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EXECUTIVEUMMARY

The political crisis and escalation of violencelLihya since May 2@ has led to
civilian casualties massive displacement as well as the destarctiof public
infrastructure and the disruption of basic services and social protection systems.
Humanitarian community estimateshat two million people, a third of the Libya
population, may have been affected, anlbse tofour-hundred thousand peoplare
displaced as a result of the conflict.

An interagency rapid assessment was carried out by IOMJGR UNICEF, UNSMIL
and WFP from November to December 2014 in Libyélltthe critical information

gap for the agencies to respond to the crisis. The assessment was implemented by
JMW Consulting with its local partner Diwan Market Research. The overall
coordination of the assessment was led by WFP. The assessment covered a total of
six locations across the country, focusing thie population who have been directly
affected by the conflict (IDPs, returnees), as well as vulnerable population (migrant
workers, refugees/asylum seekers)

The crisis has had a significant impact on the lives and livelihoods among the affected
population.Out of the total population of 6.25 million, close to 400 thousand people
have been displaced as of November 2014. While many were displaced from
September to November due to the escalation of the conflict, some have returned to
their place of origin. Theountry hosts refugees/asylum seekers mostly from-sub
Saharan Africand in addition from Syria lately. As of July 2014, 37,000 refugees and
asylum seekers are registered with UNHCR Libya. IOM estimates that there are more
than 200,000 migrant workers in Libya, mostly from Egypt andSakaran Africa.

The majority of IDPeturnee households reported a decrease of income. Many of
them engage in skilled labour and salaried work, but they also rely heavily on kinship
supports, remittances and own savings. Household expenditures have reportedly
increased, mainly due to theke of food prices. Prices of some food items have gone
up by forty percent compared to the pi@isis period. Markets are operational in

general, and food commodities are available in marketh acceptable level of
quality and variety.

The populatio® accesés to public health facilities is limited in some locations where
insecurity is the issue. Lack of medical supply and/or the increased prices of medicine
are cited among the major constraints. KA f RNB Sy Qa | 00Saa (2
location to theother, with major challenge cited as school closure. Schooli@as
reported mostly from the eastern part of Libya. Children of those households that
have been displaced for a longer period of time tend to have a better access to
schooling.

The food seurity situation among the IDPs/returnees is the concern, especially
among those who haveeen displaced for a longer period of time. The population
meets the current level of food consumption at the expense of future productivity or
capacity to cope; many spend savings and/or reduce nfood expenses on health
and educationFourteen percent of the assessed IDPs are classified as food insecure
and in need of immediate food assistance, emas eighty-four percent are
vulnerable to food insecurity. If therisis continues and the situation remains the
same or deteriorates, many of the vulnerable population will become food insecure
in the coming monthsThose IDPs who are in public facilities and been displaced for a
longer duration are likely to be more fdoinsecure than the othersas those who
remain in public facilities after a lortgrm displacementare the oneswho cannot
afford to move out.

Supports from the government, NGOs, and civil societies are not perceived to be
sufficient, and mankey informantsquestion the sustainability of theurrent level of
supports.The availability and access to supports vary by region and by population: in
the eastern part of Libya government supports including the public distribution
system, provision of food and ndood assistance are accessible compared to the
other parts of the country; for those IDPs who are registered with local crisis
committees, they reportedly have better access to shefterpublic facilitiesand
other supports.
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The assessed population general feel safe in their current environment, and no
notable tension between residents and IDPs/returnees have been reporteeionly
exception is the refugees/asylum seekers who reported their perception about
increased insecurityThey fear abductionsand kidnapping, as well as clashes,
shootings in the streets.

A vast majority of IDPs wish to return to their place of origin if the security situation
permits. Their immediate needs are shelter, food and warm clothes and blankets to
cope with thewinter. For migrant workers and refugees/asylum seekers, they are
looking to emigrate from Libya to Europe if the situation continues to be unstable in
Libya.

The assessment captured a snapshot of the humanitarian situation in accessible
locations in the onflict-affected area. Some locations were not accessible due to
insecurity, and therefore a caution is required in interpreting the findings as they are
not representative of all the affected areasThe assessment captured the
perspectives of the IDPs/@nees, refugees/asylum seekers and migrant workers on
the humanitarian situation, but it did not look at a broader issue including the impact
of the crisis on the population at large, and the state of basic services compared to
pre-crisis standards.Given these limitations concerning the assessment, there
remains a need for sector specific follmyp assessments in the future.
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BACKGROUND migrant workers are undocumented artige country does not recognize asylum
seekers and refugees athya is not a signaty to the 1951 Convention relating to
Libya is an upper middle income country, with an estimated population of the Status oRefugees

6.25milliort. It is ranked 55 out of 185 Huwan Development Index (HDI) with a score
of 07840 [ A6eét Qa SO02y2Y& A& LINAYINAEE ol asRNBupaniagas Cogmtry Tepmgsiegrgseditiée 3¢l liyagiimadirian Apigeal dyy (i 2
for 99 percent of its government income. September 2014, covering the period of September 2014 and February 2015. Due to
the ongoing violence and highly volatile situation, humanitarian access has been
Since the Libyan revolution in 2011, successive transitional governance arrangements extremely limited asUN agencies, donors and international NG@seevacuatel
hawe been unable to establish a stable political and security environment and extend  staff to neighbairing countries, e.g. Tunisia and Malta
the full authority of the central government throughout the country. Political

volatility has continued to characterise the country, with continued incidents and Due to the access restriction and difficulties in conducting assessments, coupled with

clashes betwen armed factions and groups organized along tribal and/or sectarian highly volatile and fluid situatignnformation available orthe humanitarian situation

lines.Prior to the current conflictmore than sixtythousand people had been in Libya has been limited to date. Against this background, an interagency rapid

displaced due to the 2011 confligiccording to UNHCR assessmenivasconductedwith the participation of IOM, UNHCR, UNICEF, UNSMIL
and WFP in order to fill a critical gap tbe respective agencies to implement

The political crisis and escalation of violencilrya since May 2014 has led to humanitarian assistanc&@he assessment was implemented by JMW Consulting with

civilian casualties, massive displacement as well as the destruction of public its local partner Diwan Market Research.

infrastructure am the disruption of basiservices and social protection systems.
UNHCRstimates, on the basis othe reports from local crisis committeethat the
total number of displaced population has risen to 393,420 perssnaf November
2014. It is further estimated that 2 million peopl@lmostone-third of the total
population in Libyamay have been affected by themflict, due to the disruption of
basic supplies and services includiogd, fuel, waterandmedical suppliesas well
aselectricity, gas, health carand public services

Libya also hosts other vulnerable groups, especially migrant workers, asylkersee
and refugees. These groups have a precarious legal status in diffy@many

1 World Bank, 2014

2UNDP, 2013
3 (UNHCR, 2014a)
4(WHO, 2014)
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OBJECTIVENDMETHODOLOGY

The assessment aims to provide an update of the current humanitaitaation, its
scale and severity and the future evolution to the extent possible. The information
generated through the assessment is expected to fill a critical information gap to
implement the Libya humanitarian appeal for the next three months.

The &sessment focuses on the population directly affedigdhe conflict,

specifically IDPs and returnees, and covers the areas where a significant number of
IDPs and returneesas beerreported. Refugees, asylum seekers, and migrant
workerswere alsocoveredin certain geographical areas.

Sixlocations namely Tripoli, ahjaylat, azZawiya, alAjdabiyaal-Marj and Sabha
were covered during the assessment. These districts are selected basied on
following criteria; i) a highezoncentration of reportechumber of IDPsii)
geographical spregdnd iii) accessibilityNote that Nalut district wsplannedto be
covered, which did not materialize due to insecurity and ongoing conflict. Nalut
district has been replaced by-Zawiya

The assessment employed both qualitative and quantitative data collection
instruments. In each district, key informant interviews were conducted with
IDPs/returnees, refugees/asylum seekers, and migrant worlasrsjell asnarket key
informants, using resgctive key informant checklists. Fifty households from IDPs or
returnees were interviewed in eadbcationusing the household questionnaire. Key
informant and household samples were selected purposively in the absence of the
demographics of IDPs in Libyad thereforethe findings are indicative, arttiey are
not representative of geographical areas or population groups.

Map: Assessed.ocatiors

TUNISIA

Agelat

Sabhah
EGYPT

ALGERIA

Assessment Locations

SUDAN

® notional Capital @) Assessment Locations
Internatonal Bouncaries
State Boundary

. O Major Town

o am
e —— * Town

Tablel: Dataobtained

H%usehOId Key Informant Interviews
urvey
IDP4Retur | IDPs/Retur | RMM9€8S! | vrigrant Total
nees* nees asylum workers Market
seekers
Tripoli 50 2 6 1 1 60
Al-Ajaylat 50 2 0 1 1 54
Al-Marj 50 1 0 1** 1 50
AzZawiyah 50 1 0 1 1 53
Al-Ajdabiya 50 2 0 1 1 54
Sabha 50 2 1 1 1 55
Total 300 10 7 5 5 326

*Thehousehold sample included 18 Returnee households &2dR2P households.
**|_ocated in Benghazi, not in-Marj
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Keyissues coveretly the assessment include: population movement, shelter, access
to services and their functionality, external assistance, livelihoods, food security,
status of children and protection.

WEFP led the coordination to carry out the rapid assessment. Thesaasas was

between Benghazi and Tripoli; durintpe data collection the research tea
experienced complete cut off @lectricity and communications the eastern region.

Note that the assessment covered onlycassible areas while some of the locations
were not visited due to insecurity, and therefore a caution is required in interpreting

2dzia2dzNOSR (2 F LINAGIGS O2YLI y& aWaz2 |/ 2theXiddingsas/ tHey dre soKrSpreSedtafildl of @l thi affactet! arefpedidllR tfid f
LI NIYySNI Ay [Ao0elF a5Aély al N]SGAy3 wSasS!|aslsknwhae theyeRire Kdtide cabfliciNatidRieh, tAeda$sesBrheNtis2liouted i #sO A 2

economic surveys in Libya using both quantitative and qualitaéisearchmethods.

The a&sessment designncluding thedata collection instrumentsvere developed by
WEFP in consultation with participating agencies. JIMW Consulting implemented data
collection, analysis and reporting with inputs and supports from participating
agencies.

Data colection took place from the T7November 2014 to the f0December 2014.
The quantitative and qualitative interviews were carried outttained enumerators

in each of the locations. Thiata collection tools were presented and discussed with
the enumerabrs to ensure that the purpose of thessessmentvas understood and

all questions were clear. In each location a team leader ensured the overall

implementation of the interviews and performed quality assurance cheEiked
guestionnaires/checklistsvere brought to Tripoli for final quality assurance by the
data collection manager. The quantitative data westered online usingSurvey
Monkey, while the qualitative data was translated angut into pre-developed excel
reporting formats.

The assessmenperiod was marked byan intense fighting in Libya and therefore
some areas with significanhumber of IDP populations were not accessililg the
research team. This included, among othelabal Nafsa as well as Benghazi. Data
collection was delayed due tosudden spur of fighting in the locatiosslected for
the assessmenazZawya andal-Ajaylat. A number of logistical issues due to the
volatile environment in Libya aldmmperedthe data collection procesdilled survey
instruments had to be transpaetd by ground transportation in the absence of flights

scope,focusing onspecific population groups, rather than looking at the impact of
the crisis on the population at large. Regarding the state of basic services, the
assessment captured the perception among thopulation groups of IDPs/returnees,
refuges/asylum seekers and migrant workers, rather than objectively assessing the
status in comparison to prerisis standards. Given all the limitations concerning the
assessment, there remains a need for sector gmefollow-up assessments in the
future.
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while the elected House of Representativessioperating out of Tobruk in the
eastern part of the countryFrom September through Novemb2014 the fighting
This section presws a brief overview ofhe situation ofIDPs, migrant workers, and intensified in Benghazi andkid Nafusawhile relative calm returned to Tripolh the
refugees/asylum seekers in Libya sincedn@medconflict in 2011. trG6Sad SaldltlGAzy 2F @Azt SyOS MoidRampdtSy NI

was bombed by commanees linked todOperation Dignity.
DISPLACEMENT SINOE12

The escalation of the conflict and thaese of heavy weaponry in densely populated
areas by all conflilg sides, particularly in the capital, resulted in scores of civilians
killed andinternal displacement whilst fleeing from thigghting. IDPs in Libya are
scattered across 35 towns and citieShe conflictis centred on Benghazi and Derna

in the east, Ubari in the soutbast, and Kikla in the wedtrom late October to mid
November2014,56,500 people fled Benghazi, which included 2,500 already displaced

majority of the Tawergha IDP#as livedin and around Tripoli or BenghaziThe TawerghanDPs. Unknown number of people fled from Derpahile 11,280 people
conflictled to a mass exodus of foreign workensd an estnated 800,000 migrants fled fighting in Ubari and 38,640 people have been displaded to the fighting in
reportedlyfled the country in 2011. Kikla

Due to thearmed conflictin 2011 more than 550,000 Libyans wereeportedly
displaced though most of them had returned to their areas of origin by December
2013. As of January 201fhe number of IDPs in Libya was estimated4a;00Q
includingthe IDPs from the town of Tawergheho had been forcefully displaced and
have since been hindereffom returning to their home by armed militias.The

CRISIS SINCE MAY 201 UNHCR estimatehat the total number of IDPs hassen t0393,420as of November

o o _ 2014 This includethe IDPsfrom Tawerghavho have been displaced since the 2011 )
{AyOs ale& wnmn UKS ONRara Ay [Aoel Kl énfiidtrie Ngordbeldlphestnd tHeffepditdt umbets GORSKN LiByh sindeMelp NI U A
5A 3y A U ggénerad Bhalita Haftar with the proclaimed aim of ewigtilslamist 2014 The numbers are based on estimates from the local crisis committees in Libya.
militia groups fromeastern Libya. After the June 2014 parliamentary election, which  The sjtuation in Libya remains fluid and tracking the population movement has been
saw Islamisteaning political parties lasg a significant number of seats, the crisis  extremelychallenging. Many IDPs are not registered with the local crisis comrmsittee
gained more impetus. Islamist militias joined by militias from Misrata and other \yhile some among the registered IDPs may have returned ta filace of orig.
localizedY At AGAL & € dyOKSR dhLISNI GAZ2Y 51 6YE akchriing fo¥hd Hobskhdi® firvdy datal sHa) pefbenolIDPS Krénotdgidkde NI A
Tripoli and other strategic areas in an effort to regain some of the power lost due to  the crisis comittee, whilekey informants indicated that they observed some return
their election defeat. in October and November, especiallyTiripoli and aZawiya

In late Augustthe fighting escalated with airstrikds 3+ A y a 1JSHNKSA #Yi 51 gy é >
but the strikes failed tqpreventa h LIS NJ G A Pogitiorts lingayfdé around Tripoli.

Furthermore the political polarization intensified as th@eneral National Congress

(GNGQ was reinvigorated in Tripoli agOperation Dawa took control ofthe city,

5 (Internal Dispicement Monitoring Centre, 2014a) 5 (UNHCR, 2014a)
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Figurel: Reported numbers ofDPs since May 2014

—e— Number of IDPs

Clashes in . fonD Increased Fighting leads to
'DPS_ eastern Libya pera |c;n '?\W—] fighting inJabal increased
remaining | | centered on the '”'t'ﬁte V#t_ i Nafasu displacement 393.420
_ from 2011 | | ity of Benghazi attacks on Tripdli | 1oy ntains, especially from ’
400,000 lut d and other ;
revolution, by Operation : Ubarias well as Warshefanaround
Jarlluakr]y 2014 Dawn strategic areas |ongoing fighting Tripoli andBenina
] clashes in in Benghazian around Benghazi
350,000 southern Tripoli increase
Libya | displacement | 27,000
300,000 4
250,000 4
200,000 4
150,000 -
100,000 -
p 80,185
50,000 - 63,985
0
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JMA

7IDP figures collected from the following sourcg@aternal Displacement Monitoring Centre, 2014@)ternal Displacement Monitoring Centre, 2014@hternal Displacement Monitoring Centre, 2014€)CHA, 2014ajOCHA, 2014bJOCHA, 2014c)

(UNHCR, 2014b)
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Fgure 2: Timingof Displacement
VULNERABLEROUP&HARACTERISTICS

TIME OF ARRIVAL NUMBER OF TIMES

Thissection presents the main characteristics of the vulnerable graopsred by MOVED SINGE MAY 2014

the assessment, namely, IDPsturnees, refugees asylum seekers and migrant 40% 36% 5 or more
35%
workers. 30%
25% 20%
IDPSANDRETURNEES 20% I
15% 12% 9%
0
The najority of theassessedDP andeturnee households havender five and school — 10% 200 7% 18%
. 0, 0
agechildren.Among returneesalmost 3 out of 4 householdsaveelderly members g’;" s . 1
(]
while half of them reportedly havehronically ill or disabledousehold members Pre-May Jun  Jul  Aug  Sep  Oct  Nov 74%

2014

Table2: IDP and Returnee househo(tih) characteristics
SourceHousehold survey data

% ofhhs % ofhhs % ofhhswith % ofhhswith
Averagehh | with children | with kids (5 elderly chronically ill The causes oflisplacement variefrom location to location, but arenainlyrelated to
size (< 5aye;a)1rs of 17?‘2)3 of (gsxzeéz) Orz]:ﬁzzlgd insecurity for IDPs inSabha many have been displaced in relationttie 2011
IDPs 6.2 62% 62% 35% 5506 conflict; n alAjdabiya it is lack dfecurity in Benghazi artle surrounding areas that
RetUmees 61 53% 50% 71% 17% hascausedthe displacement. Some dtiie IDPsin al-Ajdabiya havereviously stagd

in the camp in Garounes in the neighbairhood of Benghazi, but were forced to

leave after it was set on fire. lazZawiyahIDPs have been displaced due to the

clases in the Warshefsa area.According to the household survey data, the main
NBlIaz2ya F2N) RAaLIFOSYSyd INB OAGSR | & ¢
A y & S O BmhRtive perdent of the IDPs have not left family members behind in

the place of originlt is worth noting that the presence of armed groups has a dual

effect on the Libyan societyhe groupsare the cause for insecurignd the security

provider at the same time&@ANB I O2 y (i NB f f S Foeidgéited-astiiée Bidn 3 NP dzl
reason forlDPs leging their place of origifis likelydue to active involvement of the

armed groups in the ongoing conflicts.

Source: Key Informant interviews, household surdata

According to the IDP key informantsiost of the IDPs arrived in September and
October2014 Inal-Ajdalya, the IDPs came from Benghaid Tawergha.nl Sabha
most of the IDPs are from Ubari, biltere is alsa sizeable group of IDPs that have
come from Tawergha moving first to Al Heeshart Al Joufra and finally to Sabha.
For some of the IDPs atAjaylat the route went first to azZahra then on lbAzezeyia
before ending up iral-Ajaylat.

The household survey data camfis the observation: wo out of three amonghe
assessedDP households moveih September, October and Novembeiixty-nine
percent of IDP householdsve movednly once since being displaced.

Figure3: Reasons for Displacement
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REASONS FOR DISPLACEMENT

Other
8%

Previous o
¢ controlled
conflllcéo(/2011 by armed
() groups

38%

Housin
destroyed
12%

Insecurity
32%

FAMILY MEMBERS
REMAINING IN THE

PLACE OF ORIGIN
Yes

18%

No
82%

SourceHousehold survey data

When they left their place of origin, IDP&ere able to bringlight items such cash,

clothing and identificatiomocuments

Figure4: ltems brought fromthe Place of Origin

% OF HOUSEHOLD BROUGHT ITEMS FROM PLACE OF ORIGIN

100%

While the past months have been marked by sharp increase in displacemeint
Libyg somelDPshave been able to returto their place of originAccording to the
key informants most of the IDPs fromrazZawiyahand around 40 percent of the IDPs
from Tripoli were able to return in October and Novemb&he household survey
data indicates thabf those who ha returnedto their place oforigin, more returned
in October, and fewer in NovembelMost of those who retirned in October and
Novemberhad been displaced for 3 months before being able to return.

Figureb: Timing of return for Returnees

Timing of return NUMBER OF MONTHS DISPLACED

70% 65%
5 month

60% or more
18%

2 months
12%

50%
40% 35%
30%

20%
3 months
10% 4 months 35%

%
0% _ ] 35%

October  November

SourceHousehold survey data

83%
80% 65% 64%
60%
40% 37%
’ 24%
0%
Cash Food Valuables Clothing Identification
documents

Source: Household survey data
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REEUGEES/ASYLUM SEBXER Table3: Refugees/Asylum seekers sample characteristics

Libya has not acceded to the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugees, as 3 ° < Children < -
such, UNHCRssumes its mandatedresponsibility toprovide protection andassist g N % o o i o (ﬁ S g
. . S O\o N =
refugeesand asylurseekers in LibyaAs of July 2014, some 37,000 refugees and Site 3 % 2 é w A5 o % § <g %% % S
. . . . % = 5} = Ol = <
asylumseelers are registered with UNHCR in Libya. 2 % " g 0 < % El o = ; % %
5 |5 |g| 5| @ 5|§ |53
. . =
The refugee/a.sylum seeker .key |n.formants repo.rt that the r.lu'm'ber of refugees in Janzour 2% 1 80% | 20% | 20% | 20% | 0% 10% | 10% Syrian
Libya has not increasattamaticallysince theescalation of the crisis iduly 2014. The Tajoura 4% | 73% | 27% | 5% | 0% | 0% 0% 9% Somali
key informantsestimate that the number of refgees that have arrived since July Reeq Al Shouk 3% | 100%| 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% | Ethiopian

2014 isat 2,500, and that they are mostly of Syrian origin. Al Swani Road| 6% | 83% | 17% | 3% | 7% | 0% | 3% | 10% | Eritrean

Abu Saleem | 3% | 80% | 20% | 13% | 40% | 0% 13% 0% Syrian

Wadi Al Rabee] 10% | 80% | 20% | 10% | 20% | 0% 4% 6% Syrian

A total of 12 locations for refugee/asylum seekersvas coveredduring the : :
Ain Zara 10% | 90% | 10% | 14% | 30% 0% 8% 4% Syrian

gssessment, out of whphwenare located in andround Tripoli and the last one is Al Swani 14% | 86% | 14% | 19% | 29% | 1% 9% 10% Syrian
in SabhaThe vast majorityof the refugees/asylum seekeese males while those of Souq Al Jouma] 13% | 91% | 9% | 6% | 15% | 0% 0% 0% Somali
Syrian origin includea substantial number ofchildren. Relatively few of the Al Kremeyia | 20% | 80% | 20% | 0% | 7% 2% 4% 2% Somali

Ghot Al Shaal | 16% | 100%| 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% 4% Somali

refugeegasylum seekersare elderly personsThis may be due to the fact thaery

Sabha 1% | 43% | 57% | 0% | 43% | 0% 14% 0% Syrian

few of the refugeefasylum seekersn Libya are from neighlwing countries and
therefore the hardship of reaching the country may lead to only dindied family Soure: Refugees/asylum seekekey informant interviews

members making the trip, leaving family members behind irirtbeuntry of origin.

Libya is asecond or third country of asylum for most refugees. Key informants
indicated that the primary concern of refugees/asylum seekers inside of Libya is
safety and security, while seeking livelihood opportunities is a secondary priority.

Concerninghe future, the refugeéasylum seekekey informants repomtd that some
were planning to stay in Libydespite the unstable security situatiohisis more
likely the caseamong therefugees/asylum seekers frorthiopia and Somaliin
Tripoli, as the situation in thir home land is too unstable for them to returAmong
others, Syrian and Eritreanare looking to leave Libya with thprimary destination
being Europe.
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MIGRANT WORKERS Table4: Migrant worker sample characteristics

Migration into Libya started severgkars ago with migrantaiming to gaina decent 3 © S Children S -
living and especially to seek out job opportunities. These migrant workers originate “ % S % I o i o (ﬁ S &
. . .. S O\o 0 =
partly from North African countries such d&gypt Tunisia and Morocc@nd partly Site § 2’ E’: 2 93_, 0 A |5 @ % § g % % 8" S
. . . . . . 1= = = = =2
from SubSaharan Africa, primarily from Chad, NigeMali and Ghanaln Sabha, o % § ” g o< %: o = ; % %
Tripoli, azZawiyah Benghaziand Ajdabiya, key informants repatl that many new f—;': g % g i 5 % 5
migrant workers hel arrived in these locations since July 2014 despite the ongoing | Fellah (Tripolij] 6% |100%| 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% Mali
crisis. These newlgrrived migrant workers originatemostly from Egypt and Sub Janzour 3% | 75% | 25% | 0% | 25% | 0% 0% 0% Nigeria
Saharan Afda. A ('\;rlpolk:) Chad
(Szgia‘;ya 42% | 64% | 36% | 24% | 45% | 3% | 3% | 5% Niggria
A total of 8 Igcatlons for migrant \.Nork.er popu!atlonswas.covered during thg AzZawia 3% [ 100% 0% | 0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% Egyptian
assessmentMigrant workers are primarily maleith few children, elderly and ill AzZawia 4% | 67% | 33% | 17% | 33% | 0% 0% 0% | Tunisian
persons Ajdabiya 30% | 52% | 48% | 14% | 10% | 0% 2% 0% | Egyptian
. . . _ Aldabiya 1500 | 750 | 500 | 19% | 38% | 0% | 6% | 0% | Tunisian
As a consequence of thengoing crisisthe majority of themigrant worker key (Ajaylat)
informants reported to be consideringo move out of Libyaf the situation does not _ Egypt/
. . . . Benghazi 9% T7% | 23% | 0% | 31% 0% 0% 0% Morocco/
improve Some are planning to flee from Libya and migrate iBtoope.Most of the Ghana
key informants indicated that they felt saiie their current locationlt is worth notng ] _ ) ]
Source: Migrant workers key informant interviews

that some of them hadilready fled from other parts of Libya insaferlocations.
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HUMANITARIAN SITUSN are employed in the public sector and many public sector institutions have had to
close due to the crisigffectingthe disbursement of salaries.

This section presents théndingson the humanitarian situation for IDPs, returnees,

refugees/asylum seekers, and migrant workers, based tbe key informant Despite the availability of jobghe mgority of IDP/eturnee household reported a
interviews and’_he househo'd Survey decreasdn income Compared to the pFeriSiS Situation.
Figure6: Income Situatiorof IDPs and Returnees
INCOME e — .
As the crisis has unfolded in Level of incom(—? _ .:E Main challenges to generate income i
. . . compared to precrisis Ol i
Libya, income options for oo B% 54% i
]
IDPs and returnees have Income Increased S sow ]
] 1
reportedly been severely :' i 40% i
. v 1 1
affected. For the displaced, T ForIDPs and returneesdome has Same, no change A% 2% gy i
many have had to give up decreaseccompared to precrisis :~ - i
their previous employment period though job is mostly available o i i
] 1
while they moved to another in the locations of their current | 20% H
o 1 1
location. It is worth noting residence; o (% i
that  key  informants 1 Migrant workers find it difficulto OD‘;%r;ased by : :
q " 8 0 1 1
highlighed  that  job obtain a job and hence a stable source i 0% g 2 c g "
opportunities are available of income in the current environment; ! o = é 5 == |
, . D db ! 2 53 H
in the locatiors of f Refugees/asylum seekers face mif;et";‘; 503; " i % ° 2 3 2c i
displacement since many difficulties to get stable income I 3 2 @ B =g
2 D
foreign workers had left through employment due to legal oo, ] g § = “ 2 ]
L oy
Libya due to the ongoing barriers. "u,.i L § 2
.. D 1
crisis and therefore the N —  aneEEEEE e ’
demand for labour is high. SourceHousehold survey data

According to the key informantdPPs are willing to take on any Pl order to
generateincome Findings from the household survey support these narratives: IDPs

and returneexited & alaries not being paidk Y R G ol y1 Ay 3 dedasSy )Olgirfj mcf)rﬂ@/s%lﬁjrgésq Xn%b?(g IE)PS and returnees ase follows, in order of

t'he mfiin challenge:N‘]- u _K SNJ d K_I' y &t O.1Tre 2igh re3idse ratedf)2 NI, aﬁ)ﬁéah'cé Sii1éd labour, salaried work, and kinship supports/remittaritésle
csalaries are nobeing paid may beattributed to the fact thata majority of Libyans the majority of IDPs and returnees obtain income from skilled labour or salaried

work, roughlyone-third of them cited kinship support&emittances,or own savings
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as the main source of incom&his is rather unsstainable as they deplete their
savirgs or depend on unreliable sources of incor@ average, skilled labour and
salaried work contribute 3 percent and 2percent of the share of household income
respectively, while kinship spprts/remittances account for 2(percent of the
income share.

Figure 7: Average sharef income sourceamong IDPs and returnees
Others

Spend saving 7%
9%

Skilled labour
33%
Casual labour

10%

Kinship
supports,
remittances
20%

Salaried work
21%

Source: Household survey data

Migrant workersreportedly havefaced challenges to generate income due to lack of
job opportunities as a result of theongoing conflict According to key informants,
migrant workers are employed primarily imgricultural, manufacturing and
construction secta. Manufacturing and construction work has been haltered due to
declining foreign investments in infrastructure projects,datherefore migrant
workers are in need of jobs tearnincome to buy food ando send money to their
home.

In general, migrant workers support each other by all possible meargs help each
other to seek out job opportunities. Key informants indicatiét the assistance
from other actors is needed for migrant workers @ibtain job opportunities, in
addition to ensure personal security and housing.

The main challenge faefugeegasylum seekersaccording to the key informants, is
lack of legal systemio support them. Rfugee | & & f dzY kéySiSoinaNg Q
reported that it would not be possible for refugees/asylum seekers to find jobs due to
the lack of access to residee permits. Thekey informants indicated that to find
work is among themost pressig needsfor the refugeetasylum seekersn Libya
Only a éw have been able to find a jpland the work is mostly loywaid unskilled
labour such as cleaners, agriculture labours and construction workées current
crisis has made the situation even matifficult for refugees/asylum seekers to find a
qualified job, andan increasing number of educatedfugeegasylum seekers engage

in work lower than their qualificatios

As they face challenges due to legal restrictions, refugees/asylum seekers helgvily
on each other for supponvithin their community by providing gifts and donatigns
according to the key informants
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EXPENDITURES

IDP/returnee households
reportedly spend a

significant share of
expenditure on food, with
four out of five households
spent more than half of their
cash expenditure on food.
The rate isconsidered to be
high, giventhat the poorest

quintile in Libya spend 47

percent oftheir expenditure

on food, according to the
pre-crisis baseline.

Main expenditures among
IDRreturnee households

are, in order of significance,

Expenditures

1 Household expenditures have
increased mainly due thigh food
prices. Food prices have gone up more
than forty percent for some of the
food items compared to the prerisis
period.

91 IDP/returnee households spend more
than half of their expenditure on foqd
which is considered to be high
compared to the precrisis period

food, health/medicineandrent/housing.

Figure8: Average share of expenditure amorte IDP/Returnee households

Others

Clothing/shoe
2%

Educatio
3%
Transportatio
3%

Rent/housin
8%

Health/medicine
11%

Food
56%

Source: Household survey data

The high share of expenditure on food can be attributed to a significant increase of
food prices. According to the market key informants, food prices have shagen

since the escalation of the conflict, and the trend is anticipated to contiRuiess of

basic food items such as cooking oil, tomatoes, rice and wheatllave gone up by
more than 40 percent on average compared to the-prisis period.Compaed to
one-month ago, prices of onions and tomatoes have increased by 17 and 15 percent
respectively.

Figure9: Changes in retail prices dfasic food commodities

60%

47%
50% 42% 42% ”
3705 40%
0%
28% 32% 31%
30% 25% 25%
20% 39 50 7%12% 17%
8% B79% 0
10% o D%
’ 0% 3% "% 3% Moo, Moo
0% im B B
é 2 é 3 a g‘" o = = o
0% § 3 & s 2 &mz § = % §
2 2 B 3z 2 3 3z = 2
-20% = = 43% & = 8
[¢] (2] ]
= b =
o Y]
3
g

m Average price change compared to pre-crisi® Average price change in compared to 1 month ago
SourceMarket key informant interviews

The increaseni food prices is thenain reasonwhy seventynine percent of IDP and
returnee households have reportedly increased their expenditures compared to the
pre-crisis period. The pricenéreaseof nonfood items along with the decreased
incomeare alsacited asthe challenges.

14| Page



FigurelO: IDP/returnee household gpenditures compared to prerisis situation
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ACCESSO MARKET AND SERSSC the time of the data collection, ninetgix percent of the households reportedly have
access to markets.

Due to fighting and

insecurity the delivery of a )
number of basic services has ~ Access to market and services
Figurell: Market access

been disrupted. According

to the IDRreturnee key 1 Despite the disruption of basic services - .
informantsbasic services in some locations, the market remains Faced issues in ! Main challenges faced in accessing market within |
- . H ]
such asvater, gas and functional; Vafﬁﬁ]sagggrg%rgg .1: last 30 days :
. Sl : !
electricityhave been 1 Access to public health facilities is £ 50% Joo i
Lo . : !
disrupted frequently The !lmlted |-n s.ome Ipcatlon§ where : i 0% 4, 6 380 :
degree of disruption varies insecurity is the issuéMain challenges R 0 i
from one location to the cited are the shortage of supply and/or N 30% |
catl , . . < 1200 15% i
other. In Adjabiya for the increasedprices of medicing “ 51 20% o . i
instance cooking gas has 1 The level of access to school varies by :' i 10% . 205 A% % i
than one month IDPs/returnees have access to school. Do 5 .8 3z & 5 22 o2 |
' u ! ~ oS D s 8 = =~ s = S i
x H @© S 9 =c ° @ = = !
ol _. w x o = =. g S Q S'Q 1
n H @ o - Z 3 @ gz & 50 1
ACCESS TO MARKETS . ' g g3 ¢ 3 229%8E9 |
. : = B3 =3 2 Gz lxz |
1 oo — =1 — O -~ O 1
Despite the unrest and insecurjtyDRreturnee key informants highlight thathe Ves i > § g g T 2%
=8 — @ @ 1
access to markets has not beaifected severely as shops and market$ave Teaa, .l‘ FBD' 2 53 <23
" =} /
continued tooperate In Ajdabiyaand atMarj disruptionof supply has been reported  Tttooooooooooooooo oo o ’
as the portof Benghazi is not fully functi@h InazZawiyah anda-Ajayat market key Source: Household survey data
informants |nd|cat.e<.:ltr.1at some shopshave closed down uk to lack of fgel and Fighting and insecurity hasportedly affectedretailers and vendorsiccording to
workers. In atMarj it is reported that several shopsad besn closed during the . . . o .
- . . market key informants,te insecurityhas limitedtrade andcommoditymovements
summer of 2014, limiting thé.J2 LJdzf | adcks8 16 @narket, but there have been . .
) s in th ket ) N ber 2013 I h due tothe fear of loss.In the east traders cannot travel to the main market in
me improvements in r in vember r r . o
some impro ef ents enarke acce;s sinee Hovembe . verafiacross e Benghazto getgoods.Supply chain has also been affectedthe conflict with the
assessedocations markets are operational and the damage itafrastructure has ) . —_
o L ) ) , i delay of delivery due to road closurés al-Ajaylat, Sabha and-darj limited
been limited Findings from household interviews confirm tlseatements: sixteen - : .
availability of cash has been reported, which becomes the constrfmintaarkets to

percent of households reported that they have experienced constraints in accessing fullv function
markets within last 30 days, which is mainly due to insecurity and high food jpaices y '
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Despite these challengesaccess to food inmarkets to some extentremains
unchanged. Market key informants in TripdizzZawiyah and Sabheeported that
they have been able tanaintain the food supplat normal levelswhilein Ajdabiya
al-Marj and AlAjaylatthe supply has beedisrupted. In Ajdbiyaand atMarj this is
mainly due to the closuref the port ofBenghazi, while in Ajaylitis because ofhe
road closure and lack of fue transport goodsSome items areeportedly short of
supply such ashicken, cheese, milk, olil, fruits, vegbtes, baby formula and cooking
gas thoughmarket key informantgerceive that in generddoth quantity and quality
of food items in stock is sufficient and similarth@ pre-crisis period.

Figurel2: Quality and variety of foochvailablein the market

QUALITY OF FOOD VARIETY OF FOOD
COMPARED TO PRERISIS COMPARED TO PRERISIS
SITUATION SITUATION

Don't know Don't know

Worse Less

Same
Same

Better More

Source: Household survey data

Thisnarrative is supported by the findings from the household survey. The majority of
IDP/returnee households reported th#te variety andhe quality of foodin markets
remain comparable toéhe pre-crisisperiod.

Despite the currentacceptable level of supply of food items, market key informants
anticipate that the situation may deterioraten the near future mainly due tohe
shortage of workes, increased prices of goods and the transportation cost

ACCESS TO HEALTHVSERS

Hospitals inthe areas such as Warshefa(the Tripoli areqaand Benghaaivere under
attack duringthe fighting in recent monthsFurthermore hospitals have become
overcrowdedwith patientswhile they haveareduced capacityfollowing the exodus

of foreign workers.In conflict affected areas the movement of patients and health
workers is difficult and many hospitals have had to close due to insecurity.
Furthermoee, the shortage ofmedicines and medical suppliéss been reported by
WHQw» Whereasthese previous reports suggest thite access tdealth servicesis
severely affectedby the ongoing crisis, the household survey and key informant
interviews suggest thathe access i©iampered to a lesser extent in the assessed
locations.

IDRreturnee key informants highligled the issuesof accessing medicines due tiee
shortage of supply in some areas well aghe increased pricesf medicine.Access

to hospitals anchealth service facilities is in genegrceived to bdess problematic,
except azZawiya and Ajaylat where key informants indicated that the public health
services were limited and private health fa@ were too expensiveFindings from
household survey confirm the observatioseventysix percent of IDP/returnee
households reportedly have no constraints in accessing to health services. Among
those who have limited access, lack of money to pay for services or medicine is cited
as the mapr constraint.Access to health care is viewed as being particularly difficult
for vulnerable groups such as the elderly and the very sidkose groups are
presumablyin the greatest need of health caservices

8 (Mustafa, 2014)(Suliman & Ali, 2014)
9 (Alkhosi & Ali, @14), (Adel, 2014)
10 (WHO, 2014)
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Figurel3: Access to health services

ACCESS TO EDUCATISXINHOOLS
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Access to schools hasmainedrelativelyhigh amang IDPs andeturnees despite the
fact that many schools haveportedly been closed due to insecurity and fightjng
and to accommodatelDPs: IDP/returnee key informants reported thachools are
functioning in their areas and scheagjed children are attending schomdgularly,
except foral-Marj where the key informans reported that children do not attend
school regularlydue to the school dsure Schools have been open tet IDP children
enrol in school programes. Findings from the household survey supports d6e
observation twenty-one percent of the interviewed householdswith school age
children do not attend schoolyith the main reason being cited ashool closureit is
worth noting that he level of access to school varies from one locatiotié¢oother.
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they resort to private facilities.

SourceHousehold survey data
For refugees/asylum seekerabout half of the interviewed refugee key informants

reported that there are constraint$n accessingnealth careservices, mainly due to
lack of money to pay for the services

11 (UNHCR, 2014a)

18| Page



Despite theoverallgood access to educaticamong shoolaged childrenthere ae
important differences by type of IDPRecently displaced IDBee less likely to have
access to education for their childrecompared to the IDPs ttdave been displaced

for a longer duration. This is likely due to the fact that the latter group has had time

to adjust and integrate in their new place of residence. In addjtiaccess to
education seemssignificantly lower in the a&st, where fifty-four percent of
IDRreturnee household reported that schoolaged childrerdo not attend school

Figurel5: Access to educatioby duration of displacement and region
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Source: Household survey data

While IDP#returnees mostly report a highlevel ofaccess to education, this et the
casefor children ofrefugeegasylum seekerswith the major constraint beindack of
resources to pay for tuition, books, et€onsequentlyonly few refugee children
attend schoo] according to refugee/asylum seeker key informants
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