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1. IDP families who displaced to and within the governorate.
2. All information, unless otherwise specified, in this report is from IOM’s Displacement Tracking Matrix (DTM) from 24 May 2015, Round XXI and from field reports of the Rapid Assessment and Response Teams. For more information on the DTM, visit: http://iomiraq.net/dtm-page
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Relatively stable security situation prevailing in 
the governorate has been pulling IDPs6 since the 
onset of recent violence. Reportedly, many of 
those who fled to Najaf have already had a rela-
tive or acquaintance here, which facilitated their 
assimilation in the current location.7 However, as 
aforementioned, the similar religious background 
remains the main pull factor for IDPs heading to 
this governorate.
Najaf saw the first wave of displacement before 
June, totalling 1,956 individuals.8 87% of whom 
displaced mostly from Falluja district in Anbar 
governorate due to the AGs developments and were driven to Najaf district.
With the capture of Mosul and Tikrit cities in June and July, 59,862 IDP individuals sought haven in the governorate. 99% of whom 
also displaced mostly to Najaf district from Telafar and Tilkaif districts in Ninewa.  With new severe laws imposed on the captured 
population and the ongoing violence, IDPs continued to flee in search for safe locations. 
Since August, the AGs advancements in Ninewa and Salah al-Din governorates, including persecution based on ethno-religious 
affiliation and direct threats have brought an additional number of IDPs to Najaf, totalling 22,434 persons.  Over 93% of whom 
arrived mostly to Najaf district from Ninewa, in particular Telafar, Al-Hamdaniya and Mosul districts. As the conflict unfolds more 
IDPs continue to flee here and settle in the governorate’s capital - Najaf.

Najaf, located in the southern region of Iraq 
is a desertous and sparsely populated gover-
norate. With a total population of 614,9972 

individuals, it is a site of one of the most im-
portant Shiaa shrines in the entire country. 
As a result, Najaf has well developed religious 
infrastructure, including hussayniyat and 
mosques.
Over the past decade, Najaf received over 
60,000 IDPs in the aftermath of the 2006 Sa-
marra bombing. 3

The stable security situation and particular 
ethno-religious make-up of the governorate 
continue to pull new IDPs. In addition to 
blooming religious tourism, which boosts up 
the local economy. However, the expansion of 
the tourism and industry sectors is hindered 
by poor private sector investment and infra-
structure and restrictive regulation on reli-
gious tourism.4

The recent crisis has already driven here 
over 84,200 persons, the majority of whom 
displaced from Ninewa and were reportedly 
Shiaa of Turkmen origin.
Najaf hosts the largest share of IDPs who stay 
in religious buildings, totalling 42% of those 
who displaced within the country and reside 
in the aforementioned shelter type.
Reportedly, IDPs who fled from Anbar were 
required to obtain a local sponsor in order 
to enter the governorate. However, this re-
quirements weren’t applicable to those who 
displaced from Ninewa. 5

In May, the MoMD registration process was 
still ongoing.

Governorate of origin

District of 
displacement

Anbar Bagh-
dad

Diyala Kirkuk Ninewa Salah 
al-Din

Toral of IDP 
individuals

Al-
Manathera

 120  48  90  -    1,044  -    1,302 

Kufa  306  -    6  318  8,106  96  8,832 

Najaf  2,244  60  6  114  71,262  432  74,118 

Grand Total  2,670  108  102  432  80,412  528  84,252 

In January clashes broke 
out in Ramadi, after the Ira-
qi army stormed a protest 
camp suspected of shelter-
ing insurgents. 94,927 fam-
ilies displaced.

June 10, IS seized control of 
Mosul. Terrorists issued a 
statement that Iraqi Chris-
tians must ”convert, pay 
taxes, or be killled”. 117,284 
families displaced.

August. As IS continued per-
secuting Ninewa minorities, 
a vast population of Kurdish
Yazidis sought refuge in the 
nearby Sinjar mountain. 
288,129 families displaced.

AnbAr crisis9 Mosul crisis The sinjAr offensive

nAjAf

irAq

1,956 IDP individ-
uals (326 families), 
the majority dis-

placed from Anbar

59,862 IDP individuals 
(9,977 families),

99% displaced from 
Ninewa

22,434  IDP individu-
als (3,739 families)

93% displaced from 
Ninewa

WAves of displAceMenT in 2014

2. Figures don›t include IDPs and Syrian refugees population and are based on Gol COSIT (2007);  
3. Iraq: Babylon, Kerbala, Najaf - Governorate profiles post Feb 2006 IDP needs assessments Dec 2007, IOM 2007
4. Najaf Governorate Profile, JAPU 2015
5. RART monthly narrative report, May 2015 ; 6. IDPs and returnees are generally categorized in three different groups: those displaced prior to 2006 
due to circumstances such asthe first and second Gulf Wars, policies of the former regime, and environmental issues; those displaced after the dramatic 

rise in sectarian conflict between 2006-2008; and those who were displaced in late 2013 until present due to the armed group offensives that affected 
Iraq and Syria.
7. RART monthly narrative report, May 2015
8. Number of individuals is counted by multiplying number of families by 6, that is an average size of an Iraqi family.; 
9. Ongoing displacement, IOM 2014
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Reportedly, IDPs were likely to move between Najaf, Karbala, Babylon and Qa-
dissiya governorates in search of better job opportunities and more suitable 
shelter. Frequently, they move to stay with other relatives or seek humanitarian 
aid.10 As a result, in February, Najaf saw a drop in IDP figures. Since then numbers 
have been slowly, but steadily increasing.
Across Iraq IDPs are the most likely to settle in the governorates’ capitals, if pos-
sible. This is due to access to the basic services, availability of housing and job 
opportunities. In addition to the presence of relevant offices to complete regis-
tration procedures. Similar trend was also observed in Najaf governorate, given 
that Najaf district, which is an administrative capital of the governorate hosts 
the largest share of IDPs, amounting to 74,118 IDP individuals. 95% of whom 
were driven from Ninewa. The presence of religious buildings is an additional 
pull factor for those who are currently being accommodated by Najaf and Kufa 
districts. In general, Najaf district’s population make-up is very diverse and com-
prises Shabak, Turkmen and Arab groups.
Kufa holds 10% of IDPs who reside in the governorate, 92% of whom fled here 
from Ninewa.
Reportedly, unlike IDPs who displace from Anbar, those who originate in Ninewa 
are not required to obtain a local sponsor upon their arrival to the governorate.10

10. RART monthly narrative report, May 2015 
11. Ibid.
12. Ibid.
13. ibid› 14. ibid.

For many IDPs, the period of time spent in 
displacement has not yet exceeded two years, 
so they haven’t had time to settle in their new 
locations. 

Overall, intentions in Najaf governorate 
seemed to be consistent with trends ob-
served country-wide. Regardless of the gov-
ernorate of origin, displacement wave, shel-
ter type and ethno-religious make up, 74% of 
all IDPs in the governorate hoped to return to 
their areas of origin, if and when possible.

Almost 80% of IDPs in Najaf reside in reli-
gious buildings, which frequently represent 
poor living conditions. This, in addition to the 
economic hardship presumably strengthens 
the desire to return.

The vast majority of all IDPs in Najaf originate 
in Ninewa and were of Turkmen and Shabak 
origin. Reportedly, they frequently face lan-
guage barrier, which pushes them to return. 11

Yet, 21% of the respondents wait to deter-
mine their decision, which is reportedly re-
lated to the fact that they feel uncomfortable 
in their area of displacement but at the same 
time cannot go back to their governorates of 
origin, due to the AGs activity.12

As the fierce fights are ongoing in the Ninewa 
Governorate, 14% of the respondents in Kufa 
who originate therein reported that they 
want to locally integrate, which is related to 
the common belief that the conflict will pro-
long. 13

inTenTions

Gender- AGe breAkdoWn

Notably, 38% of all IDPs assessed in Najaf were 
under 14. Additionally, overall there were near-
ly as many men as there were women among 
IDPs in the governorate.

3. Gender-age breakdown

IOM Iraq
Governorate profile: Najaf, June 2015
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2. Intentions by district
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Najaf reported to have the highest percentage 
of IDPs in Iraq who reside in religious build-
ings, which is related to the fact that this gov-
ernorate has a significant place on a country’s 
religious map. As a result, 78% of IDPs reside 
either in mosques or hussayniyat, which are in-
formal religious buildings commonly used as a 
prayer rooms for men. Both are free of charge 
and reportedly translate into poor living con-
ditions - with lack of privacy, poor condition of 
sanitation system and overcrowding.15 

In frequent, these buildings are raised along 
the main road from Karbala to Najaf, which is 
a popular Shiaa pilgrimage route, connecting 
two important shrines.

Small number of available religious buildings in 
Al-Manathera district result in high percentage 
of IDPs who rent a house, which is due to the 
small size of the displaced population and af-
fordable rent prices. Also, insufficient number 
of religious buildings and high rent prices com-
bined to the fact that 4% of IDPs in this district 
stay in unfinished/abandoned buildings.

In general, across the governorate, only 19% of 
IDPs stay in rented housing, which is related to 
the high prices of rent, in particular in Najaf.  

yet, only 2% of IDPs in Najaf accepted hospital-
ity of the host families. 

Due to the facts that religious buildings are frequently free of 
charge, the high cost of rent prices, and shared religious back-
ground between the host community and displaced popula-
tion, IDPs in Najaf are commonly living in religious buildings, 
which is considered a critical shelter. As Najaf received the 
largest wave of displacement in the aftermath of the June-Ju-
ly developments in Ninewa, the population being accommo-
dated in critical shelters rose dramatically in July.
The families who enjoyed a better financial situation decided 
to rent a house. Overall, the shelter dynamic corresponded 
with displacement dynamic, as IDPs in Najaf were not likely to 
change their shelter type during the period of displacement.

shelTer MoveMenT over TiMe

shelTers

IOM Iraq
Governorate profile: Najaf, June 2015

5. Shelters over time16

4. Shelters by districts

15. RART monthly narrative report, Mayl 2015; 
16 Critical shelter arrangements include: unfinished and abandoned buildings, religious buildings, school buildings, informal settlements, other 
formal settlements, as well as unknown arrangements. These shelter types are classified as critical since the facilities are either not sustainable or 

inadequate to provide safe living conditions to the displaced population. Private settings include host families, rented housing and hotels/motels. 
While these shelter arrangements should ensure better living standards to their occupants, they can entail a considerable burden to the host 
community as well as place strain on the functioning of basic services. Please refer to Annex 3 on DTM Shelter definitions for further information.

All shelter types in Najaf suffer from overcrowding
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Health remained one of the dire needs for IDPs living 
with host families. Reportedly, most of the locations 
in Najaf have access to the health facilities, however 
they provide only the basic health care services. As a 
result, frequently IDPs who suffer from chronic dis-
eases  cannot obtain a treatment. 20

Food didn’t make it way through the direst needs in 
Najaf as IDPs receive assistance from the host com-
munity and WFP.21

6. The five top priority needs by districts

7. The top five priority needs by shelter types

17. RART monthly narrative report, May 2015
18, 19, 20, 21. Ibid.

The needs for shelter/housing (25%), access 
to work (21%) and NFIs (20%) were all close-
ly tied and originate from economic hard-
ship. 

Over 80% of the IDPs in Najaf stay in reli-
gious buildings and suffer from unemploy-
ment, as well as poverty. Additionally, they 
are reportedly deprived of privacy.17 All this 
combined to the fact that need for shelter 
remains very high.

Since most of the displaced population are 
from Turkmen or Shabak backgrounds, both 
of which have their own distinct languages, 
IDPs are very commonly suffering from a 
language barrier with the Arabic-speaking 
host community. As a result, many families 
don’t send their children to school and edu-
cation was identified to be the top priority 
need for 15% of the respondents, in particu-
lar in Najaf district, which held the largest 
number of IDPs who originate from Ninewa 
and were of the aforementioned ethno-re-
ligious background. Reportedly poor econ-
omy was another factor preventing families 
from sending their children to schools. 18

Sanitation/hygiene was indicated to be a 
dire need for 9% of the respondents, which 
is related to the fact that sanitation system is 
not available in most of the locations in Na-
jaf. These sites depend on digging manholes 
near the dwellings. Although most of the 
religious buildings have access to sanitation 
system, it was reported to be dilapidated.19

prioriTY needs

RART field staff continue to assess IDP needs in Najaf 
governorate
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