IDP Situation Monitoring Initiative (ISMI): IDP Movements February 2017
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OVERALL FINDINGS: Coverage February 2017

30 JANUARY - 26 FEBRUARY 2017

2,387 locations across ISMI-covered governorates of northern ZE
Syria are reported to host displaced populations'. Of these, 1,183 ¢

are covered in ISMI weekly data collection cycles; between 30 @)7
January - 26 February 296 ISMI-covered locations experienced
inward or outward movement of IDPs2

NUMBERS AT A GLANCE

37,526 TOTAL IDP ARRIVALS?
22,613 TOTAL IDP DEPARTURES®

62 % of all recorded IDPs arrivals? were to Aleppo governorate.
55 % of all recorded IDP departures? from Aleppo govemorate.

57 % of all recorded IDP arrivals specifically to Azaz sub-district.

& % of all recorded all IDP destinations® were to Turkey.

Table 1: Recorded IDP arrivals to ISMI-covered communities, by governorate

IDP ARRIVALS

« Community coverage

Aleppo 23,107 * Azaz (19,088) Menbij (2,347) AlBab (3,214) Menbij (1,375)
Idleb 9,116 * Dana (3,059) Qourgeena (798) | Az-Zabdani (1,448) | Jebel Saman (1,225)
=
g Ar-Raqga | 3,057 * Ar-Ragqa (915) Suluk (714) Ar-Raqga (2,531) Jurneyyeh (137)
&
% Deir-ez-Zor | 1,044 * Basira (218) Sur (175) Deir-ez-Zor (483) Ar-Raqga (195)
o
Hama 892 * Madiq Castle (273) | Ziyara (160) Suran (200) Madiq Castle (194)
Homs 310 * Ar-Rastan (227) Homs (40) Ar-Rastan (90) Homs (78)

Table 2: Recorded IDP departures from ISMI-covered communities, by governorate °

IDP DEPARTURES

Aleppo | 12437 | - | Azaz(6899) Menbij (3,658) | Azaz (1,277) Arima (880)
W b | 3829 | < |Dana(3083) Salgin (285) Jarablus (958) Dana (698)
-
<t
g Ar-Ragqgqa | 3,798 * Ar-Raqga (2,468) | Ein Issa (800) Suluk (873) Ein Issa (569)
&
4| Hama 1,933 * Madiq Castle (673) | Suran (459) Muhradah (621) Hama (290)
3
Homs 466 * Ar-Rastan (277) Talbiseh (135) Talbiseh (83) Hama (78)
Deir-ez-Zor| 150 * Hajin (45) Kisreh (42) Khasham (42) Al Mayadin (32)

"Humanitarian Needs Overview Syria (HNO) 2017; 2Due to multiple displacement in some cases IDPs may have been recorded arriving/departing
to more than one ISMI-covered community; ® Calculated from total IDPs reported arriving/departing across all ISMI-covered communities; * A total of

2,882 IDPs were reported arriving in Aleppo from unknown sub-district of origin; ® Only destinations within Syria are reported

AL-HASAKEH

Sub-district coverage

Figure 1: Reported IDP arrivals by
governorate (%)
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Figure 2: Most common sub-districts
of origin of reported IDP arrivals (%)
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Figure 3: Reported IDP departures
by governorate (%)
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ALEPPO GOVE RNORATE Map 1: Major displacement into and out of A’zaz sub-district

Throughout February 2017, large scale- | {>
displacement into and out of ISMI-covered :
communities in Aleppo was recorded. Arrivals
in Aleppo constituted 62% of all arrivals®
(23,107) and 55% of all departures® (12,437)
during the reporting period.

AL-HASAKEH

NUMBERS AT A GLANCE
23,107 IDP ARRIVALS?

12,437 |DP DEPARTURES®

IDP direction of movement

62 % of all recorded IDP arrivals® were to I outward from A'zaz
communities in Aleppo. i i
55 % of all recorded IDP departures® Were | Y pispiacument o 00 0Ps)
from communities in Aleppo. i iernaland ouvar
49 9% of all recorded destinations of IDP Wajor displacement (>750 [DPs)
departures® were to communities in Aleppo. -
DISPLACEMENT IN A’ZAZ: Figure 4: Aleppo sub-districts receiving the largest IDP arrivals (# IDPs)

Across ISMI-covered communities in Aleppo, the vast majority of arrivals 19,088

were into Azaz sub-district (19,088). This figure constituted over

half of the recorded arrivals across all ISMI-covered communities®

throughout February. Most commonly, arrivals were recorded originating 2347 gog 347 205
from Al Bab (2,758) and Ar-Raqga sub-districts (1,069) (Map 1). In
addition, a total of 6,898 IDPs departed communities in A’zaz during
the reporting period, most commonly travelling to other communities in - Figure 5: Most common sub-districts of origin of IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
the sub-district (1,257), as well as to Jarablus (841) and Suran (756). AlBab 3214

DISPLACEMENT FROM EAST ALEPPO COUNTRYSIDE: Menbij

Ongoing conflict in and around Al Bab and Menbij sub-districts escalated Tadaf
in late February, resulting in widespread outward movement* (Map 2).
Overall, two major displacement patterns were observed; north/north-west
from Al-Bab, Tadaf and Dayr Hafir into Azaz (4,120), as well as northern Jebel Saman
parts of Al Bab sub-district. Additionally, IDPs were commonly recorded
moving east towards Menbij (551) and Arima. The second displacement
trend observed was IDPs moving within Menbij sub-district (1,313) or
travelling onwards to locations such as Arima (880), Ain al Arab (264) Menbij
and Ar-Ra’ee (198). In total, 6,764 of all recorded arrivals® originated

A'zaz Menbij Atareb  Jandairis Daret Azza

Ar-Raqga

Figure 6: Aleppo sub-districts with the highest IDP departures (# IDPs)

A'zaz 6,898

Zarbah
from the sub-districts of Al Bab, Al-Khafsa, A'rima, Dayr Hafir, Menbij e
and Tadaf, the majority of which had travelled to A’zaz (63%). As the Atareb
conflict intensifies, mass-displacement is expected to continue®. Afrin || 155

Map 2: Displacement from east Aleppo countryside For populations departing ISMI-covered

communities in Aleppo, reduced conflict in
areas of origin was the most commonly cited
reason for doing so. Newly arrived IDPs were
most commonly living in camps (10,896),
rented/owned housing (2,949) and individual

Menbij

tents (2,657).
IDP direction of movement
3‘;‘;}3"0‘:’;2’;"" outward Figure 7: Four intended destinations with highest
- Inward displacement IDP departures (# IDPS)
- Outward displacement A'zaz 1,277
Displacement type (>1300 IDPs)
Internal displacement Arima
Displacement direction Jebel Saman
Jarablus

®Calculated from total IDPs reported arriving/departing across all ISMI-covered communities
¢ At the time of writing the rapid intensification of conflict in eastern Aleppo governorate had resulted in the displacement of 26,000 people; OCHA Flash Update Eastern Countryside 2
of Aleppo Flash Update, 5 March 2017


http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/flash_update_eastern_aleppo_countryside_20170305.pdf
http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/flash_update_eastern_aleppo_countryside_20170305.pdf
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AR-RAQQA GOVERNORATE

During the reporting period, 3,057 IDPs were
recorded arriving to ISMI-covered communities
in Ar-Raqqa governorate, while 3,798
individuals faced secondary displacement
during the same period. Further, across all ISMI-
covered communities, 4,654 arrivals were recorded
originating from Ar-Raqqa governorate®, constituting
12% of total arrivals this month.

NUMBERS AT A GLANCE

3,798 |DP DEPARTURES?
3,057 IDP ARRIVALS?

17 % of all recorded IDP departures® were from
communities in Ar-Raqqa.

12 % of all recorded IDP arrivals® originated from
Ar-Raqga.

& % of all recorded IDP arrivals® were to
communities in Ar-Raqqa.

Figure 8: Ar-Raqqa sub-districts receiving the largest IDP
arrivals (# IDPs)
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HOMS GOVERNORATE

In comparison to other ISMI-covered governorates, displacement
in Homs remained limited during February with arrivals to the
governorate constituting just 1% of the total number of IDP arrivals
across ISMI-covered locations®. In total, 310 IDPs were recorded
arriving in Homs, while 466 IDPs experienced secondary
displacement out of ISMI-covered communities (Figures 11, 12).

Figure 11: Homs sub-districts receiving the largest IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
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Departing IDPs most commonly remained within the governorate
(43%), although 23% travelled to neighbouring Hama governorate.

Map 3: Displacement from Ar-Raqqa governorate
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As was the case last month, displacement within Ar-Raqqga remained localised; 90% of
arrivals originated from within the governorate itself, the vast majority of which
(83%) arrived specifically from Ar-Raqqa sub-district (Figure 9, Map 3). Limited
arrivals from communities in Deir-ez-Zor and Aleppo governorates were also recorded.
Similarly, IDPs leaving ISMI-covered communities largely travelled to areas within the
governorate, most commonly to Suluk (873) and Ein Issa (569) sub-districts (Map 3). Some
movement to Deir-ez-Zor (150), Aleppo (60) and Al-Hasakeh (23) governorates was also
reported.

The most common shelter types for newly arrived IDPs were hosted accommodation
(1,383) and rented/owned housing (546).

Figure 9: Four Ar-Raqqa sub-districts with the Figure 10: Four most common sub-districts of
highest IDP departures (# IDPs) origin of IDP arrivals (# IDPs)

Ar-Raqga 2,468 Ar-Raqga 2,531
Ein Issa 800 Jurneyyeh 137
Karama 517 Karama | 60
Suluk | 14 Mansura | 20
NUMBERS AT A GLANCE

A66 IDP DEPARTURES? 310 IDP ARRIVALS?

86 % of recorded arrivals were to Ar-Rastan sub-district.
2.3 % of recorded IDP departures travelled to Hama governorate
1 % of all recorded IDP arrivals® were to communities in Homs.

Figure 12: Three Homs sub-districts with the highest IDP departures (# IDPs)

Ar-Rastan 212
Taldu 132
Talbiseh 118

Figure 13: Most common sub-districts of origin of IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
Ar-Rastan 90
Homs 78

IDPs most commonly left due to escalations of conflict, as well as

due to their loss of assets.

For newly arrived IDPs, the most common shelter types were hosted
accommodation (166), followed by rented/owned housing (138).

Taldu 40
Talbiseh 28
Harbanifse 18

®Calculated from total IDPs reported arriving/departing across all ISMI-covered communities
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DEIR-EZ-ZOR GOVERNORATE

A total of 150 IDPs were recorded departing ISMI-covered
communities in February 2017, approximately half as many
as reported in January. IDP arrivals, on the other hand,
approximately doubled to 1,044 between January and
February; 46% of these arrivals were from Deir-ez-Zor sub-district,
while 21% each were from other parts of Deir-ez-Zor governorate
and Ar-Raqqa governorate.

The most common shelter types for newly arrived IDPs were
hosted accommodation (688) and rented/owned housing (306).

Figure 14: Deir-ez-Zor sub-districts receiving the largest IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
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Figure 16: Deir-ez-Zor sub-districts with the highest IDP departures (# IDPs)
Hajin 45
Kisreh 42
Ashara 35
Deir-ez-Zor 18

Tabni 10

HAMA GOVERNORATE

Displacement in Hama governorate increased between the
previous and the current reporting period, with continued
insecurity in northern parts of the governorate. In total, 892
IDPs were recorded arriving and 1,933 IDPs were reported
leaving ISMI-covered communities in Hama during February.
The number of arriving IDPs decreased by 25% from the figures
reported in January; however the number of IDP departures
increased by 68%.

Madiq Castle sub-district reported the highest numbers of
both IDP arrivals and departures, 31% and 35% respectively.
However, most of these arrivals were in the first three weeks of
the reporting period and most departures were in the last week,
suggesting an evolving security situation.

Newly arrived IDPs were most commonly living in rented/
owned housing (428) and hosted accommodation (317).

Departing populations most commonly travelled to
communities within Hama governorate (70%), while 20%
left to Idleb governorate. Escalation of conflict was the most
commonly cited reason for IDPs leaving communities.

Figure 17: Five Hama sub-districts receiving the largest IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
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NUMBERS AT A GLANCE

1,044 IDP ARRIVALS® 150 IDP DEPARTURES®

100 9% of recorded destinations for IDP departures from Deir-ez-
Zor governorate were within the governorate.

3 % of all recorded IDP arrivals® were to communities in Deir-ez-Zor.
1 % of all recorded IDP departures® were from Deir-ez-Zor.

Figure 15: Most common sub-districts of origin of IDP arrivals (# IDPs)

Deir-ez-Zor 483
Ar-Raqqa 195
Kisreh 120
Tabni 48
Shadadah 30

The majority of departing populations were recorded leaving Hajin and
Kisreh sub-districts (58%) during February (Figure 16). All recorded
destinations of departure were within Deir-ez-Zor governorate,
with just over half located within Khasham and Al Mayadin
sub-districts. Departing IDPs most commonly cited the safety and
security situation in the community compared to elsewhere, as well
as family reunification as the main reasons for leaving ISMI-covered
communities.

NUMBERS AT A GLANCE

1,933 IDP DEPARTURES® 892 IDP ARRIVALS?

74 9% of recorded IDP arrivals in Hama were from within the
governorate.

32 % of recorded IDP departure destinations were communities in
Muhradah sub-district.

9 % of all recorded IDP departures® were from communities in Hama.

Figure 18: Five Hama sub-districts with the highest IDP departures (# IDPs)
Madiq Castle 673
Suran 459
Muhradah 297
Kafr Zeita 214

Hamra 196

Figure 19: Five most common sub-districts of origin of IDP arrivals (# IDPs)
200
194
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Hama

Ein Elfiieh
Kafr Zeita

®Calculated from total IDPs reported arriving/departing across all ISMI-covered communities
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IDLEB GOVERNORATE Map 4: Major displacement in to and out of Dana sub-district
Overall, 9,116 IDPs were recorded arriving in  TURKEY

Idleb governorate between 30 January - 26 o
February 2017, 16% less than the number " ”‘r
recorded during January. This figure constituted LEPPO

24% of the total IDP arrivals across ISMI-covered
communities in February.

One third of the arriving IDPs travelled to Dana
sub-district in the north of the governorate (3,059
IDPs) (Figure 20). The most common sub-district of
origin for new IDP arrivals was Az-Zabdani in Rural
Damascus governorate.
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28 % of recorded IDP departures from Idleb For newly arrived IDPs, the most common shelter types were rented/owned housing
were to Aleppo governorate. (3,286) and hosted accommodation (2,043). Additionally, 846 arrivals were living in

29 9 of IDPs arriving in Idieb originated in unfinished buildings and a further 750 were staying in collective centres.

Rural Damascus and Aleppo governorates each. | In total, 3,829 IDPs were recorded departing Idleb governorate during the reporting period,
24 - 17% of the total IDP departures reported across ISMI-covered communities (Figure 22). Of

% of all recorded IDP arrivals® were to those departing, the vast majority (80%) left from communities in Dana sub-district.
communities in Idieb. Overall, the most common destinations for IDPs departing Idleb governorate were Aleppo
governorate (28%) and Idleb governorate (25%).

Figure 20: Idleb sub-districts receiving the largest Figure 21: Most common sub-districts of origin of IDP Figure 22: Idleb sub-districts with the highest IDP

IDP arrivals (# IDPs) arrivals (# IDPs) departures (# IDPs)
3,059
Az-Zabdani [ (448 Dana 3,083
Jebel Saman [ 4225 Salgin [ 285
798 792 690 689 Haritan [0 721 Maaret Tamsrin [ 224
EinElfjeh [0 564 Idleb || 100
Dana  Qourgeena Tl\/laargt Salgin Idleb Madiq Castle - 298 Sanjar | 86
amsrin

3Calculated from total IDPs reported arriving/departing across all ISMI-covered communities
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