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Section 1. 
Introduction
Between 30 March to 15 April, HRF conducted a socio-economic  
vulnerability assessment across Balad and Baiji districts of Salah al Din 
governorate, Iraq. Utilising the Cash Working Group (CWG) approved  
socio-economic vulnerability assessment tool (SEVAT), HRF conducted  
428 household level assessments across both districts. The SEVAT is 
designed to collect a range of data across multiple humanitarian sectors,  
the tool is able to provide both a detailed picture of the household level 
situation and can be aggregated to highlight broader community or  
district level trends.

Of the 428 assessments conducted, 336 took place in Balad sub-district, 
with the remaining 92 in Baiji sub-district.

Figure 1. Assessment locations in Salah al Din governorate, Iraq.

336  
assessments conducted

92  
assessments conducted
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Livelihoods, 
employment  
and income

 � 75% reported having no income over  
the past 30 days. 

 � only in 7.71% of the households was 
there a member that worked regularly. 

 � The most cited primary source of income 
was own business, however, the average 
monthly income from these businesses 
was about 74 USD. 

 � However, household expenses amounted 
to 322 USD.

 � The most common coping strategy was 
buying food on credit or with borrowed 
money from relatives and friends.

 � From the respondent’s self-report of 
their priority needs, the top 4 identified 
priorities are, in order: 

Section 2. Key Findings

WASH
 � more than 60% had no access to a 
sufficient quantity of water for drinking, 
cooking and personal and domestic 
hygiene, mainly because they could  
not afford it.

 � more than 75% had no adequate access 
to essential hygiene items, as, again, 
they were not able to afford them.

Shelter

Household composition
 � More than 1 in 3 households (HHs) is headed by a woman.

 � Disability and chronic illnesses suffered by heads of 
household (HOHH) meant 37% of them are unable to work.

 � Levels of education are low, with almost 60% of HOHH  
not having an education.

 � more than half live in less than 
adequate housing, such as tents and 
war-damaged residential buildings.

 � more than 75% don’t have adequate space, 
privacy and security where they live. 

 � more than 70% have no adequate access 
to clothing, fuel and basic household 
items, mainly because they cannot 
afford them. 1 2 3 4

shelter
food healthcare

cash
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Section 3. Respondent 
Demographics

Out of the 428 respondents that took part in the assessment, only 1 of 
them reported not being the head of their household (HOHH). Of the 
428 households represented in this sample, 278 are headed by a male, 
with 150 having a female HOHH, meaning that more than 1 in every 3 of 
the households assessed is headed by a woman. The average number of 
women in each household (HH) was 2.5. The average age of HOHHs was 
42.3 years old, with responses ranging from 17 to 91 years old.

The number of children ranged from 107 HHs with 0 children to 2 HHs 
with 9 children. The average number of children in each HH was 2.3.

Chart 2. Number of children in respondent households.

Chart 1. Household size.
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3.1. Household 
size and 
composition
Chart 1 describes the number of 
people living in each of the households 
represented in this assessment.  
There is little difference between  
the 3/4 and 5/6 members categories, 
which make up almost 60% of the total. 

More than 1 in 
every 3 HHs is 
headed by a woman
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PDS - 406
94.86%

Citizenship ID - 3
0.70%

National ID - 4
0.93%

Iraqi ID - 0
0.00%

Passport - 0
0.00%

Residency Permit - 1
0.23% Marriage 

Certificate - 7
1.64%

Birth Certificate - 0
0.00%

Returnee - 245

Internally 
displaced - 164

Host - 17
Refugee - 2
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Chart 3. Household status.

Chart 4. Types of primary identification.

3.2. Household status 
and documentation

All respondents reported that they are in possession of some 
form of civil documentation. 44 HOHHs reported missing 
civil documentation, and 45 reported having HH members 
with missing documentation. The big majority reported their 
Public Distribution System (PDS) documentation as being 
their primary form of identification, as illustrated in Chart 4.

As is illustrated in Chart 3, the majority 
of respondents identified as returnees 
(245 HHs), while all of internally displaced 
persons, the second largest respondent 
group by household status, reported being 
displaced from elsewhere within Salah al Din 
governorate (164 HHs).

The big majority 
reported their Public 
Distribution System (PDS) 
documentation as being 
their primary form  
of identification
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Levels of disability and chronic illness across Iraq are not closely monitored. The most recent 
statistics for people living with disability nationally in Iraq come from a 1977 figure of 0.9%.1 
While the accuracy or relevance of this statistic can be doubted, the levels detected in Salah 
al Din governorate are significantly higher than this national average, 16% of respondents 
reporting persons with disabilities in their household (excluding HOHH) and a similar number 
reporting instances of chronic illness between the HH members. 

A total of 73 HOHHs reported having a disability. For the majority of them (65 or 89.04%), their 
disability meant they were not able to work. A further 111 HOHHs reported suffering from a chronic 
illness, similarly, in 94 or 84.68% of these cases, said illness prevented them from working.

In total, 37% of the HOHHs assessed reported suffering from a disabling condition that 
prevents them from work. 

Chart 6. Prevalence of disability  
and chronic illness amongst HOHHs.

1 WHO, World Report on Disability, 2011, p.273 

Chart 5 describes the level of 
education achieved by HOHH. 
More than half of respondents 
received no education, and only 
very few accessed secondary or 
higher levels of education.

Chart 5. Education 
level of HOHH.
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HOHH is 
a person with 

disabilities

HOHH is 
a person with a 
chronic illness

Chronic illness 
preventing 
from work

Disability 
preventing 
from work

65
15.19%

111
25.93%

73
17.06%

94
21.96%

37% of the HOHHs 
assessed reported 
suffering from a 
disabling condition that 
prevents them from work

3.3. Levels of 
education

3.4. Levels of disability 
and chronic illness

No education - 256
59.81%

Primary 
education - 162

37.85%

Secondary 
education - 3

0.70%

Technical 
school - 5

1.17%

Undergraduate 
Degree or 

Diploma - 2
0.47%
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Section 4. 
Sectoral Findings

Chart 7. Primary source of drinking water 
over the past 7 days.

Chart 8. Type of functional toilets 
the household has access to.

Adding to the above, 267 or 62.38% of 
respondents reported not having access to 
a sufficient quantity of water for drinking, 
cooking and personal and domestic hygiene, 
mainly, because they could not afford it.

Regarding the toilet facilities that HHs have 
access to, all respondents reported having 
access to some form of public, communal 
and/or private latrines. The majority, 67%, 
had access to a private latrine.

335 (78.27% of total) respondents reported 
not having adequate access to essential 
hygiene items, such as soap, a toothbrush  
or shampoo, again the most cited reason for  
this was not being able to afford the items.

Dug well - 90
21.03%

Network 
(communal access) - 177

41.36%

Network 
(private access) - 138

32.24%

Water trucking - 1
0.23%

A combination of dug well 
and network 

(communal access) - 14
3.97% Other 

combinations - 5
1.17%

Communal latrines 
(shared with 

non-relatives) - 37
8.64%

Communal latrines
(shared with 
relatives) - 39

9.11%

Communal latrines
(a combination 

of the above) - 43
10.05%

Private Latrines
(only for my household) - 289

67.52%

Public Latrines - 11
2.57%

Combination of 
communal latrines 

(shared with relatives) 
and Private Latrines - 4

0.93%

Other combinations 
of Public,

Communal and 
Private latrines - 5

1.17%

4.1. WASH
The majority of respondents accessed 
drinking water through a communal 
network (41%), with 1 in 5 getting their 
drinking water from dug wells mainly.

The majority, 67%, had 
access to a private latrine
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4.2. Shelter
Although the biggest number of respondents are living in 
a house, this represents less than half of the total, with 
the rest living in less than adequate housing, such as 
tents and war-damaged residential buildings.

Chart 9. Type of shelter the household is currently living in.

More than 75% of respondents (322 HHs) reported that 
the shelter they are currently living in does not provide the 
household with adequate space, privacy, and security.  
35 HHs reported sharing housing with at least  
1 other household.

Only 44 respondents were paying rent, and half only had  
a verbal agreement for this. 

306 or 71.50% of respondents reported not having adequate 
access to clothing, fuel and basic household items, such 
as bedding or cooking items. The main reason for this was 
not being able to afford such items, although the inability 
to access the market should also be noted as an important 
secondary barrier.

Apartment - 1
0.23%

Container - 2
0.47%

House - 183
42.76%

Makeshift shelter 
(made of scavenged 

materials) - 3
0.70%

Non-residential structure 
(garage, farmhouse, shop) - 16

3.74%

Other - 2
0.47%

Public building - 3
0.70%

Tent - 151
35.28%

Unfinished or 
abandoned building - 18

4.21%

War-damaged 
residential 

building - 49
11.45%

More than half 
live in less than 
adequate housing, 
such as tents  
and war-damaged 
residential buildings
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Chart 11 shows the average monthly income generated by the assessed households by source of 
income. Regular employment was the most lucrative source, although we need to mention again 
that people in regular employment did not represent a significant percentage of the total. Income 
perceived from the social protection network as well as from temporary employment are the next 
more lucrative sources of income, just above 200,000 IQD or about 150 USD per month.

Chart 11. Average monthly income by source.

Regular employment - 666,667 IQD / 459.77 USD

Temporary employment - 203,696 IQD / 140.48 USD

Own business - 107,292 IQD / 73.99 USD 

Retirement/pension - 310,714 IQD / 214.29 USD

Selling assets - 90,000 IQD / 62.07 USD 

Selling assistance - 31,867 IQD /  21.98 USD 

Loans - 198,947 IQD / 137.21 USD

MODM assistance - 75,000 IQD / 51.72 USD 

Borrowing (community, family, friends) - 105,797 IQD / 72.96 USD 

NGO assistance - 100,000 IQD / 68.97 USD 

Social assistance (e.g. disability allowance) - 150,000 IQD / 103.45 USD

Illegal job - 87,500 IQD / 60.34 USD 

Social protection network - 219,231 IQD / 151.19 USD

Humanitarian assistance - 80,909 IQD / 55.80 USD 

Other - 58,000 IQD / 40.00 USD 

0 100K 200K 300K 400K 500K 600K 700K
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4.3. Livelihoods, 
employment  
and income
Out of the 428 HHs assessed, 322 
reported having no income over the 
past 30 days. Only in 7.71% of the 
households was there a member 
that worked regularly. The most 
cited primary source of income was 
own business (in more than 1/3 of 
cases), however, the average monthly 
income from these businesses was 
about 74 USD (107,292 IQD). Loans 
and debt, including store credit, 
came in second place. Regular 
employment represented only 0.70% 
of the total. All these go to indicate 
how needs are high in this area. Table 10. Household’s primary income sources.

Source of income type Number of 
respondents

Percentage 
of total

Regular Employment  
(Private or government job) 3 0.70%

Temporary or daily  
wage-earning employment 34 7.94%

Own business 160 37.38%

Retirement fund or pension 4 0.93%

Selling household assets 6 1.40%

Selling the assistance received 13 3.04%

Loans, debt including store credit 75 17.52%

MoDM cash assistance 1 0.23%

Support from the community, friends 
and family (including borrowing money) 37 8.64%

NGO or charity assistance 1 0.23%

Social services (disability allowance) 1 0.23%

Social protection network 13 3.04%

Humanitarian aid 8 1.87%

Other 24 5.61%

Multiple answers 48 11.21%

https://www.hrf.org.uk
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To overcome the challenges around generating 
income, respondents reported resorting to 
a number of coping strategies, as listed in 
chart 12 below. The most common strategy 
was buying food on credit or with borrowed 
money from relatives and friends, this goes to 
indicate a degree of food insecurity.

Chart 12. Household’s coping strategies.

Selling household property - 149 / 34.81%

Spending savings - 188 / 43.92%

Buying food on credit or through borrowed money from relatives and friends - 260 / 60.74%

Selling means of transport - 32 / 7.47%

Children dropout from school - 72 / 16.82%

Reducing expenditure on non-food items (health, education) - 231 / 53.97%

Changing place of residence and accommodation to reduce expenses - 138 / 32.24%

Accepting that adult males of the family are engaging in risky behaviour (i.e. behaviours that 
can result in harm to physical health, mental health, jail time, social stigma) - 27 / 6.3%

Accepting that adult females of the family are engaging in risky behaviour (i.e. behaviours that 
can result in harm to physical health, mental health, jail time, social stigma) - 17 / 3.97%

Children under 18 work to provide resources - 38 / 8.87%

Anyone in family migrating - 104 / 24.29%

Attending banquets held on religious and social events to have food - 142 / 33.17%

Child marriage - 18 / 4.2%

Forced marriage (for adults) - 20 / 4.67%

Other - 12 / 2.8%

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
No. of Respondents

Percentage of total

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

The most common strategy 
was buying food on credit 
or with borrowed money 
from relatives and friends
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On average, around 80% of respondents had 
to resort to coping strategies that implied 
reducing their food intake and/or the quality 
of the items consumed and/or asking for 
assistance from friends and relatives in  
order to cover their food needs.

In regards to household expenses, 
the total average of what each 
household spent monthly is above 
322 USD. The majority of the 
household’s income went to food 
purchases as shown in chart 14 
below, followed by debt repayment 
and medical care.

Chart 14. Average monthly expenditure.

To cope with the lack of food or money to buy it, 
respondents also resorted to the following strategies:

Chart 13. Household’s coping strategies around food in the last 7 days.

Shifting towards cheaper and less 
quality food items

Borrowing food or asking assistance 
from relatives and friends

Reducing the number of daily meals

Consume less food during meals

Curbing the adults’ need to ensure 
food needs of children

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Number of times strategy was employed in last 7 days
1-2 3-4 5-6 7

90 103 102 43

131 86 53 50

137 90 83 43

158 90 60 45

206 64 39 13

Rent
12,558 IQD

8.66 USD Shelter maintenance
2,692 IQD
1.86 USD

Food
210,818 IQD
145.39 USD

Electricity
10,318 IQD

7.12 USD

Medical care
72,680 IQD
50.12 USD

Education
10,935 IQD

7.54 USD

Water utilities
515 IQD

0.36 USD

Non-food items
28,808 IQD
19.87 USD

Transportation
12,590 IQD

8.68 USD

Communications
11,166 IQD
7.70 USD

Debt repayment
89,811 IQD
61.94 USD

Productive assets
4,578 IQD
3.16 USD

Average total 
expenditure
467,938 IQD
322.72 USD

Average monthly 
expenditure amounted 
to 322 USD, with 
almost half going to 
cover food expenses
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Section 5. Respondent’s 
self-reported priorities

Chart 15. Household’s self-reported priority needs.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Number of times mentioned in ranking order

369

231

212

188

Shelter

Food

Healthcare

Water

Household repairs

Household items

Cash

Employment

Sanitation

Legal documents

Productive assets

1st 2nd 3rd 4th

From the respondent’s self-report of their priority 
needs, the top 4 identified priorities are, in order: 
shelter, food, healthcare and cash.
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