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PROGRESS TOWARD DURABLE SOLUTION IN IRAQ

A pilot project in Ninewa Governorate



—— Methodology & Objectives

* What? measuring the progress towards durable
solutions.

* How?! HH survey with sample size and design allowing
for comparison between three groups and generalizing
the finding at the subdistrict level. A total of 8,042 HHs
interviewed.

.+ Why?

e To examine key obstacles and characteristics
impeding progress towards durable solutions
through comparison among IDPs, returnees and
the population who never left their location of
origin following the 2014 crisis.

* To define the proportion of the IDP and returnee
population that have overcome displacement- or
return-related vulnerabilities.
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IOM DISPLACEMENT TRACKING MATRIX

— What are the criteria to measure progress?

IASC FRAMEWORK

CRITERIA

SAFETY AND
SECURITY

*+ Feeling of safety

« Comfortable to get help from
authorities

* Freedom of movement

ADEQUATE
STANDARDS OF LIVING

L

+ Coping Strategy Index (< 19)
* House/apartment in good
conditions

* Access to improved sanitation
facility

+ Ability to access health care if
needed

-
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ACCESS TO
LIVELIHOOD

*» At least one employed HH
member (15-60 years old)

: \
» HoH has a stable source of income |

* Able to face unexpected
expensesof up to 440,000 IQD)

E%Egh’g'&NNgFAND ATA  ACCESS TO REMEDIES PERSONAL AND OTHER PARTICIPATION IN
' W%  AND JUSTICE DOCUMENTATION PUBLIC AFFAIRS
PROPERTY
* Have legally recognized * Did not report home destruction « OwnlID * All eligible members voted in 2021

documentation

* Not at risk of eviction

or entitlement to compensation

N

RESTORATION OF HLP
AND COMPENSATION

* Own birth certificates (children
born between 2014-2022)

PERSO
A

N
N

AL DOCUMENTATION
D PARTICIPATION
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—— How to measure progress?

* The living conditions of IDP and returnee households were compared to the living conditions of stayee
households across five criteria using an average value of ‘passed’ indicators

* The criteria where living conditions are relatively the same across all three groups are (1) safety and security as
well as (5) documentation and participation.

* The criteria where differences are the most prominent are (4) restoration of HLP and compensation.

* Overcoming vulnerabilities related to the (2) adequate standard of living is more challenging for IDPs than
returnees.

* Criterion (3) access to livelihood is problematic for all three groups.

Criteria Average IDPs Returnees |  Stayees Max
Safety and Security 2.94 2.95 297 3
Adequate Standard of Living 3.16 3.50 3.52 4
Access to Livelihoods 1.25 1.53 1.54 3
Restoration of HLP and Compensation 0.94 1.93 2.16 3
Personal Documentation and Participation 2.85 2.93 2.94 3
All five criteria 2.58 3.00 3.21 5
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How many HHs have are close to solutions?

* Households were then rated according to the number of ‘passed’ criteria. Those who met only one criterion, or none are
categorized as achieved ‘low progress’ (10% of IDPs and 3% of returnees), those who met two or three criteria — ‘medium
progress’ (/4% and 51%, respectively), and those who met four or all five criteria — ‘high progress’ (16% and 46%).

Number of criteria that are met

Medium progress High progress

#of households 408 3674 16757  139%0 6320 578 41698

| ;7‘_9 IDPs e — e o e e - - e §
| | | | ? | C15% 1% 100%

% of households 1% 9% 40% 34%

#of households 380 9734 68980 95582 108809 38924 322410

ﬂ? Returnees --------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------------ ................................................ ................................................ ________________________________________________ ________________________________________________ ________________________________________________ ______________________________________________
| | | | | | 3% 1% 100%

% of households 0% 3% 21% 30%
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* Even though returnees
significantly outperform IDPs,
the characteristics of the most
vulnerable households whose
progress was rated as ‘low’ are
quite similar.

* ‘Low progress’ categories have
larger portions of Yazidis
population, households where
HoH is female and dependency
ratio is high, i.e. prevalence of
children and elderly over
working-age members.

IDP HOUSEHOLDS

24%
12% .
11%
76%
88% I
89% I

28%
19% ——
22%

44%
38% I
30% I

47%
26%
16% IR

Sex of the HoH

Female

Male

HH dze

10+

Dependency ratio

200 or more

Ethno-rdigious group

Kurd Yazidi

—— What are the factors impeding progress?

RETURNEE HOUSEHOLDS

21%
B 00%
4%
79%
E——— 0%
I 36%

28%
BN 01%
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36%
I 30%
IS

49%
W 6%
2%

Low M Medium B High
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—— Lengthofdisplacementandreturn

* Instability prevents advancing
toward solutions.

* Households with multiple
displacements, failed attempts
to return and fewer years in
the same place more often
show low progress in
overcoming vulnerabilities.
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IDP HOUSEHOLDS

Number of displacements

42 I
44% = One
33%
58% I
56% I—

More than
67%

Attempted to return

22% I
24% Yes
48%

Years since arrival to
current location

- Il
7% <2 years
12%
39y, I
33% [I—— 2-5 years

46%

55% I
60% I
41%

5 years or more

RETURNEE HOUSEHOLDS

. 5 1%
A 62%
59%
I 10%
e 38%
41%

I 1%
M 5%

10%
I 70
I 35%

41%

I, G20
I 60%
49%

mHigh  mMedium Low



—— Housing situation

Instability is also shown in the
housing situation especially in
insecurity of tenure and fear of
eviction.

Fear of eviction is much more
common, although to a larger
extent among IDPs than
returnees

Formal rental agreement is very
rare in ‘low progress’ group
compared to the ‘medium’ and
‘high’.

Ownership of accommodation
is the main difference between
IDP and returnee households.

79%

IDP HOUSEHOLDS

61% NN
s0% NG

53%
29% N
s% [l
6%
23% [N
32
34%
30% N
21% [
4%
12% [
16%
3%
6% Il
23% [

Fear of eviction

Yes

Ownership/tenure agreement

Living for free

Formal rental agreement

Informal rental agreement or no agreement

Owned (no documents)

Owned (with legal documents)

mHigh ®mMedium = Low

RETURNEE HOUSEHOLDS

20%
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| iR

10%

N 2%
| 1%
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I o
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N s%
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63%
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I
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—— Housing situation

* Overall, the housing situation
is where you can see the IDP HOUSEHOLDS RETURNEE HOUSEHOLDS
biggest difference.

Shelter type
38% 24%
, se% NN House/Apt in good conditions e 4%
* The portion of IDP and o> I e
L : 18% 39%
returnee hOUS@hO|dS ||V|ﬂg In 12% -. House/Apt. damaged or destroyed I 13%
" - % ;
good conditions s I | 1
considerably smaller in the o D Formal carmp
‘| ) '
ow progress group than in 16% .
) p ig ‘g. ’p 13% [ Mud or block structure 1 27%
medium’ and ‘high’ 0% 0%
9%

1(:5/ I Tent/makeshift shelter

0% 1%

1% | Hotel/motel/short term rental o s«

0% 0%

> Other critical or collective shel %

% B ther critical or collective shelter B s«
0% 0%

mHigh  mMedium Low
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—— What is preferable solution?

* Most returnee households prefer to stay in their current location.

* Preferable solutions among IDP households vary across groups with different levels of progress indicating the correlation

between progress and severity of their vulnerabilities.

IDP HOUSEHOLDS RETURNEE HOUSEHOLDS
25%
Stay in the current location I 559 Stay in the current location
_________[(J
55%
Return to their place of origin N 31%
I 16%
9%
Go abroad M 7% Go abroad
7%
9%
Undecided W 3% Undecided
0%
Move to a third location in ¥ 2%
1 1% aHigh mMedum = Low Move to a third location in lrag
Iraq 1 1% |
May 2023
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— What did we find out? m

* Returnees tend to report living conditions that are pretty much aligned with stayees
in all domains, except for HLP and Compensation, and scored significantly higher
than IDPs in all domains.

* 16% of IDPs and 46% of returnees passed four or all five criteria — ‘high progress’
group.
* ‘Medium progress’ — those who met two or three criteria (74% and 51%,

respectively), ‘low progress’ — met only one criterion, or none (10% of IDPs and 3%
of returnees).

* Characteristics of the most vulnerable households whose progress was rated as ‘low’
are quite similar. Larger portions of Yazidis population, households where HoH is
female and the dependency ratio is high, i.e. prevalence of children and elderly over
working-age members.
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— What did we find out? m

Main barriers:

* The is a correlation between time spent in the same location as well as preferable
solutions and progress. Instability prevents advancing toward solutions or even
deciding on the preferable scenario.

* Lack of proper housing, documentation, and stable income are the main factors
impeding progress.

* Home destruction remains the most common reason for not having returned,
followed closely by the lack of livelihood opportunities at the origin.

* Access to livelihood is problematic for all three groups.
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PROGRESS TOWARD DURABLE SOLUTION IN IRAQ

A pilot project in Salah al-Din Governorate

DATA COLLECTION: MAY-JULY



For further information please do not hesitate

to get in touch: iragdtm@iom.int
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