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Theopinionsexpressedn the report are those of the authorsanddo not necessarilyeflectthe
views of the InternationalOrganizatiorfor Migration (IOM) Thedesignationemployedandthe
presentation of material throughout the report do not imply the expressionof any opinion
whatsoeveron the part of IOM concerningthe legal status of any country, territory, city or
area,or of itsauthorities,or concerningts frontiersor boundaries

IOM is committed to the principle that humaneand orderly migration benefits migrantsand
society Asan intergovernmentalorganization |OM actswith its partnersin the international
community to  assist in meeting the operational challenges of migration, advance
understandingof migration issues, encouragesocial and economic development through
migrationandupholdthe humandignityand well-beingof migrants

Pleasesend any feedback, comments and suggestionsrelated to the Covid19 Mobility
Trackingdashboardsindoutputsto the DTMCovid19 Teamat dtmcovidl9@iomint
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‘1 GO@CMMHDandWASHeamsin collaborationwith SouthWest Stateof Somalieandthe Ministry
of Healthis holding Covid19 preventionand control training sessiongor frontline Baidoacommunity
contracted casualstaff. The staff is engagedin conductingcommunity health, hygieneand sanitation
promotion activitiesfor WASHMHD and C C C Monmemunity mobilisersas well asfield enumerators
Theywill hold healthengagemengctivitiesin the field for two weeksto educatethe publicon infection
prevention and control of communicablediseasesto sensitizethe community on good hygieneand
sanitationpracticesandto inform peopleon the keyissueson COVIBEL9 outbreak,aswell asfactsand
mythsof this pandemic”
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Methodology & Definitions

To better understandand capturehow COVIBL9 affectsglobalmobility, IOM hasdevelopeda global databaseusedto map, track

and analysethe impactthe pandemicis havingon Pointsof Entry(PoE¥and other key points andlocationsof internal mobility. This
systemfor data collectionand analysiswhich hasbeen operationalsinceMarch 202(Q is called Mobility and RestrictiondMapping

(MRM) and was developedin phasesrespondingto the evolution of the pandemicand the resulting restrictivenessat points of

entry and locationsof internal mobility. Until the end of Augustthe systemwasin phasetwo and wascomposedof components,
calledmodules tailored to capturedifferent information. Thisincludedmodulesfor mappingPoEoperationalstatusand measures,
aswell asother modulesrelatedto observationsat keylocationsof internal mobility. Modulesrelated to internal mobility captured
informationon generalCOVIBL9 measureswithin country contexts,internal mobility restrictions,the situationat in-countrytransit

pointsand areassuchascitiesand provinceshat havespecificCOVIBL9 measuresn placewhichmaydiffer from thoseimposedat

country level,and sitesand locationswith populationsof interest (strandedforeigners/migrantsand or internally displacedwhose
mobilitywasimpacteddueto COVIBL9 measures)

Sincethe beginningof September202Q phasethree of the MRMis basedon gradualimprovementsaswell ason recommendations
providedby usersand key stakeholderslt is aimedat establishinga GlobalPoEReferenceDatabasemasterlist, usedasa baseline
for other assessmentsThiswill be a comprehensivdist of all official PoEsvorldwide andwill expandon the original PoEmoduleto
captureinformation on the official and operationalstatusof observedPoEgairports, blue border crossingpoints and land border
crossingpoints) It will be implementedin all countries, territories and areascurrently capturedin the databasebut will aim to
reacheverycountry in the world and all PoEs All data collectedthrough previousversionsof the module sinceMarch 2020 will
continueto be updatedregularly.

Throughphasethree, data collectedfor keylocationsof internal mobility (in countries,areasor siteswith populationsof interest)
will continueto be collectedand processeahroughthe existingmodulesandwill continueto be functionalin the improvedversion
of the MRMsystem

ThePointsof EntryBirWeeklyAnalysigeport andthe KeylLocationsof Internal Mobility Monthly Analysigeport serveto presentan
overviewof these COVIBL9 related changesobservedat the assessedirports, blue border crossingpoints, land border crossing
points,aswell asat internaltransit points,and other keylocationsof internal mobility.

The IOM COVIEL9 Impacton Pointsof Entry BFWeekly Analysisis meantto servelOM Member States,|OM, UN and voluntary
partner agenciesthe civil society,includingmedia,aswell asthe generalpopulationin analysinghe impactof COVIBEL9 pandemic
on PoEsl|t is particularly relevant when identifying and addressingspecific needsfaced by migrants and mobile populations,
disproportionatelyaffectedby the globalmobility restrictions

Thereport is basedon information provided by IOM field staff, usingresourcesavailableat the IOM country office level and is
accurateto the bestof | O MKnawledgeat the time of compilation Allinformation is beingconstantlyvalidated,includingthe geo
locationand attributes, and throughregularassessmentand triangulationof information. Theupdatesdependon the time frame
within which the information becomesavailableand is processedby IOM. For this reason, the analysisis always dated and
timestampedin order to reflect the reality at a giventime. However,as the situation continuouslyevolvesand changesdespite
| O Moestefforts, the analysignay not alwaysaccuratelyreflect the multiple and simultaneougestrictivemeasuredeingimposed
at aspecifidocation

Thisreport providesan overview and analysison the data from a global and regional perspectiveof PoEs For more detailed
country-specifianformationand datasetusedfor the analysigpleasevisit: https:/migration.iom.int/
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Methodology & Definitions

Asthe situation of the COVIBL9 pandemiccontinuesto evolve,the resultingrestrictive measuresssuedto mitigate the spread,
have becomeincreasinglycomplexand varied ThelOM databasemonitoring the impacton points of entry hasbeenupdatedin a
way whichreflectsthe varied stagesof measuredssuedat different times by countries,territories or areas Assuch,the evolution
of globalrestrictive measureshasresultedin varied update timelinesand canexplainthe differencein monthly updates Datahas
beencollectedbetween 13 March and 26 November202Q Datafor 52 per cent of the PoEshasbeenupdatedsincethe beginning
of November,12 per centof the PoEshasbeenupdatedduringthe month of October,while informationfor 25 per centof the PoEs
hasbeenupdatedduringthe month of September Theremainingdata waslast updatedbefore September(2%in August,<1%in
July,1%in June 4%in May, 3%in Apriland 1%in March). FormoreinformationseeTablel.2 inthe Annex

Forfurther informationon the methodology definitionsandexplanatiorpleaserefer to the MethodologyFramework

Regionamapsare availablehere.

Datais collectedon the following locationtypes:

A Airports(currentlyor recentlyfunctioningairport with a designatednternationalAir TransportAssociatiof(IATAxode)
A BlueBorderCrossindPoints(internationalborder crossingpoint on sea,river or lake)
A LandBorderCrossindPoints(internationalbordercrossingooint on land,includingrail)

Thefollowing operationalstatusis capturedfor eachassessedoE

A Fullyoperational
A Openfor entry andexit: all travelerscanusethe PoE

A Partiallyoperational

Openfor commerciatraffic only. onlytransportof goodsis permitted, travelersare not allowedto cross

Closedor entry: travelerscannotusethis locationto enter the country,territory or areg

Closedor exit: travelerscannotusethis PoEo leavethe country,territory or areg

Openfor returning nationalsand residentsonly: the PoEis open to returning nationalsand residentsonly, including
military and humanitarianpersonneland other specialgroupsfor whom entry and exit is permitted accordingto
nationalproceduresn place

To o o o

A Fullyclosed
A Closedor both entry andexit: no oneis permitted to usethe PoE

A Unknown

Listof acronyms used throughouhereport

»  C/T/Ascountriesterritories orareas

» DTM: Displacement Tracking Matrix

» IDPsinternallyDisplacedPersons

*  MRM:Mobility and Restrictions Mapping
*  PoEPoint ofEntry

e p.p.: Percentage Poiht

e SOPs: Standard Operating Procedures

Data is geographicallyaggregatedby IOM RegionalOffices Thelist of countriesunder eachlOM RegionalOffice can be found
here: https://www .iom.int/regionatoffices

1. Not to be confused with per cent, percentage point (p.p.) refers to an increase or decrease of a percentage rathémdieasaror decrease in the raw number.
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https://migration.iom.int/sites/default/files/public/DTM Methodological Framework for Points of Entry Country Baseline _COVID-19 11032020.pdf
https://migration.iom.int/maps/dtm-covid-19-regional-atlas-point-operational-status-26-november-2020?close=true
https://www.iom.int/regional-offices

Executive summary

The current COVIBL9 pandemichas affected global mobility both in terms of international mobility restrictionsand restrictive
measureon internal movement Tobetter understandhow COVIBL9 affectsglobalmobility, IOM hasdevelopeda globalmobility
databaseto gather,mapandtrack dataon theserestrictivemeasuresmpactingmovement Theinformationin thisreport relieson
a compilationof inputs from multiple sources,jncludingfrom IOM staff in the field, DTMreports on flow monitoring and mobility
tracking

Datahasbeencollectedfrom 13 Marchto the 26 November202Q Datafor 52 per cent of the PoEshasbeen updated sincethe
beginningof November,12 per cent of the PoEshasbeenupdatedduringthe month of October,while information for 25 per cent
of the PoEshasbeenupdatedin September Theremainingdatawaslast updatedbefore September2%in August,<1%in July,1%
in June 4%in May, 3%in Apriland 1%in March).

Pointsof Entry (PoE$:

A Atotal of 4,149 PoEsvere assesseih 180 C/T/As 1,050 (25%) airports, 2,436 (59%) land border crossingpoints and 663 (16%9)
bluebordercrossingoints.

A Overall,23 per cent of the assessedoEswere fully closed(no changecomparedto the previousreporting period), 28 per cent
partially operational(no changecomparedto the previousreport) and 44 per cent fully operational(+2 p.p. comparedto the
previousreportingperiod),howeverthe operationalstatusof PoEs/ariedacrossOMRegiongand PoBypes

0 ThelOM Regionwith the highestshareof fully closedPoEsvasWestand CentralAfrica(53% no changecomparedto
the previousreporting period), followed by SouthernAfrica (48% no relative change),SouthAmerica(40% a 4 p.p.
decreasecomparedto two weeksago)andthe Middle Eastand North Africa(32% a 1 p.p. decreasecomparedto two
weeksago)

0 TheEuropearEconomidArearemainedthe IOM Regionwith the highestpercentageof fully operationalPOES87%, i.e.
no changecomparedto the previousreporting period),followed by Eastand Horn of Africa(58%, i.e. a 8 p.p. increase
comparedto the previousreporting period) and SouthEasternEurope EasternEuropeand CentralAsia(49% i.e. al
p.p. increaseon afortnightly basis)

0 About27 per centof the assessedand border crossingpoints, globally,were fully closed Forairportsandblue border
crossingpoints this wasreported as 17 and 15 per cent, respectivelywith a 1 p.p. decreasefor land border crossing
pointsandairportsin the pasttwo weeks

o0 Theshareof fully operationalPoEsincreasedfor all PoEtypes airports (65% i.e. a 3 p.p. increasecomparedto the
previousreporting period), blue border crossingpoints (49% i.e. a 3 p.p. increaseon a fortnightly basis)and land
bordercrossingpoints(34%, i.e. al p.p. increasecomparedo two weeksago)
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|. POE Scope and Coverage: Numbers at aglance

180

Assessed Points of Entry Assessed C/T/As

Tobetter understandhow COVIBL9 hasaffectedthe varioustravel restrictionsand disruptionshamperingglobalmobility, this report
looksat I O Mglobalmobility databaseto map and gather data on the locations,status and different restrictionsat PoEsglobally,
including airports, blue border crossing points and land border crossing points This report also looks at the impacts on
stranded migrantsand other populationssuchastouristswho are affected by the changesn mobility measuresisinga compilation
of inputsfrom multiple sourcesjncludingfrom IOM staff in the field, DTMreports on flow monitoringand mobility trackingaswell as
from trusted mediasources

ThelOM COVIBEL9 Impacton Pointsof Entry Weekly Analysisreport providesan overviewand analysison the datafrom a global
andregionalperspectiveusingdataupdatedasof 26 November2020

IOM has assessedt, 149 total PoEsin 180 countries, territories and areasso far. Of these PoEs 2,436 (59%) were land border
crossingpoints, 1050 (25%) were airports and 663 (16%) were blue border crossingpoints (sea, river and lake ports). More details
canbefoundin Tablelin the Annex

Ofall assesse®oEs23 per cent werereported asfully closedand 44 per centwere reportedto be fully operational. Another28 per
centwere partially operational. At the regionallevel,the highestrate of fully closedassesse®oEswvere locatedin Westand Central
Africa (53%) and SouthernAfrica (48%). Converselythe lowest number of fully closedassessedocationswere found in Centraland
North Americawith 6 percentand EuropearEconomidreawith 2 per cent More detailscanbe foundin the Annex,Tabke 1 and2.

Global map of assessed PoEs and their operational status

k .

Operational Status
Fully Closed

Fully Operational
Partially Operational
Unknown
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2. Overview of Airports

IOM assessed 050airports (anincreaseof 20 airports from the previousassessmentin 177 countries, territories and areas Of
the assesseairports, 17 per cent or 183 airportswere reported to be fully closed(adecreaseof 1 p.p. comparedto the previous
report). Airportswith partially operational statuswere reportedfor 13 per cent or 133 airports(no change) For 65 per cent (680)
of the assessediirports, the operational status was reported to be fully operational (an increaseof 3 p.p. comparedto the
previousreport). Information wasnot availablefor the remaining5 per cent (54) of assessedirports (for more details,seeTable3

inthe Annex)
Operational status at assessed airports

Of the total 183 assessedully closedairports, the top IOM regionthat Fully closed Partially operational
reported the highestpercentageof fully closedairports was SouthAmerica
(37 out of 64, or 58% of assessedairports are closed a decreaseof Fully operational Unknown

1 p.p. comparedto the previousupdate) FollowingSouthAmerica,another
IOM region with a high proportion of fully closedairports was Southern
Africa, with 34 out of 68 closedairports or 50 per cent (no changeon a
fortnightly basig. Conversely,Central and West Africa was the region
with the highestproportion of fully operationalairports (42 out of 44, 95%
of the total), followed by Eastand Horn of Africa with 69 out of 73, also95
per centof the total.

Global map of assessed airports and their operational status

Operational Status
Fully Closed

® Fully Operational
° Partially Operational

] Unknown
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3. Overview of Blue Border Crossing Points

(sea-, river and lake ports)

IOM assessedh total of 663 blue border crossingpoints in 103 countries t

erritories and areas The operational status of the

assessedblue border crossingpoints variedslightly,with 15 per cent (or 101 locations)reported to be fully closed Theportion of
partially operational blue border crossingpoints was reported at 34 per cent (226 ports, a 2 p.p. decreasecomparedto two
weeksago) Finally,49 per cent (322locations)were reported asfully operational (a 3 p.p. increase)Information wasnot available

for 2 per cent(14locations)for moredetails,seeTable3 in the Annex)

SouthernAfricawasthe IOM region with the highestshareof fully closed
blue border crossingpoints (20 out of 35, 57% of the total, no changeon a
fortnightly basig, closelyfollowed by CentralAmerica,North Americaand
the Caribbean(19 out of 37, 51% of the total, no changefrom the previous
update), and South America (5 out of 11 assessedlue border crossing
points, 45% a decreaseof 5 p.p. on a fortnightly basi§. The European
EconomicArearegion continued to be the I0M region with the highest
share of fully operational blue border crossing points with 126 fully
operationallocationsout of the 139 assessedblue border crossingpointsin
the region (91% of the total: no change compared to the previous
report). Theregionwith the secondhighestshareof fully operationalblue
border PoEsvas Eastand Horn of Africa, with 85 per centor 69 out of 81
reported as fully operational, followed by SouthEasternEurope,Eastern
Europeand CentralAsiawith 66 of 1190r 55 per cent.

Global map of assessed blue border crossing points and their operational status
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Operational status at assessed blue border
crossing points

= Fully closed Partially operational

Fully operational Unknown

.

Operational Status
Fully Closed

@ Fully Operational
° Partially Operational
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4. Overview of Land Border Crossing Points

Amongthe 2,436 assessedand border crossingpoints in 128 countries, territories or areas,the fully closed and partially
operational made up 27 and 33 per cent of the total, respectively,while 34 per cent of the assessedocationswere fully
operational without anyrestriction The operationalstatusof the remaining6 per centwasunknown Comparedo the previous
report, it is noticeablea decreaseof 1 p.p. in fully closedland border crossingpoints and a correspondingl p.p. increasein fully
operationallocations(for more details,seeTable3 in the Annex)

Westand CentralAfricaremainsthe IOMregionreporting the highestshare Operational status at assessed land bord

of fully closedland border crossingpoints with 221 out of 354 assessed crossing point
locations completely closed, correspondingto 62 per cent of the total
number of land border crossingpoints assessedn this region (no relative
changecomparedto the previousreporting period). Other IOM regions
with a high proportion of fully closedland border crossingpoints include
SouthernAfrica (94 out of 206, 46% of the total, no relative changeon a
fortnightly basis),Asiaand the Pacific(85 out of 225, 38% of the total, i.e. a
1 p.p. increaseon a fortnightly basis)and Eastand Horn of Africa (69 out of
190, 36%o0f the total, i.e. a3 p.p. decreasecomparedo two weeksago)

= Fully closed Partially operational

Fully operational Unknown

The highest percentageof fully operational land border crossingpoints
amonglOM regionsremainsin the EuropeanEconomicAreawith 399 out
of the 476 assessedand border crossingpoints that are currently open
(84% of the total, i.e. a 1 p.p. increasecomparedto the previousreport),
followed by SouthEasternEurope,EasternEuropeand Central Asia (237
out of 534, 44% of the total, i.e. a 2 p.p. increasecomparedto the previous
report), while the share of fully operationalland border crossingpoints is
belowthe overallaveragefor all the other IOMregions

Global map of assessed land border crossing points and their operational status
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Operational Status
Fully Closed

Fully Operational
® Partially Operational
® Unknown
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Annex: Tables
Table I: Number (#) and percentage (%) of assessed Points of Entry by type and IOM region

Land border
crossing points

Blue border No. of
crossing points CIT/IA

--------

Asia and the Pacific 584 100% 36% 225 39% 148 25% 37
Central and North America ar
the Caribbean 437 100% 141 32% 259 59% 37 8% 22
West and Central Africa 443 100% 44 10% 354 80% 45 10% 21
East and Horn of Africa 344 100% 73 21% 190 55% 81 24% 9
European Economic Area 798 100% 183 23% 476 60% 139 17% 30
Middle East and North Africa 245 100% 70 29% 127 52% 48 20% 17
South America 140 100% 64 46% 65 46% 11 8% 10
SouthEastern Europe, Easter
Europe and Central Asia 849 100% 196 23% 534 63% 119 14% 19
Southern Africa 100% 22% 206 67% 11%

e | o0t | 1050 | 2ot | 2to0 | oo | oo | aowe | 320

Table 1.2: Percentage of update of PoE data by month

Location Type March (%) April (%) _ May (%)

Airport 2% 3% 3%

Blue border crossing point 6 1% 12 2% 19 3%
Land border crossing poir 32 1% 65 3% 114 5%
Total 56 1% 113 3% 164 4%

Airport 0% 6 1% 75 7%

Blue border crossing point 7 1% 0 0% 0 0%
Land border crossing poin 29 1% 0 0% 24 1%
Total 1% 6 0% 2%

Airport 10% 9% 65%

Blue border crossing poin 211 32% 68 10% 340 51%
Land border crossing poir 705 29% 323 13% 1144 47%
Total 1022 25% 487 12% 2164 52%

Pa=N
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Annex: Tables

Table 2: Number (#) and percentage (%) of assessed PoEs by operational status and IOM region

Fully closed Pa”"f""y Fully operational Unknown Total
operational
Region

Asia and the Pacific 20% 50% 20% 10%

Central andCNo_rth America and the 27 6% 293 51% 177 41% 10 206 437
aribbean

West and Central Africa 235 53% 124 28% 70 16% 14 3% 443
East and Horn of Africa 75 22% 42 12% 199 58% 28 8% 344
European Economic Area 18 2% 77 10% 693 87% 10 1% 798
Middle East and North Africa 78 32% 61 25% 92 38% 14 6% 245
South America 56 40% 46 33% 38 27% 0 0% 140

SouthEastern Europe, Eastern Eurc

el Carirall Acta 187 22% 231 27% 420 49% 11 1% 849

Southern Africa 148 48% 23% 26 8% 64 21% 309
Total 1167 1833 4149

Table 3: Number (#) and percentage (%) of assessed PoEs by operational status and type

Fully closed FEEILY Fully operational Unknown Total
operational

= .--------

Airport 17% 13% 65% 5% 100%
Blueborder crossingpoint 101 15% 226 34% 322 49% 14 2% 100%
Landborder crossingpoint 657 27% 808 33% 831 34% 140 6% 100%

= ow | oa1 | 2we | aie7 | 2w | 183 | s | 208 | 5% | 200

Pa=N
i
=
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