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SUMMARY

Lvivska oblast has been playing a key role in hosting displaced people in Ukrainesince 24 February 2022 According
to official figures, as of January 2023,around 247,000 people were registered in the region as Internally Displaced
Persons (IDPs} Among those, a significant number are hosted in collective sites (CSs)While there are indications that
needs among the population in CSs are higher than for the displaced population outside CSs and host communities,
there is limited data available to allow for representative comparisons between these demographics.

The purpose of this assessment is to provide an overview of the needs and concerns of displaced populations in
Lvivska oblast,comparing with the needs and concerns of the host community, while assessing how they are being
met by local and international actors. To that end, REACHin close cooperation with the CCCM cluster, conducted
1,287 households (HH) surveys with displaced households in collective sites (IDP households in CSs) displaced
households living in the community (IDP households outside CSs), and nondisplaced households (non-IDP
households). Findings are complemented by interviews and discussions with civil society organisations (CSOs)
representatives of local authorities, public service providers(PSPs)and international humanitarian respondents.

KEY FINDINGS

Humanitarian response and coordination trends

1 Local and external actors coordinate their activities in Lvivska oblast effectively to a large extent .
However, it could be further improved. Some respondents reported issues resulting from a lack of common
approaches,coordination, or information sharing . In the meantime, some smaller local actors meet challenges
trying to connect with the humanitarian international sy stem.

1 Many local respondents are expected to have difficulties in maintaining their activities in the long -
term due to a lack of funds and resources.  Civil society actors struggle to meet compliance requirements
or are unaware of funding opportunities. Public actors on the other hand must cope with a decrease in public
funding, which, combined with an increase in prices, directly affects their resource level.

1 Non-displaced households are significantly less likely to bene fit from assistance. No less than 73% of
non-displaced households reported not having received assistance while this was reported by only 1% of the
IDPs in CS and 7% of the IDPs outside CSs. In addition, the overall level of satisfactiorwith the response was
considerably lower for non-displaced households, as only 45% of those who reported assistance found it
satisfactory, while this was reported by 88% of IDP households in CSs, and 82%of IDP households outside
CSs.

Demographics, vulnerabilities, and socioeconomic needs

i1 IDP households living in CSs are overall characterised by additional vulnerabilities and socio -economic
fragilities . While they initially earned less income on average compared to the other groups surveyed, the
context of the conflict further reinforced their economic difficulties. However, data shows that IDP households
in CSs with the lowest incomes are less likely to see theirincomes decrease. Thss af ety net d per mi
the impact of the hostilities for those with fewer capacity to access employment, rely on saving, or access
friends and familyof6s assistance.

1 Inthe meantime, IDP households outside CSs often reported similar & if not higher 8 levels of needs in
some sectors. They selfreported issues meeting some of their basic needs and pointed out greater barriers
to accessing state monetary compensation related to the hostilities (38%), or access to employmentsupport
(21%).

110M, Ukraine fi_Area Baseline Assessment (Raion Level) Round 20 | Displacement Tracking Matrix (iom.int), February 2022
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Housing, CCCM, and Shelter

1 Nearly a fifth of IDP households (both in and outside CSs) reported barriers in accessing long -term
accommodation solutions in Lvivska oblast.  They weretwice aslikely to report this issue when living in Lviv
city (27%) than in areas outside Lviv city (11%). Findings indicate that difficulties faced by displaced
households result from the lack of sustainability that both CSs and, to some extent, the private housing market
seemingly fail to provide fully.

i This issue is further complexified by the uncertainty that characterised displacement dynamics in
Lvivska oblast. While most IDP households do not intend to move in the next months (81%), an overall
majority have the intention to leave for their settlement of origin when the security context eventually allows
it, 73% in Lviv city.
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INTRODUCTION

The sudden escalation of the hostilities in Ukraine on 24 February 2022 has intensified the humanitarian crisis in the
country. Among the primary issues of concern are six and a half million people internally displaced as of December
20222. While the majority live in private residences in the community, a significant number have been hosted in
collective sites (CSs)established in public and private buildings across Ukraine.

Lvivska oblast has been playing a key role in hosting Internally Displaced Persons (IDPskince 24 February 2022.

Official figures in January 2023 reported the registration of 2 47,000 | DPs, which represents only half of the actual

number according to the oblast administration. 3 Forthe Internationalor gani sati on f or Migrati on:
Tracking Matrix (DTM), this influx puts Lvivska oblast in the top four of hosting oblast s in Ukraine, behind Kharkivska,
Dnipropetrovska, and Kyivska?

A significant proportion of IDPs are hosted in collective sites in Lvivska oblast the Camp Coordination and Camp
Management (CCCM) cluster and its partners have mapped?243 active CSsthroughout the region, hosting an
evaluated 22,946 IDPS It indicates that close to 10% of registered IDP individuals are accommodated in CSs in
Lvivska oblast. While there are indications that needs among the population in CSs are higher than for the displaced
population outside CSs and host communities, there is limited data available to allow for representative comparisons
between these demographics.

Recovery adivities are required to cope with a protracted displacement situation. The satisfaction of long-term
priorities, such as access to employment and livelihoods, longterm housing alternatives, access to basic servicesor
social integration is increasingly taken into consideration by local and external respondents. Importantly, data
available one year after the start of the escalation indicates that the impact of the crisis i s multisectoral and
context -specific, therefore requiring comprehensive areabased analysis to better identify how to sustainably meet
the needs of the affected population.

The scaleup of the response to involve multiple actors in Lvivska oblast leads to questions around cooperation
dynamics. The implication of local and regional authorities, civil society, and humanitarian actors run the risk of
creating parallel structures of collaboration, potentially leading to gaps and duplications in the response. It heightens
the need for reliable data on coordination tr  ends, activities, and capacity gaps of response actors.

In this context, REACH worked with the CCCM cluster to develop and implement anarea-based assessment (ABA)
in Lvivska ob last to support the information needs of the cluster and other partners , by answering the questions
below. REACHand the CCCM cluster consulted with a wide range of additional stakeholders to gather input on the
research design as well aghe interpretation of findings, including local authorities and local organisations.

Research questions:
1 What are the short and long -term needs of IDPs and the host community in
Lvivska oblast and how do they vary across the oblast?
1 Which local and international actors are responding to meet those needs, and
how do they coordinate?
1 In what ways could the local response befurther supported ?

2 International Organisation for Migration (IOM), Ukraine | Displacement (iom.int), December 2022
3 Lvivska oblast admhistration, More than 250,000 IDPs are officially registered in Lviv Oblast December 2022
410M, Ukraine fi_Area Baseline Assessment (Raion Levef) Round 20 | Displacement Tracking Matrix (iom.int), February 2023

5 As of January 2023, following a baseline mapping conducted by the CCCM cluster with support of REACH, UNHCR, IOM, ACTED, NR@ other
partners. Obtainable via CCCM cluster.
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METHODOLOGY

Geographical scope

Areabased Assessment. Lvivska oblagtebruan2023

The geographical scope of the assessment encompasses
I 184 settlements across the oblast (Lviv city and 183 settlements outside Lviv City)

(urban hromadas 0 Lvivska, Chervonohradska; rural hromadasd Skhydnytska,

Novoyarychivska, Krasnenska).

1 5 priority hromadas

Data collection methods and Sampling  strategy

This ABAfollows a mixed -methods approach , consisting of both quantitative and qualitative research methods.

The quantitative component includes a household survey of 1,287 face-to-face interviews, conducted in 184
settlements across the oblastbetween 8 November and 2 December 2022.Results are generalisableat the oblast level
and comparable 8 with a 95% level of confidence and 7% margin of error 8 between displacement status (IDP
households in CSs, IDP households outside CSsnd non-IDP households), and areas of settlement (in Lvivcity and
outside Lviv city). For the IDP households in CSs, 112 CSs were visited.

Table 1. Sampling of househol dsé

data coll ection

IDP households in CSs

IDP households out of CSs

Non -IDP households

Lviv City 211 208 212
Outside Lviv City 218 232 206
Total 429 440 418

Additionally, an actor mapping including 75 local actorsdkey informant interviews (LA-KIIs) was conducted across the
oblast to obtain general information on their role and capacities in crisis response. They were interviewed remotely
through telephone calls from 24 6 31 October 2022. Contrary to the household survey, this datais not representative
of local response actors at the oblast level and should be considered indicative.However, it allows to discern trends
regarding the activities, capacities and needs of local response actors in the oblast.

Qualitative data collection took place between 1 November 2022 and 2 December 2022 in fve priority hromadas.
These hromadas were purposely selected for their particular interestin the humanitarian response, and their value in
exposing variations between urban and rural hromadas. There, aotal of 14 publicservi ce pr ovi der s o
interviews (PSRKIIs) were conducted to understand the impact of the escalation of hostilities in three main sectors
(education, healthcare, and social/administrative services). REACH also conducted 8 o c a | act gmoupd

discussions (LAFGDs)and2i nt er nati onal

and opportunities for both local and international response s.

MWQUSTER

SUPPORTING DISPLACED COMMUNITIES

www.cccmcluster.org

Informing
more effective
humanitarian action

key

f oc

actor sd (A-6@Dsg)do ugderstang thedpriositiesu s si o



Areabased Assessment. Lvivska oblagtebruan2023

FINDINGS

1. General overview of the situation in Lvivska oblast

1.1 Househol ds®6 demographics and vulnerabilitie
Demographic characteristic

The average household size was identified as 2.57 persons for IDP households in CSs 2.88 persons for IDP
households outside CSs and 2.84 persons for nonIDP households. The figure for non-IDP households indicates a
lower figure than the official number for Lvivska oblast (3.01), according to 2021 data from the State Statistics Service
of Ukraine.®

Households with children made up 51% of surveyed IDP househotls in CSs and 53% of IDP households outside
CSs It was significantly higher than the figure among non-IDP households (38%). The latter finding contradicts the

figure of the State Statistics Service of Ukraine, for which the proportion of households with children in Lvivska oblast
was 46% in 2021.Among the households who reported having children, 54% of IDP households in CSshad only one
child, 56% of IDP households outside CSs had only one child, and 55% ohon-IDP householdshad only one child. The
share of families with three or more children amounted to 13% of IDP householdsin CSswith children, 14% of IDP
households outside CSs with children, and 12% of norIDP households with children.

Figure 1. Gender and age distribution of respondents, by displacement group

IDPs households in CSs IDPs households outside CSs Non -IDP households
76-85 & 1L, 76-85 | 18 76-85 Bul%y,
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A majority of IDP households were female -headed. Among respondents who reported being head of household
(HoHH), 92% of respondents representing the group of IDPs in CSswere women, versus 68% for IDP households
outside CSs. This figure was only 48% for norlDP households.

6 State statistics service of Ukraine Social and Demographic Characteristics of Households of Ukraing 2021
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Househol dsd vulnerabilities

The data confirms that IDP households in CSs are generally characteri sed by additional vulnerabilities,
compared to IDP households outside CSs, and nondisplaced households. They were more likely to report having
members with chronic illnesses, disabled persons, single parents, ormental health concerns. They were also more
likely to report having pensioners in their households compared to IDP households outside CSs, but less likely than
non-IDP households (Figure2). These findings differ from the results of the ABA in Dnipropetrovska oblast, where
displaced households in CSs werecharacterised bya more frequent presenceof pensioners than the other two groups
of analysis.” The vulnerability to chronic illnesses of IDP households was also emphassed in a report from HelpAge,
indicating that 96% of IDP people interviewed (76% women) have at least one chronic disease®

Figure 2 Househol dsd reported vulnerabil it ickokequdstonydi spl acement stat

Pensioners I oo 33%
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Chronic illness T T m— 42%
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Person with disabilitiesm 22%
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Single parent *’80}00/0
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0
None | — 450
one 34%/0

4
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

m IDP households in CSsm IDP households outside CSs® Non-IDP households

1.2 Displacement dynamics

Number of IDPs in Lvivska oblast

Official figures in January 202 reported the registration of 247,000 IDPs in Lvivska oblast, this influx putsit in the
top four of hosting oblasts in Ukraine, behind Kharkivska, Dnipropetrovska, and Kyivska.At the raion level, Lvivskyi
hosted the highest number of registered IDPs, with over 129,020 IDPs(108,300 in Lviv city) followed by Stryiskyi
(33,474), and Drohobytskyi (32,206f These figures point toward a slight drop in the number of IDPs in the oblast,
compared to November -December 2022 (256,775)°

However, the oblast administration estimates that these figures only represent half of the actual number of IDPs in
the oblast, as many of them reportedly did not register while settling in private accommodations.!* When
interrogated on the matter during the HH survey, IDP households in CSs were 97%to report that all the members of
their households had officially registered, this number was only 91% for IDP households outside CSs. This average
falls to 89% when looking at IDPs households outside CSdiving in Lviv city . Taken at face value,t would mean that
more than an estimated 10% of IDP households outside CSs do not register officially in Lviv city(~10,000 IDPs).

" REACHArea-based Assessment in Dnipropetrovska oblast September 2022

8 HelpAge, Humanitarian needs of older men and women IDPs in Lviv and Lvivska oblastNovember 2022

®10M, Ukraine fi _Area Baseline Assessment (Raion Levefi Round 20 | Displacement Tracking Matrix (iom.int), February 2023
10 |OM, Displacement Report - Area Baseline Report (Raion levelfi Round 18, November-December 2022

11| vivska oblast administration, More than 250,000 IDPs are officially registered in Lviv Oblast December 2022
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Areas of origin of the IDP households
Top 3 oblasts of origin for IDP households in CSs:  Donetska (36%), Kharkivska (20%), and Luhanska (14%).

Map 1. Reported origin of displaced households in CSs
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Top 3 oblasts of origin  for IDP households outside CSs: Kharkivska (24%), Donetska (21%)nd Khersonska (16%).

Map 2. Reported origin of displaced households outside CSs
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Areabased Assessment. Lvivska oblagtebruan2023

Push and pull factors

REACHd®s Arrival and Transit Monitoring (ATM) Round
settlement of habitual residence from households transiting and arriving in Lvivska oblast mostly revolve around
security considerations. Shelling in/near the settlement was reported as the primary reason (41%), followed by
concerns about an escalation of hostilities in the future (28%), and threat to personal/family safety (23%)??

Accordingly, for the HH survey, the most common reason from IDP households for choosing a settlement in Lvivska
oblast was security considerations (Table 2). The second mostreported reason for choosing Lvivska oblastvaries by
displacement group: for IDP householdsoutside CSsd the location of friends/family (41%), for IDP householdsin CSs
d availability of humanitarian aid/ assistance (27%)

Table 2. Most reported reasons for choosing the settlement in Lvivska oblast, by displaced living arrangement (multiple -
choice question)

Reason for choosing the IDP households in CSs IDP households outside CSs
settlement Lviv City Outside Lviv City Lviv City Outside Lviv City
Security considerations 66% 66% 67%
The location of friends/ family 23% 28% 40% 42%
Availability of humanitarian aid/
assistance 30% 23% 23% 16%
Following advice 25% 22% 22% 17%
Availability of permanent
accommodation 16% 19% 15% 22%
Ease of registration as an IDP 19% 13% 23% 12%
Availability of public services 17% 9% 21% 8%
Availability of work/income
opportunities 5% 5% 14% 9%

Movement Intentions

Only 6% of IDP households in CSs (8% in Lviv city; 5% outside Lviv citygnd 7% of IDP households outside CSs (6% in
Lviv city; 8% outside Lviv city)reported a clear intention to move again in the next month. Of those, the majority
of IDP households in CSs (17out of 27), and IDP households outside CSs (23 out of 32)reported intention to return
to their settlement of habitual residence.

These finding s must be balanced with data from the ATM Round 5 (December 2022), in which 79% of respondents
surveyed in Lviv city indicated consideling the settlement as a transit point in their displacement. Of those who
intended to transit, 81% planned to travel abroad. Furthermore, 73% of surveyed households (transiting and arriving)
in Lviv city reported an intention to return to their habitual residence in the future. 2 It points towards a situation of
uncertainty for many IDPs in Lvivska oblast, unable to movesoon, but willing to do so when the security context allows
it.

The transit role of Lviv city is strongly determined by its connections to the railway network across the country and
abroad. In the first months following the escalation of hostilities, Lviv railway station received up to 100,000 people
per day, 20 times higher than its usual passenger flow!* The evacuation flow has now decreased but Lvivska oblast
still sees arriving evacuation trains and buses every day'® In total, more than 5 million displaced people passed
through the city since 24 February 202216

12 REACHArrival and Transit Monitoring , October 2022

13 REACHArrival and Transit Monitoring, December 2022

4 Ukrainian railway, Since the first days of the war, the Lviv railway station received 100 thousand people a day July 2022

15 Lvivska oblast administration, Lviv region is the only station in Ukraine receiving evacuation trains every day, November 2022

16 Radio Svoboda, Lviv during the war. How has the city changed? January 2023
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https://www.impact-repository.org/document/reach/9a3c6824/REACH_UKR2208_ATM_Factsheet_Round-4_October_2022.pdf
file:///C:/Users/acted/Downloads/REACH_UKR2208_ATM_Brief_Round-5_December_2022.pdf
https://www.uz.gov.ua/press_center/up_to_date_topic/585526/
https://zahid.espreso.tv/lvivshchina-edina-v-ukraini-shchodnya-priymae-evakuatsiyni-potyagi-kozitskiy
https://www.radiosvoboda.org/a/viyna-pereselennya-dopomoha-rizdvo/32194217.html
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1.3 Social cohesion
Social cohesion between IDPs and the host community

Results from the HH survey indicate that IDP households were overall more likely  than non -IDP households to

perceive a positive relationship between  them . Indeed, 69% of IDP households in CSs, and’6% of IDP households

outside CSs reported that the relationship between IDPs and the host communitywa s e i t h e rverypggoooodddd. o
Only 43% of non-IDP households reported the same level of social cohesion. In the meantime, a significant proportion

reported thatthis r el ati onship was ©O6neutral & (FBaliisimportanttonaetthatt h e y
7% of IDP households in CSs, and 4% of norlDP households reported arelationship either daddor &ery badd(Figure

3).17

Figure 3. Perception of the relationship between displaced and non -displaced households, displayed by displacement
status (single -choice question)
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Despite the above, nearly half of the IDP households (47% in CSs; 44% outside CSs) reported thatore should be
done to improve this relationship. In the meantime, most respondents reported that the relationship had not
changed recently (Figure 4).Once again, the negative perception was more likely to be reported by IDP households
in CSs (6%) and na-1DP households (3%).

Figure 4. Dynamic of changes of relationship perception between displaced and non  -displaced households, displayed by
displacement status (single -choice question)
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17 Answersto single-choice questions should amount to 100% for each category of respondents. However, due to the rounding of percentages
and aggregation of strata, the total could vary slightly in some cases.
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