COVID-19 Mobility Tracking Impact — Points of Entry Analysis @ DTM
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The outbreak of the COVID-19 virus has affected global and regional human mobility in the form of various travel disruptions and
restrictions. The total number of COVID-19 cases reached 3,612,805 in the South-Eastern Europe, Eastern Europe and Central Asia
region (SEEECA) as of 4 November 2020 according to the World Health Organization (WHO). To better understand how the
pandemic affects the mobility at the Points of Entry (PoEs), the International Organization for Migration (IOM) has developed an online
tool and database which tracks changed in mobility at PoEs (airports, land and blue border crossing points). This includes preparedness
and response measures to prevent, protect against, control and assist in line with the International Health Regulations (IHR). Among the
mobility changes tracked by IOM are: 1) Movement restrictions on entry and/or exit, 2) Changes in visa requirements, 3) Restrictions
applied to certain nationalities to disembark at this location, 4) Changes in identification documents needed to disembark, 5) Medical
measures in place such as Health Staffing/Medical Personnel, Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs), Risk communication and
community engagement (RCCE), Infection prevention and control (IPC) and Surveillance and Referral.

As of 27 October 2020, data was collected on 709 PoEs in 19 countries/territories/areas across South-Eastern Europe, Eastern Europe
and Central Asia. These locations include: 432 land border crossings points, 198 airports, and 79 blue border crossing points (including
sea, river and lake ports). This work is based on the information collected by IOM Country Offices in the region. This PoE brief analysis
provides an overview of the changes of impact on operational status and mobility restrictions over time, between April and October
2020. It is important to note that not all data on PoEs have been updated every month meaning that the trend displayed does not
necessarily represent the current situation of all PoEs. In April — May 602 PoEs were assessed, in June — July 625, in August 627, in
September 642, and in October a total of 709 PoEs were assessed.
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Overview of assessed international airports, land border crossing points and blue border crossing points in the SEEECA region
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Changes in operational status over time (April — October 2020)

The effect of COVID-19 on global mobility is presently in flux. As of 27 October 2020, while travel restrictions remain in place,
there have been changes in the number of travel restrictions worldwide being reflected in the operational status of the PoEs and
restriction measures in place at the assessed locations. The following information on PoEs such as their operational status is
collected according to the following classification: (1) closed for entry and exit, (2) closed for entry (3) closed for exit (4) open for
commercial traffic only (5) open only to returning nationals and residents (6) open for entry and exit (7) other and (8) unknown. All
types of measures were considered for airports, land and blue border crossing points.

In the region, the operational status of border crossing points is characterized by the implementation of several restriction measures
to curb the spread of COVID-19. Significant changes in operational status of the PoEs was observed between April and October.

Overall, over half (58%) of assessed PoEs were fully closed in April and May, respectively, while 40 per cent of them were fully
closed in June, 36 per cent in July, 34 per cent in August, 35 per cent in September, and 37 per cent in October. Furthermore, one
third (33%) of the assessed PoEs were partially operational in April, while the share of partially operational PoEs was 31 per cent in
May, 22 per cent in June, 23 per cent in July and August, respectively, 14 per cent in September, and 8 per cent in October. Finally,
in April, 8 per cent of the assessed PoEs were fully operational, while the share of fully operational PoEs among those assessed was
11 per cent in May, 35 per cent in June, 40 per cent in July, 41 per cent in August, 48 per cent in September, and 61 per cent in
October. This is an increase of 53 per cent of fully operational PoEs in October, when compared with April.

Monthly change in the operational status of all PoEs assessed between April and October 2020
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Operational status between April and October 2020
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Airports:' Less than half (38%) of the assessed international airports were fully closed in April, while the share of fully closed airports
among those assessed was 37 per cent in May, 30 per cent in June, 23 per cent in July, 11 per cent in August, 9 per cent in
September, and 37 per cent in October, marking a significant change. The number of fully closed international airports increased by
28 per cent in October when comparing with September, where only 9% of the assessed international airports were fully closed.
Furthermore, over half (59%) of assessed airports were partially operational in April and May respectively, while the share of partially
operational airports among those assessed was 17 per cent in June, 19 per cent in July and August, respectively, and 12 per cent in
September, and only 2 per cent in October. Increasing numbers of airports operating was observed in July, while increasing numbers
of airports closing was observed in October. Only two per cent of the assessed airports were fully operational in April, while the
share of fully operational airports among those assessed was 3 per cent in May, 51 per cent in June, 58 per cent in July, 64 per cent in
August, 70 per cent in September, and 59 per cent in October. The number of operational airports increased significantly by 68 per
cent between April (38%) and September (9%), while this number decreased significantly again in October to 37 per cent,
comparable to the month of May (37%).

Land border crossing points:2 Regarding assessed land border crossing points, 72 per cent of them were completely closed both in
April and May, while the share of fully closed land border crossing points among those assessed was 47 per cent in June, 44 per cent
in July and August, respectively, 46 per cent in September, and 28 per cent in October. Moreover, 16 per cent of the assessed land
border crossing points were partially operational in April, while the share of partially operational land border crossing points among
those assessed was 13 per cent in May, 15 per cent in June, 16 per cent in July and August, respectively, 15 per cent in September,
and 10 per cent in October. Twelve per cent of the assessed land border crossing points were fully operational in April, while the
share of fully operational land border crossing points was 15 per cent in May, 35 per cent in June, 40 per cent in July and August,
respectively, 38 per cent in September, and 58 per cent in October. The number of operational land border crossing points
increased by 46 per cent between April and October. An upward trend of the numbers of operational land border crossing points
were recorded between September and October, with an increase by 20 per cent more of land border crossing points reported to
be fully operational.

Blue border crossing points:3> Nineteen per cent of the blue border crossing points were completely closed in April and May,
respectively, while the share of fully closed blue border crossing points among those assessed was 18 per cent in June, July and
August, respectively, 16 per cent in September, while none of the assessed blue border crossing points were closed in October,
reportedly. At the same time, 81 per cent of the assessed blue border crossing points were partially operational in April and May,
respectively, while the share of partially operational blue border crossing points among those assessed was 66 per cent in June, July
and August, respectively, and 11 per cent in September and October. In April and May, none of the assessed blue border crossing
points were reported as being operational (75 out of 75 assessed points), while this number changed slightly in June, July and August,
respectively, where 13 per cent of the assessed blue border crossing points were reportedly operational, and changed more in
September and October when 68 and 84 per cent of the points were reported to be operational. A significant increase of
operational blue border crossing points was observed between August and October. The number of operational blue border crossing
points increased by 71 per cent, which can be explained by the downward trend in the numbers of partially operational blue border
points observed the same reporting period (see page 3, for further information).

1. 122 airports were assessed by April and May. The number of assessed airports increased from 122 to 130 by September 2020, and, increased further in October to 198, which is the total number of airports assessed so far.

2. By April and May a total of 405 land border crossing points were assessed. The number of assessed land border crossing points increased from 405 to 433 by August 2020, and decreased slightly in October, where 432 land border
crossing points were assessed.

3. By April and May a total of 75 blue border crossing points were assessed. The number of assessed blue border crossing points increased from 75 to 79 by June 2020 and remained stable since.
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Operational Status — Comparison: April — October 2020
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Operational Status breakdown by country/territory/area in the SEEECA region
Airports
April May June July August September October
Urbekistan (1) p— Usbektan (1) — Usbekistan () — Uzbelastan (1) — Urbelcstan (1) —— Uzbekcstan (1) Urbelostan (2) S S0%
Ukrae (20)  —— Ukraoe (26) Ukrane (26) S e — Ukrane (28) T 4% S Ukrane (26) | 1% Ukrane (27) 48 e -
Turkey (53) 1 9% Turkey (53) 28 98% Turkey (53) 24840 Mz Turkey (53) 2840 4% Turkey (53) g% 9a% Turkey (53) 20 96% Turkey (53) 100%
Fapiistan. aiastan. - wex ajlistan ] rapistan. ajlkistan I
Tepostn (1) ———— Tajhistan (4) —— Tepisan ) E— Tapcsun (4) Tapkisin 4) Tapesan () EEE—— Tapiasian 4 £
Sertia () — Serbia () Sertia (3) 100% Serbia () 100%. Serdla () 100% Serbia @) I % Serbia (3)
i o et — R o0 s Federon 1) 005 Russn Federaon (10 o0x - e s Feteracion 7)  ———
Republic of Moldowa (1) ) p 0} ) 100% Repusic of Meidova (1) 100% Republicaf Moldowa (1) — Republic of Moida (1) 100%
@ @ North Macedona (2)  IEEEESIOUES— North Macedona (2) 400% North Macedonia (2) 100% North Macedonia ) — North Macedon (2) 100%
Homanage @) e Momereg &) = Moot @) o0 Wonareto @) o0 Moterez 2) o0 o — Worterezs 2) st
Kyrpesan () E— Kyrgyzsaan () — Kyrgyzstan () E——— Kyrpyzstan (4)  —— rpvrstan () SO S0% e -~ Kyrgystan (4)  m— 0%
Kosovo (SCR 1244) (1)  — Kosovo (SCR 1244) (1) Kosovo (SCR 1244) (17 R Kosoro (SCR 1244) (1) | Kosavo (SCR 1244) (1] Kosova (SCR 1264) (1 Kosovo (SCR 1244) (1) 100%
Kazakhstan (2) - — Kezshstan (2) - — Kaakhstan () 00% Kazakistan (2) 00x Kazdtstan (2) 1o0% A _‘m Kazscstan (2) 100%
e () o e () o st som o ) oo e () oo = = (1) ot
Georgla (3) SN 7% Georgla (3) NN 7% Georgia (3) I 7% Georgia (3) N 7% eargia (3) I 7% o % Georga (3)
Bosnia and Herzegovina (1) 100% ‘Bosnia and Herzegovina (1) 100% Bosnia and Herzegovina (1) 100% Bosa and Herzegonina (1) 100% ‘Bosna and Herzegovina (1) 100% eorgla (3) zegoving (1) 100%
Belarus (1) 100 Belans (1) T00% Betarus (1 0% sarus (1) 00 Beans (1) 0% Bearus ) 1o0% Beans @ 00%
Azerbajan (4)  ESURE 0% PR e —— Azerballan (4) IS 50K Azerbafan (4) SR S0 Acerbaljan (4) S S04 Az:mmm:;; 100% Azecbalan (4) 100%
Armenta @) 100% Armenia () 100% Armenia Q) 100% Armenia @) 0% Armenia @) 100 mena 100% Armenia ) 100%
Ko 1) o Ko () o0z A 0% A 1) 0% A () 008 Ao () o0k Aana (1) 1o0x
o n o e oo s o 2w aon o 1o0x o an aon won o oo, o an wn wn uon o s e o e P ——
Land border crossing points
, ul
April May June July August September October
Usbekstan (1) 100% Ubelastan (1) 100% Usbskastan (1) 100% Usbelastan (1) 100%. Usbelastan (1) 100% Ukrame (159) 2 Turkey 22) 8%
Ukrane (159) S Ukrane (155) - 1 Ukrane (159) - S AR Ukraine (155) - EERN S40% Ukrane (159) - NSRS 43 Turker @2) - RN Tajkistan (25)
Turker 22) ——— e — Turkey 02) | M S ey (% [ — Pl — — Topstan (29) - Serbia (17) 100
Tapastan 09) Tapsan 29) Tajiistan 29) kisian (29) | ——— Tajiisan 29)  EE——
Serbia(17) s = Serbia (17) % o% Sertiait7) 8 o 12 (17) o% i Serbla 24) - g (B e o ) 100%
R .,,Mif:::”[:: :ﬁ Russian Federation (3) 100% Russan Federation (3) 100% Russian Federation (3) 100% Russlan Federation (3) 100% Russian Federation () 100% Republic of Moldova. (31) I 6%
Repubic of Moldov (31) IS Republic of Moldova (31) IS Repubitc of Maldora (1) - I S X Republic of Moldova (31) S 5% Reputic of Moldova (1) IEESN RepubicofMoldow (1) SN % North Macedonia (16) 100%
e North Mcsdors ) I "o (1) G—— North Macedons (16) @ North Micedania (16) % = North Macedona (16) 100% Montenegro (13)  IEENEB %
orth Macedora (16) - S Moncenegro (17)  EEENISERINN 6% Montenegro (13) IS 38%. 8% Montenegro (13)  [EBEEI38% 8% [
— onteneso 13 M Krpastan @2 -
Montenegro (13) SNSRI S4% MKMW ‘;:‘ I 5% stan (0 7% Kyrgyzstan 2) NS S0 S Kyrgyzstan (22) - IS S0 Kyrgesan (22) S xusm(syc':y:zu)m _—
Krgesan 22) EE— yarsan) NSNS ITE  Kosor (SR 1244) (7)) I Kosoro (SCR 1244)(7)" I — Kosovo (SCR 1244) (7)"
Rosovo (SCR 1244) (7) " I—  K0s0'0 (SCR 1244) (7)* I akhstan (19) 5% ™ Kazakhstan (19) 95% = Kazakhstan (19) = ) — — ) — =
Georga () 5 Geoga (4 NN 5% Geoga (4) NN o Groga e N 5% Georga(4) NI % Georga (1) NN 5% Georn () 5%
Bosnia and Herzegonna (42) NN 26% B05na and Herzegovna (42) 26%: Bosna ) s @) swm  Bosu “) % “) 4% Bosniaand Herzagovina (42) 100%
s (16 ] seurs 1 To0x seuns 1 o ars (6 ) sekrs 1 o0 nearis @) o searus 29 o0x
Azerbalan (13) @0 n% Azerbaljan (13) @ 2% Azerbatan (13) @B 2% Azerbaljan (13) @ 2% Azerbalan (13) g Azerbajan (12) @ % Azerbajan (12) @) 92%
Arments (4) 100% Armena (4) Armenia ) IEE— Armeniz (1) Armenia () p—— e g —————
Atara (6) 3% Albana (6) IS 3% Abana (6) 100% Albania (6) 100%. Abana () Abana (6)  A7% Albania (6) 7% By

0% WX 4% 0% B0% 100% 0%

Blue border crossing points

0% 4% 0% B0% 100%

0% 0% 4% 60X 80% 100% G &5 @ 8 B T ox 2% 4% e0x 0% 0%

% WE A% 6% % 100%

Jul August September
April May June b October
ey E— Ucrane (1) — Ucrne (14 S Ukraine (44, 3 L]
e Ulrune (1) — Ucrane (14— T 4 2 - Turey (44) 20 o8 Turkey (44) 100% Turkey (44) 100%
Turkey 2K 8% Turkey (44) 206 6% Turkey (1) 208 ) Serbla 3) 100% Serbia (3) 100% Serbia (3 00
e o S — sertia ) 1005
Serbiy 100x ertia @) ) 1 —— == Montenegro €) 100% Martenego (6) 1o0% Moncenegro (6) 100%
Montenegro 100% FEETE) 100% Kkt (1 | — Kazakhsten (3) - STOUKER Razakhsan (3) | Kazakhstan (3) - EETOOS— Kazalhstan (3) -
Geagn 100% Geergia (2) 100% = = Geam@ 1005 G @ 0% Georga 2) 100% Georga (3 00%
L — Aerballan (4) 100% ey = Azertn ¢4) 100% Azzrbalan (4) 100% Aertaan (4) 100% Azmroagan (4) 0%
Abans 1o0% Atoana 6) toox Abna () 100% Albana () 1008 Avana () 00% Abani 3) 100% Aana () 00%

0% % A% 0% X 0%

* References to Kosovo shall be understood to be in the context of United Nations Security Council resolution 1244 (1999).

Notes:

The totals in the pie charts are relative to the assessed Points of Entry each month

Under the category “Partially Operational” IOM includes “closed for entry, “closed for exit”, “open only to returning nationals and residents” and “open for commerecial traffic only”.
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Changes in mobility restrictions over time (April — October 2020)

Slight changes in mobility restrictions of the border crossing points were observed  Mopjlity Restrictions — Comparison: April —
between April and October. Mobility restrictions refer to restrictions of movements  October 2020 (%)
imposed both by entrance at PoEs and by exit through the PoEs, and medical measures.
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With regards to the blue border crossing points, in April and May 36 per cent of the 0%
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share was 35 per cent in June, 34 per cent and in July, August, September and October,
respectively. Moreover, both in April and May 33 per cent of the restrictions were
imposed on exiting through particular PoEs, while the share was 32 per cent in June, and
33 per cent in July, August, September and October, respectively. Only a slight increase
of imposed medical measures were observed in June and July when compared with April
and May: In April and May, respectively, 31 per cent of the restrictions were medical
measures imposed on particular PoEs, while the share of medical measures was 33 per
cent in June, July, August, September and October.

Overall, majority of imposed restrictions concern the entry through the PoEs (airports,
land and blue border crossing points in the SEEECA region), and to a lesser extent exit
through or medical restrictions imposed at those PoEs. The highest number of
restrictions to enter through the PoEs were recorded in April and May: 43 per cent at
the assessed airports, 41 per cent, 41 per cent at the assessed land border crossing
points, and 36 per cent at the assessed blue border crossing points. The lowest number
of restrictions to enter through the PoEs were recorded in August (status remained the
same in both September and October): 34 per cent at the assessed airports, 39 per cent
at the assessed land border crossing points, and 34 per cent at the assessed blue border
crossing points.

Mobility Restrictions — Comparison: April — October 2020
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