
 

 

DISPLACEMENT TOWARDS MENBIJ,  
AIN ISSA, & AZAZ SUBDISTRICTS 
Protection Update 2 (March 22-28, 2017) 
This protection update is based on 93 interviews conducted 
22-28 March by NGO partners in Menbij and neighboring sub-
districts, as well as Azaz and Ain Issa sub-districts. 80 were 
conducted with key informants who were IDPs; 12 were 
conducted with key informants from the host community, 
and 1 was filled out as an observation checklist. Participation 
was voluntary. 42 (45%) of interviewees were female, while 
51 (55%) were male. No data was collected on IDPs’ number 
of previous displacements. 
From 1-19 March, the CCCM Cluster tracked a total of 36,889 
displacements (including secondary movements) of IDPs into 
Azaz, Ain Issa and Menbij sub-districts. Of these 
displacements, 33,014 were to Menbij, 2,859 to Azaz and 

1,016 to Ain Issa sub-district. Key informants were primarily 
displaced from Dayr Hafir, Tadaf, Rasm Haram El-Imam, Al 
Bab, Al-Khafsa, Maskana and Menbij sub-districts. 
LOCATIONS OF INTERVIEWS  
Sub-districts from which IDPs fled (whose communities are 
denoted in blue in the map below) included, in descending 
order, Menbij (30), Al-Khafsa (23), Maskana (11), Dayr Hafir 
(7), Karama (6), Ar-Raqqa (4), A’rima, Al Bab, Eastern Kwaires, 
Al-Thawra, Tadaf, Lower Shyookh, A’zaz, Abu Qalqal, and as-
Safira.  
Sub-districts in which interviews were conducted (whose 
communities are denoted in red in the map below) included 
Menbij (51/ 55% of interviews), as well as A’zaz (30/ 32% of 
interviews), Ain Issa (10/ 11%), Abu Qalqal (1/ 1%), and Tadaf 
(1/ 1%).  
REASONS FOR FLIGHT 
IDPs fled their last location due to severe shelling (89%), fear 
(68%), direct threats (35%), destruction of their homes (32%), 
lack of basic needs (32%), and lack of work (17%). 
Interviewees cited the violence against civilians, including 
airstrikes, shelling, and torture. They feared getting stuck in 

their villages, particularly under siege, or being used as 
human shields by ISIS. Key informants cited fear of arbitrary 
detention, kidnapping, and forced recruitment of children 
who had not done military service. Explosive hazards were 
cited as a reason for fleeing. One interviewee mentioned fear 
of sexual assault on women and girls. On interviewee also 
mentioned forced displacement from his home due to 
ethnicity. 

 
THREATS DURING FLIGHT  
The risks most commonly reported during the flight were 
shelling or clashes (75%), explosive hazards (55%), 
checkpoints (40%), loss of civil status documents (43%), 
family separation (42%), verbal abuse (18%), and physical 
violence (14%). Checkpoints, loss of civil status documents, 
family separation, verbal abuse, and physical violence were 
cited as most affecting men. 69% said that explosive hazards 
were air-dropped; 69% said on the road or roadside, 54% said 
shelling, and 22% said off-road mines. 
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Key informants additionally cited the psychological effects of 
witnessing death and severe injury by explosive hazards along 
the trip, surprise attacks on fleeing civilians by parties to the 
conflict, the dangers of crossing the Euphrates river, the 
physical stress of walking long distances, lack of transport, 
severe hunger, risk of kidnapping, and abandonment of 
personal effects due to the physical difficulty of the journey. 
REASONS FOR NOT FLEEING 
52% of respondents said that they knew of people who stayed 
in villages from which IDPs fled, despite the dangers. 32% said 
they did not, while 16% could not answer. Reasons for staying 
included to keep their house or property (85%), because of 
old age (60%), emotional ties to their land (31%), fear of 
displacement (25%), sickness or disability (15%), the need to 
keep their source of livelihood (13%), or the need to stay close 
to family member who is an armed actor (6%).  

 
Additional reasons why people stayed included the high fees 
required by smugglers (usually 100 USD per person), the 
difficulty of the trip (including physical strain, the lack of 
transport, the difficulty of walk long distances, and explosive 
hazards) and that young men are forcibly recruited east of the 
Euphrates.  
REASON FOR CHOICE OF DESTINATION 
Physical safety was noted by 87% of respondents as a reason 
for IDPs’ choice of destination. Other reasons included 
proximity to relatives (33%), work opportunities (14%), 
availability of humanitarian assistance (12%), and proximity 
to their homes. Many in Ain Issa stated that the IDPs ended 
up in their current location because the security checkpoints 
directed them to their camp of destination.  

IDPs’ INTENTIONS FOR RETURN  

 
In Ain Issa subdistrict, all 10 key informants said that IDPs did 
not intend to return. In Azaz subdistrict, 13% of 30 key 
informants said IDPs intend to return, while 47% said that 
they did not, and 40% did not know. In Menbij subdistrict, 
60% of 51 key informants said that IDPs intend to return, 
while 25% said that they did not intend to return, and 15% 
did not know. No reason was captured for this question. 
INTENTIONS FOR ONWARD TRAVEL 

In Ain Issa subdistrict, all 10 key informants reported that IDPs 
intend to travel onwards. In Azaz subdistrict, 67% reported 
that IDPs do not intend to travel onwards, while 23% did not 
know. In Menbij, 25% reported that IDPs wished to travel 
onwards while 61% said that they did not and 13% did not 
know. Reason for intent or lack of intent to return was not 
captured. 
Those in Ain Issa who said that the IDPs wished to travel 
onwards named the following as anticipated destinations: 
Menbij-4, Ras al Ayn-1, Turkey-1, Azaz-1, Jarniya-1, or 
Sukariya-1, or anywhere free of ISIS-1.  

Those in Menbij stated that IDPs wished to continue onward 
to Turkey-6, Jarablus-2, their villages-2, Aleppo city-1, and 
Lebanon-1. 
INFORMATION SOURCES 
63% said that friends, neighbors, and family were their main 
source of information informing their decision to flee; 34% 
cited television; 30% Internet/Whatsapp/Viber, and 24% 
telephone.  
FURTHER COMMENTS FROM INTERVIEWS 
Key informants as well as interviewers themselves expressed 
the urgency of basic needs, such as food, shelter, heating, and 
medicine, as well as of work opportunities particularly for 
men and boys. Some families had lost their breadwinner and 
many faced traumatic injury, most often from landmines, or 
serious illness or disability. Those who wished to return to 
their homes expressed the need for mine risk education. 
Women in a camp in Ain Issa lamented the lack of privacy and 
many key informants expressed that they would like to leave 
there. 
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The Syria Protection Cluster (Turkey) is made up of the 
Protection Cluster as well as three Sub-Clusters: Child 
Protection, Gender-Based Violence, and Mine Action. 
For further information, please contact the Protection 
Cluster Coordinator, Sarah Khan (UNHCR) and NGO 
Co-Lead Victoria Shepard (IRC) at khansar@unhcr.org 
and Victoria.Shepard@rescue.org. 
 


