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[bookmark: _Toc239862917]                                                          ABSTRACT 
Uganda remains Africa’s largest hosting country for many refugees from different African 
States such as South Sudan, The Democratic Republic of Congo, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Rwanda, Burundi, and others with refugees from South Sudan constituting the largest percentage of the total refugee populations. This study and question on Remain or return? Dual citizenship and uncertainty, was carried out in Palabek refugee settlement in Lamwo district, Northern Uganda. The study was guided by three objectives including (a) to examine factors that influence the pursuit for dual citizenship (b) to explore and describe the perceptions of South Sudanese refugees towards dual citizenship and (c) to understand and document how the practice to dual citizenship can be strategized. 
 	 
A qualitative research approach was employed and data collected over a period of three weeks. A case study design was used with attendant methods being interviews and focus group discussions. Case study research design allowed for an understanding of phenomena in real life situations and for the collection of a great deal of information regarding the topic. Furthermore, the key informants identified for this study were purposively selected and included the Refugees, the Woman Leader, Refugee Welfare Committee 3 & 2, Office of the Prime Minister, United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and the Immigration office. 
 
The key findings showed that there is inadequate knowledge about dual citizenship amongst the refugees. Another finding was that refugees hardly have access to dual citizenship programs as; some of them have resorted to intermarriage to easily acquire dual citizenship. 
 
To remedy this, the research recommends that awareness on dual citizenship should be introduced in the settlement to enable the refugees know their rights. Secondly, the authorities working in the settlement handling refugee affairs especially OPM and UNHCR should work closely with the refugee local leaders and other organizations advocating for the right to citizenship by refugees. With this partnership, it will help to harmonize the gaps surrounding the right to dual citizenship. 
i 
 
i 
 
i 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862918] CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: _Toc239862919]	1.1 INTRODUCTION 	 	 
Dual citizenship is the lawful acknowledgment of a person by the state in possession of more than one citizenship beneath the constitution of the specific states (Scothorn, 2011). The growth of dual citizenship as well as the consent of a dual citizen’s positionality has been present following the end of World War 2 (Howard, 2005). Positionality depends on how an individual initiates knowledge on the ethics, morals, and significance of citizenship (Nagar, 2007). The legitimate procedures of securing citizenship in every state contrast with national connection of responsibility and entitlements between a citizen and the state, identified as citizenship (Aleinikoff & Klusmeyer, 2001). Citizenship entails the indigenous connection of a person enclosed by the state (Fransman, 2011). Therefore, the acknowledgement and legitimacy of dual citizenship is in conformity with the statutory regulation of a specific country (Maftei, 2015). 
 
The climax of World War 2 facilitated the rise of dual citizenship when more than 60 million individuals were displaced and exiled which changed their social well-being as majority of them accepted and realized that it was common to originate in a single state and perish in the other or live as immigrants in the receiving state before migrating to their home state (Arton, 2019).  The end of World War 2 brought diverse transformations that took place in the twentieth century and they included; the decline in international wars, rise of human rights, gender equality and the growth in international migration and intermarriage (Escobar, 2021). These changes left many people who were affected by war undecided on whether to remain in the host country as immigrants through naturalization or go back home as returnees (Martin, 2009). 
 
The rise in dual citizenship following the end of World War 2 has encouraged vast discussions around it (Spiro, 2016). Faist (2008) termed dual citizenship as a possible cause of treason, conspiracy and other destructive activities that are likely to endanger human life and security. To him, intimidation, terror, and human trafficking have all been attributed to the possession of dual citizenship by the different individuals. However, Escobar (2017) argued that dual citizenship is advantageous in a way that an individual is entitled to rights such as dual travelling documents, right to access the state and privilege to occupancy. In addition, it facilitates trans-border movements and promotes economic opportunities back home with enhanced capability of immigrants to transmit remittances to their families and countries of origin (Whitaker, 2011). 
 
[bookmark: _Hlk236894728]Securing dual citizenship in the past was restricted because majority of the individuals believed that it was not permitted, and it came along with legal penalties by the state (Weinmann, 2021). However, in the twentieth century, majority of the population have come to realize that it is achievable to obtain it through legitimate procedures (Manby, 2016). The populations’ consciousness and understanding of dual citizenship around the world have transformed extremely where factors such as internationalism, immigration, human rights, and intermarriages are modifying the entire society with greater likelihood of seeking progress and remunerative avenues (Balakrishnan, 2021). Therefore, understanding the growth of dual citizenship considers the nation as part and parcel of a global network with its personal account of responsibilities and beliefs (Bloemraad, 2004). 
 
 In the current years, dual citizenship has come to be extremely recognized and welcomed because of its contributions (Whitaker, 2011).  Majority of independent nations in the world currently allow the possession of dual citizenship on account that it promotes healthy relationships and friendly engagements amongst emigrants and their home states rather than causing damage and harm (Tiba, 2017). According to Blatter (2008), acknowledging dual citizenship by the governing body of any nation has been employed as a mechanism for promoting nationwide unity and cooperation in emigration states. He further argued that for a nation to realize its goals, laws surrounding dual citizenship should be considered that would even accommodate refugees living in the host country to prevent its illegal acquisition and allow integration. 
 
The right to obtain citizenship is engulfed by the core constitutional well-being of a nation and there is limited presence of any international body because it has no mandate to control the citizenship placement of an individual but is rather described fully by the civil laws which can be similar or different from each other in terms of laws and policies guiding their citizenship protocols (Saskia, 2003). 
 
Return started in the 1990’s after the end of World War 2 with more than 10 million refugees returning to their home countries (Zetter, 2020). Countries that registered massive return were: Central America, Mozambique, Angola, Rwanda, and others (ibid). The aspect of return has been embedded by UNHCR, States and Intergovernmental organizations as one of the remedies to refugee displacement (Hammond, 2014). The refugee convention states that refugees’ right to return to their home countries is wholly acknowledged and respected in international law and well established in the global human rights protocol (UNHCR, 2020). However, this is only possible through tripartite agreement meaning that three parties must agree. These include: the refugees, the receiving state, and the sending state (Long, 2013).  
 	 
Approximately, 120 million people were displaced around the globe in 2023 because of political instability, abuse of human rights, persecution among others (UNHCR, 2023). An example is the outbreak of war in South Sudan in 2013 that created displacement and upsurge in the number of refugees mainly settled in Uganda (Centre for Preventive Action, 2023).  Return is not an easy option for many refugees especially when they have settled and created social networks in the hosting country (Karooma, 2014). The main goal of return amongst the refugees is to enable them to create new beginnings and establish themselves in their country of origin (UNHCR, 2019). However, there are some circumstances where refugees are reluctant to return home (Chimni, 2004). This is due to the uncertainty within themselves on the conditions back in their country of origin as well as the social networks created with others in the host country UNHCR and OPM (2011) as it is with the South Sudanese refugees in this study. In addition, others also fear to return because of restitution problems (Hammond, 1994). All these fears round to a conclusion that many refugees find dual citizenship as the ideal option for them since it creates new opportunities and facilitates protection as a result of access to rights emanating from the social networks created (ibid).  
 
Despite the introduction of the global compact on refugees and the comprehensive refugee response framework that entail dignified return to the country of origin, the return of refugees has not been fully achieved because of the upsurge in conflict (UNHCR, 2019). The return of many refugees has declined in the current period as many of the refugees find themselves in protracted displacement (Markowitz & Stefansson, 2009). This means that the number of those returning to their country of origin is low and the number of refugees is increasing (Hansen, 2018). The rate of low return has been registered as a result of insufficient aid and return processes by organizations responsible for refugees (Chatty & Mansour, 2011). 
 	 
Though various mechanisms have been laid to ensure the signing of peace deals between the government and the opposition forces, many South Sudanese refugees still find uncertainty of whether to return to their country of origin or remain in Uganda (Porter & McDonald, 2020). Their decision not to return is mainly due to the comparison between conditions in Uganda and that in South Sudan (ibid). Conditions in Uganda such as political stability, access to land, humanitarian aid and social services have registered a high degree of reluctance to return thus leading to “split return” and “cyclical movements” amongst the refugees (Kaiser, 2010: Porter & McDonald, 2020). In split return, families tend to divide themselves into categories where some go back to the country of origin to establish new beginnings while others remain in the host country (Harpiviken, 2014).  
 
Studies on the South Sudanese refugees show that they initiate their own return and displacement through protocols such as creating a healthy economic environment and social relationships in the host country (Hovil, 2010). In addition, they also conduct back and forth movement which entails making visits to some of their families who remained behind during the war and check on their property such as land (Kaiser, 2010). However, Long (2013) argued that return should not only be looked at as the back-and-forth movement of refugees between the country of asylum and that of their home country but rather a component that entails establishing new beginning and furnishing the bond between the state and the citizens.   
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862920]1.1.1 The Refugee Act of Uganda 
The Refugee Act of Uganda (2006) is a document that was enacted by the government of Uganda to give room for implementation of the (1951) convention on refugee status and its (1967) protocol and as well acknowledge the (2005) constitution of the republic of Uganda (Zakaryan, 2018). In this act, it states the rights of refugees and protocols that must be followed by the government in ensuring that the rights of refugees are respected (ibid). The act covers the following: 
· Right to asylum: Under this context, it argues that an individual who qualifies for a refugee status should be received and hosted by Uganda implying that, refugees have the capacity to access Uganda’s territory (Batte, 2020).  
· Freedom from persecution: Under this section, it explains that refugees tend to experience violence and persecution during time of war. During war, they flee their country of origin and therefore, it argues that it is the obligation of the host country to protect refugees including their freedom and rights (Gyagenda, 2019). In addition, article 14 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights states that everyone has a right to seek protection in the host country. 
· Application and grant of refugee status: Under this section, any refugee should pass through the refugee eligibility committee which is responsible for interviewing refugees so as to be given refugee status. It also provides the criteria when applying for a refugee status and temporary protection (UNHCR, 2023).   
 
· Naturalization of refugees: Under this section, it provides mechanisms on how an individual can be in position to acquire the citizenship of Uganda. This can be citizenship by birth, registration and naturalization. However, the act provides that refugees can only acquire the citizenship of Uganda by naturalization and registration (UCICA, 2009).   
 
· Voluntary return: Under this section, it provides that refugees’ decision to return to their country of origin is voluntary and the UNHCR is responsible for planning and organizing. However, it argues that states should not forcibly return refugees back to their home country when there are still dangers of conflict and persecution as this act is supported by the regional and global refugee law (1951 Refugee Convention). In addition, article 12 of the African Charter on Human and Peoples Rights states that everyone has a right to leave their host country and return to their country of origin.  

[bookmark: _Toc239862921]	1.1.2 The Refugee Context in Uganda 	 
The present refugee settlements in Uganda were initiated by the works of the Office of the Prime Minister in collaboration with partners such as the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees to provide protection and humanitarian assistance to refugees who fled their home countries due to conflict, violence, persecution, and others (Mulumba & Olema, 2009). 
The Directorate for refugees under the guidance of the Office of the Prime Minister is responsible for coordinating administrative matters and non-governmental activities and programs concerning refugees according to the Refugees Act of 2006 (RLP, 2006). Refugees fall under the Directorate of Disaster preparedness in the Office of the Prime Minister whose work is supported with funding mainly from UNHCR which enables it to run logistical and financial activities within and outside the settlement.   
 
Each refugee living in the settlement upon registration with OPM and UNHCR is given a specific piece of land to enable them to establish their own shelter and also carry out subsistence farming (Mulumba & Olema, 2009). Uganda currently has thirteen settlements in the twelve districts with Northern Uganda accommodating one-third of the total refugee population (Galal, 2024). Operating settlements in Uganda currently include: Adjumani, Bidibidi, Nakivaale, Kyangwali, Palorinya, Rhino camp, Nyumanzi, Imvepi, Kyaka I and II, Kiryandongo, Maaji I and II, Oruchinga, Palabek among others (UNHCR, 2023). Each settlement is coordinated by a settlement commandant who is responsible for managing and overseeing refugee concerns. In addition, OPM and the Uganda Police work hand in hand to ensure that security is paramount in the settlement. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862922]	1.2 Background of study 	 
In the world today, the recognition of dual citizenship has turned out to be complex as many countries continue to register an upsurge in the number of persons in need of securing it with greater approval by their home States (Spiro, 1997). There has been a significant increase in the number of States across the world now accepting dual citizenship which signifies the need for its incorporation amongst nationals (Arton, 2019). The notion of dual citizenship is presently recognized across the world with suitable and genuine efforts accounting 70% of the latest population (Balakrishnan, 2021). In other words, 100 countries around the globe now permit their citizens to acquire citizenship of other countries without any penalty (World Population Review, 2024). 
 
In Africa, dual citizenship is restricted in many nations (Manby, 2016). According to Escobar (2017), dictatorial leaders tend to regard individuals with dual citizenship as a threat to their nation. In these nations, individuals with dual citizenship have been perceived to be a danger to the realization of the country’s peace and security (Frohlich, 2019). However, other African States such as Ghana have established suitable gateways and policies that enable their nationals to obtain dual citizenship by guaranteeing that their national citizenship policies align with that of the global society thus providing a favourable environment for them (Brubaker, 1992). 
 
Regionally, the African continent is divided into regions, and these include Northern Africa, Central Africa, Southern Africa, East Africa and Western Africa (SWAC, 2017). Therefore, the concept of dual citizenship was discussed according to regions. Note that, dual citizenship is allowed in some of these regions and countries through birth, registration, and naturalization (Manby, 2009). 
 
Northern region: The Northern region comprises of seven countries, and they include Algeria, Egypt, Libya, Mauritania, Morocco, Sahrawi Arab Democratic Republic and Tunisia. Countries that allow dual citizenship are Algeria, Egypt, Morocco, and Tunisia (Morozova, 2023).  
 
Central region: The Central region comprises of nine countries, and they include Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Democratic Republic of Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, and Sao Tome and Principe. States that accept dual citizenship are Burundi, Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of Congo, Chad and Gabon (Manby, 2009). 
 
Southern region: The Southern region comprises of ten countries, and they include: Angola, Botswana, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, Swaziland, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. Countries that allow dual citizenship are Angola, South Africa, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Namibia (Whitaker, 2011). In these states, the protocol for securing dual citizenship entails cooperation between the home state and the second state that an individual intends to acquire citizenship (Spiro, 1997). 
 
Eastern region: The Eastern region comprises of fourteen countries, and they include
Comoros, Djibouti, Ethiopia, Eritrea, Kenya, Madagascar, Mauritius, Rwanda, Seychelles,
Somalia, South Sudan, Sudan, Tanzania, and Uganda. Countries that allow dual citizenship in this region are Djibouti, Kenya, Sudan, South Sudan, Seychelles, Mauritius, Somalia, and Uganda (Manby, 2016).
 
Western region: The Western region is the largest in Africa comprising of fifteen countries and they include Benin, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde, Cote d Ivoire, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea Bissau, Guinea, Liberia, Mali, Niger, Nigeria, Senegal, Sierra Leone and Togo. Countries that allow dual citizenship in this region are Burkina Faso, Benin, Cape Verde, Gambia, Niger, Nigeria, Ghana, Guinea Bissau, Mali, and Sierra Leone (Frohlich, 2019). 
 
In Uganda, dual citizenship is when an individual is in possession of two different nationalities of which one is being Ugandan (UCICA, 2009). The citizenship body is guided by the laws in the (2005) Constitution of the Republic of Uganda where it permits both citizens and non-citizens to secure dual nationality and clearly spells the appropriate means of obtaining it which include: 
· Citizenship by birth; - It means that the person must have been born on the soil of Uganda and one of the parents must belong to any ethnicity inhabiting within the territory of Uganda.  
· Citizenship by registration; - In this category, any person eligible for dual nationality is one who has inhabited in Uganda since 1962. It can also be acquired through marriage. 
· Citizenship by naturalization; - This is acquired by placing in applications showing intent to acquire nationality of Uganda, but it applies to those who have inhabited in Uganda for more than two decades (Constitution of Uganda, 2005). 
 
For one to acquire dual citizenship of Uganda, they have to follow the established regulations and policies stated in the (2005) Constitution of the Republic of Uganda. In section 19 (b) of the (2005) Constitution of Uganda, it asserts that, an individual intending to secure the citizenship of Uganda has to provide evidence that their States allow them to acquire citizenship of other countries. They should also be in position to provide evidence on their residence status in Uganda, possessing experience on one of the indigenous languages, should not have any criminal records and should not be a refugee.  
 
Even though the (2005) Constitution of Uganda does not allow refugees to attain dual citizenship, this has changed at the settlement level (See RWC 3, 2023). The displacement of the South Sudanese refugees saw their establishment in the settlement which has enhanced the need for dual citizenship (Namusobya, 2018). This is due to the uncertainty amongst the refugees on whether to remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan (UNHCR, 2021). Their establishment in the settlement has made their return to their country-of-origin undecided Hallqvist (2023) and this has enhanced their desire to acquire dual citizenship and remain in the host country rather than returning to South Sudan. Though refugees bear the refugee status, they believe that acquiring dual citizenship is also important as it creates room for new opportunities (Hammond, 1994). This study therefore focused on understanding the uncertainties experienced by the refugees in their choices and decisions to attain dual citizenship or return to South Sudan.  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862923]1.2.1 Overview of the South Sudanese Conflict 
The South Sudanese conflict is one of the deadly civil wars in the continent of Africa that has lasted for years (Pommier, 2014). This conflict started way back in 2013 between the South Sudanese government and the opposition forces (Koo’s et al., 2014). It erupted because of confrontation between President Salva Kiir and his deputy Riek Machar where the president incriminated his deputy for wanting to overthrow his government (Waal, 2014). Upon learning this accusation, Machar fled to the bush and led his opposition party named SPLM10 into war with the government (Richardson, 2011). The war was also attributed to ethnic differences among the Nuer and the Dinka; Kiir being a Dinka and the leader of the ruling government and Riek being a Nuer and is opposition (Adaku, 2023).  
 
The outbreak of this war led to the massive brutal killings of the civilians and increased violence in the capital of South Sudan that saw majority of the nationals fleeing the country (Howden, 2013). Furthermore, it forced many families to abandon their homes, farms lands and others in search for safety in the neighbouring States such as Uganda, Kenya, and others (Logo, 2021).  As the war intensified, it saw the involvement of several peace keeping bodies such as IGAD, African Union, United Nations and others that tried to bring peace between the two parties by engaging them to sign the peace agreement and this was successfully signed in 2015 (Blackings, 2019). Following this agreement, peace was restored in some parts of South Sudan and Kiir reinstated Machar as his deputy and formed a coalition government (BBC, 2020). In addition, an agreement was also signed that all those who were displaced and fled the country during the war were permitted to return to their country of origin (Bradbury et al., 2006). 
 	 
However, after the conflict, it was estimated that approximately 400,000 civilians lost their lives, more than 4 million people were displaced, and about 2.5 million South Sudanese fled their country of origin (Scheen, 2013). The displacement and migration of the South Sudanese refugees was because of the deadly impact of the civil war accompanied by climate change such as famine (Thielke, 2014).  

 	 
1.2.2 Brief overview of the South Sudanese Citizenship Law  
[bookmark: _Hlk236908189]The notion of citizenship in South Sudan emerged because of amendments in the Sudanese citizenship law following her independence in 2011 (Oystein, 2016). The independence of South Sudan in 2011 paved a way for the acknowledgement of dual citizenship by the South Sudanese government (Manby, 2016). After gaining her independence, the constitution of South Sudan initiated an inclusive approach to the questions around dual citizenship by allowing all individuals who claimed South Sudanese originality and ancestry the right to citizenship irrespective of their race, sex, and citizenship status (Government of South Sudan, 2011). This is in line with the current situations where some African states have made it possible for their citizens in the diaspora to link with their countries of origin and maintain their social, economic, and political positions (Whitaker, 2011). Therefore, an individual’s origin and ethnicity play a significant role in determining the right to citizenship in South Sudan (Frahm, 2016).  
 
The South Sudanese national legislative council is responsible for upholding the South Sudanese citizenship law that permits their citizens and non-citizens to acquire dual citizenship (Vezzadini, 2014). The law entails procedures that suit every individual intending to acquire dual citizenship and they include Citizenship by birth, naturalization and registration (Manby, 2016). 
In South Sudan, dual nationals are in position to run public offices and they do not have to renounce their second citizenship given the liberal approach which provides room for both citizens and those in diaspora to participate in the political economy of their country (Manby, 2012).  
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862924]1.3. Statement of the Problem 
Uganda is a hosting country for many refugees from different African States such as South Sudan, The Democratic Republic of Congo, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Rwanda, Burundi, and others with refugees from South Sudan constituting the largest percentage of the total refugee populations (UNHCR, 2026). The effect of the conflict in South Sudan and the devastating impacts of climate change forced many South Sudanese to take refuge in Uganda and establish themselves as refugees (Pommier, 2014). Majority of these refugees live in refugee settlements and their stay is between 10 to 15 years (UNHCR, 2023). Though majority live in the settlement, their life is full of back-and-forth movement between the borders of Uganda and South Sudan (Kaiser, 2010). 
 	 
Despite the establishment of South Sudanese refugees in the settlement following the effects of war in their country of origin, the need to acquire dual citizenship is on the rise especially amongst those who are not willing to return to South Sudan (Refugee Welfare Committee, 2023). The uncertainty displayed by the South Sudanese refugees has tantamounted into questions of remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan (Sullivan et al., 2023). Most of the refugees are uncertain about when the war will end in their country of origin, uncertain about the safety of their lives and property such as land, houses, and animals as well as their protection upon their return (Sullivan et al., 2023). Therefore, their uncertainty to remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan has enhanced their desire to acquire dual citizenship and stay in Uganda as citizens since majority view it as the ideal solution to questions around their uncertainty.  
   	 
Therefore, using a qualitative research approach, this study explores the uncertainties experienced by South Sudanese refugees, in particular, in their decisions to either remain in Uganda and attain dual citizenship or return to South Sudan, their country of origin.  
                                           
[bookmark: _Toc239862925]1.4. Purpose of the Study  
The purpose of this study aimed at understanding the uncertainties experienced by the refugees in their choices and decisions to either remain in Uganda and attain dual citizenship or return to South Sudan, their country of origin.   
 
1.4.1. Objectives of the Study 
	The objectives of the study were: 	 
i. To examine factors that influences the pursuit for dual citizenship. 
ii. To explore and describe the perceptions of South Sudanese refugees towards dual citizenship. 
iii. To understand and document how the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
1.4.2. Research Questions 
The study was guided by the following research questions: 
Objective One 
a) How does the pursuit of dual citizenship influence South Sudanese refugees’ choices to acquire it? 
b) How do push and pull factors accelerate the acquisition and adaptation of dual citizenship? 
Objective two 
a) How do the perceptions on dual citizenship by South Sudanese refugees influence their desire to attain it?  
b) What uncertainties play into decisions around dual citizenship?  
Objective three 
a) What efforts are state and non-state actors employing to ensure that refugees attain access to dual citizenship services in Uganda? 
b) What strategies are refugees employing to access dual citizenship? 
 


[bookmark: _Toc239862926]1.5 Conceptual Framework 
	A Conceptual Framework on remain or return? Dual citizenship and uncertainty.  	 
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The conceptual framework looked at remain or return: Dual citizenship and uncertainty with a specific focus on Lamwo district, Northern Uganda. Palabek refugee settlement hosts refugees mostly from South Sudan of which some are new entrants to Uganda and others who were inhabitants for a long period of time. The refugees’ uncertainty to either remain or return has been influenced by the push and pull factors. The push factors that affect refugee return to South Sudan include Persecution, Violation of human rights, Conflict, Economic and restitution challenges. The pull factors that influence refugee remain in Uganda and pursue for dual citizenship include Peace, security and protection, Political stability and access to humanitarian aid and other amenities such as land, education, and health care. 
 
However, despite their stay, access to dual citizenship by refugees has proven to be a struggle due to existing policies and acts. Therefore, the refugees called upon the intervention of the state and non-state actors to change their negative perception on dual citizenship and rather advocate for refugees’ rights to dual citizenship to enhance their full social, economic, and political participation in their society they live in. Therefore, there is a mutual relationship between the actors’ roles and the existing policies, as the actors’ roles are influenced by the existing policies. However, the findings on what can and cannot be executed in achieving refugees right to dual citizenship may result to changes in the policies and acts to ensure that suitable practices are implemented in the field of dual citizenship. 
 
In the end, the role of actors is likely to cause change in terms of increased naturalisation rate for refugees, increased knowledge about dual citizenship, increase in the enrolment of dual citizenship and increased likelihood to remain in the host country or return to South Sudan. 

[bookmark: _Toc239862927]1.6. Theoretical framework  
I employed the theory below to act as a point of reference in my research findings. This theory was chosen to compare with the findings and the beginning point of the analysis. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862928]1.6.1 The Liberal theory to citizenship 
The liberal theory is a moral philosophy founded by John Locke that entails the social contract based on inclusiveness, human rights, and political rights among others (Hashemi, 2009). The theory states that, all individuals are entitled to universal rights, and everyone opts to enjoy equal rights and freedoms (Baubock, 1994). This is line with Schuck (2002) who argued that the right to citizenship ensures that an individual is entitled to freedom and liberty. Meaning, the theory advocates for an inclusive approach that looks at everyone being included in the development of the nation (Rawls, 1999).  
  	 
Liberalism strongly argues that dual citizenship is a human right which must be respected and protected by the state (Blatter, 2008). This is because the state acts as a servant to the community and it is their responsibility to listen to the plight of its society and act in accordance with their needs and wants (Held, 2006). The acknowledgement of individuals with dual citizenship bridges the gap between the citizens and their government in political systems (Blatter, 2011). In other words, maintaining the connection between the citizens and the state is very important.  
 
The theory also looks at dual citizenship as an important notion that nation states should welcome to fulfil their interest. To them, dual citizenship is vital to the sending states as a means of pursuing their economic interests and to the host country, it encourages naturalization and social integration of refugees (Spiro, 2010). Naturalization of refugees should be made easy especially for those who have stayed for longer years and also those who are currently staying in the settlement to enable them to play their full social, economic and political rights (See Refugee Welfare Committee 3, 2023). 
 
For the liberal practitioners, the tolerance of dual citizenship acts as a pre-requisite for individuals’ free entrance and entry in the political economy of both states Jager (2005) and it also enables them to air out their voices to express their dissatisfaction (Janoski & Gran, 2002). This is in line with Blatter (2008) who stated that an individual with dual citizenship bears the social, economic, political, and legal rights in both countries they have citizenship with. 
To the liberals, the tolerance of dual citizenship helps to bridge the gaps in displacement and migration that has been the order of the day in the current trend (Baubock, 2007). When it comes to the South Sudanese refugees, access to dual citizenship is difficult due to their status (Zakaryan, 2020). However, this theory calls for inclusivism as this can cause changes in the policy making of Uganda regarding dual citizenship for the refugees. 
 
To encourage refugee naturalization, it is important to examine their uncertainties experienced in their choices and decisions to either remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan. This theory is important because it links and explains the relationship between dual citizenship and refugees’ uncertainty, dual citizenship and remain/return and the role of the state in improving access to dual citizenship. I used the liberal theory to analyze my study findings and I will compare my results with early findings. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862929]1.7 Justification of the study 
To provide findings on the relationship between uncertainty and return/remain and how these two influence refugees’ decisions to attain dual citizenship. This dissertation will provide findings on understanding refugees’ uncertainties on their decisions to remain or return thus leading to the acquisition of dual citizenship or not. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862930]1.8. Significance of the Study 
The study will contribute to the field of refugee studies in terms of theory development by providing empirical data regarding return/remain, uncertainty and dual citizenship and its perceptions, practices, and accessibility by refugees in Uganda. Through publications, it is hoped that the findings of this study will provide insights on refugees’ experiences on dual citizenship to state and non-state practitioners advocating for refugees’ rights. This will enable them to identify areas in which they can initiate as a new program for Palabek refugee settlement aimed at fostering development for refugees. 
 
It is also hoped that, after the study and with understanding of the topic, the refugees will be able to understand the context of dual citizenship in relation to its meaning, importance, and the different procedures of acquiring it thus acquainting them with knowledge leading to its easy acquisition. In addition, they will experience the opportunity to have their concerns and voices forwarded to different forums for further discussions.  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862931]1.9. Key Definitions 
Dual Citizenship is when an individual is a citizen of two different countries (Scothorn, 2011). Folger (2023)-dual citizenship is when a person is a citizen of two countries at the same time. He argues that though majority of countries accept dual citizenship, they have different citizenship laws that differ from each other and methods of attaining it that range from birth, naturalization, and registration. Citizenship is the status where an individual is recognized by the law of the state and has the privilege to enjoy the rights and duties like any other citizen (Mojibayo & Babatunde, 2017). To Sembatya (2021), a citizen is a person who is recognized by the state of belonging and is obliged to respect the laws of the state that offers them protection and safety.  
 
A refugee is a person who intentionally leaves his or her country of origin to go and settle in another country due to circumstances affecting their lives and fear of persecution (UNHCR, 2026). 
A settlement is a gazette designed to host migrants from other countries (Krause, 2014). Refugees living in Uganda are mainly settled within the gazette areas that are established within the local communities where they are provided with humanitarian services (OPM, 2023).  
A returnee is a person who once fled his or her country and then later resolves to go back to their home country (UNHCR, 2019). A returnee refers to a situation where a refugee willingly decides to return to their country of origin and re-instate themselves as nationals and live dignified lives (IOM, 2022).  
 
Uncertainty refers to the inability to predict outcomes following the lack of knowledge and information about a specific situation (Wheeler, 2020). In the era of conflicts, majority of refugees are still uncertain of whether to return to their home country (Zetter, 2020). 

[bookmark: _Toc239862932]	1.10 Structure of the dissertation 	 
This dissertation consists of six chapters. Chapter one entails: the introduction, which covers a brief introduction of dual citizenship, return, refugee context in Uganda, background of study, overview of the South Sudanese conflict, brief overview of the South Sudanese citizenship law, statement of the problem, purpose of the study, objectives of the study, research questions, conceptual framework, theoretical framework, justification of the study, significance of the study and key definitions. 
 
Chapter Two is composed of a review of literature, most of which details an introduction, discussions of the works of authors according to objectives and a brief paragraph highlighting the gaps in the literature and how this study bridged some of these gaps. Chapter Three is the methodology chapter which entails an introduction, philosophical underpinnings, research approach, research design, scope of the study, selection of field sites and research participants, overview of Palabek refugee settlement, overview of Palabek Ogili sub-county, structure of the RWC, sampling, sampling strategies, data collection methods and tools, data collection procedures, data analysis and presentation, data analysis approach, validity, data management, ethical considerations, and limitations of the study. 
 
Chapter Four is a presentation of the research findings. These findings were derived from the field and they mainly represented the demographic characteristics of participants and their voices. The key findings are; there is increased need of dual citizenship amongst the refugees especially the long- term refugees given that they are uncertain about their return to South Sudan. Secondly, most of the refugees lack knowledge about the naturalization processes to citizenship given challenges that they face and are not documented.
 
Chapter Five discusses the findings against the literature, theoretical and conceptual frameworks. It comprises of what was discovered at the field level and the findings compared to the literature review. It also includes new knowledge from other sources though some are not reflected in the literature review. In addition, it also discusses the main and interesting themes that were derived during the study.  
 And finally, Chapter Six comprises of the summary, conclusion, and recommendations of the study. 





[bookmark: _Toc239862933]                               CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW 
[bookmark: _Toc239862934]2.1 INTRODUCTION 
Majority of the nation States across the globe have continued to welcome the practice of dual citizenship despite many efforts made to suppress it in the past (Spiro, 1997). Having witnessed its contribution, this has seen many states now adapting the norm of dual citizenship by amending their laws that favour their citizens and non- citizens and others are in the gradual process of acknowledging such developments (Renshon, 2001). This has seen a trend shift in the latter amongst some African States practicing the same and these include Gabon in 1962, Angola in 1991, Rwanda in 1993, Sudan in 1993, Ghana in 2000, Gambia in 2001, Mozambique in 2004, Sierra Leone in 2006 and Uganda in 2009 (Whitaker, 2011). Other African countries such as Egypt, Eritrea and South Africa allow dual citizenship for their nationals on condition that they get permission and clearance by their home Government (Manby, 2010).  
 
Though many nation States continue to accept dual citizenship, some have still maintained their traditional policies of not allowing their nationals to obtain citizenship of other countries following reasons best known to them and these countries include Ethiopia, Eritrea, Guinea, and Tanzania (Manby, 2016). Nevertheless, the global statistics indicate that 78% of countries around the globe now practice dual citizenship Zaka (2026) with 92% in Europe and 52% in Africa (GLOBALCIT Citizenship Law Dataset, 2026).  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862935]2.2 The pull and push factors in pursuit of dual citizenship  
[bookmark: _Hlk236916212]The thriving of human rights helped in the rise of dual citizenship (Faist & Gerdes, 2008). Following the rise of human rights, many nation States decided to transform their citizenship laws and ensured that the rights of people with dual citizenship were recognized and respected rather than violating them (Spiro, 2010). Though some States adhered to the changes, others decided to maintain their traditional laws by not accepting and recognizing the practice of dual citizenship and to their nationals who acquired it, they were deemed to face legal constraints established by the State (Schuck, 2000). In other words, they were in greater percentage and risk of being disowned by their government (Baubock, 2007). Furthermore, individuals with dual citizenship were sidelined from enjoying certain rights such as civic rights especially at the national level way back in their home country unless they let go off the second citizenship status which limits their ability to play their political rights (Akhilbek et al., 2017). 
 
According to the United Nations Declaration on Human Rights (2019), statelessness had increased amongst immigrants and for it to be eliminated; they declared the enjoyment of human rights by every individual irrespective of their age, race and ethnicity (Gallagher & Giesing, 2017).  
[bookmark: _Hlk236916391]Despite the declaration on human rights, this has not been fully achieved as the component of human right is still under threat such as right to citizenship especially amongst refugees creating a gap where right to citizenship of an individual is not respected and provided for in the existing human rights law doctrines thus resulting into statelessness especially in the 21st century (Open Society Initiative, 2005). It should be noted that an estimate of 12 million people around the globe are currently stateless though the component of statelessness has not been given an upper hand especially in the field of human rights agenda (Kristy, 2015).  
  
[bookmark: _Hlk236916691][bookmark: _Hlk236916866]Nevertheless, Spiro (2010) argued that countries around the globe should welcome and respect the component of human rights because it enhances individual chances to acquire dual citizenship. Note that with the significant growth of human rights, immigrants and partly refugees have got knowledge on global affairs surrounding humanity (Nyanzi, 2022). Therefore, this study addresses the need to create an effective mechanism and framework that ensures that every individual is guaranteed right to citizenship irrespective of their status. 
 	 
Migration (Aleinikoff & Klusmeyer, 2002).  Migration has established itself in the world today as one of the quickest solutions adopted by immigrants and refugees which has seen new changes and experiences coming alongside it (United Nations, 2018). The emergence of civil wars and the prolonged conflict in the Sub-Saharan Africa is mainly one of the leading causes of migration (United Nations, 2019). The civil wars have caused more harm, destruction and displacement of the majority leading to their migration to other safer regions (Dunne & Tian, 2019). Eurostat (2007) stated that many homes, farmlands, and other social amenities tend to be destroyed during the war thus making people to run away from their homes to go and settle in other areas.  
 
In the African continent, the East African region has been increasingly affected by these civil wars together with the regional instability and the number of refugees in Africa has continued to thrive as the effect of the 1994 Rwanda genocide and the persistent re-occurrence of the civil war in both the Democratic Republic of Congo and South Sudan (Sembatya, 2021). 
In addition, the massive migration of the South Sudanese refugees into Uganda has been influenced by factors such as mass persecution, violence, and political killings (Akokpari, 1998). However, this migration has seen challenges coming along with it such as statelessness, unaccompanied children and undocumented persons (UNHCR, 2018). Furthermore, Porter & McDonald (2020) argued that refugees’ migration is cyclical, as their movement is intertwined by comparing the conditions in the host country with that of their country of origin. 
Despite many scholars writing about forced migration in the refugee context, little research has been conducted regarding refugee decisions to remain or return and how vast factors shape their displacement impacts. Therefore, this study addresses this gap by understanding refugees’ uncertainties and experiences in their choices and decisions to either remain in Uganda and attain dual citizenship or return to South Sudan.    
 
According to Manby (2016), the acknowledgement of gender equality has also enabled the growth of dual citizenship. Women’s participation in the society plays a very significant role in achieving gender equality at all levels of development (Krause, 2014). To attract development in the society, women’s involvement in citizenship programs need to be considered and their participation needs to be supported by the local community and the State at large (Ndidde et al., 2020). The road to independence in South Sudan paved a way for more women to be equipped with power and explore more opportunities such as representation in public service and parliamentary affairs with one-third of the positions held by women (Zoe, 2022). However, with the climax of the civil war in 2018, gender inequality has continued to strive especially in the field of protection, public affairs and citizenship affecting mostly the women (Grabska & Fanjoy, 2015). 
In the African continent, most of the women’s position and participation in citizenship related concerns has been affected due to State’s insufficient effort to support them leaving their status to be spearheaded by the local community (Ndidde et al., 2020).  
 
The ability of women to access and be granted citizenship in countries such as South Sudan, Uganda, Tanzania, and Libya continue to be affected because they are taken as inferior sex in the society compared to the men (Manby, 2016). In these countries, the citizenship laws have mostly affected women because, the established doctrines tend to consider men over the women thus affected their participation to take part in decision- making processes related to citizenship (Mathsaka et al., 2019). In other words, the laws in these countries affect women in that they have no right to transmit their citizenship to their children or foreign spouses (Van- Waas & Jaghai, 2019). This means that bearing the right by women to transmit citizenship to their children remains low in most African societies and this has affected their decision to make informed choices about their children’s path to citizenship (Barazi et al., 2019).  
 
However, De- Hart & Van- Oers (2006) argued that giving citizenship should not only be based on gender rather ensuring inclusiveness for both genders. In addition, the formation of the (1997) European convention on citizenship developed doctrines that favour both the males and the females (Hall, 1999). This doctrine ensures that both parents have the right and are in position to transmit their nationality to their children (De- Hart, 2006). Furthermore, the (2005) Uganda constitution also adopted the gender equality concept by stating that both men and women are equal before the law and the communities they live in with equivalent legal, social, political and citizenship rights (Kontinen & Twine, 2020).  
 
Though various laws have been established to enhance women’s rights and promote gender equality, discrimination on women continues to be witnessed in areas such as citizenship (Beninger, 2023). Most women face the wrath of not being given opportunity to express their plight and voices and instead, decisions are made upon them that sometimes affect their social life (Jayasinghe et al., 2020). In addition, little research has been conducted on experiences and challenges faced by women in accessing citizenship. This study therefore highlights the voices of women and suggests strategies on how women’s participation in the citizenship sector can be enhanced. 
 
Explicit discrimination (Manby, 2023). The belonging and identity of an individual in the society is greatly determined by their citizenship status (Askins, 2016). In the global world today, majority of the countries in the world still practice discrimination especially on certain categories of people and they ensure that they do not have access to their countries’ citizenship neither can their young ones (Manby, 2023). The doctrines openly prejudice on basis of religion, ethnicity, race, and language (Alava et al., 2020). For instance, some Muslim dominated African countries such as Morocco, Egypt and Sudan continue to uphold strong discrimination on non-Muslims following their race, ethnicity, and religious dominions (Manby, 2016).  
 
In addition, this discrimination has also affected minority groups of people living in different societies (Mamdani, 2018). Such categories include the immigrants and refugees seeking dual citizenship in the host country (Akhilbek, 2017). Notwithstanding, the strategy employed by some States on whom to benefit and who not to benefit from acquiring their citizenship has affected the practice of dual citizenship in Africa (Sembatya, 2021). This explains the low naturalization rate for non- citizens in the host country (Sanderson, 2023).  Therefore, the continued practice of discrimination by some States on certain minority groups is likely to result into disagreements between citizens and non-citizens in the various communities if they are not attended to (Pettit, 2000). In Uganda, many refugees are still unable to acquire dual citizenship because they are believed to be a minority group of people thus causing detrimental impacts on their social life and also enhanced vulnerability (Zakaryan, 2020). 
Furthermore, little attention and documentation have been given to the different forms of discrimination that refugees surface in the communities they live together with its implications on their well-being. In the world today, refugees have been discriminated in the field of education, employment, citizenship among others (Ayon, 2015). Therefore, for discrimination to be erased, there should be inclusion of others who possess various ambitions, plans and purposes (Clarke et al., 2014). 
 
Unfavourable naturalization policies: The established naturalization policies by majority of African nations have had negative implications on the vulnerable community especially the refugees (Faist & Pitkanen, 2007). These policies state that any national who acquires citizenship of another country ceases to be a citizen of their home country or disowned by their home government (Spiro, 1997). This norm has been practiced by some African countries such as Ethiopia and Tanzania where they state that their citizens are supposed to bear only single citizenship which is that of their soil as dual citizenship to them raised concerns of insecurity (Manby, 2010). The renunciation of the home citizenship mainly affects immigrants and refugees because their presence in the second country is temporary and many of them are not ready to let go off their home citizenship with fear of being stateless (Ostergaard, 2018). In most cases, nation States welcoming immigrants make naturalization favourable to enable them indirectly to choose one nationality when they are adults with a view of rendering dual citizenship powerless (Faist & Pitkanen, 2007). On grounds where naturalization fails, refugees are compelled to seek resettlement in the third country (Garnier et al., 2018).  
 
Nevertheless, majority of States lately moved from the traditional notion of shedding off the previous citizenship to accommodate the second one (Renshon, 2005). The laws and policies now state that individuals can still uphold their original citizenship even after being naturalized in another country to enable them cement home-state ties (Barry, 2006). However, it should be noted that though refugees and immigrants get the opportunity to be naturalized in the host country, many of them tend to return to their country of origin (Ostergaard, 2018). The refugee act (2006) and other networks clearly spell the appropriate procedures for a refugee to acquire dual citizenship mainly by naturalization and registration. 
Furthermore, these networks have employed efforts meant to suppress particularly the refugees from accessing dual citizenship services (Zakaryan, 2018). This, therefore portrays that though Uganda welcomes refugees from different countries, their hope to be incorporated into the Ugandan society like other citizen is limited which affects mostly the long-staying refugees (Hovil, 2016). Nevertheless, Brubaker (1992) argued that for the African States to realize economic growth and development, they must be in position to amend their citizenship laws that align with that of the globe with the aim of promoting human rights and enabling access to citizenship. Despite vast literature on naturalization, little has been documented about barriers associated with the naturalization process amongst refugees. Barriers such as lack of information about naturalization process, high approval rates, education level, language barrier, and others have been given little attention. Therefore, there is need to further explore this area as this research only bridges this gap by highlighting how these barriers can be rectified to ensure effectiveness of the system.    
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862936]2.3 The perceptions on dual citizenship  
Dual citizenship is believed to promote transnational movement of people across territorial States (Faist & Kivisto, 2007). In democratic States, refugees and immigrants possess the right to enter their country of origin at any time and participate in other activities that foster development (Faist, 2000). In the Ugandan context, refugees are given the right to travel within and outside the settlement, as well as across the borders (UNHCR, 2021). Kaiser (2010) argued that the movement of South Sudanese refugees is transpired by the push and pull factors existing both in Uganda and South Sudan and this mobility has been manifested between the borders of northern Uganda settlements and South Sudan in particular. In South Sudan’s fragile State, transnational movement remains a ground plan for the majority thus leading to split families within or outside South Sudan (Porter & McDonald, 2020).  
The transnational movement of the South Sudanese refugees is mainly practiced by the males who leave their families in the settlement and later return to South Sudan in search of employment opportunities (Vancluysen, 2021). However, the history of violence, disasters, conflict and COVID-19 have limited the movement alternatives available for most South Sudanese refugees (Murahashi, 2018). The transnational movement of refugees across the borders of Uganda and South Sudan have registered enormous implications on both the local and national laws which have manifested itself to be the centre of discussion amongst refugees’ policy makers (Koser, 2007). 
Though most researchers have written literature about the mobility of refugees focusing mainly on their primary and secondary movements, less attention has been given to the navigation experiences and exploitation at the borders in the process of their different movements. This study therefore addresses this gap by focusing on uncertainties experienced by the refugees in their choices and decisions to either remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan. 
   	 
Dual citizenship enhances overall participation. The commitment and contribution of an individual in the society influences the acknowledgment of their belonging and personality (Yuval, 2006). Faist (2008) noted that persons who hold dual citizenship contribute a lot   through social, economic, and political participation. Their social participation in the community increases their chances to be fully accepted by the community and the nation at large and take part in citizenship related concerns Clarke (2014) and their political participation creates an opportunity to be wholly incorporated in the political economy of the State (Schlenker, 2013). In addition, individuals with dual citizenship living overseas contribute economically through remittances sent their families and these remittances in most cases are used for purchasing new land, farming, construction, and others (Ratha et al., 2011).   
 
Despite the fact that many refugees are engaged in social and economic activities, a gap has been registered in the political arena. In other words, majority of them still struggle to participate politically especially in the host country such as engaging in voting activities at both the local and national level thus limiting their full participation (Zakaryan & Antara, 2018). Therefore, it should be noted that whereas a lot of literature has been written about refugees social and economic participation, their political and citizenship participation has been understudied and undocumented in many refugee settlements. 
Nevertheless, civil society organizations supporting and advocating for refugee rights to citizenship have had vast projects which need to further be explored to reduce the existing gaps in the citizenship sector. 
This study therefore addresses this gap by further exploring the efforts and roles of actors in ensuring that refugee participation is enhanced as well as access to citizenship. 
 
 
Blatter (2008) asserted that dual citizenship can be employed as a mechanism to strengthen State unification, solidarity, and harmony in emigration countries. Different countries have welcomed dual citizenship with the goal of integrating immigrants and refugees into their society (Lordachi, 2006). In the East African context, Uganda has been accredited as one of the most dedicated countries in providing solidarity to many refugees across the region Solidarity Summit on Refugees (2017) which has increased its potential to host and protect refugees from adjacent countries (Katto et al., 2023). It should be noted that the norm of solidarity has created room for more cooperation amongst the sending and the receiving State and also enabled integration of refugees in the second State (Midtboen, 2015).  
 
Currently, Uganda is a second home to many refugees due to the long-standing civil war in countries such as South Sudan and Democratic Republic of Congo that has led to the loss of lives and their displacement (Momodu, 2019). This positive attitude has not only fostered cultural bonds but also socio-economic cooperation thus, adapting the institution of dual citizenship for economic growth and development (ibid). However, the open-door policy has been affected recently due to the resurface of COVID-19 thus affecting funding for the welfare of the refugees living (UNHCR, 2023). Till date, there is still a gap in funding for refugee operations and this has forced many organizations to cut off some activities to accommodate the little funding (Namakula, 2024). Despite receiving international donations, the financial support is always inadequate to facilitate the needs and welfare of refugees (ibid).    
                                                                                                                                                                               
Dual citizenship enhances integration (Hansen, 2023). It should be noted that different nations have employed various strategies that look at facilitating refugees’ integration with the host community (Abdelgadir & Fouka, 2020). Schlenker et al. (2017) argued that immigrants with dual citizenship have integrated into the host community accompanied by living together in harmony.  In addition, integration also enables refugees and the host community to practice multi culturalism and encourage mutual relationship (Creatura, 2017). 
Integration can be achieved through strategies such as encouraging language and vocational skills training, education, and others (ibid). On occasions where refugees fully integrate in the host community, they may easily acquire permanent residences and sometimes leading to the acquisition of citizenship (Crisp, 2004). However, it should be noted that forced assimilation may encourage conflicts amongst refugees who want to preserve their cultural beliefs and norms (Sardoschau et al., 2022). Therefore, providing a hostility free environment enables refugees to freely integrate with the host community (Tabellini, 2022). 
  
Despite various strategies that have been employed to achieve integration between the refugees, there is still conflict between the refugees and the host communities over the scarce resources (Okiror, 2020). This means that, efforts to successfully bring integration between the refugees and the host community is still a work in progress for many civil society organizations working in the settlement. Therefore, a lot of effort is needed to ensure that refugees and the host community work and live harmoniously in one community (De- Berry & Roberts, 2018). 
 
Dual citizenship enhances access to a variety of services and opportunities (Harvey, 2023). Individuals with dual citizenship are given the privilege to access services from both countries he has citizenship with (Harun, 2018). They are given the opportunity to work in any state, attain education, skills, possess dual travelling documents and move at free will between the two countries (Pitkanen & Kalekin, 2007). Other services also include dual voting rights (Folger, 2024). However, this has led to uneven distribution of resources and services in the society thus promoting inequality. In the Ugandan context, most refugees living in the settlement are allowed to own land, move and work freely (Hall, 2023).  
Despite this freedom, many refugees still find difficulties in accessing descent employment, education and other social services (REF, 2019). Most of them are strained by either language barrier, low levels of education, and others. Therefore, there is need to further ensure that all refugees have the ability to access essential services that aim at improving their welfare.    
Negative perceptions associated with dual citizenship. 	 
Dual citizenship promotes treason (Faist, 2008). According to Patti (2016), he asserted that individuals with dual citizenship are prone to encouraging and promoting subversive activities that can endanger the human and national security thus hindering economic growth. In other words, their actions are a threat to the State’s democracy, sovereignty, and harmony (Yossi & Pablo, 2019). In addition, they are seen to undermine the State’s stable bilateral relations with other countries (Faist, 2008). An individual having dual citizenship is eligible to treason which is likely to cause conflicts between the sending and the receiving country (ibid). This explains that despite hosting refugees on her land, Uganda remains vigilant and strict in giving citizenship to refugees (Sauti Za Wananchi Survey, 2018). To ensure security, majority of the States employed different strategies to silence dual citizenship (Faist, 2008). 
Despite stating that dual citizenship is associated with treason, there are others acts that have taken place under its umbrella such as human trafficking amongst the refugees and this has been understudied.
 	 
No loyalty (Gerdes & Faist, 2007). Liberal States termed dual citizenship as a blackmail that tamper with a citizen’s allegiance to both States, they bear citizenship (Spiro, 2016). Schlenker (2016) asserted that States that permit dual citizenship should not be fully assured of allegiance. In other words, majority of the nation States that accept dual citizenship tend to experience loyalty challenges from a dual national (Gallagher & Giesing, 2017). The challenge comes when they refuse to shed off their home citizenship but wants to stay in the second country (Uche, 2018). 
Despite having misconception on loyalty amongst dual nationals, few studies have been conducted to determine their level of loyalty between the two countries they hold citizenship with. Therefore, there is need for further literature to be conducted on loyalty of refugees with dual citizenship. 
 	 
Dual citizenship hinders integration. The desire of refugees to integrate with the host community is dependent on factors such as migration and circular mobility motives (Hovil, 2010). Migrants’ ties with the country of origin and the country of second citizenship are completely complex (Mazzolari, 2009). Faist (2008) stated that, individuals with dual citizenship tend not to mingle with other citizens in the State they bear second citizenship. In other words, they are likely to integrate with people from their home State than with citizens in the second State (Gerdes & Faist, 2008). Note that, when refugees integrate ethnically with those from their home country, they are liable to observing close contact with their home State (Faist et al., 2004).  In addition, Fouka et al. (2022) argued that when the local community is labelled with threat and not friendly to the refugees, it becomes difficult for them to adopt the local culture and as well integrate. However, it should be noted that integration in the second country enables refugees and immigrants to be fully accepted into the local community and the nation at large (Mazzolari, 2009). Therefore, for integration to be successful, the acceptance of refugees into the local community should be encouraged amongst the host community as this strategy enhances their ability to peacefully integrate with the host community (Fouka et al., 2022).   
 
Despite registering cases of insufficient integration, few studies and attention have been conducted on the barriers that cause lack of integration between the refugees and the host community. For instance, disintegration has been caused by factors such as language barrier culture, economic challenges among others (Kira, 2023). In addition, little attention has been given to the needs and challenges faced by the host communities. This explains the unending tensions between the refugees and the host community (Okiror, 2020). Therefore, there is also need to bridge the gap by carrying out research in this field of integration between the refugees and the host community. 
 
Insecurity: Individuals in possession of dual citizenship have been looked at as people with malicious thoughts who can endanger the society at any time (Acema, 2023). This is because, their trustworthiness is not guaranteed as they are likely to cause interstate wars through sharing of important data (Stasiulis, 2006). Such individuals are in position to endanger the country’s security and peace more when they possess big positions in the critical sectors of government (Randall & Weil, 2001). In the Uganda and South Sudan context, insecurity has been registered amongst individuals who bear dual citizenship status both within the settlement and at border points (Wani, 2023). This implies that dual citizens have an added advantage to access both countries given the possession of dual travelling documents as well as options to leave the second country at their wish (Mitala, 2023). Therefore, with the intensified security threats around the globe, dual citizenship is likely to expose the weaknesses of both States especially in the political economy thus jeopardizing the nations diplomatic and sovereignty components (Sterian, 2013). This calls for suggestion that, for a State to guarantee security, it should regulate their citizenship laws in accordance with their legislative principles (Deng, 2023).   
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862937]2.4 Strategizing the Practice of Dual Citizenship 
Adjustment in citizenship laws  
Citizenship laws in many countries have undergone a process of significant transformation over the last decades (Vink & Baubock, 2013). The shifts in dual citizenship have been as a result of the legal, social and political factors (Bertocchi, 2010). In many countries, the path to citizenship is difficult, long, and costly; the view is that foreign people are discouraged from becoming new citizens (Baubock, 2013). The strict citizenship laws not only affect the immigration policy but also labour markets and welfare programs (Strozzi, 2016). According to Brubaker (1992), he argued that when citizenship laws are adjusted by the government, it gives access to both citizens and non-citizens, and it enables the State to plan beyond its territory.  In addition, Mateos (2019) also asserted that changes in citizenship laws enables immigrants to naturalize and gain full civic and political rights in the second State.  
 
Furthermore, changes in a country’s citizenship policies also create institutional openings that individuals may access and use to secure new opportunities for social and physical mobility (Baubock, 2019). Adjustment in citizenship laws can be done by reducing on the number of years that requires one to be eligible to attain citizenship in the second State (Howard, 2009). In addition, waiving off the renunciation requirement for non-citizens encourages the integration of immigrants (Bernitz, 2012). Therefore, re-strategizing the component of dual citizenship looks at adjusting the stringent policies and laws that favour both nationals and non-nationals living in the different communities to ensure for the continued inclusion of emigrants and refugees as part of the nation (Nyamnjoh, 2007). 
Despite the cry to adjust citizenship laws as a strategy to enhance access to citizenship programs by refugees, this has still been impossible due to the strict citizenship policies put in place (Zakaryan, 2018). In addition, there is controversy when it comes to citizenship laws surrounding refugees thus creating a gap. For instance, the (2005) constitution of Uganda states that a refugee is not allowed to hold the citizenship of Uganda yet UCICA (2009) states that a refugee can acquire the citizenship of Uganda through naturalization and registration (ibid).This statement portrays that Uganda as a country lacks clear citizenship policies that should be undertaken by refugees to acquire dual citizenship and therefore, this study bridges this gap by suggesting ideologies that can be used by policy makers to ensure that refugees are also served in the citizenship sector.  
 
Promote gender equality  
Kontinen (2020) asserted that the promotion of gender equality plays a significant role in ensuring participation and development in the society. To her, both men and women should be looked at as equal people in the society. In the citizenship context, it has been noticed that citizenship laws in most African States tend to sabotage the right of women to transfer their citizenship unto their children (Van- Waas, 2019). In the South Sudan context, Elnaiem (2020) mentioned that most women find difficulty in transferring and securing citizenship for their children and foreign spouses. This means that, the men have more privileges compared to women based on the patriarchy patterns (Krause, 2014).  
 
In addition, women are given little opportunity to participate in decision making as their participation is mainly influenced by their culture (Jayasinghe et al., 2020). For instance, the Dinka women are prohibited from contributing to ideas in front of men (Bekaj & Antara, 2018). This is an indication that the Dinka men are more superior to their women, and this makes them dominate most decision-making spaces leaving women with no room for participation (Jaeckle & Georgskopoulos, 2010). In this paradigm, it is easy for women’s citizenship to remain on the margins and be placed in a passive and sometimes victimized position (Make Mothers Matter, 2023).  
 
The denial to grant women the opportunity to decide on their citizenship status affects their participation in community activities and decision making (Knop & Chikin, 2001). Therefore, African States should guarantee that all persons irrespective of their gender, age, and ethnicity have access and right to citizenship (Bolzendahl & Myers, 2004). Notwithstanding, the gender equality of citizenship should ensure that even married women are granted independent choices to transfer their citizenship to their children and foreign spouses (Sejersen, 2008). 
Furthermore, Tushabe (2009) asserted that gender equality can be promoted through the collective efforts of organizations at both the local and national level by working with the government and women’s organizations. This can be done by providing training on leadership skills, women empowerment, and education at the grassroots level and through these programs; women shall be provided with new kinds of spaces of participation especially the rural women who are a significant part of the Ugandan citizenry (Ahimbisibwe, 2020).  
Despite the drive to promote gender equality in all sectors of development, women and children continue to suffer in silence due to the existing inequality. Therefore, this study focuses on shining light on ideologies that can enable policy makers and civil society organizations to enhance women’s involvement in sectors such as citizenship. 
 	 
Ensure a clear naturalization protocol (Bernitz, 2012). Brubaker (1992) asserted that to attract dual citizenship, developing countries should establish clear naturalization protocols that enable non-citizens to attain the right to citizenship. The legislations should cater for and present clear and genuine right to citizenship either by naturalization or birth (Hannum 2016).  Goncalo (2016) argued that the acceptance of citizenship should be allowed on ground that an individual is attached to the state either by birth, naturalization or registration. In other words, when administering citizenship to individuals, there should absence of tribal and multicultural selection to ensure comprehensiveness (Manby, 2016).  
 
Nevertheless, it has come to the attention of the society that though some States accept dual citizenship in law, they have still maintained their traditional norms of not granting it to certain categories of people such as refugees (Refugee Law Project, 2015). Therefore, there is need for such countries to align their citizenship policies that accommodate both the citizens and country’s interest (Monforte et al., 2020). In other words, the protocols in place should ensure that citizens are protected by the State and are in position to acquire citizenship of other countries without facing legal constraints (Bialosky, 2015). 
  
Despite the existence of the naturalization policies in place, gaps have resurfaced in these protocols such as the laws and systems in place have not favoured the refugees (Zakaryan, 2018). In other words, there is lack of a clear naturalization policy for refugees making it difficult for them to acquire dual citizenship alongside other challenges such as the costs involved, inadequate information about the naturalization processes and the documentation protocols (RLP, 2017). Therefore, this study gives room to other scholars to investigate some of the experiences and challenges that refugees face in the naturalization processes
.  
Advocacy 
Advocacy influences an individual’s decision to uphold the obligations and responsibilities of both States (Schuck, 1998). Advocating for dual citizenship involves institutions (Girandou, 2000). Gerdes (2008) argued that, to encourage the advocacy for dual citizenship, the scope of citizenship ceremonies should be widened. Recent developments aimed at improving advocacy on matters affecting refugees saw the gathering of 193 heads of States in New York for the global summit on refugees (UNHCR, 2020). As a result of the meeting, the caucus came up with the global compact that saw distribution of roles amongst entities covering areas of safety and responsibility sharing inclusive of refugees (ibid). With these, States assumed their commitment on matters affecting refugees.  
Many civil society organizations carry out projects in the field of education, protection, health, livelihood and others which has seen improvement in the welfare and well-being of many refugees (UNHCR, 2024). Despite the fact that these civil society organizations bear different competencies, important gaps remain that some of these organizations are not mandated, supported and financed to protect the rights of refugees and achieve a robust protection mechanism (Musoke & Sarzin, 2021). In other words, a concrete and institutionalized agenda and voice advocating for refugees rights is missing. Therefore, this study bridges the gap by creating a need for a strong, committed and well-resourced institutions aimed at protecting and advocating refugees’ rights to citizenship. 
 
Promote awareness 
Promoting awareness on dual citizenship plays a significant role to understanding citizenship both to the immigrants and the citizens (Vordermeyer, 2012). In addition, this awareness enables the refugees to have adequate knowledge on the meaning and procedures of attaining dual citizenship thus limiting its illegal acquisition (ibid). Many individuals tend not to understand the concept of dual citizenship but when awareness is conducted, this would help them in understanding the element better and enable them to make informed choices on whether to attain it or not (Balta & Altan, 2016).  
Furthermore, Faist (2007) asserted that awareness can also be conducted in the form of citizenship education. To him, this would be a tool for enlightening the society and for providing citizens and non-citizens with the capacities, skills and intercultural competencies that are appropriate and necessary for engendering a more inclusive approach to citizenship. To Strozzi (2016), she argued that policy makers should consider encouraging, developing and implementing educational programs across political, social and cultural institutions that would later pave the way for a more enlightened approach to citizenship and its appropriate legislation.
  
However, most States especially in Africa are strict when it comes to fields such as political and citizenship education (Manby, 2016). For instance, some of the civil society organizations promoting awareness on refugee right to citizenship are limited by the legal frameworks and policies in place thus creating a gap in implementation. These policies ensure that they are protected and respected by everyone meaning; the organizations cannot conduct awareness in such fields especially when the State is against it.  Therefore, this study argues that States should develop awareness programs with the participation of refugees focusing on their social contributions with the goal of disseminating positive information about common values and capacity building. 
















 





 
[bookmark: _Toc239862938]CHAPTER THREE: METHODOLOGY 
[bookmark: _Toc239862939]      3.1 INTRODUCTION  
This Chapter looks at the specific procedures used to identify, select, process, and analyze the data and phenomenon under study. The research methodology allows the reader to critically evaluate the study's overall validity and reliability and how the data was collected and analysed. This chapter therefore comprised of; the philosophical underpinnings, research approach/paradigm, research design, scope of the study, selection of field sites, participants, overview of Palabek refugee settlement, overview of Palabek Ogili sub-county, structure of the RWC, sampling, sampling strategies, data collection methods and tools, data analysis approaches and presentation, validity, data management, ethical considerations, limitations of the study and a dissemination plan. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862940]3.2 Philosophical Underpinnings: Constructivism 
My philosophical stance informed the methodology and provided a context for its logic and criteria.  In my study, I adopted the constructivist approach to understand and make sense of my research. Constructivism, also known as interpretivism, argues that learners create knowledge rather than resting on built and existing findings (McLeod, 2024). According to interpretivism, individuals’ knowledge about the society they live in is determined by their communal and civic attitude (Elliot et al., 2000). Instinctive philosophers look at constructivist theory as an empirical method with an aim of illustrating the significance of ideas (Muijs & Reynolds, 2015).  
Cey (2011) argued that people seek knowledge on specific phenomena in the society they live in and this makes them create significant meanings of their experiences. I relied mostly on the participants’ opinions and perceptions about dual citizenship, to come up with meaning making ideas in the quest for new knowledge and understanding (cf. Creswell, 1997).  By using constructivism, I addressed the process of interaction among participants by focusing on specific contexts to get an understanding of their lived experiences and knowledge. Therefore, I looked for a variety of views and multiplicity of voices, rather than limiting explanation into lesser ideas.  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862941]3.3 Research approach: Qualitative research 
Qualitative research is one that affirms the use of words rather than numbers in the collection and interpretation of data (Nyamongo, 2001). The aim of qualitative research is to fully probe, digest and explain common events and experiences in the real world (Creswell, 2002). The goal of qualitative research is to search about events, practices, ethics and ideology beneath the study (Tashakkori, 2021). Particularly, it enables the researcher to unveil the needed facts by depending on the information collected from the participants (Denzin, 2011).   
 
A qualitative approach created room for freedom of expression for the participants as well as provided an opportunity to discover unexpected results or unforeseen contextual factors in regard to the problem identified. This study adopted the qualitative research paradigm as the preferred approach given that it sought depth rather than breadth to examine factors that influence the pursuit for dual citizenship, explore and describe the perceptions towards dual citizenship, and understand and document how the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862942]3.4 Research design: A case study research design  
Sunaina (2023) defined a research design as a guideline, plan, and strategy of probing to attain responses to research questions under study. Since it was a qualitative study, I employed the case study research design. A case study is an extensive exploration of a particular object such as an individual, associations, event, or phenomenon (Kendra, 2021). Therefore, a case study was ideal for my research because it helped me to understand phenomena in real life situations and allowed for the collection of a great deal of information as well develop ideas that could be explored, in a cyclical fashion by comparing the works of dual citizenship in the past and changes in the twentieth century. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862943]3.5 Scope of the study  
The study focused on the South Sudanese refugees who occupy a total population of 97,000 living in Palabek settlement (UNHCR 2026). The settlement mainly hosts 99% of refugees from South Sudan and 1% from the Democratic Republic of Congo (UNHCR, 2026). I chose Palabek refugee settlement because it provides a distinct model for studying South Sudanese displacement and local integration in the refugee context and was the first to host refugees in Lamwo district hailing mainly from South Sudan. Lamwo district is in the extreme Northern part of Uganda, and it is bordered by the Republic of South Sudan in the North, Kitgum in the East and Southeast, Gulu district in the Southwest, Amuru in the West, and Pader district in the South. It was curved out of Kitgum district in the year 2009 by an Act of Parliament of Uganda and operationalized in January 2010. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862944]3.6 Selection of field sites and research participants 
This study was conducted in Palabek refugee settlement, Lamwo District accompanied by three objectives and that is to say; to examine factors that influences the pursuit for dual citizenship, to explore and describe the perceptions of South Sudanese refugees towards dual citizenship and lastly, to understand and document how the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
Identification of persons for this study involved the process of referrals, sampling, interviews and obtaining information from Office of the Prime Minister officials. The study covered both men and women who were adults and the targeted participants for this study were the refugees (majority) who have lived in Uganda for at least more than 10 years, the Refugee Welfare Committee Three and Two, the Woman Leader, Office of the Prime Minister, United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and the Immigration office.  
 
 
 
Figure 1: A sketch map of the research area 
[image: ] 
Source: Author  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862945]3.6.1 Overview of Palabek Refugee Settlement  
Palabek Refugee Settlement is one of the newest refugee settlements in Uganda officially set up in April 2017 to receive new refugees from South Sudan and as well reduce congestion in other larger refugee settlements in Uganda through relocation (UNHCR, 2020). The Palabek refugee settlement began hosting new refugees from South Sudan in 2017 and receiving relocated refugees from Palorinya refugee settlement in the Obongi district in November 2020 where an estimate of 650 vulnerable South Sudanese mostly women and children from the Nuer community were relocated for safety (ibid). This transfer was spearheaded by OPM and the UNHCR and it came as a result of inter-communal clashes between the Nuer and Kuku communities. (OPM, 2020).  In addition, the settlement mainly hosts refugees from South Sudan being the largest refugee group and Democratic Republic of Congo being the minority (UNHCR, 2021). 
The settlement is part of the land that was given by the host community to host refugees mainly from South Sudan (OPM, 2023). This land was not purchased by the government because it promised the local people that they would benefit from the services rendered to the refugees (Kidega, 2023). The settlement is comprised of eight Zones. The Zones are divided into blocks which comprise of fifty-eight in number (OPM, 2023). The settlement is headed by the RWC Three who is the overseer, the Zone is headed by the RWC Two and the block is headed by the RWC One. 
 
Figure 2: Map of Uganda showing Palabek Refugee Settlement 
[image: ] 
Source: Google map, 2023 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862946]3.6.2 Overview of Palabek Ogili sub country in Lamwo district 
Palabek Ogili in Lamwo district became a hosting community for refugees from South Sudan in April 2017 (UNHCR, 2018). As of 2024, it had a population of 11,500 people as the host population UBOS (2024) and a total of 97,000 refugees currently living in the refugee settlement (UNHCR, 2026). 
 
Twenty years ago, Palabek Ogili had been associated with the Lord’s Resistance Army war that devastated lives, properties and is still under reconstruction and going through a healing process (See Oyet, 2021). It has also been associated with pervasive land conflicts that continue to exist, thus putting pressure on the natural resource base of its community since the opening of Palabek Refugee Settlement (ibid).  
 
[bookmark: _Hlk239825174][bookmark: _Hlk239824852]Arguments about competition for scarce resources between the refugees and the host community has led to even greater conflict and environmental depletion, with increased threats to human security and the ecosystem continue to linger in the refugee-host community relationships (See Kidega, 2021). Ideally, Palabek Ogili Sub County is comprised of low-income earners, both host and refugee communities who do casual work to earn a living with the major economic activities being farming and quarrying (See Onek, 2019). There is also high level of intermarriage between the Acholi from Uganda and Acholi from South Sudan living within Palabek Ogili (See Oyet, 2021). 
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862947]3.6.3 Structure of the Refugee Welfare Committee   
The Refugee welfare Committee is a local governance institution created by the Ugandan government and UNHCR in refugee settlements (De Simone, 2022). The Refugee Welfare Committee is composed of elected refugee leaders in the settlement who primarily report to the OPM and UNHCR, but also other actors providing humanitarian services (Hoff, 2019). The RWC operates on three tiers, and these are: the RWC 1, RWC 2, and RWC 3. The lowest is the RWC 1, heading what is usually referred to as a block. The second level is the RWC 2, heading what is referred to as the zone and the RWC 3 presides over the entire settlement. Each RWC runs a committee with various secretaries for sectors such as finance, health, education, environment among others.  
 	 
The Refugee Welfare Committee is represented by 14 committee members comprising of top to bottom leadership. The RWC’S are elected through democratic elections that are frequently organized by OPM after every two years. RWC I and RWC 2 are voted by secret ballot and the general population, while the RWC 3 is elected by an Electoral College comprising of RWC 1’s and RWC 2’s (De Simone, 2022). All the three tiers play a key role in implementing physical protection and access to justice for refugees in the settlement. In other words, they are the first people to be reported to by the refugees when an issue occurs and it is through them that the communication chain is sparked.  
                                                           
Figure 3: RWC Structure in Palabek Refugee Settlement 
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Source: De Simone, 2021 
 
Table 1: RWC and their Roles 
	Position/title 
	Responsibilities in the community 

	RWC 3 (chairperson) 
	Presides all meetings at the council. 
Monitors the general administration of the settlement and the zone. 

	RWC 2 (vice chairpersons) 
	He/she is the focal person for the disciplinary department in the zone. 
He/she oversees children’s affairs. 

	RWC 1 (general secretaries) 
	Inform members of occurrences in the settlement. 
Keep records and files of correspondence. 

	The Woman Leader 
	Oversee programs that are related to women in the settlement. 
Advocate and seek support for women from NGO’S. 

	Secretaries for finance 
	Keep books of accounts for the council. 
Account for council funds. 

	Secretaries for security 
	Assist the chairperson, settlement commandants in arresting suspects. 
Maintain law and order in the settlement. 

	Secretaries for women’s affairs 
	Represent women at zone level meetings. 
Monitors and follow up on issues related to gender-based violence at the zonal level 

	Secretaries for youths and sports 
	Oversee programs related to youths. 
Form youth groups 

	Secretaries for people with disability and persons with special needs 
	Oversee programs related to disability and persons with special needs. 
Lobby funds for the disabled and persons with special needs. 

	Secretaries for environment and production 
	Preserve and protect the environment. 
Report natural disaster to relevant NGO’S. 

	Secretaries for education 
 	 
	Monitor community-based activities in primary and secondary schools. 
Advocate for girl child education. 

	Secretaries for health 	 
	Collaborate with health personnel to attain better medical care. 
Work hand in hand with village health teams. 

	Counsel (RWC) 
	Take part in community development activities. 
Attend sessions of the RWC and meetings of the committee 

	Opinion leaders/advisors 
	Advise the council on traditional and cultural norms from the country of origin. 
Advise and guide the council members on court proceedings and other civil cases. 


    Source: OPM Refugee Desk, Palabek, 2023 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862948]3.7 Sampling  
Touvilla (2024) defined it as a collection of persons chosen from a demographic community through established means. Sampling involves the selection of a specific number of individuals to represent the whole community (Bisht, 2023). Aspects such as a suitable research paradigm, standardization and the criterion of absorption should be respected when deciding on the sample size in qualitative studies (Shetty, 2023). The sample size endorsed for a qualitative study is 20-30 participants on the basis that the researcher aims to discover facts about certain events (Rusu, 2020). While choosing my sample size, I considered factors such as methodology to be used, diversity of the target group, study scope and lastly resources and time.
 
I included a sample of 31 informants comprising of the Refugees, RWC Three and Two, Woman Leader, the Office of the Prime Minister, Immigration office, and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. In the 31 participants’ category, there were eleven key informants and twenty other participants selected. The eleven key informants selected included; One representative from the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, one representative from the Office of the Prime Minister, one representative from the Immigration office, Woman Leader, RWC Three and Two and partly five refugees who had some knowledge on dual citizenship. The other twenty participants were specifically refugees, and the targeted number was (10 males and 10 females).  
 
All the key informants were selected on purposive basis. For example, the UNHCR was selected because of its mandate to protect refugees, displaced and stateless persons by advocating for their rights through their activities such as strengthening coordination and accountability to refugees and capacity building of relevant stakeholders in the refugee response. OPM was selected because of its mandate to lead and enhance national response capacity to refugee emergency management through their activities such as receiving and granting asylum to refugees in accordance with both international and national legal frameworks, providing physical protection to refugees, settling refugees granted asylum and implement humanitarian interventions.  
 
The Immigration office was selected because of its mandate to regulate and manage migration, citizenship, and national identification for the country’s security and development through its activities such as facilitating the legal and orderly movement of persons to and from Uganda, processing, verifying and granting Uganda citizenship, and regulating the issuing of national passports.
The RWC was selected because of its mandate to implement physical protection and access to justice for refugees in their communities and lastly, the refugees were selected because they were the main target group of people for the study. I therefore chose a small sample in order to support the depth of case-oriented findings that was vital for my study given that it was purposive, and participants were selected by the virtue of their capacity to provide richly-textured information. 
Table 2: Summary breakdown of participants 
	S/N 
	Participants category 
	Number 
participants identified 
	
	of 
	Sex of participants 

	 1. 
	The UNHCR 
	1 
	
	
	Female 

	 2. 
	The Office of the Prime 
Minister 
	1 
	
	
	Female 

	 3.
	The Immigration Office
	1
	
	
	Male

	 4.  
	The RWC Three 
	1 
	
	
	Male 

	 5. 
	The RWC Two 
	1 
	
	
	Male 

	 6. 
	The Woman Leader 
	1 
	
	
	Female 

	 7. 
	 Refugees 	(Key 
Informants) 
	5 
	
	
	Three Females and Two Males 

	 8. 
	Refugee participants 
	20 
	Ten Females and Ten Males 

	
	Total of participants 
	30 
	16 females and 15 males. 


 	 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862949]3.7.1   Sampling Strategies 
Non- probability samples are always appropriate when exploring incidences where circumstances are formed on stories thus selecting cases following their significance (Nikolopoulou, 2022). In the non-probability sample, participants are selected through non- random methods (Williams, 2024). Therefore, under the non- probability sampling, I employed the purposive and snowball sampling according to Bernard (2006).    
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862950]3.7.2    Purposive sampling 
This is where an individual is chosen by the researcher on ground that he or she bears knowledge and understanding on the topic under investigation (Nikolopoulou, 2022). In purposive sampling, a researcher intentionally locates whom to and whom not to take part in the study with the goal of discovering concrete information (Mahmutovic, 2023). Under the purposive sampling, the respondents that were purposively selected for the study included, the Office of the Prime Minister, United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, Immigration office, Refugee Welfare Committee Three and Two, Woman Leader and partly five refugees.  
I employed the above sampling technique because it allowed me to explore specific areas of interest and gather in-depth information by guaranteeing that the participants opinions depict the whole community rather than a small society. 







Table 3: Key Informants Category 
	Key Informants Category 
	Numbers selected 

	Office of the Prime Minister 
 
	1 

	United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
 
	1 

	Immigration office
	1

	Refugee Welfare Committee Three 
 
	1 

	Refugee Welfare Committee Two 
 
	1 

	Woman Leader 
	1 

	Refugees 	 
	5 

	Total 
	11 


 
[bookmark: _Toc239862951]3.7.3     Snowball sampling 
This is where the researcher identifies participants with similar traits in the community through referrals with the aim of discovering areas of interest under investigation and still uses the selected participants to identify others (Langford & Boyd, 2023). Snowball sampling is a technique employed to discover hidden individuals (Robson & McCartan, 2002). In this case, I identified two participants (refugees) who were believed to have been long staying refugees through referral from the Office of the Prime Minister. I introduced myself to them and told them about my intent to carry out research in the settlement in reference to my topic. I told them that I got permission from OPM to carry out my study in the settlement and requested them to identify other participants who also had knowledge in dual citizenship. I then relied on those initial participants who helped me to identify additional study participants to get divergent views. I chose it because it helped me in accessing a group of able participants for my study thus, able to generate diverse views. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862952]3.8        Data collection methods and tools 
Data collection is the process of gathering and evaluating information in a standard procedure which enables one to find results to the established questions (Bhandari, 2023). Though I carried out research in Palabek settlement, I noted that refugees living there spoke different languages. Therefore, during data collection, I worked hand in hand with my research assistant who was multi-linguistic. I collected the information myself together with the aid of my research assistant who doubled as a translator and aided in interpretation during different sessions of fieldwork. I used interviews and focus group discussions as methods and an interview guide and focus group discussions guide as tools for data collection according to Robson & McCartan (2011). 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862953]3.8.1    Data collection Methods 
Interviews 
Interviews are tailored question-answer interactions directed by the interviewer to the interviewee involving subject of common concern and interest (Kvale & Brinkmann, 2009). During interviews, both the interviewer and the interviewee become acquainted with each other (Tegan, 2022). This enables researchers to dig deep into issues of concern which in turn helps in coming up with concrete information about the study under investigation (Rubin & Rubin, 2005). I employed interviews because it created room for collective exploration, expression as well for participants to air out their opinions, motivations and lived experiences which accounted justifications for their actions.  
 
Interviews were conducted to the eleven key informants selected and they included one representative from the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, one representative from the Office of the Prime Minister, one representative from Immigration, the Refugee Welfare Committee Three, one Refugee Welfare Committee Two representative, the Woman Leader and five refugees who had some knowledge on dual citizenship. The interviews took place in the respective homes and offices of the key informants on different days and time. The interviews took place at 10:00am, 2:00pm and 4:00pm respectively because the respondents argued that it was a comfortable time for them and it was conducted three times a week. During the interview session, I organized for the meeting together with the aid of my research assistant. In addition, I conducted, moderated, and took notes while my research assistant did the mobilization, translation, and others to ensure that the activity ended smoothly. During interviews, I spent 45 minutes with each participant, and they were compensated through financial rewards of Ugx. 20,000 each. During interviews, I employed both the semi-structured and unstructured interviews during data collection.  
 
A semi-structured interview entails clear and unfolded questions that enable the interviewer to probe question and allow for the emergence of critical responses for the interviewee 
(Chana & Knott, 2022). The semi-structured interview was conducted to the key informants of the OPM, UNHCR, Immigration, RWC Three and Two and the Woman Leader by using the interview guide that entailed pre-determined open-ended questions. The key informants were asked questions that were in the interview guide and their task was to respond to the questions and also explain further information details in relation to the questions paused. I employed the semi-structured interviews because it allowed me to probe follow– up questions as it assisted me in getting in–depth information both verbal and nonverbal since it encouraged free interaction between me and the respondents. 
  
Unstructured interviews are important because it gives the interviewee options on whether to answer the questions or not (Bihu, 2020). Unstructured interviews provide opportunities for the discovery of new knowledge and facilitate for the interviewees’ opinions and recommendations because of clear and open questions that gives them the ability to interpret more regarding the topic (Bhasin, 2023). The unstructured interviews were conducted to the five refugees who were identified as key informants as well. The interviews took place in Zone 2, Zone 4 and Zone 5A respectively. The participants were asked questions that were in the interview guide and their task was to respond and explain further in case they had ideas to share. I employed this type of interview because it helped me to explore in detail the respondents’ own perceptions and discover richer and more in-depth information adding useful and interesting responses to the research. 

Focus Group Discussions 
This is where the interviewer associates him/herself with a selected category of people with the goal of finding out specific information about the topic under study (Eeuwijk, 2017). In other words, focus group discussions are conducted to distinct and compatible individuals who present knowledge and facts on topics specified by the researcher (Tegan, 2022). In focus group discussion, participants are empowered and able to render their own presentations and remarks because it mainly contains participant-researcher interaction and interaction between participants (Parker & Tritter, 2006). I used it because it allowed brainstorming and enabled participants to develop ideas collectively by bringing forward their own priorities and perceptions regarding the study topic.  
 
I conducted two focus group discussions with the refugees consisting of 10 participants each, bringing a total of 20 respondents’ including10 males and 10 female adults who were identified through purposive and snowball sampling. There was a mixture of both males and females per group pertaining of 5 males and 5 females. Since Palabek settlement has different ethnic groups coming from South Sudan, some documents like focus group discussions guide and consent forms were translated into the local languages of Acholi and Arabic respectively (See Appendix three and four). During the focus group discussion, languages used were English, Acholi and Arabic and it took place in Zone Four and Five because these zones are believed to have long-term staying refugees who were transferred from Palorinya refugee settlement in Obongi district. 
The focus group discussion took place at different times and days. In Zone 4, it took place on the 30.08.2023 at 2:00pm attracting a total of 10 participants (five males and five females) at the premise of African Inland Church. In Zone 5A, it took place at Salvation Ministry Church on the 31.08.2023 at 2:00pm attracting a total of 10 participants (five males and five females). These focus group discussions mainly took place in the afternoon because, during morning hours, the participants are busy doing garden work. 
 
During the focus group discussions, I organized for the meeting together with the aid of my research assistant, conducted, moderated, and took notes while my research assistant did the mobilization, translation and other assigned tasks. Each participant was compensated through financial rewards of Ugx. 10,000 upon completion of the discussion. I spent 90 minutes with each group participants and this was conducted by asking them questions directly and having a back-and forth discussion.  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862954]3.8.2 Data collection tools 
Interview guide 
Barber (2024) defined it as a set of queries prepared by the interviewer with the aim of enabling him/her attain answers needed during an interview. The interview guides were designed in accordance to research questions so as to provide relevant information for the study. Two interview guides were designed, one for the key informants such as OPM, UNHCR, the Immigration, the Woman leader, RWC Two and Three and the other for the five refugees who were also identified as key informants. These informants were essential for this study because they possessed knowledge regarding refugees’ affairs and had first-hand information on the topic under study. During the interview, I asked the participants’ questions entailed in the interview guide and they were requested to provide answers in their own words since it involved encounters between me and the respondents as well face-to-face interactions. 
This helped me to tailor my questions to the interview situation, and to the participants I was interviewing. An interview guide helped me to focus on the topics at hand without limiting respondents to a particular format to ensure consistency and purpose throughout the interview.  

Focus Group Discussion guide 
This is a ground plan that gives direction to the interviewer on restructuring and organizing a productive focus group discussion (Robson, 2005). It encompasses questions that the interviewer directs to stir up an interaction with the participants with the goal of prompting conversations and giving a platform for participants’ views to be heard in the modest demeanor (Tracy, 2013). Focus group discussion guide ensured that focus group discussions were conducted promptly and efficiently and it helped me to focus on the key points that needed to be discussed. This way, focus groups stayed organized and I got the best out of each discussion. The focus group discussion guide targeted only the refugees, both males and female adults living in the settlement and the focus group discussion took places in Zone Four and Five respectively at different times. In Zone Four, it took place on the 30.08.2023 at 2:00pm attracting a total of 10 participants (five males and five females) at African Inland Church. 

In Zone 5A, it took place on the 31.08.2023 at 2:00pm attracting a total of 10 participants (five males and five females) at Salvation Ministry Church. During the focus group discussion, I organized for the meeting together with the aid of my research assistant, conducted, moderated and took notes while my research assistant did the mobilization, translation and others. 
 	 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862955]	3.9 Data collection procedures 	 
This dissertation was presented to the Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies of Gulu University on the 18.3.2023 and later to the Gulu University Research Ethics Committee on the 16.6.2023. With these presentations, I managed to get clearances from both parties to carry out the study (see appendices seven and eight attached). After getting clearance from both Committees, I visited OPM Kampala in the department of refugees on the 2.08.2023 where I applied to the Commissioner of Refugees in the department of refugees to seek permission to conduct research in the settlement. On the 9.08.2023, I was given a clearance letter by the OPM (see appendix one attached).  Later on, the 12.08.2023, I travelled to Palabek settlement and on 14.08.2023, I visited the OPM Palabek to also seek for permission to conduct data collection in the settlement of which I also managed to get approved.  On the 15.08.2023, I met with my research assistant and the conversation mainly focussed on the aim and goal of my research, how the data would be collected, his roles during the period of fieldwork and the dos and don’ts of the research.  
 
On the 17.08.2023, my research assistant carried out mobilization and this was successfully done and on the 21.08.2023, my research assistant and I made our first move as we managed to interview one male refugee key informant. On the 22.08.2023, my research assistant and I conducted another interview with two female refugee key informants. On the 23.08.2023, my research assistant and I conducted another interview to two key informants, and these were specifically the Woman leader and the RWC Three. On the 24.8.2023, I managed to conduct another set of interviews with the RWC Two of Zone 5A and one representative from UNHCR. On the 25.8.2023, I interviewed two key informants and that was one refugee male and one refugee female. On the 29.8.2023, I managed to conduct one interview with a female key informant from OPM.  
 
On the 30.08.2023, my research assistant and I conducted the first focus group discussion which took place in Zone 4. On the 31.08.2023, we conducted the second focus group discussion which took place in Zone 5. On the 1-2.09.2023, I conducted field trips to bid farewell and thanked all the participants for their generous support towards me during my time of stay with them and informed them of my exit from the field and this made them aware of my departure. On the 3.09.2023, I made my return journey back to Kampala.  
Lastly, I held an interview with the Assistant Immigration Officer at the Ministry of Internal Affairs in Kampala on the 26.08.2026. However, my findings were not shared with the participants upon completion of the field work but this shall be done once a comprehensive report has been generated. 
   
[bookmark: _Toc239862956]3.10      Data Analysis and presentation 
Any resolution to conduct data analysis in qualitative research results to outcomes on the set of design employed (Miles & Hubberman, 1994). To ensure the effectiveness of qualitative research, data analysis must be aligned with data collection, and this allows one to increasingly concentrate on examining participants’ views and come up with an authentic report (Coffey & Atkinson, 1996). After the completion of data collection, I commenced data analysis by sorting out the necessary and relevant responses acquired during data collection and came up with essential information regarding the study topic. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862957]	3.10.1 Data analysis approach 	 
Qualitative data analysis 
Morrill et al. (2000) defined it as the gradual process of investigating and analysing qualitative data to have knowledge on what it demonstrates. Data analysis is conducted alongside data collection (Coffey & Atkinson, 1996). Information collected from the field helps to influence conclusions on the qualitative data analysis procedure which is later used to produce outcomes (Patton, 2002). Reviewing of the outcomes of the data becomes a constant process through the study and the effectiveness of the results involves one having knowledge about their study and findings (Miller & Crabtree, 1999). Interpreting and analysing of qualitative data involve reviewing a variety and big sum of notes to ensure compatibility and enable in the identification of themes (Patton, 2002).  
 
Qualitative data analysis approach examines personal encounters with the goal of discovering and expanding communal attitude and perceptions (Harding, 1998). I employed the qualitative data analysis because it helped me to capture themes and patterns and identify actions needed in relation to research questions and responses. Under the qualitative data analysis, I used the thematic analysis as discussed below. 
Thematic analysis 
According to Braun et al. (2006), majority of the researchers tend to apply the thematic analysis especially when conducting qualitative research. In the thematic analysis, it involves the process of determining and classifying patterns and themes or ideas in the qualitative data (Braun & Clarke, 2013). Fereday & Muir-Cochrane (2006) described the thematic analysis as the process where researchers tend to look for interesting and compelling themes within the data that answer the specific research questions. Thematic analysis employs the inductive approach of exploring patterns in the data by using the coding practice to generate themes within content through interpreting the word-passage paradigm (Kerryn, 2020). It also entails the examination of repeated themes across the whole text (De Santis & Ugarizza, 2000).  
 
In the thematic analysis, the researcher can relate the meaning of text across their specific settings (Loffe & Yardley, 2004). The use of the thematic analysis approach enables one to examine the participants’ views, encounters and understanding through utilization of the set of interview notes (Caulfield, 2019). I employed the thematic analysis because it helped me to identify patterns and themes in my data particularly from the interviews and focus group discussions notes. 
 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862958]3.10.2. Approaches to Thematic analysis 
Inductive approach 
According to Caulfield (2019), inductive approach involves understanding the significance and discovering themes within text. In this approach, the researcher determines results by deciding on means to code, what to code and reasons for the re-occurrence of results (Boyatzis, 1998). This is because majority of the codes are obtained from the feedback of the participants’ (Hsieh & Shannon, 2005).  In other words, creation of codes in the inductive approach commences at the beginning of data collection meaning that the researcher generates new codes depending on the qualitative data alone (Medelyan, 2019). The inductive approach enables researchers to generate significant themes in the data as well patterns arising and links to ideas on new explorations (Krippendorf, 2004). I employed this approach because it represented the participant’s views that enabled me to identify important themes.  
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862959]3.10.3 Steps employed in qualitative data analysis 
Since I used the thematic analysis for analysing my data, I employed the following steps according to Braun and Clarke (2006). 
· Familiarization with the data collected. It is always important for one to have knowledge and understanding about the data they collect to enable them to internalize it before the commencement of interpretation of data (Patton, 2002). Familiarization involves the constant and persistent reviewing of the data collected from the field by employing diverse approaches and connecting them to themes arising (Srivastava & Hopwood, 2009). In other words, one must contemplate and examine through constants reviews to understand the findings (Polit & Becker, 2003). Therefore, possession of concrete information ensures effective conduction of analysis (Bogdan & Biklen, 2006). I conducted familiarization with my data through persistent reading that enabled me to write down notes and thus created room for the rise of significant codes.  
· Generating initial codes. To establish an early set of codes, one must consider the interesting elements of the data that seem to be of great significance to the participants (Boyatzis, 1998). Coding involves the process of describing, categorizing and systemizing data to generate distinct and various themes and patterns (Gibbs, 2007). It entails the classification of attitude, certainty, and ideas of a single or greater narratives or supplementary units (Saldana, 2011). In addition, creating initial codes enables one to embody the patterns and significance in the data by establishing valid units (Casttleberry, 2018). I coded my data manually by listing the identified themes under each objective. Each code described the idea or feeling expressed in that part of the text.  Assigning codes to words and passages in each response helped me to capture what the response was about thus, enabled me to better analyze and summarize the results of the entire data collection exercise. After coding, I worked systematically through my data, and this helped me to identify and decide on the important themes in my data.  
· Identifying and generating themes. The success of qualitative data analysis is dependable on the continuous classification and systematic arrangement of feasible themes (Coffey et al., 1996). Themes tend to identify significant information in the data collected (Larkin & Flowers, 2009). To generate potential themes, I sorted the different codes and put together all the relevant coded data extracted within the themes I identified. One of the techniques that I used for identifying themes was looking at the repetition of interesting words or passages within the data and was re-occurring. 
· Grouping codes into themes and reviewing them. This is where researchers’ endeavour that their themes portray what is inclusive in the data collected (Fereday & Muir-Cochrane, 2006).  Sandelowski & Leeman (2012) defined a theme as a thread in the data that explains and systemizes achievable remarks and analyses different elements of development. These themes observe patterns that locate significant insights linked to the specific research questions (Braun & Clarke 2006). Attride-Stirling (2001) suggested two levels of themes and these include: the main and the sub-themes. The base code indicates one observation explaining what is inclusive in the sub-code and a sub-code is present below the shield of a theme. To create codes into themes, I employed both the main and sub-theme categories where I fitted together the themes into one or more networks by identifying recurring languages, opinions, and beliefs. 
· Integration, interpretation and defining themes. This is when the researcher associates with describing and interpreting each single theme (Castleberry, 2018). Interpreting of themes aids in the explanation of developments and insights that emerge in the data (Braun & Clarke, 2006). Miles et al. (2014) looks at integration and interpretation as recognizing the relevant passages from the themes and argued that for one to be able to generate meaning, they should categorize their data which entails classifying happenings, localities, and the population especially when they possess familiar traits.  In addition, conduct comparisons which look at aiding similarities and differences within the data and noting down base codes, sub-codes and trends. During integration and interpretation, I explored codes within and across the themes and these helped me to understand what the data was all about.  
· Writing up 
This is the final stage in the conduction of the thematic analysis where the researcher concludes the interpretation and analysis of their data (Dye, 2021). Writing up a thematic analysis demands one to have knowledge and understanding of the goal, methods, and the specific research questions (Braun & Clarke, 2013). In addition, it should entail a segment for approaches explaining both the procedures of data collection and thematic analysis (Joffe, 2011). The results segment in most cases explains the emergence and relevance of each theme (Boyatzis, 1998). Finally, my conclusion explained the main takeaways and showed how the analysis answered my research questions. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862960]3.11        Validity 
Validity refers to how information received from the participants explain their vivid results amongst homogenous individuals albeit the study population (Blumberg et al., 2005). Validity in research focuses on the relevance of specific approaches needed to test the study units (Maxwell, 2005). 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862961]	3.11.1    Validity in qualitative studies 	 
 According to Bricki & Green (2005), validity takes diverse formats and is usually discussed using different terms. Maxwell (2005) suggested the following to ensure validity and therefore, I discussed qualitative validity by elaborating on each of them. 
Transferability: This looks at the use of research findings or results in other settings, and situations (Sesa, 2008). Transferability answers the questions of “to what degree will the study results be used in other settings”? This therefore means that the researcher has no mandate to employ appropriateness and suitability as others tend to do (Klein et al., 1999). To ensure transferability in my study, I was responsible for providing enough details about the setting and context so that readers may be able to assess the applicability of my findings to a specific situation. 
 	 
Credibility: Credibility refers to the process that ensures firmness and dependence in data interpretation (Maxwell, 2005). According to Patton (2000), the credibility of qualitative studies bases on three components and they include, the application of various approaches for the collection and interpretation of data, accuracy and trustworthiness of the researcher, inductive data analysis and purposive sampling. I ensured credibility of my study through triangulation. Triangulation looks at the application of various methods and procedures to obtain sufficient data (Maxwell & Miller, 2008). Triangulation helped me to minimize individual biases and provided a whole and concrete examination of the study that provided a more thorough explanation. 
Trustworthiness: This refers to the degree of determination in approaches used for analysing data to ensure the credibility of a study (Polit & Beck, 2014). During planning, I considered the following ethical principles to ensure trust; ensuring participant confidentiality, security of the data obtained, the principle of confirmability by ensuring that my research study was neutral and not influenced by other factors. 
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862962]3.11.2 Validity threats to qualitative research and how they were mitigated by the researcher.  
 Below are some of the validity threats on qualitative studies according to Maxwell (2005) and how they were mitigated. 
· Bias.  Bias is bound to happen at any stage of one’s research, including before, during and after data collection (Maxwell, 1996). Before my data collection, I experienced bias over the respondents and it came as a result of fear that when it came to citizenship related aspects; refugees tend not to give adequate information due to insecurity purposes. However, this was mitigated by explaining to them the intent of research and also assured them of confidentiality. I also employed the aspect of triangulation that looked at the application of various methods and approaches to ensure the gathering of adequate information (Robson, 2002). Triangulation minimizes the liability to biasness due to the employment of approaches to enable better judgment of the examination that an individual generates (Shikano, 2010).  
 
· Reactivity. This looks at the influence of the researcher on the context or population under investigation (Maxwell, 2005). In other words, it looks at the interaction of the researcher and research participants to each other during the research process. The goal of reactivity in qualitative study is to ensure that one’s research is read and scrutinized by different scholars (Hammersley & Atkinson, 1995). This was mitigated by peer-debriefing where I was given an opportunity to explain and submit my findings at the student presentations at the university. Peer-debriefing helps to examine the study’s credibility and validity (Maxwell, 1992). This strategy provided room for valuable feedback, scrutiny, and the production of better content. 
 
· Confidentiality checks. This looks at keeping important documents away from others where the researcher can only access them (Robson, 2002). This was mitigated by audit trail which involved the process of monitoring and storing of relevant research-related activities, documents and information. These included raw data on interviews, field notes and audio-recordings. 
   
[bookmark: _Toc239862963]3.12.          Data Management  
Mardack (2019) defined it as a process of absorbing, keeping, and classifying of information collected by an individual or organization. Data management helped me to minimize errors and increase quality on analysis.  According to Patton (2002), data management entails the following in qualitative studies,  
 
· Confidentiality and security issues: One should always consider the security of those being interviewed and their own. Security of both parties is important to avoid the emergence of potential harms that is likely to cause negative impacts on both the researcher and the research participants. It was my responsibility to limit those present during the interview to the specified number and found a private place that was appropriate for discussions to take place. I ensured not to leave transcripts lying around and I made sure that no one accessed materials and data got from the field.
· Translation: Sometimes, there is a lot of mistrust between the interviewer and the interviewee (Bricki & Green, 2015). Participants tend to build a lot of trust on the translator especially when that person is from their community and ethnic group (ibid). It was my responsibility to choose a trained and experienced interpreter who had knowledge in English, Acholi and Arabic thus aided during data collection. During translation, I insisted that my translator explains the questions in detail and not a summary to ensure that the participants clearly understood the questions before they answered them.  
· Recording/ Transcribing: A researcher can decide either to copy down responses and important notes at the same time having an interaction with the participants or even record 
(Michener, 2015). Before recording any participant’s views, their permission was sought first 
by signing a consent form for statement of audio recording and I explained the reason why it was necessary to be recorded. Recording participants’ views helped me to check whether I had recorded their views correctly and for those who refused, I respected their choices and put my audio recorder away. However, it is always recommended that when speaking about crucial and delicate matters, it is unnecessary to record because it might endanger one’s privacy (Hart et al., 2016). In other words, a researcher can continue conversing with the respondents when the recorder has been turned off (Noonan, 2009). It was important to protect the recordings of participants and I did this by creating safely files that were only accessible by me. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862964]	3.13       Ethical Considerations 	 	 
This is the accumulation of values and principles that provide responses of what is moral or immoral in the human and social arena (MacDonald, 2003). Acknowledgement of ethical considerations targets both the individual and society at all levels (Mirza et al., 2023). A study on Remain or Return? Dual citizenship and Uncertainty was an essential topic and therefore some people were fearful to render information. Therefore, I applied the following ethical considerations during data collection according to Anushko & Fisher (2008).  
 
Getting clearance from the IPSS and GUREC: After presentation to the Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies and GUREC, my research was carefully scrutinized by the committee. After careful scrutinization and fulfilling the needs of the committee, I was granted permission and given a clearance letter to conduct data collection. I later presented the letter to OPM Kampala in the department of refugees, and they also cleared me. This letter was then presented to the authorities of Palabek refugee settlement to enable me to have an encounter with the refugees and they also gave me consent. 
 
Informed consent: It involves seeking for the participants’ consent and will to participate in any research they are knowledgeable about (Anushko, 2008). This consent ensures that the selected participants are equipped with valid and reliable information about the study that will later determine their involvement (Huws, 2004). This means that, the identified participant will have the ability and at will provide his or her stand about the topic under discussion (Dench, 2004). During the informed consent process, it involved interaction between me, and the participants and I ensured that comprehensive information was disseminated to them so as to fully understand what they were being asked and that they were informed if there were any potential benefits and negative consequences of their participation. 
 
 I also explained what the research was about, why it was being conducted, the level of their participation during the study and how their results would be shared at the climax. In the consent form, I included: the purpose, duration and procedures, the right to withdraw from participation, extent and limits of confidentiality, incentives for participation and an opportunity to ask questions. With this information provided to them, they were well informed about the study and able to participate without being coerced.  
 
The informed consent forms were translated in the languages that the participants understood. The languages included English, Acholi and Arabic (See appendix three). To ensure double checking, the participants’ views were recorded with their permission. Their recordings were protected with maximum confidentiality by creating safety files with passwords which were only accessed by me. The recordings were disposed through shredding since a whole report was generated by the researcher and disseminated to stakeholders. 
    
Beneficence and non-maleficence: this implies the “do no harm policy”. This involves the accreditation to carry out safe and sound research within the communities to serve and safeguard their interest (Creswell, 2002). During research, both the researcher and the participants’ can be harmed in one way or the other. Such harm can involve the psychological, emotional, and physical harm (Winslade, 1992). To avoid the emergence of potential harms, I followed the informed-consent rules, avoided asking questions that revoked past experiences and respected their confidentiality. During the interview, I spent 45 minutes with each participant, and they were compensated through financial rewards after completion of the interview. Participants were gathered in the established community structures where there was minimum noise to ensure smooth flow of the conversation. 
Justice and fairness principle 
The principle of justice refers to an approach of treating people fairly and equitably with dignity regardless of their age, race, ethnicity, religion and culture (UN Women, 2020). The principle of justice entails research participants right to protection from exploitation (ibid). The principle also states that the questions being directed to the participants should be relevant to the communities participating in the study (Bereket, 2018). In this principle, I applied the distributive justice that looked at ensuring that institutions and participants in the study share benefits in ways that are fair and just. The institutions involved UNHCR, Immigration, and OPM. The other participants included the refugees and their leadership. In this way, I made sure that all participants were treated equally by giving them equal opportunities and compensation for their participation. In addition, I also made sure that this research did not only benefit one zone but at least three zones within the settlement. 
Furthermore, the principle of fairness also known as “duty to fair play” ensures that all individuals are equally treated in the society (Markkula centre for applied ethics, 2018). In this principle, the researcher must not exercise authority over the participants and avoid exploitation for personal gains (Ibid). In this paradigm, I ensured that equal participation and respect was guaranteed to all participants before, during and after the study. 

 Respect for confidentiality: 
Confidentiality means that the participants identity and bio data information are hidden in the report of the study (Wiles, 2013). In confidentiality, the participants’ have the right to give their views and reserve greater information as they wish to the person, they choose to give the essential data (Hindu, 2006). In regard to confidentiality, I gave a full explanation to the participants of what would be done with their data and clearly stated the standard of confidentiality in their information sheet. It was therefore essential for me to protect the identity of the person from whom I gathered information from, and I ensured confidentiality by concealing the identity of the participants and storing of important documents such as personal data, signed consent forms and notes got from the participants. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862965]3.14       Limitations of the study 
The study did not take into consideration the whole settlement and interviewing all the refugees living in Palabek refugee settlement together with their views as a particular sample was only chosen. Given the fact that the settlement was big; I only focused on the small sample chosen as interviewing the whole settlement was impossible.  
 
This study was carried out only in Palabek refugee settlement. There is also need for this study to be carried out in other settlements of Uganda and as well urban Kampala that are also hosting refugees from other countries and are reluctant to return to their countries of origin.  
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862966]3.15 Dissemination plan  
The dissemination plan is one for disseminating research findings to those who will use the information in practice. It helped me to get the message whether my study was a successful intervention. This information was shared with other stakeholders especially in the field of dual citizenship/citizenship and those working with refugees particularly OPM and UNHCR. 
Target audiences: 
There are different audiences that were relevant for this project. The major target audience for this dissemination plan included: 
· The academic community 
· Organizational sector 
· Interest-group community/Refugees 
Concerning the academic community, these included: researchers from different fields associated with technical institutes and universities working on different projects related to the remain, return, dual citizenship and uncertainty amongst refugees.  
In the industry/organisational sector, these included: stakeholders involved in handling refugees’ concerns and affairs (that is OPM and UNHCR). Organizations advocating for refugee rights especially in the field of dual citizenship and in the interest-group community, these included: organization’s working for and with refugees, RWC’s and refugees. After generation of the whole report, dissemination of findings was conducted through dissertations and report sharing and this ensured that all the stakeholders benefitted from this piece of information. 




















	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862967]CHAPTER FOUR: PRESENTATION OF THE RESEARCH FINDINGS 
[bookmark: _Toc239862968]	4.1 INTRODUCTION 	 	 
This Chapter presents data in relation to research findings during my three weeks of field work in Palabek refugee settlement on Remain or Return? Dual Citizenship and Uncertainty conducted amongst the South Sudanese refugees in Lamwo district, Northern Uganda from the period of August-September 2023. The Chapter includes the presentation of the demographic characteristics of participants and the presentation of themes and sub-themes according to research objectives.  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862969]4.2 Demographic characteristics of participants 
The demographic characteristics of participants described the background information of the participants’, category of participants’, age bracket, gender, marital status, nationality status, their residency period in Uganda and their ethnic group or belonging. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862970]4.2.1 Background information of the participants 
[bookmark: _Hlk239397872]The study mainly targeted refugees and specific key informants in the refugee field. The key informants targeted were eleven and the refugees were twenty bringing a total of thirty-one participants. The eleven key informants included one representative from the Office of the Prime Minister, one representative from the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, one representative from the Immigration Office, Woman Leader, Refugee Welfare Committee Three and Two and five refugees. The other group of participants targeted was the refugees and they were twenty in total. This study targeted both the males and females’ adult participants and their categorization is illustrated in the table below. 

      4.2.2 Participants Category 
Table 4: Category of Participants 
	Participants category 
	Number of participants 
	Sex and frequency of participants 
	Data collection method 
	Data collection tool 
	Date of execution 

	 
	 
	Males 
	Females 
	 
	 
	 

	Key 
informants 
	11 
	5
	6 
	Interviews 
	Interview guide 
	21-29. 
8.2023 & 26.8. 2026

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Refugees’ 
	20 
	10 
	10            
	 Focus Group 
Discussion 
	Focus 	group 
discussion guide 
	30-
31.8.2023 

	Total 
	30 
	14 
	16 
	 
	 
	 


 
Source: Primary data  
 
From table 4 above, response indicate that the participants were divided into two categories. The categories included the key informants and the refugee participants. In the key informants’ category, there were 11 participants including (5 males and 6 females). In the refugee participants’ category, there were 20 participants who included (10 males and 10 females). Therefore, this study targeted 15 males and 16 females bringing a total to 30 participants. The refugee participants’ category surpassed that of the key informants because this they were the main target group for this study. 
 
4.2.3 Participants’ Age Bracket 
Table 5: Participants Age Bracket 
	Age bracket 
	Number 
participants 
	of 
	Sex and frequency of participants under each age bracket 

	 
	 
	
	Males 
	Females 

	(15-25) years  
	6 
	
	3 
	3 

	(26-59) years 
	25 
	
	12 
	13                            

	Total 
	31 
	
	15 
	16 


 
The results in table 5 above indicate that 25 participants belonged to the age group of (26-59) years which consisted of (12 males and 13 females).  This was followed by the age group of (15-25) years. In this age group, there were 6 participants (3 males and 3 females).  
Therefore, this indicates that most participants belonged to the age group of (26-59) years which shows that they are in their productive age and had the ability to respond appropriately to the questions addressed to them. 
 
Figure 4: The Participants Age Bracket 
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4.2.4 Gender 
Table 6: Participants Gender
	Sex of participants                 
	Frequency 
 

	Females 
	16 
 

	Males                                             
	15 
 

	Total 
	31 
 



Source: Primary data  
From table 6 above, response indicate that the participants were divided into males and females. The number of female participants was 16 and the male participants was 15. The number of females surpassed that of males because this study was purposive in nature given that participants were selected by virtue on their ability to answer questions appropriately.
 
4.2.5 Marital Status of the Participants. 
Table 7: Marital status of participants 
	 Marital Status   
	Number 
participants 
	of 
	Sex of participants 
	

	 
Married 
	 
31 
	Males 
	Females 

	
	
	15 
	16 

	Total 
	31 
	
	15 
 
	16 



Source: Primary data  
Table 7 shows that all respondents both males and females are married. These included 15 males and 16 females. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862971]4.2.6 Nationality Status 
Table 8: Participants nationality status 
	Nationality Status   
	Number of participants 
	Sex and frequency of participants 

	 
South Sudanese                
	 
28 
	Males 
	Females 

	
	
	14 
	14 

	Ugandan 
	3
	1 
	2 

	Total 
	31 
	15
	16 


 
Source: Primary data  
 
Table 8 indicate that there were 31 participants in this study (15 males and 16 females). Out of the 31 participants, 28 of them were South Sudanese (14 males and 14 females). This was followed by Ugandans with only 3 participants (1 male and 2 females), and these were amongst the key informants. This therefore indicates that most of the participants for this study were the South Sudanese refugees since they were the target group.  
 
[bookmark: _Hlk237608802][bookmark: _Toc239862972]4.2.7 Residence period in Uganda 
Table 9: Residence period of participants in Uganda 
	Nationality 
Status   
	Number of participants 
	Sex and frequency of participants 
	Residency Period in years 
	Residency period in Frequency 

	 
 
South 
Sudanese      
	 
 
28 
	Males 
	Females 
	                                  
	 

	
	
	14 
	14 
	1-5yrs                           
	0 

	
	
	                               
	6-10yrs                         
	14

	
	
	
	11-15yrs                    
	14 

	
	
	
	16yrs and above           
	0 

	Total 
	28 
	28 
	 
	28 


 
[bookmark: _Hlk237609843]Source: Primary data  
 
Table 9 indicate that the residency period targeted only the South Sudanese refugees and they were 28 in total. Out of the 28 participants, there were (14 males and 14 females). In the residency period column, it indicates that 14 refugees have stayed in Uganda for a period of (6-10) years and was followed by 14 refugees who have lived in Uganda for (11-15) years. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862973][bookmark: _Hlk237608925]4.2.8 Ethnic group of participants
Table 10: Ethnic group of participants
	Ethnic group
	Number of participants

	Acholi
	21 (2 Ugandans, 19 South Sudanese)

	Lango (Uganda)
	1

	Nuer
	9 

	Total
	31



Source: Primary data  

Table 10 indicate the ethnic groups of participants and these targeted both the key informants and the refugees’ category. Under the category of Acholi, there were 21 participants and under the Nuer, there were 9 and under Lango (Uganda), there was 1 participant only. In addition, 19 participants came from South Sudan and 9 came from Obongi refugee settlement and these were the Neur. 

[bookmark: _Toc239862974]4.3 Presentations of findings according to objectives 
Under this section, a variety of themes and sub-themes were generated under each objective and each participant was given a code that represented their identity. Below is a table that shows a summary of themes and sub-themes under each objective and explanation of codes.   
Table 11: Themes and Sub-themes extracted 
	Study Aim and 
Objectives 
	Description 
	Themes 

	Overall 
	Understanding the uncertainties experienced by the refugees in their choices and decisions to either remain in Uganda and attain dual citizenship or return to South Sudan. 
	All  	 
 

	Objective 1 
 	 
	To examine factors that influences the pursuit for dual citizenship. 
 
	Theme 1: Human Security 
Sub-themes: 	 
Political security 
Food security 
Personal security 
 
Theme 2: Social Justice  
Sub-themes: 
Gender equality  
Patriarchy 
Discrimination 
Human rights
Emotional distress 
Migration



	Objective 2: 
	To explore and describe the perceptions towards dual citizenship. 
 
	Theme 3:  Human Security 
Sub-themes: 
Economic Security.  Theme 4: Movement Sub-themes: 
Movement within Uganda 
Movement between borders 
Theme 5: Home 
Sub-themes: 
Kinship
 
Theme 6: Uncertainty 
Sub-themes: 
Loss of loved ones 
Restitution challenges 
Theme 7: Vulnerability Sub-themes: 
Insecurity 
Lack of allegiance 
Treason 

	Objective 3: 
	To understand and document how the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
 
	Theme 8: Social Inclusion 
Sub-themes: 
Equity  
Participation 
Theme 9: Institutional role 
Sub-themes: 
Adjustment in citizenship laws 
Clear naturalization protocol 
Advocacy 
Awareness 
Theme 10: Social Networking 
Sub-themes: 

	
	
	Local integration 
Intermarriage 
 


 	 
 
Table 12: Categorization of codes 
	Breakdown of Codes 
	Explanation of Codes 

	KIF 
	Key Informant Female 
 

	KIM  
	Key Informant Male 
 

	KIRM 
	Key Informant Refugee Male 
 

	KIRF 
	Key Informant Refugee Female 
 

	Z4RM 
	Zone 4 Refugee Male 
 

	Z4RF 
	Zone 4 Refugee Female 
 

	Z5RM 
	Zone 5 Refugee Male 
 

	Z5RF 
	Zone 5 Refugee Female 
 


 
[bookmark: _Toc239862975]4.4 Objective 1:  Social Pull and Push factors in pursuit for dual citizenship. 
Theme 1: Human Security 
Human security is an approach employed by civil society organizations and States aimed at identifying and addressing challenges that affect people and communities with the goal of achieving their dignity and well-being (United Nations, 2024). Human security is cross-cutting approach in the field of migration, human rights, peace, and humanitarian policy (UN General Assembly, 2012). 
Under this theme, there emerged sub-themes of political security, food security and personal security.   
Political security 
 Majority of the participants stated that political security has registered positive effects on their well-being while living in the settlement. They argued that whenever war breaks in South Sudan, their only safest place to run to with their children is Uganda. One of the female participants stressed that: 
“In my country, there is outbreak of war at any time. In Uganda, there is absence of war and people live peacefully. While in South Sudan, I couldn’t sleep at night because I had it in mind that war could start at any time whether day or night. But in Uganda, you can sleep and even forget about tomorrow.”  (Z5RF5, 31.08.23).  
 
Food security 
The participants also argued that during time of war, there is a lot of food insecurity because many farmlands tend to be destroyed which cause hunger, malnutrition, and death amongst the society. A female participant stressed that: 
“In the settlement, they give us food items such as beans, posho, cooking oil and others at the end of every month. We use this food to feed our families until the next month approaches. In addition, they give nutritional porridge to malnourished children and pregnant women. This food has really helped us to survive in the settlement” (Z4RF2, 30.08.23).  
  
	Another key informant male participant stated that: 	 
“In the settlement, each refugee family is given a piece of land to practice subsistence farming so as to grow their own food. Also, some organizations implementing the livelihood projects have been able to provide us with seeds such as cereals, cassava stems, egg plant seeds and livestock such as chicks, goats, and piglets. These have enabled us to achieve food security” (KIRM2, 24.08.23).  
 
 
Personal security 
One of the female participants stated that: 
“During the war, there were massive killings, abduction of young boys, brutal persecution, raping of women and girls and violence. I lost my husband as a result of the killing, and I decided to run into Uganda with my two children. In Uganda, I have found peace and protection. I am more secure from the physical violence and abuse of human rights that exist in South Sudan” (Z4RF5, 30.08.23). 
    
Theme 2: Social Justice  
Social justice is an approach that involves the equal distribution of opportunities where everyone’s rights are protected and respected (Grzanka et al., 2020).
Under this theme, there emerged sub-themes of gender equality, patriarchy, discrimination, human rights, and emotional distress. 
 
Gender equality 
Gender equality was mostly stressed by the female refugee participants. 
A key female informant stated that: 
“In South Sudan, women are not allowed to participate in decision making and discuss issues that affect them. This is because the men are looked at as superior people in the society compared to women. We are also not allowed to pass our citizenship to our children and foreign spouses. This practice has hindered our ability to participate in citizenship related matters in the society. But with the coming of gender equality everywhere, this has prompted us to participate in citizenship movement and demand for equality” (KIF2, 22.08.23). 
  
Patriarchy 
This looked at male dominance over the women. This point was supported by the males during focus group discussion. A male participant argued that: 
“The women and children must follow the lineage of the man when acquiring citizenship. The man will always remain superior and the head of the family. The women must submit to us” (Z4RM5, 30.08.23).  
 
Discrimination 
During my study, the participants revealed that they have experienced direct and indirect discrimination especially from the host community. The refugee participants expressed their concern as stated below: 
“We refugees continue to face discrimination from the host community members. They call us land grabbers and strangers.  They tell us to go back to our country, South Sudan. They do not allow us to collect firewood from their gardens as they continue to call us “Anyanyas” of South Sudan. Maybe they will treat us well when we have citizenship of Uganda” (Z5RF3, 31.08.23) 
 
Human rights 
The participants stated that since their coming to the settlement, they have been in position to enjoy their rights as refugees in the economic, social, and cultural realm. A female refugee participant stated as below: 
“I lost my husband in the war, and I am now a single mother. However, I have been in position to conduct my small-scale business by selling silver fish, onions, tomatoes, and salt in my zone. This business has enabled my family to survive through hard times because sometimes we use the money earned from it to buy basic needs” (Z4RF5, 30.08.23). 
 
Emotional distress
To the participants’, emotional distress has been manifested in the tiers of psychological, physical and emotional harm. A female refugee key informant stated that: 
“27th March 2017 will always remain a fateful day in my life. I was raped by two rebels while my children watched. This is the trauma I have in my life. Sometimes, I feel like committing suicide because I feel ashamed before my children. I have never forgotten this experience my entire life” (Z4RF5, 30.08.23). 
 
Another female refugee participant stated that: 
“I think about the things I lost during the war including my husband who was killed before me. I still remember the place located in my compound where he was killed. I cannot go back home because I cannot accommodate what happened. Looking at the place where he was killed is one of the worst memories in my life. I pray that the government of Uganda grants me and my children citizenship because I do not want to go back to South Sudan” (KIRF3, 29.08.23).  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862976]4.5 Objective 2: Perceptions towards dual citizenship 
From the study, it indicates that the refugees’ perceptions on dual citizenship looked at two sides, that is; the positive and negative aspects and these influenced their desire to either acquire dual citizenship or not, in light to its consequences. 
 

Theme 3:  Human Security 
Under this theme, only one sub-theme emerged, and it included: the Economic security. 
 
Economic Security 
Participants argued that economic security could be in the form of opportunities such as education, employment, and life-giving skills. One of the female participants stated that: 
“During the war, most of the facilities such as hospitals, markets, schools and others were destroyed.  But when my family and I came into Uganda, we managed to access all these facilities. More so, I was worried about my children’s education but when I realized that there was free education for refugee children, I decided to enrol my children in school. Uganda has a good curriculum, and they teach using English. I want my children to learn English very well so that when we return to South Sudan in the future, they can be able to secure good paying jobs” (Z4RF3, 30.08.23).   
 
Some of the participants also argued that they have been in position to get part time jobs while in the settlement and this has brought change in their lives. A male refugee participant said that:  
“I managed to acquire a part time job with some agency while in the settlement. I work as incentive worker under the WASH project. My role is to ensure that I sensitize the community about proper hygiene, health, and sanitation. I am paid 100,000 at the end of every month. This money has enabled me to provide basic needs for my family and save 10,000 in my savings group” (Z5RM1, 31.08.23). 
 
In addition, some of the participants reported that they have been able to receive life giving skills through trainings which has made them self-reliant and create their own jobs.  A female participant gave her story as stated below: 
“When I arrived in the settlement, I had no work to do.  Some organization later came to our zone and said that they wanted to teach us how to make beaded bags, liquid soap, hair dressing and necklaces. I registered my name with the zone leader and after some months, I was successfully taken in. I chose hair dressing because my dream was to own up a saloon. Months later, they started training us and it took six months. After the six months, they graduated us, and we were given start up equipment’s. I was given saloon equipment’s and capital. I am so happy because I now own a saloon and my community members have supported me so much” (Z4RF4, 30.08.23). 
 
Theme 4: Movement 
The participants noted that their movement is characterized by circular movements both within and outside the settlement. 
 
Movement within Uganda 
One female participant stated that: 
“I have my children who are living with my relatives in Kampala. Every month, I get time to go and visit them. Though I am a refugee, I have not faced any challenge when it comes to travelling to Kampala” (KIRF3, 29.08.23). 
 
Movement across borders 
The participants revealed that, some of the refugees living in the settlement are engaged in small scale businesses that required them to move back and forth between the borders of South Sudan and Uganda. A female refugee participant stated as below: 
“I am a refugee married to a Ugandan. I engage in small scale business around my Zone by selling basic items like soap, salt, cooking oil and sugar. When I realized that there was transnational movement, I decided to get a loan from my village savings group to enable me grow my business. After getting the loan, I took up my business to a larger scale by going to South Sudan to bring in more goods. My shop supplies the community members with any of their basic need’s items. In a month, I make two trips to Elegu. This movement also helps me to check on the status of my family members who did not flee the war” (KIRF1, 22.08.23) 
 
Theme 5: Home 
The participants argued that home is where they feel safe and secure from harm. To them, home is where they belong, and their identity is recognized.  
 
Kinship 
A female participant stated that: 
“I am married to a Ugandan. I now have two homes. One in Uganda and the other, in South Sudan. However, I feel that Uganda is now home for me after spending eight years” (Z4RF2, 
30.08.23).   
 
Theme 6: Uncertainty 
The participants argued that uncertainty has played a big role when it comes to decisions of either remaining in Uganda or returning to South Sudan. 
 
Loss of loved ones 
One male refugee participant stated that: 
“I left my country because of war and persecution. The rebels killed my family and I have been left alone. I cannot go back to South Sudan because there is no reason for me of going back there.  I lost the people who were precious to me. It is better for me to stay and die in Uganda instead of returning to South Sudan. My humble request is that the government of Uganda grants me citizenship” (KIRM1, 21.08.23). 
 
Restitution challenges 
Other participants also expressed their concern about their properties and assets they left in South Sudan. One of the male participants argued that: 
“In South Sudan, I was businessman owning big chunks of land, commercial buildings, and cars among others. Right now, I am living in the settlement as a refugee, and I have nothing. So, I do not know whether my property still exists, or they have been taken by those who remained back in South Sudan during the war” (Z4RM3, 30.08.23). 

Theme 7: Vulnerability   
Insecurity within the settlement 
To the participants, many individuals tend to carry out dangerous activities especially when they possess dual citizenship. A female refugee participant argued that: 
“We have insecurity within the camp; some of the youths are engaged in theft and fighting. This destabilizes our peace, and we are not happy about it. Even if we take them to police, they are released after a few days. When they come back into the community, we always develop fear” Z5RF4, 31.08.23). 
 
	Insecurity across borders 	 
A male refugee participant argued that: 
“Because of the high rate of unemployment in the settlement, there are some youths who are engaged in activities like smuggling of goods such as guns from South Sudan. To be security conscious, we reported them to the Zone leader, and he reported them to the big authorities in Palabek. When the smugglers got to realize that the authorities have known them, they run back to South Sudan and settled there. Up to now they are not yet back in our community” (Z5RM2, 31.08.23).  
 
Lack of allegiance 
Non allegiance was mainly stressed by the key informants who are leaders. A key informant stated that: 
“The allegiance of refugees cannot be guaranteed if they are still living in the settlement because they are deemed to go back to their country of origin when there is ceasefire, therefore, giving them dual citizenship needs to be thought of carefully and enormous consultations have to be conducted. Even with the three durable solutions in place, many refugees still illegally repatriate without the permission of the authorities and when the war sparks again, they come back to safer places like Uganda” (KIF2, 24.08.23). 
 
Treason 
One of the key informants stated that: 
“In this settlement, we have big people who served in the former government back in our country of origin and they are seeking to be pardoned by the current government. Therefore, there is possibility of passing vital information back home since they do not want to be in exile. This situation creates a likelihood of conflicts between the receiving and the sending State and there is also possibility of levying war against each other in case treason takes place” (Z4RM1, 
30.08.23).  
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862977]4.6 Objective 3: How the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
Theme 8: Social Inclusion 
Social inclusion is an approach employed by civil society organizations and the government that aim at encouraging full participation of individuals in the society they live through creating access to opportunities, respect for human rights and access to services and resources (Taket, 2022).

Equity  
A female participant argued that:
 “It is difficult for a woman to transfer their citizenship to their children and foreign spouses. It is only men who are allowed to do so. As a woman, you have no say in deciding the citizenship of your child. Therefore, women should be treated as equal to men and give them opportunity to participate in citizenship related matters” (Z4RF3, 30.08.23). 
 
Participation 
The participants also stated that it was important for them to get involved not only in the social and economic activities, but also other activities related to citizenship. Both the male and female participants stated that: 
“In the settlement, we have been able to participate in many activities such as livestock, education, WASH, and health. However, we refugees have been denied a chance to participate in citizenship matters. Our participation in citizenship is important because some of us are uncertain of returning to South Sudan. Therefore, there is need to also involve us in such matters” (Z4RM4, 30.08.23.). 
 
Theme 9: Institutional role 
These are approaches employed by vital institutions in the society that contribute to the social, political and economic development of people with the right skills and values aimed at making them better and productive members of the community (Dobreva, 2022). 
 
Adjustment of the dual citizenship policies/laws 
 A female refugee participant stated that: 
“The citizenship laws of Uganda are very strict. These laws mainly affect us the refugees. Therefore, when these laws are adjusted, the refugees will have easy access to dual citizenship services thus promoting inclusiveness for all” (KIF1, 23.08.23).  
 	 
Ensure clear naturalization protocol 
To the participants many refugees still get a challenge to easily naturalize.
 A key informant stated that: 
“The laws of Uganda state that refugees can acquire dual citizenship by mainly registration and naturalization. However, these systems are not effective. Now what is the use of those laws?” (KIM1, 23.08.23) 
 
Advocacy 
Majority of the participants stated that advocacy is essential because it helps in uplifting the voices of the marginalized community and addressing injustices. One of the participants argued that: 
“OPM and UNHCR should strengthen their partnership with organizations such as refugee law project and other ministries to see that the interests of refugees are also catered for. This is because refugee law project advocates for refugees’ rights to citizenship. They can work together by creating referral pathways for refugees to see that they can have easy access to dual citizenship especially to those who meet the requirements” (Z5RM5, 31.08.23). 
 
The key informants reported that the involvement of the refugee leaders in any activity is important so as to achieving a common goal.  A key informant stated that:  
“Community leaders are very important people in the community, and you have to work with them if you want to achieve a common goal. More so, they should be engaged in debates and higher forums to discuss refugee plights. This is because they are responsible for mobilizing and disseminating rightful information to the community that can enable them to make informed choices” (KIM2, 23.08.23).  
 
Awareness 
The participants argued that awareness enables them to have knowledge about the happenings within the settlement. Both the male and female refugee participants stated that: 
“When awareness is conducted by the responsible authorities, the refugees will acquire knowledge about what is being communicated. This information helps us to make informed decisions regarding the issue at hand” (Z4RM2 and Z4RF1, 30.08.23).

The participants also argued that awareness enables them to have access to information. One of the participants stressed that:  
“Most of the offices handling citizenship and immigration services are in the urban areas which makes it difficult for us to access because we have no knowledge of their location and the procedures that one takes to acquire the services. They can do this by opening offices and employing personnel in the settlement. Therefore, when the services are brought closer to the refugees, they will have easy access without any impediments” (Z5RF2, 31.08.23) 
 
Theme 10: Social Networking 
These networks address complex situations for the improvement of social and productive context as well as risks and threats. In addition, it also looks at the different connections of individuals with families and societies they live in. 
Local integration 
The participants looked at local integration as cementing their relationship with the host community. A key informants stated that: 
“The integration of refugees into the host community has been possible due to the establishment of peace building initiatives. As organizations, we have also organized dialogues and games and at least, there is some change regarding their interaction. These are witnessed during auction days where both refugees and the host community come to trade together and the host community tend to employ the refugees to work as casual workers in their gardens and they are paid in terms of giving them food packages” (KIF3, 29.08.23). 
 
Intermarriage 
Another participant stated that their social networking has been successful because of intermarriage. He stated that: 
“There is intermarriage between the Acholi of South Sudan and the host community. This is common especially amongst women who lost their husbands during the war and are not ready to return to South Sudan. So, intermarriage is one of the easiest ways for them to attain the citizenship” (KIM2,23.08.23). 

[bookmark: _Toc239862978]CHAPTER FIVE:   DISCUSSIONS OF RESEARCH FINDINGS 
[bookmark: _Toc239862979]5.1 INTRODUCTION 
This Chapter discusses findings on Remain or Return? Dual Citizenship and Uncertainty: The Case of South Sudanese Refugees in Lamwo District, Northern Uganda with reference to significant literature in chapter two in addition to other sources of information. This chapter is arranged according to the study objectives chronologically. (I), Examining factors that influences the pursuit for dual citizenship. (II), Exploring and describing the perceptions towards dual citizenship and (III), Understanding and documenting how the practice of dual citizenship can be strategized. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862980]5.2 The pursuit of dual citizenship  
 
	Human Security 	 
The study findings revealed that most of the refugees living in the settlement came because of migration. The respondents stated that migration into Uganda was because of the push and pull factors. They revealed that the push factors such as conflict, oppression, persecution, and violence are the main indicators to their migration which is in line with Korinek et al. (2025) arguing that migration is defined by a blend of increasing violence leading to displacement. In addition, they also stated pull factors such as political stability, personal security, food security, access to humanitarian aid, and other essentials such as land, education and health care thus enabling their remain in Uganda and this was supported by Akokpari (1998) who asserted that, the high rate of refugees migrating to neighbouring countries has been as a result of pull factors mainly political stability, access to humanitarian aid, and other services. To her, many refugees tend to leave their land to seek for safety which later leads to their displacement. This is also in line with the conceptual framework that states that the presence of push and pull factors play a significant role in refugees’ uncertainty to remain in the host country or return to their country of origin.  
 
In my study findings and discussions with the participants, migration has been the order of the day for many refugees especially during times of war. I revealed that their migration into Uganda was mostly attributed to persecution, political instability, violence, and conflict in South Sudan. In addition, their homes, and other social facilities such as schools, hospitals and markets were destroyed leaving them in abject poverty which conforms to McCarthy (2022) arguing that war disrupts essential amenities that uphold daily life ranging from hospitals, water sources, energy systems and food production. With the underlying conditions at hand, they were forced to migrate into Uganda because of pull factors such as political stability, access to social amenities like schools, hospital among others. In my study, I also noted that the migration of the South Sudanese refugees into Uganda is a “to and fro” movement meaning that, their migration is intertwined which was supported by (Porter & McDonald, 2020). Omata (2024) further argued that this movement is characterised by social, economic and cultural factors. He emphasised that since refugees’ movement is provisional, they in most cases travel to visit relatives, celebrate festivals and assess the political economy of their country. In addition, others conduct the “to and fro” mobility to look for employment and generate income so as to support their families who stayed back in Uganda thus accessing the benefits of both countries to solve daily life challenges (Manji, 2020). However, Tiililkainen et al., (2023) argues that though South Sudanese refugees conduct these mobility, little documentation and attention has been emphasised on the implication of split families.
  
It should be noted that ever since the outbreak of war in South Sudan, the government of Uganda has showed solidarity to many refugees, asylum seekers and stateless individuals (Reach Initiative 2023). This conforms to Halakhe & Wood (2026) statement arguing that the solidarity of Uganda has come in the form of providing land for refugees to settle and farm, have access to free health care, education, and protection thus enabling them to stay in a peaceful environment (ibid). However, Halakhe (2026) still points out that this solidarity has encountered challenges such as daily increase in the number of refugees, short fall in donor funding and changes in the land tenure system. 
In my further discussions with the participants, some argued that Uganda has been a second home to many of them due to the long-standing civil war that led to the loss of lives and their displacement. To them, this solidarity has instead strengthened cooperation between Uganda and South Sudan, and it has helped them to easily integrate into Ugandan societies which conforms to IGAD (2024) arguing that solidarity of Uganda has helped in cementing cordial relationship with South Sudan. This positive attitude has not only fostered cultural bonds but also socio-economic cooperation thus, adapting the institution of dual citizenship for economic growth and development.  
 
[bookmark: _Hlk237919492]Nevertheless, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, Office of the Prime Minister and other humanitarian organizations have played a magnificent effort in establishing the refugees affected by war as well improve on their well-being through offering humanitarian assistance and providing other services (UNHCR, 2026). Despite their contribution, it should also be noted that the UNHCR itself and other organizations depend on international funding and donations to ensure the well-being of refugees (Kisembo & Luyiga, 2026). However, due to the effect of COVID-19 and the competing global crisis, the UNHCR and other partners were affected immensely in terms of funding (UNHCR, 2026). This therefore forced them to cut off some activities that were providing essential services, reduce on the food ratio, other basic items such as soap, salt, and cash given so as to accommodate refugees’ welfare (Halakhe et al., 2026). With this reduction, it forced some of the refugees to return to South Sudan despite the turmoil that still exists with male dominance returning to look for employment and sending remittance back to their families living in Uganda (Le Poidevin, 2026). This was supported by Ocakocon (2020) who argued that refugees always return to their country of origin especially when situations in the settlement become dire to handle and this is what is happening in Palabek settlement. 
  
[bookmark: _Hlk237921805]Furthermore, the food ratio reduction forced some of the refugees to look for employment in the host communities to boost on their food production (UNHCR, 2023). In other words, they offer cheap labour in the gardens of the host communities and in turn, they are given food stuffs such as cassava, sweet potatoes, among others (See RWC, 2023). Others are also forced to sell part of the food items to cater for other needs such as buying soap, salt, sugar and others (ibid). These items are sold to the host communities and business people who come from the neighbouring communities such as Palabek, Kitgum, Gulu and others in exchange for money (See RWC, 2023). This vice has only left many refugees with little to eat in their homes as most of the items are merchandized to the local community and others.  
 
[bookmark: _Hlk237926644]Despite seeking human security in Uganda, I noticed that environmental insecurity is at the peak. Since the coming of refugees to Palabek, the ecosystem has been tampered with where deforestation is the order of the day to establish where to settle and get firewood (Nancy et al., 2025). The depletion and the scarcity in resources have caused conflicts between the refugees and the host community (Action on poverty, 2026). When many agencies saw that the forests are being cleared that would later lead to global warming, many of them resorted to awareness on environmental conservation through the distribution of different tree species mainly eucalyptus and seedlings to the refugees (Rupiny, 2025).  In addition, there is celebration of the world environment day Refugee Law Project (2026) thus, these efforts have at least conserved the environment.   
Nevertheless, with the consistent push factors that continue to dominate the pull factors, many of the South Sudanese refugees are still indecisive of their return because of uncertainty. This therefore implies that human security plays a vital role in enabling refugees pursue for dual citizenship in the host country due to their uncertainty to return to their country of origin.  
 	 
Social Justice  
The respondents stated that explicit discrimination continues to influence their pursuit for dual citizenship. This assertion is in line with Manby (2023) who states that discrimination continues to dominate the society today and this has acted as a stumbling block in the acquisition of dual citizenship. Mamdani (2018) further clarifies that various minorities of people have faced ill discrimination because of their status in the societies they live. From my findings, the participants revealed that they have continued to receive direct and indirect discrimination especially from the host community in the form of physical abuse, mistreatment and sexual harassment as stated by Ojara (2024) arguing that many refugees continue to face discrimination from the host community in different realms of physical abuse and sexual harassment. However, the liberal theory is against this discrimination as it advocates for an inclusive approach that looks at everyone being included in the development of the nation (Rawls, 1999). 
When I asked the participants about the cause of this discrimination, majority argued that it was as a result of scarcity in resources as supported by Refugee Law Project, (2023) arguing that scarcity in resources has hindered refugee-host community relations. When I also had an interaction with a host community member, he argued that when the government was bringing refugees to settle on their land, they were told that they would also get the same services with that of the refugees. However, he further argued that this changed within the shortest time and he emphasized that the problem came with the 70% of services being allocated to the refugees and the 30% to the host community which conforms to Akello (2019) statement arguing that refugee-host relations was affected due to imbalance in the distribution of services.  
 
Furthermore, the participants also revealed that they have been discriminated based on language, culture, religion, race, refugee status and ethnicity as supported by Mamdani (2018) stating that vulnerable groups such as refugees have been discriminated on determinants of language, race, culture, status among others.  
From my findings. I noted that this discrimination has only affected refugee- host relations but as well their integration in the host community meaning; there is less peaceful co-existence between the two groups as stated by Betts et al. (2023) conforming that the attitude of the host community towards the refugees greatly influences their integration. In other words, it is easier for refugees to assimilate with their own people who understand their culture rather than with those who do not (Baker & O’Neill, 2022). This therefore indicates that discrimination remains one of the biggest blocks in cementing social relations between the refugees and the host community Schweitzer et al. (2021) and also enabling them to easily access dual citizenship services.  
 
Meanwhile, to put to an end the conflict and discrimination between the refugees and the host community, it has attracted the efforts of OPM, UNHCR and other partner organizations to implement activities that look at harmonizing peace between the two groups UNHCR (2023) and this conforms with Kalin & Scharfenort (2020) statement who argued that successful integration of refugees is possible with community engagement and assistive policies in place. Organizations like the Lutheran World Federation and Office of the Prime Minister have established peace building activities, community dialogues and livelihood projects that have seen uniting both the refugees and the host community (UNHCR, 2023). In addition, OPM and UNHCR also implement the local integration where it looks at incorporating the refugees into the host community (ibid). At least these efforts have fostered refugees-host relations which has also seen them working together in projects such as livelihood and peace building.  
 
Secondly, the respondents argued that gender equality has played an immense role in their pursuit for dual citizenship. This conforms to Manby (2016) who argued that the rise of gender equality is one of the striving factors in the pursuit for dual citizenship. The aspect of gender equality was mainly stressed by the female participants as majority of them stated that their involvement in decision making is important to the development of the nation which was supported by Ndidde et al. (2020). However, this has not been the case as majority of women in the refugee settlements and rural areas continue to face inequality (Krause, 2021). Nevertheless, the Comprehensive Refugee Response Framework (CRRF) is against this inequality as it advocates for social inclusion, empowerment, equality, human rights and gender responsiveness (UNHCR & GoU, 2018).  From my findings, I noted that gender equality has not been practiced in some fields such as citizenship. In other words, women face the wrath of being denied some rights and decisions that are made which tend to mainly favour the men over them.  
 
During the focus group discussions, the female participants narrated that in South Sudan, women have no room in decision making as they are considered as a weaker sex which is supported by Marlowe (2022) who argued that women have few decision making powers within the household or land ownership rights as a result of patriarchal culture thus made many of them to be excluded from engaging at any stage of decision making or political participation. The society believes that a woman is meant to do domestic work rather than to participate in the developmental spheres of the nation Yudaya (2020). In addition, majority of the women stated that they have been affected by the citizenship laws that deny them the right to transfer their citizenship to their children and foreign spouses. This conforms to Van- Waas & Jaghai (2019) who argued that most women find difficulty in transferring their citizenship to their children due to patriarchal patterns. In other words, the women and their children have to rely on the citizenship of their husbands, and this is line with Mathsaka et al. (2019) who stated that citizenship is ruled in the favour of men and the women have limited participation in decision making which pushes them at the margin position.  
 
This concludes that women still face a big obstacle regarding citizenship transfer since it is performed on patriarchal basis. When asked what needed to be done, the women argued that gender equality must be promoted especially in the field of citizenship since majority of them are left out of the process. This is line with Kontinen (2020) who stated that men and women should be taken as equal persons in the community and granted equal rights to citizenship. This, therefore, suggests that for the world to be a better place, all men and women should be taken as equal persons in the society to achieve the sustainable development goal of gender equality (The sustainable development goals report, 2025).   
 
Following the above, human rights are one of the key parameters that drive refugees to seek dual citizenship. This conforms to Gerdes & Faist (2008) who concluded that human rights are one of the major factors for the pursuit of dual citizenship in the world today. From my findings, I noted that many refugees have been able to access and enjoy human rights and this has enabled them to live a peaceful and dignified life while in the settlement considering factors such as access to food, clean water, education, livelihood, and health care among others (UNHCR, 2026). Notwithstanding, the participants also argued that access to dual citizenship is a fundamental human right and they ought to enjoy it which is in reference to Spiro (2010) who argued that States should welcome the norm of dual citizenship since it is a human right.  This was also supported by the liberal theory which strongly argued that dual citizenship is a human right which must be respected and protected by the State (Blatter, 2008). 
 
However, I noted that though the refugees have been in position to enjoy human rights, majority have been unable to access some of the rights such as dual citizenship rights either through registration or naturalization. This means that the refugees struggle to access dual citizenship while in Uganda due to the policies put in place which in turn affects long-term refugees (Citizenship rights in Africa initiative, 2026). Even when courts or laws state that recognised refugees are legally eligible for naturalization and registration, practical implementation by State immigration is rare and often stalled by political and administrative barriers (ibid). This denial limits their full social and economic participation Weinmann (2021) in a way that they are unable to participate in developmental activities of their society. 

Nevertheless, during the focus group discussions, some of the refugees who were uncertain about their return to South Sudan stated that they tend to use their friends and other relatives who are long-term refugees and have acquired dual citizenship through marriage to buy for them land since they lack the national identification of Uganda to do so. Some of them reported that it was and is not safe for them as the documents are not in their names thus has created fear and trust ship issues within themselves. I further noted that the refugees who were buying land and constructing houses are refugees who are uncertain about their return to South Sudan and preferred to establish themselves and settle in Uganda. Therefore, there is need to promote inclusiveness that see refugees being part of a whole community in the different realms of humanity so that it does not only favour the citizens but all individuals irrespective of their age, sex, status, and race as cited by the liberal theory and Gallagher & Giesing (2017) in their statement regarding human rights.  
 
Furthermore, I also noted that the refugees are not allowed to participate in the national elections of Uganda. This is in line with Akhilbek et al. (2017) who argued that many States continue to deny dual nationals and non-citizens their political rights which limits them from engaging in the political affairs of the nation. I revealed that the only political activity that the refugees participate in was their grassroots elections where they elect their leaders on annual basis (OPM, 2025). This election is organized by OPM with the aid of other partner organizations who are involved in planning, organizing, execution and declaration of results, and it is conducted using ballot papers where competent refugee personalities contest and their counterparts elect them as their leaders (ibid). 
 
During the election days, each organization presents two staffs who help in the election processes from day one till the end. In addition, the leaders or candidates also send their agents to different polling stations to ensure that none of their votes are ridged (OPM, 2026). These elections have not only helped the refugees to participate politically but also uplift their voices through their leadership (UNHCR, 2024). These leaders upon successful elections represent the views and voices of the refugees to higher authorities and forums. Therefore, for any State to tap in more opportunities, it must revise on its policies by ensuring that non-citizens and those with dual nationality are also encouraged to participate politically and not only socially and economically (Kwarteng, 2025). 
 
Lastly, the results of my findings indicated that majority of the refugees are undergoing emotional distress following the war and displacement from their country of origin as this was evident in the stories narrated during interviews and focus group discussions and supported by World Health Organisation (2025) that stressed that many refugees experience emotional distress such as anxiety, sadness, hopelessness, fatigue and physical pains. Many of the respondents narrated that at least 1/10 of every household in the settlement has suffered emotional distress due to the loss of their beloved ones, property, homes and businesses and, others have experienced rape, assault, and physical harm which have negatively affected their social well-being which conforms to UNHCR (2024) arguing that many refugees living in the settlement are undergoing emotional distress due to the effects of war. 
Due to the adverse effects of the war, it has forced some of the affected victims to have the view of committing suicide as supported by WHO (2025) stating that emotional distress such as depression, anxiety, post traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) and suicide is more common amongst refugees.  
To reduce on more risks, I noted that some organizations are championing the fight against emotional distress amongst affected victims through psychosocial support. Organizations such as the Refugee Law Project, UNHCR, Lutheran World Federation, AVSI foundation, Thrive Gulu, International Rescue Committee, Windle International Uganda and Transcultural Psychosocial Organization have been instrumental in coordinating, implementing, supporting, offering counselling services and trainings to victims of emotional distress to ensure that at least they get healing, prevent trauma and reduce risk thus restoring safety in the long run.  
 
In addition, Refugee Law Project has been instrumental in addressing profound harms of war victims especially those who sustained bullets in their bodies and the women who were raped (RLP, 2023). They do this by taking them to different hospitals such as St. Mary’s hospital Lacor in Gulu, St. Joseph’s hospital in Kitgum and other referrals done to Kampala hospitals such as Mulago to get treatment and they make sure that they clear all the patients’ bills (ibid). With these services, suicide cases amongst the refugees have reduced as counselling services continue to be implemented. Furthermore, many partner organizations always come together on the 10th October of every year to celebrate world mental health day with the aim of raising awareness, reducing stigma, encouraging support and advocating for better care (WHO, 2025). With these efforts, many of the refugees have come to understand the context of emotional distress and it has helped in improving their psychosocial well- being (RLP, 2023). Therefore, due to psychological challenges and experiences registered way back home, this has made some of the refugees uncertain of returning but rather stay in Uganda and attain dual citizenship. 
 	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862981]5.3 The Perceptions on dual citizenship 
Human Security  
[bookmark: _Hlk238474438]A respondent with dual citizenship stated that it enhances access to new opportunities. The same was found out by Harvey (2023) who argued that dual citizenship can enable an individual to explore greater opportunities. During my discussion with the participants, a one individual with dual citizenship stated that it has enabled her to tap different opportunities in the form of economic security.  
Under the economic security, she stated that she has been in position to pursue employment opportunities with different organizations. I noted that some of the refugees as well have been in position to acquire full and part time jobs within the settlement mainly in the community service department where they have managed to work as incentive workers, village health teams and interpreters (OPM, 2024). Organizations such as Refugee Law Project and Finnish Refugee Council have been very instrumental in awarding full time jobs to refugees compared to other organizations that offer refugees work for a short period of time. These jobs have not only improved their social well-being but also enabled them to earn income that has sustained their families Loiacono & Vargas (2021). In addition, Egeru & Borsboom (2026) argued that refugees have also been able to operate small scale business and retail shops that provide basic items to the community thus acting as a source of income.   

In the social realm, they have been in position to access education, health care and clean water. In the refugee settlement, different health centres have been built to offer health services not only to the refugees but also the host community (UNHCR, 2023). The services offered in these health centres include general services, dental, family planning, antenatal, among others (International Rescue Committee, 2025). In addition, the settlement has also been equipped with clean water sources such as taps, motorized water systems and boreholes where refugees get water for general use all provided by the Lutheran World Federation and Salesian Missions (Salesian Mission, 2025). Furthermore, many refugee children have been able to access free education both in primary and secondary section given the vast schools that have been built by the partners organizations and others have acquired scholarships such as the DAFI scholarship program and Mastercard foundation scholars program that have seen many of them joining different universities in Uganda to pursue their education (AVSI, 2024).  

However, Opira (2022) argued that many refugees still face a challenge in meeting hidden costs such buying scholastic materials, school uniforms and examination fees. Nevertheless, still Refugee Law Project and Finnish Refugee Council have also been instrumental in imparting adult education programs to many refugees where they are taught both the local and English language (RLP & FRC, 2025). In this program, they are taught how to read, write and speak in the local and English language and it has enabled many to know their rights and speak for themselves as well attain employment opportunities as facilitators in these programs (ibid). Apart from educational and employment opportunities, I also noted that refugees have been able to attain skills and training in life giving projects such as vocational studies and hand craft activities (Atemanke, 2021). In these life-giving skills, they are trained and taught practical skills in various fields such as hair dressing, mechanics, Agriculture, catering, building and construction, tailoring, solar energy installation, and others (LWF & Don Bosco Institute, 2024). At the end of their training, graduates receive formal certification, entrepreneurship support, and placement assistance to help them transition into the workforce (Fr. Andrade, 2023). 

Organizations such as Lutheran World Federation and Don Bosco Vocational Training Institute have been very instrumental in the field of life-giving skills and training to the refugees within the settlement (Atemanke, 2021). This was evident with the establishment of Don Bosco Vocational Training Institute located within the settlement area where majority of refugees flock to attain skills and training in different fields since it is free of charge. The outcome of this project is that it has created self-reliance amongst the refugees upon acquiring the skills. All these opportunities have been possible because of the coming of the different organizations to the settlement thus a gateway for refugees to tap various opportunities.   
 
Movement 
A one participant with dual citizenship stated that it eases and promotes transnational movements. This conforms to Faist & Kivisto (2007) who argued that dual citizenship can enable an individual to easily access territory and economic sector. During my interaction with the participants, a one respondent with dual citizenship argued that dual citizenship has enabled her to easily move between the borders of Uganda and South Sudan. From my findings, I noted that refugee movement is within, across borders and cyclical in nature which is in line with Porter and McDonald (2020) who argued that mobility remains a ground plan for many refugees as a result of seeking for essential services in the settlements and other areas with the goal of enhancing access to opportunities thus leading to split families within or outside South Sudan (ibid). I revealed that some of the household members maintain their family ties by ensuring that they always make closer contacts with their family members through regular visits and staying close to places where they reside (Komakech, 2026).   
 
[bookmark: _Hlk238992898]In addition, she stated that the transnational movement between the borders of Uganda and South Sudan has enabled her to engage in trade that involves transporting basic goods from South Sudan to Uganda thus helped her in improving the standards of living of her family back in Uganda since the cash given unto them by UNHCR is not enough. During the focus group discussions, the participants revealed that they receive 13, 000 shs. per head for their monthly upkeep and this is the same money they use for buying food. To them, this money is not enough resulting to food insecurity and this has forced some of them to move outside the settlement to look for casual jobs that can add on their income and also this situation has forced most of their husbands to return to South Sudan to look for employment amidst the conflict so that they can be in position to sustain their families back in Uganda and this was supported by Ogeno & O’Bryne ( 2021) stating that food insecurity has resulted to the mobility of refugees in and outside the settlement. 
Therefore, the ability of the refugees to move across the borders creates a win-win condition, as they are taxed by the local government thus contributing to the local revenue (Hovil, 2002). Furthermore, I also noted that the trans-national movement of the refugees is not only inspired by the need to trade, but also visit some of their family members they left at home, check on their property, attend to burial celebrations, maintain closer contacts with the people they left at home, and assess the political economy of their country that determines their remain in the host country or return to South Sudan Ogeno & O’Bryne (2021). Notwithstanding, refugees face a lot of navigation challenges during their movement such as border restrictions, harassment, detentions and extortions, rough terrains among others (Biyinzika, 2025). Nevertheless, it should be noted that refugee’s movement between Uganda and South Sudan have been possible because they are still in position to uphold their rights and enjoy the privileges put in place by their home government despite residing in the host country (Kaiser, 2010).  
 
However, when I had an interaction with the UNHCR representative, she stressed that most of the refugees living in the settlement do not get permission when they want to move out of the settlement and their movement is difficult to regulate. This is line with Kaiser (2010) who argued that refugees tend to practice illegal movement between their country of origin and the hosting country. To him, the South Sudanese refugees tend to make visits to their home country though their specific residence and refugee status lies back in Uganda meaning; they strive to make sure that they do not lose the attachment they have created for years with their country of origin and also ensure that they do not lose their refugee status in Uganda. I noted that during the verification period and food/cash distribution days, most of the refugees are present so that they can receive their monthly shares and this was supported by studies carried out by World Peace foundation (2026). Therefore, the refugees tend to visit their country of origin and sometimes stay there for sometime and they always come back when it is time for food and cash distribution (Omata, 2024). This means that they are free to enter and exit the settlement at any time which threatens the country’s security. 
 
In addition, I also noted that the mobility of the refugees descends on two forms. For instance, I noted that majority of the refugees living in the settlement are attracted by the different conditions and other opportunities outside the settlement and this was supported by Vancluysen (2021) who argued that refugees are attracted by opportunities outside the settlement. This therefore means that the context of displacement will remain the prevailing form of movement (Van-Hear, 2003). I also noted that most of the men and other extended families tend to make decisions on when and where to locate Vancluysen (2021). This means that women do not have the paramount powers and authority given that they do not have access to family gatherings and these might result into the breakup of family ties.  It also weakens one of the durable solutions which are voluntary repatriation. Therefore, regulating refugees’ movement outside the settlement has proven to be a challenge to the authorities in Palabek refugee settlement despite giving them the freedom of movement (UNHCR, 2023).  
 
	Home 	 
The respondents narrated that since the outbreak of war in their country of origin, Uganda has been their second home where they have sought and continue to seek refuge because they noted that it is a hospitable country that welcomes everyone irrespective of their age, status, ethnicity and race and this was supported by Kisakye (2024). To them, they have been able to live in a peaceful country where they do not experience the rage of war that has led to their displacement and affected their well-being. The respondents argued that home is where their belonging and identity is acknowledged which is line with Mogensen & Obika forthcoming; Porter (2020) who stated that home is a dynamic place and space within which various processes of identity, belonging and settlement take place. However, Carver & Ruach (2020) argued that this is only possible when refugees accept to adapt, challenge and nurture new situations as they prepare for their homecoming. 
  
In addition, I noted that some of the refugees have opted to have two homes or having one foot at each border which is also in line with (cf. Bakewell, 2020). I noted that the scenario of having two homes is being practiced by the women who lost their husbands during the war and are uncertain of their well-being upon their return to South Sudan as this was evident with the intermarriages that are taking place between the Acholi of Uganda and that of South Sudan. Therefore, acquiring dual citizenship is a backup that in case where situations fail, they have a shoulder to lean on in terms of residence. Others argued that home is where they feel connected to their ancestral roots. 
During focus group discussions, the participants further argued that South Sudan is where they come from and it is where they belong. some of them argued that though they are able to acquire dual citizenship through marriage, they will always maintain close attachment with South Sudan. This is in line with Warner (1994) who argued that any individual is attached to a land of ancestry, and it is where their identity lies. This was supported by Gupta & Ferguson (1998) who argued that the aspect of home tends to always remain in the memory of the refugees and immigrants as a unifying factor. These memories of home also act as a powerful force for their return (Taylor, 2015).  Therefore, the perspective of home is a project which involves different processes leading to the reestablishment of displaced people (Lambo, 2012).    
 
Vulnerability 
A one participant with dual citizenship stated that it is associated with insecurity and other subversive acts. She noted that insecurity within the settlement and across borders is on the rise due to the mobility of refugees. This was supported by Acema (2023) who termed duals citizens as a threat to the State. From my findings, I noted that individuals with dual citizenship are associated with activities that bring about insecurity both within and outside the settlement as supported by Wani (2023) and these activities include theft and smuggling of goods between the borders of Uganda and South Sudan (ibid). In addition, some of the refugees commit crimes in Uganda and then later run back to South Sudan to seek safety because of fear to be imprisoned thus making it difficult to follow them leaving the victim with no justice served which forfeits cooperation between an individual and the law in existence (Mitala, 2023).  
 
Therefore, the factor of insecurity remains a challenge as some of the refugees are involved in activities that endanger the community (See RWC, 2023). However, to curb the insecurity within and outside the settlement, security personnel’s have been employed at border points and cooperation has also been strengthened between the security operatives of Uganda and South Sudan (Wani 2023).  
 
The participants also revealed that dual citizenship presented the element of treason. They stressed that an individual having dual citizenship is eligible to treason which is likely to cause conflicts between the sending and the receiving country. This conforms to Faist (2008) who asserted that dual citizens are a centre of treason and other radical activities. To him, treason tends to destabilize States’ bilateral relations. From my findings, the participants stated that some individuals living in the settlement are ex-soldiers seeking to be pardoned by the current government so that upon their return to South Sudan, they can adopt a free life just like any civilian. Therefore, this makes them liable to taking back information in favour of being forgiven way back home. Upon this controversy, it destabilizes States’ ties and cooperation in case treason occurs which is supported by Yossi & Pablo (2019) stating that their actions are a threat to the State’s democracy, sovereignty, and harmony. This explains that despite hosting refugees on her land, Uganda remains vigilant and strict in giving citizenship to refugees (Sauti Za Wananchi Survey, 2018). 
  
In addition, they also mentioned that some of the refugees have been victims of human trafficking with the aim of promising them resettlement in the third country (UNHCR, 2024). However, with the increased rate of terrorism and human trafficking around the world, some States have become strict when administering dual citizenship to non-citizens (Komakech, 2026). Also, the UNHCR and OPM have come out as the only agencies that accord resettlement programs to refugees as well provide authentic travel documents (UNHCR, 2024).  Therefore, to ensure the security and durability of cooperation, majority of the States employed different strategies to silence dual citizenship since many of them look at it as intention to inflict harm (Faist, 2008).  
 
Furthermore, a respondent with dual citizenship argued that it presented the element of no allegiance. This conforms to Faist (2007) findings who asserted that lack of allegiance is associated with dual citizens. He further stated that, when an individual bears two citizenships, it is difficult to guarantee their loyalty especially to the host country. From my findings, I noted that majority of the refugees are attached to their home country than the hosting country. When I asked them about their degree of allegiance, majority of them argued that they pay more allegiance to their country of origin which is South Sudan because it is where they belong and that Uganda is only a second home to them. This was supported by Uche (2018) who explained that it is always difficult for an immigrant or refugee to let go of their home citizenship. This is an indication that though refugees are granted dual citizenship, their allegiance should not be guaranteed because majority cannot accept to let go off their home citizenship and adopt that of the second state. This is in line with Gallagher & Giesing (2007) statements who noted that many States find it difficult to get assurance of loyalty from immigrants and non-citizens. 
This explains why some States are hesitant to give dual citizenship to immigrants and refugees living in their country.  
[bookmark: _Hlk239663653]Others also argued that allegiance is difficult to assure especially when an individual possess public office. To them, an individual is likely to leak important information to the enemy which sometimes leads to interstate conflicts. This explains Leitner and Ehrkamp (2006) point who argued that the political loyalty of a dual citizen is difficult to lean on especially by the second State. The refusal to give dual citizens public positions in government sectors is still being upheld by majority of States because of little confirmation of their loyalty (Folger et al., 2023). Therefore, for allegiance of a dual citizen to be fully recognized by a particular State, a person must be familiar with and accept the ethics and beliefs of that country with an aim of displaying obligation and commitment alongside other citizens (Hailbronner & David, 2003). 

In addition, I also noted that majority of the refugees tend to apply the rules of law of their country of origin while living in the settlement. For instance, in the context of South Sudan, it is lawful to possess a gun but in Uganda, it is not allowed and the refugees have it mind that it is legal for them to do it in Uganda. This speaks the reasons why sometimes they find themselves in crimes that they are not prepared for. However, Refugee Law Project continues to conduct community policing amongst the refugees to ensure that they are acquainted with the different laws, roles and responsibilities while living in Uganda (RLP, 2025).  
	 
[bookmark: _Toc239862982]5.4 Strategizing the practice of dual citizenship 
Social Inclusion 
The need to promote gender equality and equity was mostly emphasized by the women during focus group discussions. During my interaction with the female participants, majority of them stated that the South Sudanese law does not favour them in relation to citizenship decisions as it is conducted on patriarchal patterns. This was supported by Kontinen (2020) who emphasized that for the society to realize development, there is need to involve the women in the process of decision making. From my findings, I noted that women face a lot of challenges in citizenship related decisions. For instance, most women face a challenge of not being in position to transfer their citizenship to their children or foreign spouses which is in accordance with Van- Waas (2019) stating that women face difficulty in citizenship transfer especially to their children and foreign spouses. This is because the citizenship laws tend to sabotage the right of women and instead favour the men meaning that citizenship is issued based on patriarchy and the women must rely on the citizenship of their husbands which is supported by Krause (2014) stating that the men have more privileges compared to women.  
 
This denial limits their participation in citizenship decision-making and other development processes. However, when I had a discussion with the female participants, they argued that gender equality should be encouraged in the citizenship sector which gives them the right, freedom and equity to transfer their citizenship to their children which is also supported by Sejersen (2008) who noted that giving dual citizenship should be based on gender equality and that women should also be given the right to pass their citizenship to the children and spouses. Therefore, the promotion of gender equality looks at the collective efforts of partner organizations through providing training and education to enlighten women empowerment which is in line with Ahimbisibwe (2020) who stated that for gender equality to be achieved, a combined cooperation is needed.  This wraps up that for the world to be a better place, there is need for women to as well be represented in decision making that would see the achievement of the sustainable development goal of gender equality by 2030 (Profeta, 2017). 
 
	Institutional role 	 
According to the conceptual framework, there is a mutual relationship between the actors’ roles and the existing policies, as the actors’ roles are influenced by the existing policies. The participants stated that adjustments in the citizenship laws of Uganda would pave a way for them to easily attain dual citizenship. They stated that Uganda should adjust its citizenship laws to enable refugees have access to dual citizenship services and enhance on their ability to play their obligations. This was supported by Vink & Baubock (2013) who argued that adjustment in citizenship laws enables refugees and immigrants to have easy access to dual citizenship.  
From my findings, it revealed that most of the refugees struggle to attain dual citizenship because of the strict laws placed on citizenship as supported by (Komakech, 2026).  However, it should be noted that these laws have affected refugees social, economic, and political participation in the societies they live which is in line with Strozzi (2016) statement that the restriction on dual citizenship amongst immigrants not only affect the immigration policy but also labour markets, welfare programs and demographic trends. 

When I asked the participants about the adjustments they needed, they argued that the number of years for one to acquire dual citizenship of Uganda is high and therefore argued that reducing on the number of years would be beneficial to them which is in accordance to Howard (2009) who asserted that reducing on the number of years that requires one to be eligible to attain citizenship in the second State would increase on the enrolment for dual citizenship. In the Ugandan context, for a refugee or immigrant to be able to acquire dual citizenship mainly through naturalization, they must have stayed in the country for twenty years. In addition, through registration which requires one to have stayed in the country for more than ten years. Therefore, this rounds up that adjustment in the citizenship laws would pave a way for eligible refugees to attain dual citizenship which agrees with Mateos (2019) who asserted that changes in citizenship laws enables immigrants to naturalize and gain full civic and political rights in the second State. Nevertheless, this leaves a task to the policy makers that for them to increase refugee participation in the society, citizenship laws need to be justified by ensuring inclusiveness of everyone as noted by (Nyamnjoh, 2007).  
 
Secondly, a clear naturalization protocol should be aligned to enable the eligible refugees to acquire dual citizenship as this was supported by Brubaker (1992) who asserted that States should establish clear naturalization procedures to ensure that it also benefits the non-citizens and immigrants. During my interaction with the respondents, they said that the process of naturalization is costly and tiresome and I noted that there is absence of a clear naturalization system that ensures that eligible refugees have easy access to dual citizenship as supported by Zakaryan (2021) who argued that Uganda lacks a clear naturalization protocol for eligible refugees. Furthermore, some of them narrated that they have tried to apply for Ugandan citizenship by registration thus have proven to be a struggle for them. However, according to the liberal theory, naturalization of migrants and refugees should be made easy especially for those who are eligible to enable them to play their full social, economic and political rights (Spiro, 2010). 
 
In addition, the participants asserted that Uganda should award citizenship to those eligible either by naturalization or registration without discrimination which is in line with Goncalo (2016) who argued that, the acceptance of citizenship should be allowed on ground that an individual is attached to the State either by birth, naturalization, or registration. This therefore means that States should stick to their mandate of respecting their citizenship laws so that it serves the interest of both parties. 
 
[bookmark: _Hlk239162602]Thirdly, some of the respondents argued that advocacy can enable eligible refugees to have access to dual citizenship services. To them, the lack of advocacy on dual citizenship at the settlement has put them in the position of ignorance. In addition, they asserted that advocacy should involve the participation of the refugee leadership structure such as the refugee leaders as supported by UNHCR (2023) arguing that advocacy should not be a single effort but also contribution of other non-state actors such as the refugee leadership to ensure that positive results are registered. In addition, they noted that bringing the services closer to them can be used as a steppingstone towards advocacy.  When advocacy is conducted at the settlement level about dual citizenship, the rate of naturalization and registration will increase as many refugees will know that their rights are protected by the State (See RWC, 2023). This was supported by Gerdes (2008) who noted that for the scope of citizenship to be widened, there is need for more advocacies. 
However, despite the fact that organizations such as Refugee Law Project have tried to advocate for refugees’ right to dual citizenship through profiling proper documentation and also working with the immigration body and courts of law, their struggle has not germinated till date as their efforts are limited by the State laws. 
                 
Lastly, the participants revealed that the practice of awareness plays a very important role in making them know about dual citizenship. This was supported by Vordermeyer (2012) who argued that awareness plays a significant role in enabling the society to understand the context of dual citizenship. From my findings, it revealed that majority of the refugees living in the settlement have no or inadequate knowledge about the concept of dual citizenship and this comes because of lack of its awareness, sensitization and implementation about the program. However, during my discussions with the key informants especially the refugee leaders, I noted that some of them have ideas and are aware about the concept of dual citizenship. When I asked how they acquired knowledge about it, they argued that they have been in position to attend different forums and following their positions and roles in the society, they have received plights from some refugees seeking to attain dual citizenship especially those intending to remain in Uganda. 

To the refugee’s leaders, they have forwarded this matter to the relevant authorities handling refugee concerns and are waiting for their decision regarding it. Therefore, this leaves a task to the actors that it needs the collective efforts of both the State and non-state actors to implement programs that impart citizenship education and enable refugees to acquire knowledge about dual citizenship which is in line with Faist (2007) statement on the importance of citizenship education to citizens, non-citizens and immigrants. 
   	 
Social Networking 
The respondents noted that access to dual citizenship can be achieved through social networking and this was supported by Abdelgadir & Fouka (2020) who argued that social networking can be achieved when nations lay out strategies that look at uniting both the refugees and the host community. From my findings, I noted that some of the refugees are employed to do farm work in the gardens of the host community and later they are paid in the form of food package such as sweet potatoes, cassava, and others. In addition, some of the host community members also lease land to the refugees to practice farming where they pay 50.000 per year. Furthermore, their social networking has been successful through intermarriages with the Acholi tribe dominating and this has facilitated them to learn each other’s cultures and have two homes; that is Uganda and South Sudan (See RWC, 2023). In other words, they keep one leg in Uganda and the other in South Sudan. There is intermarriage taking place between the Acholi from Uganda and Acholi from South Sudan due to factors such as resource and livelihood sharing, social and cultural integration, and shared environments and proximity. This kind of social networking has helped to improve on integration between the two groups.
 
However, the integration of the refugees into the host community has registered little success due to the conflict over resources. In addition, I also noted that refugees have faced integration challenges within themselves and this was evident with the inter-tribal conflicts between the Dinka and Nuer which have seen the loss of lives and destruction of property. The Nuer accuse the Dinka of being the noble cause of instability in South Sudan and vice versa and at the end of the day, hatred was developed thus leading to conflict. Nevertheless, this inter-tribal conflict has seen the collective effort of UNHCR and OPM with the aim of establishing harmony through dialogues, peace building activities and establishing separate Zones for them. The Dinka reside in Zone 6 while the Nuer stay in Zone 5.  These strategies have at least reduced on the inter-tribal conflicts between the two tribes and in some way promoted social networking between them. Therefore, more effort is needed in place that looks at creating a peaceful co-existence between the refugees and the host community as well as amongst the refugees themselves.  
  

[bookmark: _Toc239862983]CHAPTER SIX: SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
[bookmark: _Toc239862984]	6.1 Introduction  	 	 
This marks the last chapter of my dissertation with summaries of my main findings on Remain or Return? Dual citizenship and uncertainty. In addition, it entails the major conclusions drawn by the study and recommendations of the study results. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862985] 6.2 Summary of the findings 
The study on Remain or Return?  Dual citizenship and uncertainty took place in Palabek refugee settlement in Lamwo district, Northern Uganda. The study being qualitative in nature was conducted from the 14th August to 2nd September 2023 in a period of three weeks. The qualitative research was designed to get in-depth insights about the topic that was being researched about. The target group for this study was mainly the South Sudanese refugees together with other key informants who were purposely identified and they included OPM, UNHCR, Woman Leader, the RWC 3 and 2 and Immigration. The main methods of data collection employed were interviews and focus group discussions. My research based on three objectives as stated; (1), to examine factors that influences the pursuit for dual citizenship. (2), to explore and describe the perceptions towards dual citizenship and (3), to understand and document how the practice to dual citizenship can be strategized. 
 
 The pursuit of dual citizenship  
During the study, major factors were identified in regard to the pursuit of dual citizenship, and they included: Political security, Food security and Personal security under human security and Migration, Human Rights, Patriachy, Gender Equality and Emotional Distress under social justice. The factor of migration was highly stressed by the refugees as it was associated with the push and pull factors. The push factors are some of the aspects that led to their displacement from their country and the pull factors enticed them to move to safer places such as Uganda. Therefore, pull factors such as political stability, access to humanitarian aid and social amenities are some of factors that have made many refugees indecisive of returning to their country of origin but rather stay in Uganda. In addition, emotional distress was also stressed as one of the factors that influenced the pursuit for dual citizenship as it was associated with physical, psychological, and emotional harm. The harm has triggered some of the affected victims to have a view of committing suicide and others are undecisive of their return due to the experiences of the conflict. 
Another factor that influenced the pursuit of dual citizenship was the aspect of gender equality. This point was highly stressed by the women since many of them stated that they have been left out of citizenship processes. However, the need to promote gender equality in citizenship was not welcomed by the males as many of them stressed that men are the heads of the family and not women.   
 
The perceptions towards dual citizenship 
The study established both positive and negative perceptions towards dual citizenship. These were categorized under themes of: economic security under human security, movement, home, uncertainty and vulnerability. The perception of economic security and life opportunities was highly stressed by the participants by stating that many refugees living in the settlement have had various opportunities such as employment, education, and life-giving skills. These opportunities have helped to shape their social well-being, pursue more opportunities as well as enabled them to firmly establish themselves in the settlement and pursue dual citizenship while in Uganda. 
Another perception was movement. Movement is the order of the day for most refugees living in the settlement as they tend to practice it within, outside the settlement and between the borders of Uganda and South Sudan. Most of them conduct transnational movement to engage in trade and others go to visit their loved ones who remained back home.   
 
The other perception was uncertainty that was characterized with the loss of loved ones and restitution challenges as majority of the participants stressed that they are not aware of the status of their property back home. In addition, dual citizenship was also associated with some vulnerability such as insecurity, treason, and lack of allegiance. Insecurity was registered amongst refugees as some of them tend to commit crimes and later run back to South Sudan. This means that they have free exit and entrance into Uganda which undermines the State’s security. 
 
Strategizing the practice of dual citizenship 
The strategies suggested were categorized under social inclusion, institutional roles, and social networking. Under the institutional roles, these included adjustment in the citizenship laws, ensuring a clear naturalization protocol, awareness, advocacy, and promotion of gender equality. Under social inclusion, they included equity and participation, and under social networking, it entailed local integration, and intermarriage. It should be noted that the strict laws on dual citizenship mainly affect the refugees because they are not in position to access its services. This limits their social, economic, and political participation in the different societies they live in. Therefore, adjustment in the laws would enable eligible refugees to easily naturalize accompanied by ensuring clear naturalization protocols. In addition, awareness and advocacy are important in that they enable the refugees to have access to information and as well claim for their rights. Social inclusion was also stressed as this promotes the culture of inclusiveness where all categories of people are involved. However, the practice of dual citizenship is still difficult for many refugees as the laws and policies in place act as a stumbling block. 
 
[bookmark: _Toc239862986]	6.3 Conclusions 	 
Despite the establishment of refugees in the settlement following the effects of war in their country of origin, the need to acquire dual citizenship is on the rise especially amongst those who are not willing to return to South Sudan. The uncertainty displayed by the South Sudanese refugees has tantamounted into questions of remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan. Their desire to remain in Uganda is driven by the need to gain protection from the government citing fear of persecution and violence. Others also expressed their uncertainty about South Sudan’s political atmosphere and restitution challenges upon return due to speculation that they have been occupied by those who remained back home, and this has made many refugees unable to make decisions on whether to remain or return.  
 
However, their effort to attain dual citizenship has registered low success. This comes because of the strict policies that have been placed on the refugees in the field of citizenship forcing them to engage into intermarriages as the easiest way of securing dual citizenship. The intermarriage is mainly practiced by those who have made their decision to remain in Uganda and establish themselves as part of the Ugandan society. The restriction of dual citizenship on refugees has also registered a detrimental impact especially on their ability to play a full economic, social, and political role in their communities. Nevertheless, awareness and advocacy were needed. This is because most of the refugees have no or inadequate knowledge about dual citizenship. 
 
Though the government introduced the naturalization strategy that ensures that eligible refugees acquire dual citizenship, this has not been active. This implies that that system is in place but does not work. Therefore, it is important for the government of Uganda to consider long-term refugees who have met the requirements to be in position to acquire dual citizenship as stressed by Zakaryan (2018) by examining the uncertainties experienced by the refugees in their decisions to either remain in Uganda or return to South Sudan, their country of origin. 
 This approach will enable policy makers to initiate programs that will see that refugees who are not willing to return to their country of origin have access to dual citizenship and it will also enhance refugees’ rights on their ability to play a full economic, social, and political role and as well promote their equal participation and access to opportunities in the society. 
 
This is because refugees play a tremendous contribution through financial aid and developments from the different humanitarian agencies that are also beneficial to the host community (See Onek, 2021). In addition, the presence of refugees has attracted the construction of roads, schools, vocational institutes, and health facilities which are also accessed by the host community thus, promoting their social well-being, economic growth and transformation (See Atim, 2021).  

[bookmark: _Toc239862987]6.4 Recommendation 
There is need for the government of Uganda to work closely with organizations such as Refugee Law project that advocate for the right to dual citizenship of refugees. This is because some of the refugees file complaints to these organizations when they go to their offices for their matters to be forwarded to higher authorities. Therefore, advocating for the rights of eligible refugees to access dual citizenship enables them to claim consular rights knowing that they will be supported by the State. 
 
Conduct awareness sessions about dual citizenship in the settlement. This is because many refugees lack or have inadequate knowledge about it and the different procedures of attaining it. The lack of knowledge about dual citizenship has made them fall victims of corruption in the hands of the host community who promise them easy ways, but they end up losing their money. Therefore, the awareness will instill them with the right information. 
 
There is also need for OPM and UNHCR to engage the Refugee Welfare Committee members and involve them in higher forums to discuss the concerns of refugees. This is because they play a vital role in representing the voices of refugees to higher authorities to ensure that matters affecting refugees are put into consideration. 
 
[bookmark: _Hlk239683445]Establishment of dual citizenship programs in the settlement. This involves employment of personnel and opening of offices in the refugee settlement that enables refugees to have access to information regarding citizenship.	. 
 
I also recommend that the government of Uganda establishes a clear naturalization policy for the eligible refugees to acquire dual citizenship. This is because most of the refugees’ do not know the processes of naturalization and the few who know about it said it is costly, tiresome, and needs vast documentation. This strategy will enable the refugees to streamline their needs and make informed decisions of whether to return or remain thus making it easier for them to naturalize in Uganda. 
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	Code 
	Sex 
	Role 
	Location 

	KIM1 
	M 
	RWC III 
	Palabek 

	KIM2 
	M 
	RWC II 
	Palabek 

	KIM3
	M
	Assistant Immigration Officer (Ministry of Internal Affairs.
	Kampala

	KIF1 
	F 
	Woman Leader 
	Palabek 

	KIF2 
	F 
	Protection Associate, UNHCR 
	Palabek 

	KIF3 
	F 
	Community Service Officer, OPM. 
	Palabek 

	KIRM1 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	KIRM2 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	KIRF1 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	KIRF2 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	KIRF3 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RF1 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RF2 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RF3 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RF4 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RF5 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RM1 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RM2 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RM3 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RM4 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z4RM5 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RF1 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RF2 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RF3 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RF4 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RF5 
	F 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RM1 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RM2 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RM3 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RM4 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 

	Z5RM5 
	M 
	Refugee 
	Palabek 
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Activity 1: An Interview with Key Informant Refugee Male in Zone 5, Palabek Refugee Settlement.
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Activity 3: An interview with Key Informant Male in Zone 5, Palabek Refugee Settlement.
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Activity 4: An Interview with Key Informant Refugee Male in Zone 2, Palabek Refugee Settlement.
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Activity 5: Focus Group Discussions in Zone 4, Palabek Refugee Settlement.
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Masters Student,

Gulu University.

PERMISSION TO CONDUCT AN ACADEMIC RESEARCH IN PALABEK
REFUGEE SETTLEMENT.

Reference is made to your letter regarding the above subject matter.
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Refugee Settlement for a period of three (3) weeks from August 15t to September
2nd, 2023 for purposes of carrying out an academic research study titled “Dual
Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese Refugees in northern Uganda,

a case study of Palabek Refugee Settlement”.
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INFORMED CONSENT FORM FOR INTERVIEWS (V.2)
Title of the study: Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese Refugees’ in
Northern Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District.
Investigator(s): Achiro Flavia
Institution(s): Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies, Gulu University.
Introduction
My name is Achiro Flavia, a student at the Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies, Gulu
University pursuing a Masters degree in Conflict Transformation Studies. I am conducting a
study on dual citizenship status among refugees living in Palabek settlement. You have been
selected for this study on purpose because you are in position to provide vital information. When
you have decided and agreed to. participate in the study, you will be asked to sign a consent form,
a copy of which will be given to you.
A brief description of the sponsors of the research project
Purpose: The study seeks to explore dual citizenship status and perceptions among South
Sudanese refugees living in Palabek settlement. The findings of this study will help to provide
insights on refugees’ status of dual citizenship to Civil Society Organizations advocating for
refugees’ rights to easily access dual citizenship.
Procedures:

» Choose a setting with little distraction

> Introduction by the researcher

» Explain the purpose of the interview to the participants

» Address terms of confidentiality. I will obtain verbal or written permission to conduct the

interview.

v

1 will indicate how long the interview takes and ask them if they have any questions.

v

Conduct the interview

» Develop my report and host a brief meeting with the participants.

‘Who will participate in the study?
You have been chosen to participate in this study through purposive sampling and you are

believed to be able to ith some information regarding dual

ke [ GULU UNIVERSITY
citizenship. The interview ReitElacfoe appreximataly e
APPROVED UNTIL

* 15U 2% *

inutes which will include 10 minutes

FACULTY OF MEDICINE
P. O. Box 166, Gulu
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for introduction, briefing on the procedures and signing of consent forms and the rest of the 25
minutes will be used for main interview. A total of 10 respondents’ including five males and five

female adults will take part in this study. The discussion will occur at a time and place that is
most convenient for us.

Risks/discomforts:

Risks of participating in this study are minimal. You will be participatng in a discusson that may
invoke past experiences about your status and stay in Uganda. There is no foreseeable risk of
harm or discomfort that will arise from your participation in this study because your protection,
rights and welfare will be rest assured. The only risk or discomfort will be the inconvenience in

terms of time spent during the discussion. If you feel uncomfortable at any time, you may ask to
be withdrawn from the discussion.

Benefits:

There are no direct benefits for paticipating in this study rather than the possibility of gaining
greater understanding of dual citizenship among refugees living in the settlement.
Conlfidentiality:

Every effort will be made to maintain the privacy of your data. To protect confidentiality, no
personality identifying information will be used. The results may be used in reports and
presentations but your name will not be used. To reduce the concerns of confidentiality, you will
be assigned a code and none of your information will be kept in your name. All electronic files
of observation notes, interview transcripts and audio files will be kept in physically secured
locations by using password protected files. Information obtained will only be accessible by the
research team and confidential information will only be accessed by the principal investigator.
Alternatives:

You do not have to participate in this study if you are not interested. You will not lose any
benefit in case of no participation. Therefore, you have a right to withdraw your participation
from the study or not answer any questions addressed to you.

Time Compensation:

The researcher will meet all the cost during the research process and every respondent
participating in this study will be appreciated with a token of Ugx20000 after completion of the

interview and all expenses will be met by the investigator.

Questions: GULU UNIVERSITY

RESEARCH ETHICS co
APPROVED UNIWII,TTEE

* 150U 202«

FACULTY oF MEDICINE
P. O. Box 166, Gulu
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If you have any questions related to the study as a research participant, you can contact the

principal investigator, Achiro Flavia on telephone number 0778009213 or via email on

flaviarafel39@gmail.com

Statement of voluntariness:

Participation in the research study is voluntary and you may join on your own free will. You
have a right to withdraw from the study at any time without penalty.

If you have any issues pertaining to your rights and participation in the study, please contact the
Chairperson, Gulu University Research Ethics Committee, Dr. Gerald Obai Tel: No.,
0772305621; email: lekobai@yahoo.com/lekobai@gmail.com; or the Uganda National Council
for Science and Technology, on plot 6 Kimera road, Ntinda, Kampala on Tel 0414705500.

Statement of consent
has described to me what is going to be done, the risks,

the benefits involved and my rights as a participant in this study. I understand that my decision to

participate in this study will not affect me in any way. In the use of this information, my identity

will be concealed. I am aware that I may withdraw at any time. [ understand that by signing this

form, 1 do not waive any of my legal rights but merely indicate that I have been informed about

the research study in which I am voluntarily agreeing to participate. A copy of this form will be

provided to me.

DTt TR T TR PPPPPRRSPPPPPRRLLLELELE
Date ...ooenneveenes

NEIC. v essseesssssenaesanppmsssessaossreees Signature/thumbprint OF WILNESS. .+ ceevvnreerrnnneeereennneeees
Date.....ovvreesrens

NAME. . cnrevvrmnnrenemnsmnnmmnnnsnseseess Signature of EEIVIBWET v vvvveeesesmeseesssismssnnesesnees
Date....ooveeeees GULU UNIVERSITY

RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APPROVED UNTIL

* 15Ut 202 *

FACULTY OF MEDICINE
P. 0. Box 166, Gulu
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INFORMED CONSENT FORM FOR FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS (V.2)

Title of the study: Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese Refugees’ in Northern
Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District.

Investigator(s): Achiro Flavia
Institution(s): Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies, Gulu University.
Introduction
My name is Achiro Flavia, a student at the Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies, Gulu University
pursuing a Masters degree in Conflict Transformation Studies. I am currently conducting a study on dual
citizenship status among refugees living in Palabek settlement. You have been selected for this
study on purpose because you are in position to provide vital information. When you have
decided and agreed to participate in the study, you will be asked to sign a consent form, a copy
of which will be given to you.
A brief description of the sponsors of the research project
Purpose: The study seeks to explore dual citizenship status and perceptions among South Sudanese
refugees living in Palabek settlement. The findings of this study will help to provide insights on refugees’
status of dual citizenship to Civil Society Organizations advocating for refugees’ rights to easily access
dual citizenship.
Procedures:
During the conduction of the focus group discussion, the following steps shall be employed to ensure its
effectiveness.
> Introduction by the researcher and giving brief information about the study topic and its purpose.
» Clarifying the purpose for the focus group discussion/adhering to the consent forms
> Drafting the key questions that are embedded in the focus group discussion guide
>

Develop the various protocols. This includes the moderators guide or the terms of reference for

the moderators.
Recruit participants. Both homogeneous and heterogeneous groups will be considered.

v

Conduction of the focus group discussion
» Debrief. Here the researcher will have exchange insights from the focus group session. These can

v

be impressions, conclusions among others.
» Analysing the data. The qualitative data generated form the focus group discussion should be

analysed to spot emerging themes and trends.
» Presentation of findings. The researcher will report findings in a way that is meaningful and

useful to key stakeholder& UL U UNIVERSITY

RESEARCH ETHICS ¢
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Who will participate in the study?

abl i x i i i
b S . e £ e o S i
including 10 males & 10 females® adults. Each groupg\:ill copa'mmpams ead? ‘brmgmg g
females) and each focus group discussion will last for approxi ‘:S:St o 1'0 pammpan'ts (5 ma']es i
for introduction, procedures of conducting the FGD an:ii 'lma g mmmes’ b
gning of the consent forms, 60 minutes will be
used for the main discussion and the remaining 15 minutes will be used for brief interaction on their
impressions and later closure. The discussion will occur at a time and place that is most convenient for us.
Risks/discomforts:
Risks of participating in this study are minimal. You will be participatng in a discusson that may invoke
past experiences about your status and stay in Uganda. There is no foreseeable risk of harm or discomfort

that will arise from your participation in this study because your protection, rights and welfare will

be rest assured. The only risk or discomfort will be the inconvenience in terms of time spent during the
discussion. If you feel uncomfortable at any time, you may ask to be withdrawn from the discussion.

Benefits:
There are no direct benefits for paticipating in this study rather than the possibility of gaining greater

understanding of dual citizenship among refugees living in the settlement.

Confidentiality:
Every effort will be made to maintain the privacy of your data. To protect confidentiality, no personality

identifying information will be used. The results may be used in reports and presentations but your name
will not be used. To reduce the concerns of confidentiality, you will be assigned a code and none of your
information will be kept in your name. All electronic files of observation notes, interview transcripts and
audio files will be kept in physically secured locations by using password protected files. Information

obtained will only be accessible by the research team and confidential information will only be accessed

by the principal investigator.
Alternatives:

You do not have to participate in this
of no participation. Therefore, you have a right to wi

study if you are not interested. You will not lose any benefit in case

thdraw your participation from the study or not

answer any questions addressed to you.

Time Compensation:
pating in this study will be appreciated with a token of Ugx10000 after

i i i nses-will-be-met by the investigator.
completion of the discussion aj ngLljyeL ses il e mer o
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It }’.Ou have any issues pertaining to your rights and participation in the study, please contact the
Chaxrperson, Gulu University Research Ethics Committee, Dr. Gerald Obai Tel: No., 0772305621; email:
lekobai@yahoo.com/lekobai@gmail.com; or the Uganda National Council for Science and Technology,
on plot 6 Kimera road, Ntinda, Kampala on Tel 0414705500,

Statement of consent
+ereenennen. s described to me what is going to be done, the risks, the

benefits involved and my rights as a participant in this study. I understand that my decision to participate
in this study will not affect me in any way. In the use of this information, my identity will be concealed. |
am aware that I may withdraw at any time. [ understand that by signing this form, I do not waive any of

my legal rights but merely indicate that I have been informed about the research study in which I am

voluntarily agreeing to participate.

7
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KARATAC MANYURU NII AYEE MEE BEDO EE KACHOKE PAA DUL WENG (V.2)

Wiiye maa d. i iti i .

: ye maa dong kit ma myero kitim kwede: Bedo kii anywali ariyo ikin luring ayela maa gii a kii 1
outh Sudanese ma kom bedi gii tye kabedo 1 Malo mee Uganda | Lamwo District.

Luyeny Koo lok: Achiro Flavia kii Okot Peterson.

Gang Kwan Madit: Institute of Peace and Strategic Studies, Gulu University.

Nyute

Nyinga Achiro Flavia, atye latin kwan I gang kwan Madit mer kilwongo nii Institute of Peace and

Strategic Studies, Gulu University mer atye ker kwan mer Malo mer Master’s degree I Conflict

Transformation Studies. Cawa nii dong atye ka timo yeny mee bedo kii anywali ariyo ikin luring ayela

maa gin kitye kabedo I Palabek settlement Kiyero inn pi yeny eni pien kii ngeyo nii itye kilok maa

in ibimiyo mano pire tek. Kaa dong imoko tam kii bene iye mee dyere mee bedo I kin dano ma

obi bedo I lok eni, kii bii penyo inn mee keto cingi I karatac mee yee nii inn iye mee bedo

Kwan eni onyo peny mee gii bii penyo inn

Lok angeya manok nok ikom purojek enini

Pingo atye katimo nee: Kwan enini tye kayenyo tam kii cung paa luring ayela ikom bedo kii anywali
ariyo I Palabek settlement. Ngo onyo lok maa kii bii nongo nodong Kwan enini otum obikonyo dul ma
gitiyo kii lwak onyo dul ma pe jenge ikom gamente me ngeyo ngo ma tye katime ikom lok ma lubu

ywali ariyo ikin luring ayela me weko yabo yoo ma gin giromo nongo anywali ariyo labong ayela mo

keken

Kit ma obuworo kede:
Maa noo watye ee kagure waa, citep ma ping enini omyero kii lub me weko Kwan enini tum labong aycla

mo
ikom lok kwan enini

» Nyute bii time kii bot Luyeny kii bene dong miyo lok angeya bot lwak
Ma pire tek.
Miyo lok Pingo kin coke/keto cingi ee karatac me yee bedo I Kwan.

Neno lapeny
0 tam mee aluba.

Yubu gaa ma pat. Enini neno lok me awaja ma tye I moderators guide onyo nen

Cyoyo lutedero maa gin gii obubedo I nywako tam. Dul kii dano ma pat pi bedo ayera.
Kacoke pi dul weng/ group p )
k ka dong nywake otum. Kany, nywako tam bii bedo tye ikin group kii layeng.
go tam kii bot group ma enn obe

i nofgo kiGhoL WalkNYRE
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do ked gee kii lok mee loro kachoke.
ii bot group kii bii neno tut
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Moderator bii non, o

» Neno lok matut ma kii
akalakala obed peke.
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» Nyutu lok ma anonga moo a kii I tedero. Moderator bii cyoyo report ikom lok anonga maa pire
tek maa diki maja bii konyo lutic onyo dul maa pat.

Angaa ma myero obed ee Kacoke enini
Kiyero inn mee bedo ee Kacoke enini kii tien lok bene dok tye nii iromo miyo lok angeya maber bene dok
maa pire tek ikom bedo kii anywali ariyo. Peny enini bii bedo piwang cawa acel kii dacika pierariyo bene
dok obibedo kii dano pierariyo Mon apaa kii coo apaa maa gii ludire. Kacoke enini bibedo I kabedo kii
cawa mano tye maber bot wan weng.
Raache:
Raache mee bedo i layeng enini nok madaa, Kacoke enini bi kelo onyo kelo lok angeya machon ibedo nii
I Uganda. Raache onyo awano moo peke pien gwoko twero kii ber bedo weng tye maa ber. Ayela bii
bedo gwok ilok kom cawa mano lok tye kaciro anyim Kaa pee iwinyo maber ilok kom cawa, iromo peny
nee mee a kii kachoke enini
Kony:
Kony mee tic enini peke ento nongo lok kii niang maa pire tek ikom bedo kii anywali ariyo ikin luring
ayela maa gii tye kabedo i camp.
Mung:
Tute bii bedo tye mee neno nii mung kibii gwoko, Mee gwoko mung, lok ikom ngato moo keken pee
kibii nyuru bene dok pee kibitiyo kede. Adwoki nee kibitiyo kede mee cyoyo report kii nyutu bot dul
Madit bene nyii pe kibitiyo kede. Mee gwoko mung, kibimini code bene dok lok moo keken pee kibii
gwoko I nyingi Lok weng maa pire tek kibii gwoko nee ee computer maa noo layeng bii tiyo kii lagwok
me yabo nee. Lok weng maa noo kinongo kii field, layenya keken ena yee obibedo layape kede bene lok

maa pire tek, layenya Madit enn aye obibedo noo enn aye ngeyo.

Tam Mukene:
Kaa I nongo nii pee iromo dyere I ayenya yenya enini, iromo weko nee labong ayela yela Pee 1 bii

rwenyo Kony mo keken kaa pee ibedo I Kacoke enini Dong, itye kii twero moo keken mee a kii I Kacoke
enini onyo iromo kwero gamo lapeny maa noo kii penyo inn.

Cawa acula:

Ngat moo keken maa obibedo I lapeny enini, kibimiyo alip apaa Ugx (10000) ikom tyeko lok anywaka

bene dok gaa weng tye [ wii ngat matye ka yeny

Lapeny:
Kaa lapeny moo keken tye ikom lok anywaka enini calo laa dyere, iromo goyo cim bot ladit mee yeny,
Achiro Flavia Nama cim 0778009213 onyo I email flaviarafet39(@gmallramr STy
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Sitatement mee yee Paa Ann:

Kaa lok moo tye ikom twero nii kii dyer
University Research

e nii 1 iyeny enini, iromo 80yo cim bot Ladit wii kom, Gulu

Ethics Commiittee, Dr, Gerald Obai nama cim., 0772305621; email:

, Kampala I nama cim Tel 0414705500.

- Owaca ngoo ma atima, rache, kii bene ma tye iye kii twero
naa calo ladyere [ yeny enini Aniang bene dok amoko tama mee bedo ikin luu dyere I ayenya yenya enini

bene dok pe kelo lok marac ikom ann. Lok enini ma abitiyo kede, lok ikom ann pee kii bii nyutu bot ngat

moo keken. Aniang nii aromo a kij Kacoke enini labong ayela yela Aniang nii ka keto cinga pee kwanyo

twero naa ento bi nyuru nii ono kii waca lok ikom ayenya yenya enini maa ann aye mee dyere.
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INFORMED CONSENT FORM FOR FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSIONS (V.2)

Mokonat Al-malaf: Anwan ta drasa de ta tinin mwatna wa malomat ta lagin ta junob South Sudan fi
shamal Uganda: Hala ta mohafaza Lamwo.

Zul Ao Nas al ge hagigo: Achiro Flavia

Mahad/markaz: ta al salam wa Aldrasat Alistratigia jama Gulu

Tarif
Ism tai Achiro Flavia, taliba ao zul al ge agra fi mahad ta alsalam wa al-drasat al istratigia-jama ta Gulu.

Ge amalo magistir fi drasat to mashaklat al ge ahsal-hasi an age amalo drasat fi hajat tinin malomat ta
mwatna ta lagin al human ge isho fi moskar ta Palabek wa Kaman. Ita bikon tama aktiark fi al drasa de be
sabab ashanita fi mahal al ge wadi malomat al koiz. Wa lau ita Kaman shilo grar wa Kaman rudo fi
mosharka ta drasa de, bikon tama swalk wa ita mada fi malaf taki au fi waraga ta kitaba al wado ita.

Shari albasit an hajat ta mashro ta bahs de.

Tawdi: drasat de fi marifa ta tinin hajat malomat ta mwatna wa triga ta arifo hajat de fi hal ta lagin al ge
isho fi moskar ta Palabek natiga ta drasa de bi said fi tagdim almarifa ta bianat wa malomat al lagging al

human indom tinin mwatna le monazmat ta almogtama al madani al ge saido lagin, hogog de bikon sahil

fi triga ta dokhol ta tinin mwatna de.

Tawgihat:
Mosharka fi drasa de bikon iktiari au bidon mogabil wa kan ita rodo ge shilo zamn fogo ana bikon ma ita

be kibra tai ge wadi ita swalat. Wa mosharka taki fi drasat de bikon be shakil asasi fi natiga ta igabat ta

swalat al ge wadi ita betriga kois wa Kaman bidon kidib. Alswalat al ge wado ita de ge roa be afkar frdia

au kibrat ta tinin mwatna.

Mono al ge shariko fi al drasa?
Tama aktiark fi al drasa de be triga ta kalam alwadi wa misdagia ta tagdimk le lagna ta bahs de malomat

ta tinin mwatna. Wa fi nihaia ta swalat de ge jawibo bashmil 10 rigal was 10 noswan kobar al ge shariko

fi drasa de. Munakasha ta kalam de wa al swalat fi zaman wa makan al ge waniso gogo bidon tab wa be

sohola. Wa inaia fi al amal tama de.

Adm Irtiah:
Adm artiah ta mosharka de bikon basit wa mahdad. Wa tokon sharkta fi nigash al indo adad min kibrat ta

zaman le bianat au malomat taki wag wad taki fi Uganda. Mafi haja albatal bikon motwaka ge ahsal fi
drasa de au ge sibo zul ge hiso be adm raha au ge karbo bafis ta insan min kilal mosharka taw fi bahs au

amal de ashan himaia taki, hogog taki was aha alama taki fi raha. Fagat adam irtiah fi fatrat ta zamn al ita
shar be admraha fi iye zamn momkin ge aslo ita

GULU UNIVERSITY
dRESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APPROVED UNTIL
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Manafi:

Mafi manafi al mabashir al ge wado itafi mosharka taki fi drasa de bidon alamal al it age amalo de wa
Kaman ita bikon indak faham aw marifa kabira ta tinin mwatna kilal ita lagi fi al moskar fi hal ita timo
monakasha de ge wado ita shokor basit le al mosharkin fi hal ikmal alnikash wa ge wado ita shokor tami
ta mosharaka taki wa tawn taki fi drasa de.

Alwosoqgia:

Iye amal gawi bikon indo widoh monfarid ta bianat taki wa bikon fi siqa fi alhimaia wo Kaman mafi
malomat marfa ta zul bitim istigdamo. Alnatig momkin bitim istigdamo fi tagarir watagdimat lakin isma
taki m bistagtamo. Letaglil adam alsiqa takon wakata fi ramz siri wa malomat taki at maraf bikontama
hirzo fi ism taki, kola almalafat al electronia al indo mozakirat al ge shofa, al malomat al katibo ta
alsswalat wa almafat al indo tasjil bikon tama hirzo fi mahal de. Almolomat de bitlagi be wastata lagna ta
amal de wa almalomat al mosaqa bitim aldokol le mahal taw be wasta ta zul al hagago. >
Al iktiara:

Ma bitim mosharaka taki fi drasa de kan ita indak adm ahar wa Kaman ma bafgid manfa fi hal adm
mosharka taki wa bikon indak hag kan ita sibo mosharaka taki min drasa de au ma jawbta swalat alkatibo
le ita.

Saha Algrosh:

Iye zul al ge jawib fi mosharka ta drasa de ge wado Ugx10000 kan timo monakash de wa kola
almojawibin altama mogablatom be alzul alge hagigo.

Swalat:
Kan ita indo swalat fi hajat al indo alaka be bahs al mosharik fi drasa de momkin tafasil be zul al ge

hagigo Achiro Flavia na telephone number 0778009213 au via email na flaviarafel39@gmail.com

Wagai Almotatawin:
Almosharaka fi drasa tabahs de iktiari wo momkin takon tabata be horia tama wa ita bikon indak hag fi

almogadara min drasa de fi iye zamn bidon egab.
Kan fi mwadi titarad ma hogog taki wa mosharka taki fi drasa de mim fadlak itasil be alzul almasul, Jama

Gulu lagna ta bahs ethcs Dr. Gerald Obai Tel: No., 0772305621; email:
lekobai@yahoo.com/lekobai@gmail.com; au almajlis al gomi ta alelum wa altiknologia fi alhara 6
Kimera road, Ntinda, Kampala na Tel 0414705500.

Wagai ta mojawib )

 Anb gelnfbam g &
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AL s Al Imda/Basmata mosharik................... .
Tarik ..............

AL coihiterinih s eossermesii Al Imda/ Basmata shahid............................
Tarik................

Allsm...iiii Al-Imdata/mogagig..................ccocvverrcverein,
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Focus group discussions guide for participants (Refugees) in Palabek Refugee Settlement
v.2)

My name is Achiro Flavia, a student of Gulu University from the Institute of Peace and Strategic
Studies pursuing a Masters in Conflict Transformation Studies. I am currently carrying out a
research on “Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese Refugees’ in Northern
Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District”. 1, therefore kindly request for your contribution
towards this study and I would like to assure you that all information given will be treated with
confidentiality.

What comes into your mind when you hear about dual citizenship/do you have any knowledge

about dual citizenship? And perhaps the different procedures of acquiring it.

Dual citizenship seems to be a new concept for most refugees living in settlements. What is the
level of dual citizenship awareness among the refugees living in the settlement? In other words,
is the concept of dual citizenship known by the refugees? And are there any programs in the

settlement embarking on dual citizenship services for refugees?

Many refugees living in Uganda have the desire to attain dual citizenship for different reasons.
According to you, what are some of the driving forces that make you have quest in acquiring

dual citizenship while still living in Uganda?

There have been a lot of misconceptions surrounding dual citizenship. Others say it is good and
others say it is bad, what is your perception against this notion and what are some of your

fears/factors preventing you from attaining dual citizenship?

Many refugees living in Uganda have always urged that it is very difficult for them to acquire
dual citizenship in the host country. Do you think the government and other stakeholders are
doing enough to ensure that refugees get the right to be granted dual citizenship? And what

interventions can you suggest to be put in place to ensure increased awareness and easy

acquisition of dual citizenship amongst refugees living in Palabek settlement?

e and co-operation!
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Interview Guide for participants (Refugees) living in Palabek Refugee Settlement (V.2)

My name is Achiro Flavia, a student of Gulu University from the Institute of Peace and

Strategic Studies pursuing a Masters in Conflict Transformation Studies. I am currently

carrying out a research on «Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese

Refugees’ in Northern Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District” 1 therefore, kindly request

for your contribution towards this study and I would like to assure you that all information

given will be treated with maximum confidentiality.

1. What is your age bracket?

(a) 15-25 yrs.

(b) 26-59 yrs.

(c) 60yrs and above.

2. What is your Gender?
(a) Male

(b) Female

(c) Other

3. What is your marital status?

(a) Married

(b) Single

(c) Divorced

(d) Co-habiting

GULU UNIVERSITY
RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APPROVED UNTIL
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4. What is your nationality?

(a) South Sudanese

(b) Congolese

(c) Burundian

(d) Ugandan

(e) Other

5. For how long have you stayed in Uganda?

(a) 1-Syrs.

(b) 6-10yrs.

(c) 10-15yrs.

(d) 15-20yrs.

(e) 20yrs and above.

about dual citizenship as an individual?

6. Do you have any knowledge
fferent procedures of acquiring dual citizenship alongside the

7. Do you have knowledge on the di
se laws favourable to refugees?

existing laws governing it? And are the:
mong refugees? In other words, do the refugees have

8. What is the level of citizenship awareness a

an idea on the concept of dual citizenship?
y refugees’ living in the settlement?

Are dual citizenship services available and accessible b

ny-relative-fiiend or organisation to acquire dual citizenship?
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11. Are there any pro i
grams in the set
tlement advocati
ocating for dual citizenshi i
ip services for refugees?

12. What are some
of the re;
13. Different Ao asons/factors that make you have quest for dual citizenship?
i ave diff i i
e ferent beliefs about dual citizenship, what is your perception on this?
e cha :
llenges that refugees face while attempting to acquire dual citizenship?

15. As an indivi
: idual, what ¢
i e ’ an you suggest so that refugees living in the settlement can have access
0 dual citizenship services?

Thank you very much for your cooperation!
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Interview Guide for participants (Key Informants) living and working in Palabek Refugee
Settlement (V.2)

My name is Achiro Flavia, a student of Gulu University from the Institute of Peace and

Strategic Studies pursuing a Masters in Conflict Transformation Studies. 1 am currently

carrying out a research on “Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese

Refugees’ in Northern Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District” I therefore, kindly request
for your contribution towards this study and 1 would like to assure you that all information
given will be treated with maximum confidentiality.

1. What is your age bracket?

(a) 15-25 yrs.

(b) 26-59 yrs.

(c) 60yrs and above.

2. What is your Gender?

(a) Male

(b) Female

(¢) Other

3. What is your marital status?

(a) Married

(b) Single

(c) Divorced l

[ GULU UNIVERSITY

(d) Co-habiting RESEAHCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APIPROVED UNTIL

* 15Ul B«

FACULTY OF MEDICINE
P. O. Box 166, Gulu





image72.jpeg
4. What is your nationality?

(a) South Sudanese

(b) Congolese

(c) Burundian

(d) Ugandan

(e) Other

5. For how long have you stayed in Uganda? This applies to only refugee leaders.

(a) 1-5yrs

(b) 6-10yrs.

(c) 10-15yrs.

(d) 15-20yrs.

(e) 20yrs and above.

6. What is your role as a leader in the community?

7. What is the level of dual citizenship awareness amongst refugees’ living in the settlement? In
other words, is it known by the refugees living in the settlement?

8. Are dual citizenship services available to refugees’ living in the settlement?

9. Are there any programs in the settlement embarking on dual citizenship services for refugees?

10. Are dual citizenship services accessible by refugees living in the settlement? If yes, where can

they access it from?
11. As a leader, have you ever encountered refugees’ advocating for dual citizenship in the

settlement or durifig communjtymestingsandrdia gues? If yes, what are some of their reasons?
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12. As a leader, do you agree that refugees be granted dual citizenship especially those who have
met the requirements.

13. Some people say dual citizenship promotes transnationalism, others say, it promotes treason.
What is your perception on this?

14. As a leader, do you agree that granting dual citizenship to refugees can help to promote peaceful

c-existance with the host community?

Thank you very much for your cooperation!

GULU UNIVERSITY
RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APPROVED UNTIL

* 15 JUN20% %

FACULTY OF MEDICINE
P. 0. Box 166, Galu





image74.jpeg
GULU

P.O. Box 166, Gulu (U)
Website:
Emali: gure:

+256 471 432 913
+256 772 305 621
+256 776 812 147

u.ac.u;

RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE

15/06/2023

To: Flavia Achiro
nd Strategic Studies, Gulu University

Institute of Peace
0778009213

Type: Initial Review
Dual Citizenship and Refugee Status of South Sudanese Refugees' in Northern

Re: GUREC-2023-628:
Uganda: The Case of Lamwo District.
T'am pleased to inform you that at the 103rd convencd meeting on 15/06/2023, the Gulu University REC mecting

voted to approve the above referenced application.
Approval of the research is for the period of 15/06/2023 to 15/06/2024.

As Principal Investigator of the research, you are responsible for fulfilling the following requirements of approval:

1. All co-investigators must be kept informed of the status of the research.
2. Changes, amendments, and addenda to the protocol or the consent form must be submitted to the REC for re-

review and approval prior to the activation of the chang;
3. Reports of unanticipated problems involving risks to participants or any new information which could
change the risk benefit: ratio must be submitted to the REC.
Only approved consent forms are to be used in the enrollment of participants. All consent forms signed by
participants and/or witnesses should be retained on file. The REC may conduct audits of all study records,

and consent documentation may be part of such audits.
Continuing review application must be submitted to the REC eight wecks prior 1o the expiration date of
15/06/2024 in order to continue the study beyond the approved period. Failure to submit a continuing

review application in a timely fashion may result in suspension or termination of the study.
The REC application number assigned to the rescarch should be cited in any correspondence with the REC

of record.

7. You are required to register the research protocol with the Uganda National Council for Science and
Technology (UNCST) for final clearance to undertake the study in Uganda.

The following is the list of all documents approved in this application by Gulu University REC:

GULU UNIVERSITY
RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE
APPROVED UNTIL

> - 154Ul 202 X

FACULTY OF MEDICINE
P. O. Box 166, Gulu
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No.  Document Title Langnage Version Number 'Version Date

| Audi recording template Lnglish 2.0 2023-10-05
2 COVID 19 Risk Management plan . English 2.0 2023-10-05
3 Data collection tools English 2.0 2023-10-05
4 Data colleetion tools English 2.0 | 2023-10-05
b Data collection tools English 2.0 2023-10-05
6 Informed Consent forms Acholi 2.0 2023-10-05
7 Informed Consent forms + Arabic 2.0 2023-10-05
N Informed Consent forms English 2.0 2023-10-05
9 Informed Consent forms Acholi 2.0 2023-10-05
10 Informed Consent forms Arabic 2.0 2023-10-05
11 Informed Consent forms English 2.0 2023-10-05
12 Protocol English 2.0 2023-10-05

GULU UNIVERSITY

RESEARCH ETHICS Cco,
APPROVED !IN’;II}'T-TEE

* 150N 04«

FACULTY oF MEDICINE
R 0. Box 166, Guly

Yours Sincerely

Dr. Gerald OBAI
For: Gulu Universi
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TEL +256 471 432945
FAX +256 471 432094/13
Email: ipss@gu.ac.ug
URL: www.gu.ac.ug

INSTITUTE OF PEACE AND STRATEGIC STUDIES

GULU

'P. O. Box 166
Gulu - Uganda

18t March 2023

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN
Dear Sir/Madam,
RE:  MS. ACHIRO FLAVIA

This is to infroduce Ms. Achiro Flavia Reg. 19/U/2592/MAC/PS, who is a student in
the Master of Arts in Conflict Transformation Studies, at the Institute of Peace

and Strategic Studies, Gulu University.

Ms. Achiro is currently making field visits, to identify possible research areas as
well as her respondents.

Her topic of research is: “DUAL CITIZENSHIP AND REFUGEE STATUS OF SOUTH
SUDANESE REFUGEE'S IN NORTHERN UGANDA: A CASE STUDY OF PALABEK
SETTLEMENT". :

We therefore, request that you accord her the necessary assistance that she
may need as she does her research, which is purely for academic purposes.

Thank you for your collaboration and assistance in this matter.

Yourgsincerely,

Dr. Stella Laloyo Apecu
AG. DIRECTOR, INSTITUTE OF PEACE AND STRATEGIC STUDIES

Mobile Number:  0772- 580668
Email: slaloyo@gmail.com/s.laloyo@gu.ac.ug
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