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" Households could choose more than one answer. 2 Population groups are formal camps (FC); informal camps (IC) and IDPs living in host communities (HC). *Based on information provided by households on their perceptions of specific vulnerabilities of certain groups across different sectors. Perceptions on access to education take adult education in consideration, while groups with access to
cash and land include children, according to local culture.  For households who actively plan to leave. ® Return/relocation: “return” refers to the pre-displacement location, while “relocation” refers to a new location.
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