month, according to a Tigray Interim 
Administration (TIA) official who spoke anonymously. 
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BBC also reported 
on November 2,2024, A 16-year-old had just stepped on a piece of ordnance that left the bones and flesh on his left leg smashed, 
torn and bleeding - he was in agony." The explosion threw me away backwards. There was blood everywhere. People heard the 
sound and came rushing," he told the BBC World Service. 
 



 

 

   
SRK distribution  Reconstruction going on Complted housing reconstruction 

 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

  

  

 

 

A report by the published-on March 19,2021 by 

Los Angeles Times, titled -of-  documented the Bora 

massacre, highlighting instances of extrajudicial killings and the targeting of civilians. The article brought 

international attention to the atrocities committed in the area, underscoring the human cost of the conflict. 

According to the local BOLSA office in the district, a total of 291 houses has been reported as damaged, of 

which 120 are completely destroyed or burned, 70 partial damaged whereas 101 are simple damage. 

 

Additionally, the Wereda BOLSA report indicates that 1,178 internally displaced households (IDPs)

comprising 578 female-headed and 600 male-headed households have arrived in the area from various 

parts of Tigray. These individuals are currently residing within the host community and at one designated 

IDP center, which accommodates 64 households. The majority of the displaced population originates from 

the western part of Tigray. 



 

 

The district continues to face significant challenges due to the limited humanitarian assistance provided by 

aid organizations. These challenges are further exacerbated by persistent food insecurity and poor road 

accessibility, which hinder both emergency response and long-term recovery efforts. Despite the extensive 

damage sustained during the conflict, the district has been relatively under-prioritized in the allocation of 

humanitarian support. Much of the housing destruction is attributed to artillery shelling and widespread 

burning (arson), which have had a severe impact on the local population and infrastructure. 

 

 

omen have played a significant role, 

particularly in wall plastering activities and interior decoration of the houses. Their involvement 

not only reflects traditional gendered labor roles in construction but also highlights the critical 

contribution of women to community-led recovery efforts in post-war settings. 
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Traditional Hidmo and its building components  

1. Structural components 2. Enclosers 3.  Elements of the interior  
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Consent

nd you can 

end the interview at any time.

Food                  WASH

Shelter               NFI

Protection          Livelihood support

Legal support for ID cards

Peace building forums

Infrastructure  rehabilitation

Education          Health

Other, specify

With family/relatives/friends

In temporary individual shelters

In rented shelters

In communal shelters



 

 

 In the open 

 Other, specify 

  know/prefer not to say 

 

 

Camp near place of displacement 

Family/relative/friends 

 Host community near the IDP center 

  Place of origin  

   Place of relocation 

 Other, specify 

 Unknown 

 

 

 Shelter Items   None  

 Other, specify 

 

 

 Shelter Items   None  

 

  

  

B3.2. If YES,  

Why are you and your 

family members not living 

together?  

 

O Employment  

O Schooling  

O No money to pay for the transport  

O Road is not safe to travel  

O Location is not safe to live  

O Separated when fleeing  

O Physical immobility of some family members (e.g. physical or mental disability, elderly, etc)  

O Some family was left behind to guard the house/property  

 

O Other, specify 
B3.3. Are any family members planning to come and live with the family?  

 

 

 

 Shelter Items   None  

 

  

  

 

 

B5. Do you intend to return to your habitual areas of residence?   

B5.1. If NO/Not sure What are the 3 most important reasons for staying? (3 responses)  
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

  

B6.3. How close is your relationship?  

 

 

  

  

 

 6 months or less 

 6-12 months 

 1-2 years 

 More than 2 years 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comments: 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

  

 
 
 

  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

  

  



 

 

  

 
  

 
 
 

  

 
  

 
 

 

 

 

  

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 


