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Introduction

The war Israel launched on Gaza Strip led to the total destruction of the infrastructure of the Gaza Strip and turned that whole area into a disaster zone. More than 1,300 people were killed from the start of the war on December 27, 2008 until its end. Additionally, 5,400 people or more were wounded and more than 3,000 establishments and thousands of homes were destroyed. And tens of thousands of people were displaced. 

The reconstruction of what the war had destroyed requires accurate and reliable data in all fields including socioeconomic, environmental, health, construction, and other fields. The purpose of conducting the Impact of the War and Siege on Gaza Strip Survey is to produce findings that would become a tool for the best planning for reconstruction and review of the situation of the Palestinian households in Gaza Strip from the economic, health, education, and environmental perspectives. 

The survey is conducted in cooperation with a number of international organizations including WFP, FAO, in order to assess the impact of the war on the socioeconomic situations of the households in Gaza Strip and establish the necessary plans and policies to improve the socioeconomic, environmental, health, and educational aspects of the Gaza Strip. 

Objectives

This survey, which is conducted during the second quarter of 2009, aims to achieve the following:

1. Monitor the changes that occurred to the socioeconomic situation of the Gaza Strip households in the context of the necessary procedures to establish the socioeconomic and food security system of the Gaza Strip. 

2. Identify the urgent needs and priorities of the Gaza Strip population.

3. Measure the war’s impact on the psychic and health wellbeing of the individuals in Gaza Strip.

4. Measure the war’s impact on the socioeconomic situation in general.

5. Identify areas of intervention by international bodies operating in Gaza Strip as well as the agencies of the Palestinian Authority.

6. Make the necessary policies for the different areas of reconstruction of Gaza Strip. 

The structure of the report 

The report presents the most important findings of the Impact of the War and Siege on Gaza Strip Survey 2009. The report consists of five chapters, including an introductory chapter (Chapter One), which includes the lit of tables and contents. Chapter Two includes a list of definitions of terms used in the survey. Chapter Three shows the survey’s main findings. Chapter Four describes the methodology used in planning and conducting the survey and Chapter Five includes an assessment of the data quality including the accuracy of the data and the quality control procedures. 

Concepts and Definitions

	Age in Completed Years:
	The completed age in years of the person enumerated, which is the difference between the date of birth and the survey reference period.

	
	

	Chronic diseases:
	Diseases of long duration and generally slow progression. Chronic diseases, such as heart disease, stroke, cancer, chronic respiratory diseases and diabetes.

	
	

	Employed:


	Persons who were at work at least one hour during the reference period, whether for their own account or for others paid or unpaid, or in the interest of the household. Employees classified according to the number of weekly working hours of the workers (1-14) hours, workers (15-34) hours, workers 35 hours or more.

	
	

	Expenditure:
	Includes the following:

· Cash spent on purchase of goods and services for living    purposes.

· The value of goods and services payments or part of payments received from the employer.

· Cash expenditure spent as taxes (non-commercial or non-industrial), gifts, contributions, interests on debts and other non-consumption items.

	
	

	Head of Household:
	The person who usually lives with the household and is recognized as head of household by its other members. Often he or she is the main decision-maker or responsible for financial support and the welfare of the household at the time the survey is conducted.

	
	

	Household Membership:
	Persons staying in the dwelling unit at the time of an interview are considered members of the household if (1) the dwelling unit is their usual or only place of residence or (2) a place of residence is maintained for them here and elsewhere, but they spend most of their time in this residence.

	
	

	Household:
	One person or a group of persons with or without a family relationship who live in the same dwelling unit, share meals and make joint provisions for food and other essentials of living.

	
	

	Handicapped and Disabled:
	The disabled is defined as the person suffering from a clear and evident weakness in performing certain activities due to continuous difficulties emanating from a physical, mental or health state that lasted for more than six months.

	
	

	House:


	A building or part of a building constructed for one household only, with one or more independent entrance leading to the public road without passing through another house.

	
	

	Income:
	Cash or in kind  revenues for individual or household within period of time could be a week or a month or a year 

	
	

	Main Occupation:
	The main job or type of work performed by the employed person or used to be performed by the unemployed ever worked person. The occupation refers to the activity in which the employee works more than half of his/her working hours or the most frequent job during the last three months prior to the enumeration night. 

	
	

	Place of Residence:
	Place of residence is divided into urban, camps and rural.  A population outside municipal boundaries and camps are considered a village population.


The study group

The study group of the survey consists of the entire Palestinian households living in Gaza Strip in the aftermath of the last war (December 27, 2008 – January 17, 2009).

Sampling frame

The sampling frame was established from the data of the Population, Housing, and Establishment Census, which PCBS conducted late 2007. The frame is a list of enumeration areas. Such areas are used as Primary Sampling Units (PSUs) in the first stage of the sample selection process. 

Sample design strata

The study group is divided according to the 33 localities of Gaza Strip.

 Sample design

The sample is organized stratified cluster random sample of two stages:

Stage one: An organized stratified random sample of 207 enumeration areas of Gaza Strip localities was selected. 

Stage two: A random sample of 35, 50, or 100 households is reached, using surveying way; from every enumeration area selected in stage one. 

Assessing survey sample size 

The sample is divided into two sections

1. Section one: A random sample of households. The size of this sample is 7,500 Gaza Strip households. This requires that the size of the enumeration areas sample to be 207 enumeration areas. 35, 50, or 100 households are selected in a random organized way from every enumeration area according to locality. 

The following equation is used to calculate the size of the sample:
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Where:

t consistent equals 1.96 for a reliability level of 95%

n sample size

p assessment of the main relative indicator

e allowed marginal error of approximately 1% for the whole sample size and higher than that for detailed levels; however, it shall not exceed 5%. 

Deff the effect of using a sample design as a result of using cluster sample; the effect in this case is 1.5.  

2. Section two of the sample: The households whose homes were directly damaged therefore they do not live in their original homes. They currently live at tents or collective accommodations that are allocated to house the displaced people, including UNRWA-run schools and other places.

The distribution of the sample on strata 

The sample of each governorate is divided on the localities of Gaza Strip of 33 localities. This is almost in line with the number of households of every locality from the 2007 Census data.  

Field operations

Training of interviewers:

32 trainees were trained, using the videoconference, for six days on the work mechanisms and completion of questionnaires as well as the mechanism of reaching the households of the sample and conduct the interview.

Data collection 

The collection of the data of the Impact of the War and Siege on Gaza Strip Survey 2009 process started on April 1, 2009 and continued until June 30, 2009. 

Rate of achievement:

The rate of achievement varied between 4 and 5 questionnaires per day.

Obstacles facing the field work team:

· It was difficult to monitor the work at the field through field visits. Hence, the project administration adopted the telephone and e-mail as means of monitoring the work progress in the field. The supervisor was contacted; her inquiries were answered and unclear points were explained. 

· There were complaining and questioning during the completion of the questionnaires especially that the questionnaire was about economic activities and expenditure of the interviewees. Many considered such matters as private, which hindered the achievement process. 

· The cases of rejection and non cooperation due to the dominant political situation in Gaza Strip.

· The political circumstances that are imposed on Gaza Strip stood in the way of interviewers’ achievement of all assigned tasks on time. Such circumstances hindered the process of achievement.

Data processing stages

Data processing went through a number of stages from start to finish to preparation of files. The stages include:

1. Programming stage: This stage included preparation of the entry programs using ACCESS package, setting up the entry rules to ensure good entry of questionnaires, and setting up cleaning inquiries to examine the data after entry. Such inquiries examine the variables on the questionnaire level. 

2. Receiving and controlling questionnaire stage: This stage included receiving questionnaires from the field work coordinator using the format especially prepared for this purpose. The questionnaires were controlled and ensures that they are all received using the format prepared for this purpose. 

3. Entry stage: The data entry process started on June 24, 2009 and ended on July 29, 2009. The number of questionnaires entered at PCBS main office was 7543.

4. Data auditing stage: This stage includes recording after entry. This task is conducted by comparing entered data with the original questionnaires to correct entry errors, if any.

5. Data cleansing: Inclusive cleansing rules were set up among the questions of the questionnaire to ensure consistency and to identify out of context or illogical answers. This is done using a special program that was applied on the data. The errors were either corrected or questionnaires were returned to the survey manager to correct the errors.

Data Quality 

Accuracy

 Statistical errors

The design of the survey sample is in line with the objectives of the survey as well as the nature of the indicators to be measured in the survey’s questionnaire. Dissemination on the level of one locality was taken into consideration; therefore, each locality was considered a stratum upon the design of the sample. However, in an advanced state, the design of the sample was reconsidered and the type of locality and governorate were considered as a stratum for logistical reasons that are beyond the control of the project’s administration. Hence, dissemination became on the level of each governorate and type of locality. For more information about the variance of the survey indicators, please see Annex 1 of the report.

Non-statistical errors

It is worth noting that the conducting of the survey in Gaza Strip coincided with exceptionally harsh circumstances including the closure of PCBS office in Gaza Strip and the political and security situations of after the war. Hence, the non-statistical errors can be summarized in the following points:

· Sample: The sample was an area sample; therefore, the response rates were not measured. The instructions issued by the project administration stressed on obtaining completing all questionnaires and replace the households that refused to provide response with other households. The number of additional households that were interviewed to fulfill the requirements is not to be underestimated.

· Field monitoring: Field monitoring was kept to minimum in order to comply with the professionalism of the work and to control the data quality; also, to control events through monitoring via the telephone and the e-mail.

· Data processing: The entry, coding, and auditing of questionnaires was carried out at PCBS headquarters; therefore, it was easy for the project’s administration to monitor the process accurately and directly. Consequently, the entire procedures that were made for data processing were complied with. Such procedures include logical examinations and re-auditing after entry.

 Comparability

The survey is conducted for the first time; therefore, it is difficult to compare the survey findings with previous cycles. However, there is a group of indicators included in the survey’s questionnaire that were compared with previous PCBS surveys and there logic was ensured.

 Quality control procedures 

· The field work team was accurately and extensively trained on questionnaire completion in the field. All available resources were utilized to achieve the objective of the training.

· It was difficult to monitor the work in the field through field visits; therefore, the project’s administration used the telephone and the e-mail as means to monitor the work progress in the field. The supervisor was contacted and the inquiries she made were answered and unclear issues were explained. The project’s administration provided the Information Systems Directorate with a long list of logical examinations to be included in the entry program and to be used in examining the data after they were entered for the purpose of data processing.

· The data files were consecutively obtained and examined by the project’s administration and their findings were compared with the findings of other surveys, whenever possible. The odd values were dealt with through logical relationships that govern some questions and their interlinking. 
� EMBED Equation.3  ���
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