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Summary of analysis: 

Many families continue to come from Anbar Governorate where fighting first began 
earlier in the year.. The sweep of violence through many parts of north and central 
Iraq during July has led to a greater diversification among the rest of the IDP 
population, who originate primarily from Baghdad, Diyala and Salah Al Din, but also 
Babylon, Ninewa and Najaf. 
 
As security risks throughout these areas continue, Sulaymaniyah is seen as a safe 
and accessible safe haven from the violence. The most common pull factor towards 
Sulaymaniyah for IDP families assessed this month was the perception of high 
security levels, compared to the presence of immediate or extended family and/or 
tribal affiliations for IDP families assessed in June 2014.  
 
Fewer IDP families reported being in regular contact with people back in their area of 
origin, which could be a result of more people leaving and travelling together as whole 
family. This has important implications for humanitarian assistance as larger families 
and households require a greater amount of food, water and, other basic needs which 
may weigh heavily on the limited resources that they were able to gather before being 
forced out of their homes. 
 
A majority if IDP families continue to live in rented accommodation which is likely to 
have severe implications for finite economic resources that are available, primarily 
savings. Like the previous month, most IDP families in July 2014 were uncertain as to 
how long their economic resources would continue being sufficient to cover basic 
needs, with a slightly greater proportion than the previous month reporting that it 
would last less than a week.  
 

IDP FACTSHEET: SULAYMANIYAH 

GOVERNORATE 
 

IRAQ 
DATA COLLECTED: 03 – 24 JULY 2014   

 

Sulaymaniyah Governorate continues to be a common destination for Internally 
Displaced Persons (IDPs) from the governorates of Anbar, Diyala and Salah Al Din 
who have been forced to flee their homes as a direct result of the conflict occurring in 
their place of origin. Many IDPs come to Sulaymaniyah because it is perceived safer 
than other areas, or to join family.  
 
Between 3 and 24 July 2014, REACH 
Initiative teams were deployed across 
various areas in Sulaymaniyah 
Governorate that were reported to host a 
significant number of IDPs. In total, 550 
families (3,181 individuals) were 
assessed in Arbat Town, Chamchamal, 
Darbandikhan, Dokan  
Town, New Halabja, Sayid Sadiq,  
Sulaymaniyah City and Taslujah to  
determine their displacement  
trajectory, vulnerability, intentions and needs. This factsheet also draws out key 
comparisons with findings from similar assessment conducted during the previous 
month. 
 
It should be noted that different IDPs in different locations were assessed in June and 
July. Therefore, the comparison is useful to understand how IDP situations, needs and 
intentions have changed over time spent displaced, and not time spent in the area of 
origin before being displaced. 

 

 

 

https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/operations/iraq/document/reach-initiative-idp-factsheet-sulaymaniyah-governorate
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/operations/iraq/document/reach-initiative-idp-factsheet-sulaymaniyah-governorate
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DISPLACEMENT 

 
More than half of IDPs assessed though have come from Anbar Governorate, where 
there has been protracted fighting since the start of the year. Many cities throughout 
June and July 2014 were taken over by Armed Opposition Groups (AOGs) which 
forced families out of their homes to seek safety in Sulaymaniyah Governorate.  

 
CAUSES OF DISPLACEMENT 
 

Direct exposure to the conflict is the driver behind displacement to Sulaymaniyah 
Governorate, and out of IDP areas of origin in general.  
  

96% LEFT THEIR PLACE OF ORIGIN BECAUSE OF CONFLICT OCCURRING IN 

THEIR VILLAGE/NEIGHBOURHOOD OR DISTRICT 
 

IDP AREA OF ORIGIN 
 

Half of the IDPs assessed come from Anbar Governorate (51%), which was also the 
most common governorate of origin last month (33%). The second most governorate of 
origin was Diyala (17%), with the most common districts of origin the same as what 
was reported the previous month (Al Muqdadiya and Baquba). Most families from 
Salah Al Din (10% of total IDPs assessed) also continue to come from Tikrit and of the 
15% who came from Baghdad, a majority originates from Karkh.  
 

44% OF IDP FAMILIES ORIGINATE FROM THE DISTRICT OF 

FALLUJA, ANBAR GOVERNORATE 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OCCURRENCES AND LENGTH OF DISPLACEMENT 
 

87% OF IDP FAMILIES REPORTED THAT THEY ARRIVED DIRECTLY 

FROM THEIR AREA OF ORIGIN TO THEIR LOCATION IN SULAYMANIYAH GOVERNORATE  
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Mostly commonly, IDP families stayed elsewhere in Sulaymaniyah District (43%) or 
Kirkuk District (3%) before arriving in arriving in their location at the time of the 
assessment. This is a significant change from June 2014 when 89% of IDPs stopped 
elsewhere in Sulaymaniyah Governorate. The increase in traffic through Kirkuk District 
is likely to be an effect of the deflection from Khazir entry point as security tightened at 
the Erbil Governorate border throughout the month of July 2014.  
 
ENTRY POINTS USED 
 

53% OF IDP FAMILIES ENTERED SULAYMANIYAH GOVERNORATE THROUGH THE 

BANAMAQIN ENTRY POINT 
 
 34% used the Tasluja entry point. Only 8% reported having passed through the 
Khanaqin entry point, which was the most common crossing in the previous month 
(34%). 
 

DATE OF ARRIVAL INTO CURRENT LOCATION  
 

Unlike among the group of IDPs assessed in June 2014, when a clear majority of IDPs 
had arrived in their current location on 18 June, the trend of arrival among IDPs 
assessed in July 2014 is much more sporadic. This could be explained by events that 
occurred in Anbar and Salah Al Din governorates, as well as more widely, which led to 
panic or forced displacements. The peak date of arrival was 9 July and prior to June 
2014, the peak date of arrival was 5 May.  
 
Peak date of arrival into current location in Sulaymaniyah Governorate - June & July 2014 

 
 
 
 
 
 

REASONS FOR CHOOSING CURRENT LOCATION  
 

The principal pull factor towards Sulaymaniyah among IDPs assessed this month was 
the perception that there is a higher degree of security in the governorate than other 
areas. This differs from what has been reported in other governorates, and this pull fact 
was highest in Darbandikhan (81%) and lowest in Sulaymaniyah City (30%).In 
Sulaymaniyah City, the presence of immediate family members was among the highest 
reported across the locations assessed in Sulaymaniyah Governorate at 36%. This 
may be because of the high rental prices in the capital, and more stringent sponsorship 
requirements, which leads to those without specific family ties being less likely to move 
here. 
 

42% CAME TO SULAYMANIYAH GOVERNORATE BECAUSE THEY PERCEIVED THERE 

TO BE A HIGHER LEVEL OF SECURITY 

  
This is a change from the previous month, when the most commonly reported pull 
factor was the presence of extended family members and/or tribal affiliations (27% in 
June and 9% this month), and 22% reported perceiving a higher level of security in 
Sulaymaniyah.  
 
The influence of immediate family networks has remained high, rising from 22% to 
29%; and so has the availability of affordable housing (reported by 17% both months).  
 

FAMILY 
 
Much like the previous month, a majority of IDP families are moving together as a 
whole unit which reflects just how dangerous the situation has become in the principal 
governorates of origin. 
 

77% OF IDPS CAME AS WHOLE IMMEDIATE FAMILY 
 

Of the 23% with immediate family members still in their place of origin at the time of the 
assessment, the majority (61%) expected that those left behind would join them in their 
location.  
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Just half of the IDP families (52%) reported that they were still in regular contact with 
people in their area of origin, less reported than last month (76%). This could be an 
effect of continued displacement from Anbar Governorate and Salah Al Din 
governorates, making it more likely that family, friends and acquaintances have also 
left.  
 

INTENTIONS 

 

PLANNED STAY OR MOVEMENT  
 

Much like the previous month, a majority of IDPs assessed in July 2014 were planning 
to stay where they were for at least the 10-day period following the day of the 
assessment, while a significant proportion said they did not know (26%). The desire to 
stay was particularly strong in Chamchamal (91%) and lowest in Taslujah (5%) where a 
majority did not know where they would be in the next 10 days (76%, which was also 
the highest proportion among all areas assessed in the KRI). The highest proportion 
who reported intending to leave Iraq in the short-term were from Tikrit (19%).  
 

69% OF IDPS SAID THAT THEY PLANNED TO STAY IN THEIR 

CURRENT LOCATION AT THE TIME OF THE ASSESSMENT FOR THE 

FOLLOWING 10-DAY PERIOD 
 
There was greater uncertainty among IDP families assessed in July 2014 than the 
previous month regarding long-term plans in the KRI. This could be explained by the 
fact that a majority did not know how long their economic resources would be sufficient 
to cover basic needs. It could also be related to the fact that IDPs may follow the 
movement of other family members also living in the same area, which means they are 
uncertain about their own plans. 
 
No IDPs reported knowing if they would stay for more than one month, and only 3% 
reported being certain that they would stay at least one month. This again may be 
related to the struggle to meet current living costs without access to income-generating 
activities.  

90% WERE NOT SURE HOW LONG THEY WOULD STAY 

IN THE KRI BEYOND THE 10-DAY PERIOD 
 

PRIMARY REQUIREMENTS FOR RETURN TO PLACE OF ORIGIN 
 

Having been displaced from their homes by the conflict, a majority are unwilling to 
return until it has been permanently resolved. A greater proportion than those assessed 
last month cited that they would return if security was restored (13% compared to 2% 
previously), and of this group 68% were from Falluja District in Anbar Governorate. 
 

75% SAID THEY WOULD WAIT UNTIL THE END OF THE 

CONFLICT BEFORE RETURNING TO THEIR PLACE OF ORIGIN 

 

CURRENT SITUATION 
 

PRIMARY TYPES OF ACCOMMODATION 
 

75% OF IDP FAMILIES WERE LIVING IN RENTED ACCOMMODATION  
 
A majority of IDP families across the governorate were living in rented accommodation 
at the time of the assessment; though a variation in the primary type of location was 
also noted, similar to June.  
 
Sayid Sadiq was the only place where all IDPs reported staying in rented 
accommodation, whereas the lowest proportion to report this was in Darbandikhan 
(19%) where 81% were staying in collective shelters. In Chamchamal, 19% of IDPs 
reported staying in the open air, which was not reported in any other areas apart from 
marginally in Taslujah (5%) and the town of Arbat (2%). In fact, Sulaymaniyah was the 
only governorate where IDPs reported staying in the open air. This could be related to 
the lower proportion of IDPs with family links in the Sulaymaniyah than in other 
governorates. 
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Almost half of the IDP families in Dokan Town owned housing (48%), a product of the 
fact that the town is a popular holiday resort. This was also commonly reported in 
Taslujah (38%). Overall, 8% of families assessed in Sulaymaniyah said they owned 
accommodation. A significantly lower proportion of IDPs in Sulaymaniyah are staying in 
hotels or being hosted by a family compared to other governorates (each reported by 
only 2% of those assessed).  
 
The average weekly cost of a rented apartment was more than three times higher in 
Sulaymaniyah City than elsewhere (264,000 IQD, c. 227 USD) and significantly high in 
Dokan Town (94,130 IQD, c. 81 USD). The average weekly cost of a hotel room in 
Sulaymaniyah was 3.5 times the cost of a hotel room in Chamchamal. 
  

PRIMARY MEANS OF COVERING BASIC NEEDS 
 

Roughly half, about the same proportion as last month, reported relying solely on their 
savings to cover basic needs, which is a lower average than in other governorates. All 
IDP families in Sayid Sadiq reported depending on their savings to meet basic needs.  
 

54% USE THEIR OWN SAVINGS AS A MEANS OF SUPPORT 

 
The highest proportion of IDP families reporting that they have no economic support in 
the KRI was in Sulaymaniyah Governorate (22%), and especially high in Darbandikhan 
(76%). Reliance on charitable donations was higher in Arbat town (37%) compared to 
the governorate average of 17%. On average, 10% had access to employment, which 
was reported the highest in Tasluja, by one-third.  
 

SUSTAINABILITY OF ECONOMIC RESOURCES 

 
IDP families in Sulaymaniyah Governorate continue to be uncertain of how long their 
economic resources will be sufficient to cover their basic needs. A significantly greater 
proportion reported that they did not think they have sufficient economic resources for 
one week (26%, compared to 4% last month). This is likely to be related to the fact that 
many families are paying rent.  
 

 

Length of time IDP families report economic resources will continue to cover basic needs 

 
 
 
 
 
EXTERNAL ASSISTANCE 
 

50% OF IDPS REPORTED RECEIVING SOME KIND OF 

ASSISTANCE SINCE ARRIVING IN SULAYMANIYAH GOVERNORATE 

 
A greater proportion of IDPs assessed in July 2014 reported that they had access to 
external assistance since arriving in Sulaymaniyah compared to last month (19% in 
June). Much like Erbil Governorate, variations were noted regarding access to external 
assistance in various locations. Only 4% – 5% of IDP families in Sulaymaniyah City 
and Sayid Sadiq, 24% in Taslujah, and more than 55% in the other areas reported 
having access to external assistance. The highest proportion reporting access was 
Chamchamal (85%), similar to the previous month.  
 
The type of assistance commonly reported to have been received has changed since 
June 2014 when it was shelter improvement (70%) and food (30%). In July 2014, 45% 
of IDP families said they had received food assistance and 16% household items. Only 
1% had received health assistance, rental support, water or fuel, and no IDPs reported 
having received assistance related to shelter improvement or sanitation.  

 
PRIORITY NEEDS IN SULAYMANIYAH  GOVERNORATE 
 
First and second priority needs are the same as last month, food and household items 
respectively, with the proportion reporting households items slightly larger (40% 
compared to 27%). While a significant proportion of IDP families assessed already 
reported having access to food assistance, there is a clear need to ensure that food 
continues to be widely and regularly provided.  
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CASE STUDY: KHANAQUIN CAMP 
 
Khanaqin camp is located in the governorate of Diyala which lies at the south of 
Sulaymaniyah. At the time of the assessment on 23 July 2014 it was hosting around 
6,000 families (40,000 individuals) seeking refuge from clashes that have permeated 
the governorate. REACH initiative deployed to Khanaqin to carry out assessments in 
3 temporary camps: Al Yawa old and new (also referred to as Aiden’s Camp), Bahari 
Taza and Ma’alab. 
 
Almost all IDP families in Khanaqin camps had been living in Diyala 
Governorate prior to their displacement (99%); driven from their homes primarily by 
conflict experienced directly in the neighbourhood of origin (79%). The main district of 
origin was Muqdadiya (78%), with 24% coming specifically from Abbas; 18% came 
from the district of Khanaqin. Roughly one-fifth of IDPs reported to have at least one 
immediate family member still in their place of origin (18%), and 69% expected that 
those left behind would join them in the Khanaqin camps.  
 
When asked if they would stay in Khanaqin if it was the only alternative to returning 
home or having to go elsewhere, 79% said they would. This suggests that IDPs felt a 
relative safety. A majority intended to stay in the camp in the 10-day period 
following the assessment (59%) and 31% were not certain where they would be. Of 
the 7% who intended to return to their place of origin, 92% originate from Muqdadiya 
District. More specifically, nearly one-quarter (23%) of this 7% were from Aswad 
(located in the southern tip of Diyala) and 15% from Abbas.  
 
Basic external assistance is prevalent in the camps, with 96% of IDP families 
reporting having received some kind of assistance since arriving. A majority had 
had access to water (93%) but as this supply falls below sphere standards and with 
severe heat conditions in the country water was still a first priority need reported by 
66%.  A majority of IDP families also reported having received food (94%) and a 
significant proportion had been given access to household items (37%). On the other 
hand, a minority said they have received any support regarding health (5%) sanitation 
(10%), despite the latter being the second most commonly reported first priority need 
(11%). This reflects the limited WASH facilities in the sites. 
 

 

 
The table below summarises the areas and number of IDP families assessed that are 
covered in this factsheet. In-depth information is available through area-specific 
factsheets available on the Humanitarian Response Portal for the Iraq crisis. 

 
 About REACH Initiative 
REACH was created in 2010 to facilitate the development of information tools and products that 
enhance the capacity of aid actors to make evidence-based decisions in emergency, recovery 
and development contexts. All REACH activities are conducted in support to and within the 
framework of inter-agency aid coordination mechanisms. For more information, you can write to 
our in-country office: iraq@reach-initiative.org or to our global office in Geneva geneva@reach-
initiative.org.  You can also visit our website www.reach-intiative.org or follow us 
@REACH_info. 

 
 

 

 1st Priority 2nd Priority 3rd Priority 

Food 43% 16% 16% 

Fuel 7% 21% 6% 

Health Assistance 12% 3% 11% 

Household Items 4% 40% 19% 

Rental Support 23% 15% 36% 

Sanitation 1% 1% 5% 

Shelter Improvement 8% 3% 7% 

Water 1% 1% 1% 

Do Not Know 0% 0% 0% 

Location in Sulaymaniyah Governorate Number of IDP families assessed 
Arbat Town 46 

Chamchamal 183 
Darbadikhan 21 
Dokan Town 44 
New Halabja 66 
Sayid Sadiq 20 

Sulaymaniyah City 149 
Taslujah 21 

TOTAL 550 

https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/operations/iraq
mailto:iraq@reach-initiative.org
mailto:geneva@
http://www.reach-intiative.org/
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