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CONTEXT

With the end of the conflict with the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant
(ISIL), protracted displacement has come to characterize the post-con-
flict environment in Irag. Around 1.17 million people remain internally
displaced, nearly all of whom fled their areas of origin more than five
years ago." In light of the above, it is essential to advance durable solutions
to displacement in Iraq through improving the living conditions that will
enable internally displaced persons (IDPs) to voluntarily take steps towards
return, local integration, or settlement in new locations. The Displacement
Index (D) is a tool designed to measure and monitor the living conditions
of IDPs. Data collection for DI Round 5 took place between October
and December 2022 across 18 governorates, 103 districts, and 2,662
locations of Irag. During this round, 35 fewer locations of displacement
were assessed as IDPs either returned to their areas of origin, or moved

to another locations of displacement.

Figure 1. Proportion of IDPs by category of severity
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METHODOLOGY

The Dl is based on 22 indicators across five domains: (1) livelihoods, (2)
housing, (3) infrastructure and services, (4) safety and security, and (5)
social inclusiveness. Factor analysis is used to examine the relationship
between these domains and their indicators and to capture both the
relevance of each indicator for a certain domain and the importance of
each domain for the overall index. In line with the previous studies, (1)
livelihoods and (2) housing are domains with the highest impact on the
overall living conditions of IDPs. Domains with the second highest impact
are (3) services and (4) security, followed by (5) social inclusiveness. The
scores of each domain and overall index are grouped into three categories:
low, medium, and high severity of living conditions. For more information

on the methodology , please refer to the last page of this report.
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Figure 2. Displacement Index domains and indicators
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is available from: https://ira 1.iom.int/MasterList

IOM DTM Master List round 128, found that 97% of IDPs are protracted displacement (more than three year) and 92% have been displaced for more than 5 years. More information


https://iraqdtm.iom.int/MasterList
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OVERALL SEVERITY

* Outof the 2,662 locations assessed in Round 5, 104 locations present * Adecrease of 4,782 IDPs living in severe conditions has been observed

severe conditions. These locations host five per cent of the IDP
population, or 53,826 individuals. A further 548 locations are classified
as medium severity and host 28 per cent of the IDP population
(270,276 individuals) and 2,010 locations show low severity conditions
with 67 per cent of the IDP population (655,524 individuals).

Figure 3: Proportion of IDPs by category of severity per rounds

since the previous round in July — September 2022, when 6 per cent of

the IDP population (58,608 individuals) were living in severe conditions.

e Anbar, Salah al-Din, and Ninewa are the governorates hosting the
highest number of IDPs living in severe conditions, with 17,778
individuals, 16,248 and 10,674 respectively.
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Map 1: IDP locations by category of severity
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Between Round 4 (July — September 2022) and Round 5 (October-
December 2022), the largest decrease in the number of IDPs in
severe condition was recorded in Salah al-Din (-4,236 individuals),
followed by Baghdad (-1,386).

The decrease in Salah al-Din was notably observed in Tikrit district,
due to the improvements of infrastructure and services domain,

across water sufficiency and electricity sufficiency indicators.

Table 1: Number of IDPs and locations per governorate by category of severity

The reduction in Baghdad was recorded across Mahmoudiya, Tarmia,
and Abu Ghraib districts, which was driven by the improvement in
the infrastructure and services domain, across water sufficiency and
electricity sufficiency indicators. In addition, the improvement in the
livelihood domain, mainly due to the improvement in the employment

and financial situation of IDP households.

Medium TOTAL

No. of IDPs No. of locations No. of IDPs No. of locations i No. of IDPs i No. of locations
- Anbar 11,544 436 0
..... Babylon 492 16,236 88
..... Baghdad 5652 26,490 W.M4O3
..... Basrah 540 5142 """'““186
..... Dahuk 21,654 137,556 """"‘“157
..... Diyala 18 19,284 43,884 """'““183
..... Erbil 84 25,356 218,766 """'““158
..... Kerbala 4,992 10,578 88
..... Kirkuk 516 44,940 92,610 80
" S o ........... .
..... Muthanna 36 42 798 47
;.‘Najaf ........... 510 1 7,194 7,704 ........... st
..... Ninewa 10,674 19 66,558 196,386 """"‘“274
;“Qadissiya ........... .................................. S o ........... L
“‘.‘Salah aDin 16,248 .............. 3 7 .............. 26,688 49,362 ........... 114
:.‘.‘Su‘aymamyah ............................................... e e ........... o
.... fhi-Qar : : 96 2,760 .
;N\/\/assit ........... 456 4,272
;NTotal 53,826 N 104 ‘V 270,276 979,626
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Figure 4: Proportion of IDPs per category of severity by governorate of displacement per rounds
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HOTSPOTS

Subdistricts are classified as ‘hotspots’ if they score highly in terms of overall

severity and have at least 1,000 IDPs residing in the subdistrict. Starting from

hotspots based on the highest number of IDP residents are Markaz Sinjar

in Ninewa, Markaz Tuz Khurmatu in Salah al-Din, and Al-Amirya in Anbar

this round, the list also includes subdistricts with medium overall severity governorate.
and high score at least on one of the five domains. By applying mentioned
methodological adjustment, more hotspots are identified in this round.
Eleven hotspots were identified across five governorates. The top three
Table 2: Hotspots of severity in Round 5
GOVERNORATE DISTRICT SUBDISTRICT NO. OF LOCATIONS NO. OF IDPS
Anbar Falluja Al-Amirya 21 15,636
Anbarrr i Fallujz; Markaz F;IIuja i 6 i i 1,704
Baghd;d ) Abu GHt;aib Markaz Aererhraib : ) 197 7 : ) 3,57767
Baghd;d Mahmo;J;jiya AI—Latirfrya i 9 i i 6,49787
Najarfr : Kufarlr Markaz AI;Kufa i 187 7 i 1,56;37
Najarfr i Najarfr AI—Hayd;riya i 7 i i 2,32727
Najarfr 7 Najarfr Markaz Ai-rNajaf i 227 7 291 0
Nine\;s;a - AI—Ba;e;j Markaz ALBa'aj i 9 i i 7,45787
Ninevrvra : Mostﬁ AI—Qayéra i 127 7 i 2,50787
Ninewa : Sinjar Markaz éirnjar ) 15 ) ) 1 8,4éé
Salah al;bin Markaz Tuz khurmatu ) 13 ) ) 15,83;;1

Tuz Khurmatu

Markaz Sinjar has 18,468 IDPs settled in the subdistrict living in15
locations.The most critical domain is safety and security, with all loca-
tions showing high concerns among IDPs on violence from or caused
by a tension among security forces or armed groups. In addition, two
thirds of assessed locations (10 locations) show high concerns among
IDP families on ISIL attacks.

Markaz Tuz Khurmatu has 15,834 IDPs settled in the subdistrict. Out
of the 13 assessed locations in the subdistrict, 6 locations show high
severity conditions, while 7 locations show medium severity condi-
tions. The most critical domain in the subdistrict is livelihood, due to
many of IDP households not having enough resources for food or

other basic needs, can't afford rent, and relying on aid/assistance. All

IOM IRAQ

assessed locations show high concerns among IDPs on ISIL attack
with frequent cases of discrimination or unfair treatment due to |IDP

status when it comes to political representation.

Al-Amirya has 15,636 IDPs settled in the subdistrict. Out of the
21 locations assessed, 19 show severe conditions. The most critical
domain is livelihood, with 18 locations showing severe conditions due
to many IDP households not having enough resources for food or
other basic needs and relying on aid/assistance. The second critical
domain is infrastructure and services, with legal services being unavail-
able in 12 locations. Thirdly, the housing domain shows high severity

due to a large number of IDPs living in critical shelters.
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Map 2: Hotspots of severity

<
Zakho

\ Dahuk '
Sumel
umel

Telafar Y wsmn
4 “ / Akre Choman
T\ . ¢ Tikaif I\ { \ 8
Markaz Sinjar O N N
N D) e - A8 \smq awa
\“ ( \ ArHamdaniya ~,
AN Siar |/ o ~ Erbil
1/ Al Qay U bl
in ayara 7 Koisnja
Ninewa Q \ q
g \ T~ \
) A\ Makhmur
/
Al-Baaj [ Hatra R 9
) Kirkuk
Al-Hawiga ! Daat
wga 2 Paaud g Chamcham:
/ Markaz Tuz, Ve
/ P
N\ ! Baiji {
) Raa SN
| - Y [T Tooz

Al-Din

/1
— 1 Al-Daur

AlKa'im | .
“ /
s i Haditha
T~ s Ana N\ /
- -
> \ Heet
_ . :
S~ Markaz AlFalsja  Abu Ghalb * S
' “Ramadi | .j ;T
Y- Fall, R ool
Y 1 Baghdad
\ . -
Anbar N Al Amirya Al Aazesn | Badra
o | J | J
| TN o~ ARG [
ferb | AMahawit § ‘;wasslt ~J
Al-Rutba ! 4
N .
Babylon\_ [ .
A T Hashimia QU JS
/ o / N A !
” Y J ~ /
Al Haydariya I‘ﬂ\grkaz Al Kufa p; Al-Hai \ /
-7 Amara

\
@ owena\

Qadissiya

/
/

Markaz Al Najaf

v

/
~—~ Hamza

Al-Rumaitha

Najaf

Najaf

Basrah ..
Al-Zubair \AlKhaseed
AY

Muthanna

Al-Salman

Number of IDPs in hotspots
@ 1566
@ 1567-7458

@ 7459- 18,468

Disclaimer: This map is for illustration
purposes only. Names and boundaries on
this map do not imply official endorsement
or acceptance by IOM.

n IOM IRAQ




DISPLACEMENT INDEX - FINDINGS: ROUND FIVE

METHODOLOGY

The Displacement Index (DI) is a tool designed to measure and
monitor the living conditions of IDPs. Data collection for the DI
takes place across 18 governorates, around 100 districts and 2,700
locations of displacement in Irag. The unit of the analysis is the loca-
tion, which can be a town, village or neighbourhood in a city. Data
is collected through IOM’s Rapid Assessment and Response Teams
(RARTs), composed of over 80 staff members deployed across Iraq
(20% of enumerators are female). IOM’s RARTs collect data through
structured interviews with key informants (Kls) using a large, well-es-
tablished network of over 2,000 Kls (5% are female) that includes

community leaders, mukhtars, local authorities and security forces.

The data of the Dl is collected through Kl interviews in each location
with IDPs. This methodology has the advantage of allowing extensive
coverage over a short period of time but relies on few individuals
conveying the views of a large and mixed community, which might lead
to limited representation for smaller groups with distinct character-
istics, anomalies in the data due to misinterpretation of the question
by the K, or discrepancies caused by a biased perception of the situ-

ation, particularly with regard to the domain of social inclusiveness.

The DI is based on 22 indicators across five domains: (1) liveli-
hoods, (2) housing, (3) infrastructure and services, (4) safety and
security, and (5) social inclusiveness. The indicators were selected

upon consultation with stakeholders, descriptive and exploratory

statistical analysis using DTM datasets, including Integrated Location
Assessments and Master Lists, and pilot rounds of data collection.
Confirmatory factor analysis was used to examine the relationship
between these observed indicators and their domains and to capture
both the relevance of each indicator for a certain domain and the
importance of each domain for the overall index. In line with the
previous studies, (1) livelihoods and (2) housing are domains with the
highest impact on the overall living conditions of IDPs. Domains with
the second highest impact are (3) services and (4) security, followed

by (5) social inclusiveness.

After Round 1 of the DI, collected between March-April 2021,
changes to the methodology were implemented to improve the
overall quality of the index. As a result, the findings for Round 1 are

not comparable to the subsequent rounds.

Starting in Round 5 (October—December 2022) adjustment of
weighting to each domain and indicator on subdistrict level is imple-
mented to take into account both the severity and number of IDPs
residing in the area. In addition, the list of hotspots also includes
subdistricts with medium overall severity and high score at least on

one of the five domains.

For more details on the overall approach, indicators, statistical model
and score calculation, please refer to the “Methodological Overview”
on the DTM website.
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DISCLAIMER

The opinions expressed in the report do not necessarily reflect the views of the International Organization for Migration (IOM). The designations employed
and the presentation of material throughout the report do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of IOM concerning the legal

status of any country, territory, city or area, or of its authorities, or concerning its frontiers or boundaries.

For more information, visit iragdtm.iom.int or contact the team at iragdtm@iom.int
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