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Notice for Data Users

The survey data was collected during April-May, 2015; thus, the recall period for the
displayed data in the tables refers to the mentioned period unless is otherwise stated.
Moreover, the presented data cover the Gaza Strip only.

Set of special symbols were used in the tables of this report, the representation of these
symbols are as follow:

(-) Nil.
(0) Value is less than half unit.
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Main Findings
The Impact of the Israeli Aggression in 2014, on Socio-Economic Conditions of the
Households in Gaza Strip

The Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics implemented the Impact of the Israeli Aggression
2014, on Socio-Economic Conditions of the Households in Gaza Strip Survey in the period
from 01/04 to 31/05/2015, to monitor the socio-economic impact of Israeli aggressions on the
livelihood of households in the Gaza Strip. The survey sample included 3,150 households and
the response rate reached 87.2%.

The target Population of the survey was the Palestinian households and individuals who
normally lived with their households in Gaza Strip during 2014; the sample survey is
stratified Regular Random Sample with Two-Stage Clusters:

The first stage: choosing enumeration areas (EAs) from the previous round of Socio-
Economic and Food Security survey (SEFSEC) 2013 consisting of 102 EAs (systematic
random sampling), 20 EAs were added by systematic random sampling. The whole number of
EAs was 122 in the first stage.

The second stage: Visiting the same households of the previous round for SEFSEC survey
2013 which is around 25 households from each EA. The households that changed their
previous residential place were tracked to complete the questionnaire including members who
were separated from their previous households and formed new independent households
excluding separation and divorce cases, the sample included systematic random sample with
size of 25 household from each EAs for the additional sample.

The sample distribution was stratified by:
1- Governorate.
2- Type of locality (Urban, Rural and Camps).

Below is a summary for the main findings of the statistical indicators of the survey

Impact of 2014 Aggression on Place of Residence:

Survey main findings showed that 9% of the households in Gaza Strip changed their
place of residence due to the |Israeli aggression in 2014. Moreover, upon
classification of data by governorate, we found that Gaza and Rafah governorates
marked the highest percentage of households that changed their place of residence
due to the aggression, with 11% each, while Deir Al Balah governorate scored
lowest at 5%.

[9]
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Percentage of Households that Changed their Residence due the Aggression by Governorate

11 11
8
6
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Rafah Gaza Khan Yunis North Gaza Deir Al - Balah

Displacement:

Data showed that 59% of the individuals in Gaza Strip were displaced from their place of
residence. Findings showed that the first place to which individuals moved during the 2014
aggression was 78% to parents’ house, sons, relatives or secondary residence. On the other
hand, 18% of individuals sought shelter in schools. The remaining 4% rented hotel rooms/
houses, moved to hospitals, places of worship or pubic areas and squares.

Percentage Distribution of Persons who fled their Main Residence during the Aggression in 2014
by the First Place that they Moved to

Rent house/ hotel
School room
18% 2%

Sons, family’s or
relative’s house, or a
secondary house
78%

Hospital
1%

Place of worship
1%

Number of Fled Times:

The findings also showed that the individuals in Gaza Strip moved from their place of
residence to a different place, where 63% of the individuals moved once, 24% of them moved
twice, 7% of them moved three times, and 6% of them moved four times.

[10]
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Percentage Distribution of Persons who Left their Main Residence during the Aggression, by
Number of Times they Moved

24

Once Twice Three Times Four times

Impact of 2014 Aggression on the Labor Force:
13% of the workers were either employers or self-employed and 85% of them worked as

wage employees. The findings showed that 25% of the employers and self-employed had no
change to their work, and 59% of them suffered deterioration of their business after the

aggression, while 16% had to stop their business entirely.

Percentage Distribution of Employers and Self-employed by Changes to their Work in the
Aftermath of the Aggression

Stopped entirely __——=

%16

No change
%25

Deteriorate
%59

For the wage employees, the findings indicated that 56% of them didn't encounter any
changes to their wages, 38% did not receive their pay during the aggression of 2014 as it
stopped entirely, while 5% of their wages had decreased.

[11]
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Percentage Distribution of Wage Employees by Changes on their Wages during the Aggression

Decreased Increased
%5 %1

Stopped entirely
%38
No change
%56

An analysis of forced absence during the 2014 aggression showed that 64% of wage
employees were forced to stop working. For 75% of them did not receive any compensation
for the days absent. The average number of days of forced absence reached 50 days, being
82% for employees forced to be absent from work missed work actually throughout the
duration of the aggression.

Percentage Distribution of Persons Forcefully Absent from their Work during the Aggression by

Main Reason
4
3 2
Inability to access Establishment closed Lack of row materials  Establishment Mental/ physical
workplace during this period  because of closure partially or fully health
damaged

Impact of the Aggression on the Infrastructure:

Main findings showed that 87% of the households in Gaza Strip encountered several cuts a
week of water supply from the public network, while 97% of the households endured a daily
cut and for limited hours during the day in electricity supply service from the public network.

Receiving Assistance During and After the Aggression:

Main findings showed that 57% of the households in Gaza Strip received assistance
during the aggression of 2014, while 75% of the households in Gaza Strip received
assistance after the end of aggression.

[12]
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Percentage of Households which Received Assistance by Period of Receiving Assistance

75

57

During the aggression Post the aggression

Type of Assistance:

Findings highlighted that 63% of the households in Gaza Strip received food assistance of
total households who received assistance during the aggression, while it reached 82% of the
households who received assistance after the end of the aggression. Housing assistance
(shelter center, dwelling rent fee and caravan) came next with 13% of the households who
received assistance during the aggression and 23% of the households who received assistance
after the end of the aggression. Thirdly, Cash assistance reached 9% of the households who
received assistance during the aggression and 33% of the households who received assistance
during the aggression.

Source of Assistance:

UNRWA represented the main source of assistance, serving 36% of the households who
received assistance during the aggression and 60% of the households who received assistance
after the end of the aggression. The second main source was Charitable/Religions associations
at 14% of the households who received assistance during the aggression and 12% of the
households who received assistance after the end of the aggression. Then, International
Agencies/Development Institutions, which provided to 12% of households who received
assistance during the aggression and 21% of the households who received assistance after the
aggression, As for Ministry of Social Affairs. It served 8% of households who received
assistance during the aggression, and 26% of the households who received assistance after the
end of the aggression.

Loans:

Main findings highlighted that 54% of the households in Gaza Strip received loans,
advances or debts during the aggression in 2014, while 52% of them received loans,
advances or debts during the last 12 months, and that 99% of them spent these loans
on living or food. In other field, the percentage of the households that bought their
needs of food by debts during the aggression was 58%

Exposure to Shocks:

Main findings showed that 73% of the households in Gaza Strip had one of their
members exposed to the lack of water during the second half of 2014, and 46% of
them could not afford medication expenses. 36% of them could not receive medical
services because of the lack of medicines and tools while 22% of them endured loss
in properties.

[13]
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Percentage of Households by Exposure of any Member of the Households to Some
Incidents/Shocks during the Second half of 2014

73
46
36
22
13
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Shortage of Inability to pay  Inability to Loss in Loss of Restriction on  Damage to

water treatment cost receive health properties assistance  access to land crops

care

Income Status:

Main findings on income status during the 2014 aggression, compared with the period before
the aggression, showed that 45% of the households in Gaza Strip believed they kept their
income during the aggression, while the 53% of them thought their income decreased.

Percentage Distribution of Households by Change of Income During the Aggression

Increased; 2%

Households' Steadfastness Period:

When households were asked about how long they could sustain themselves financially within the
same conditions, 33% of respondents said they could sustain their standard of living for any period.
15% reported facing serious financial instability and that they were not sure how to manage their
living. Other responses varied but did not exceed one year of living under decent conditions.

[14]
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Percentage Distribution of Households by Time Duration that they could Steadfast Financially
in the Future

42
33

3

We barely make it  Can sustain Suffer serious Few months One year
regardless of time financial
constraints, don’t
know how we can
make it

Thinking of Emigration:

Regarding thinking of emigration as a household or any member of the household, 24% of

respondents reported they thought about emigration in the period between 2009 till before
2014); this percentage rose to 29% after the aggression.

Percentage of Households or One of their Members that Thought in Emigration by
Period and Governorate

m Since 2009 aggression till before 2014 = Recently
32
30 30
28 2
25 8 26 26
15
Khan Yunis Deir Al-Balah Gaza North Gaza Rafah

[15]
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Concepts and Definitions

Housing Unit (Dwelling):

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 housing unit.
The unit might not be constructed for living purposes but found occupied with a household
during the enumeration. Likewise, the unit might be utilized for habitation or for work or both
purposes.

Household:

One person or a group of persons with or without a household relationship, who live in the
same housing unit, share meals and make joint provision of food and other essentials of
living.

Health
Many definitions exist. As defined by the World Health Organization: “A state of complete
physical, mental and social well-being and not merely the absence of disease or infirmity”.

Work:

All activities performed by persons in order to gain profit or wage either monthly wage,
weekly, daily, on piece for profit or family gain, in cash or in kind. One hour or more of such
activity constitutes work. Work also includes unpaid activity on a family farm or business.

Employer:

A person who work in an establishment that is totally or partially belonging to him\ her and
hires or supervises the work of one or more waged employees. This includes persons
operating their projects or contracting companies provided they employ a minimum of one
wage employee. Shareholders are not considered employers even when they work in the
shareholding equity.

Employed:

Persons aged 15 years or above who were working for at least one hour during the reference
period; or who were not at work during the reference period, but held a job or owned a
business from which they were temporarily absent (because of illness, vacation, temporarily
stoppage, or any other reason). He/she was employer, self-employed, wage employee, unpaid
family member or other. The employed person is normally classified in one of two categories
according to the number of weekly work hours, i.e. 1-14 work hours and 15 work hours and

Unemployed:

It refers to all persons who did not work at all during the reference period,) not engaged in a
certain work) although they are able to work, were available for work and actively seeking
work during the reference period. The unemployed persons are normally divided into two
categories: Unemployed ever worked and unemployed never worked.

Paid-employed (wage employee):

A person who works for a public or private employer or under its supervision and receives
remuneration in wage, salary, commission, tips, piece rates or in kind ...etc. This item
includes persons employed in governmental, non — governmental and private institutions
along with those employed in a household enterprise in return for a specific remuneration.

[17]
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Household Expenditure:

It refers to the amount of cash spent on purchase of goods and services for living purposes,
and the value of goods and services payments or part of payments received from the
employer, and cash expenditure spent as taxes (non-commercial or non-industrial), gifts,
contributions, interests on debts and other non-consumption items.

Connection to Public Network (Connection to water resources)

Connection to water resources: this section refers to the types of housing unit’s connection to
water resources:

1. Public Network: This category applies to Housing units connected to public water networks
belonging to the Water Company, municipalities, or municipal councils.

2. Private System: This category applies to Housing units connected to a private water
resource providing the household with water. Usually, this type is owned by a group of
persons.

3. No piped Water: This category applies to housing units not connected to public water
networks nor to private system.

Transportation (Travel)

This concept refers to the movements of the individual (male or female) from one place to
another for purposes related to carrying out different activities and using various means of
transportation.

Governorate

Governorates were defined according to the official administrative division of the Palestinian
Territory for the end of 1997. There are (16) governorates and each governorate consists of
Number of localities.

Connection to Public Network (Connection to electricity)

This section refers to the types of housing unit’s connection to electricty resources:

1. Public Network: This category applies to housing units connected to public electricity
networks belonging to the Electricity Company, municipalities, or municipal councils.

2. Private Generator: This category applies when electricity is provided to the housing unit
through a private generator usually owned by the head of household or a group of persons.

3. No Electricity: This category applies to housing units having no access to public network or
private generator.

[18]
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Table 1: Percentage distribution of households by changing the residence
due to aggression of 2014 and governorate

Changing the residence Ol i
Governorate £ sanall v pn ALdlaal)
Total No Yes
Total 100 91.3 8.7 & gaaall
North Gaza 100 94.1 5.9 8¢ Jlads
Gaza 100 88.7 11.3 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 95.0 5.0 ol on
Khan Yunis 100 92.0 8.0 sl
Rafah 100 88.7 11.3 &)
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Table 2: Percentage of persons who left their main residence during the aggression of 2014 and their percentage distribution of
persons by governorate and the first place that they moved to

Governorate Adzblaal)
First Place that they moved to o Usisnla cldl n 5 35 Jlad gsanall ) JUEIY a3 g2l Jg¥) lsall
Rafah [Khan Yunis |Deir Al - Balah Gaza North Gaza Total
Percentage of Persons who left their Olste VA agiSuna 1585 Gl ALY A
main residence during aggression of 75.1 55.1 48.9 60.8 55.7 58.7
2014
2014
Children’s, family’s or relative’s house 76.1 52.1 86.0 76.5 64.4 71.0 NP RSN P BCVA RS SN
School 16.4 29.3 6.5 11.2 27.7 17.7 Fyda
Friends’ or other people’s house 3.6 12.0 4.7 6.3 4.0 6.2 Caal bl eliacal Jyie
Rent house/ hotel room 2.1 1.2 14 1.9 1.9 1.8 Gad/ e sladial
Hospital 0.0 0.7 0.3 2.8 0.6 1.3 e
Secondary family or personal house 1.2 1.9 11 0.7 14 1.2 DAl 5 gl Jiie
Place of worship 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.5 sale olSa
Public places/ public yards 0.6 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 Lle claly/ e oKL
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 £ 5aaall

22
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Table 3: Percentage of persons who left their main residence during the aggression
of 2014, and their percenatge distribution of persons by number of times they moved and

governorate
Number of times of moved JEDEY) Cfpa 23 (855 Cpl) ALY Lo
g saxall Silye ) Cilya EDG e saalsie (2014 Glse A agiSua
Governorate Percentage of ablaal)
Persons who left
. Three . . .
Total Four times . Twice Once their main
times . .
residence during
aggression of 2014
Total 100 5.9 7.3 23.8 63.0 58.7 g sanal)
North Gaza 100 1.0 6.3 18.2 74.5 55.7 s Jlad
Gaza 100 35 9.2 30.5 56.8 60.8 B35
Deir Al - Balah 100 2.2 6.5 29.8 61.5 48.9 ol on
Khan Yunis 100 6.2 49 17.7 71.2 55.1 BRI
Rafah 100 20.5 7.0 17.1 55.4 75.1 &)
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Table 4: Percentage distribution of wage employees by changes on their wages during the
aggression of 2014, Sex and Governorate

Changes on the wages during ol s () @t o als clalal) A
the aggression of 2014 2014 gl A LY T ’
T A Cnlalal) pgana
) Gl Dy ) (3o () el
gsanal i) saind | S O Ao
s 2014
Sex and Percentage of ladlaally (uisl)
Governorate
Wage
employees from
Total Increased | Decreased Totally No change the total of
stopped employees
during the
second half of
2014
Both Sex 100 0.4 5.3 38.0 56.3 85.0 Opdall SIS
North Gaza 100 0.3 2.7 40.9 56.1 83.9 5 Jled
Gaza 100 0.3 5.0 38.2 56.5 86.4 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 0.2 5.4 28.5 65.9 81.8 e
Khan Yunis 100 0.7 4.9 50.9 43.5 85.6 osala
Rafah 100 0.9 10.2 27.0 61.9 86.3 &
Males 100 0.4 5.9 39.2 54.5 85.5 ST
North Gaza 100 0.4 2.8 415 55.3 84.6 5 Jled
Gaza 100 0.2 5.4 39.6 54.8 85.7 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 0.3 6.3 30.1 63.3 83.9 il
Khan Yunis 100 0.8 5.9 50.5 42.8 85.7 sala
Rafah 100 0.6 11.2 29.4 58.8 88.0 [
Females 100 0.3 2.3 30.7 66.7 82.1 &)
North Gaza 100 - 17 35.2 63.1 77.4 5 Jled
Gaza 100 - 1.9 26.0 72.1 92.4 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 - 2.6 235 73.9 75.3 il
Khan Yunis 100 - 0.7 52.2 47.1 85.1 osla
Rafah 100 2.4 5.8 14.6 77.2 77.5 <)

24




PCBS: Press Report sl s 5 :PCBS
The Impact of Israeli Aggression in 2014 on Gaza Strip Survey 53¢ gl e 2014 Lol ) o) saad) i e s

dsblaally 2014 Glse 3y agles o cilaan i) @il G agabuad cplalally Gend) qalanal anad) @553 150 502

Table 5: Percentage distribution of employers and Self-employed by changes on their work post of the aggression of 2014, and governorate

Changes on the work Jardl de clan A cliall| e agabuad Galalally Jaad) qlaial doud
gsaxall WS g Juaf s s BEFERN NN (laladl £9ana .
Governorate Alidlaal)
Percentage of employers and
Total Stopped entierly Better Worse No change Self-employed from the total
of employees
Total 100 16.0 0.3 59.0 24.7 13.1 gsana
North Gaza 100 16.6 - 55.3 28.1 14.6 5 Jlad
Gaza 100 14.3 - 66.4 19.3 11.7 5y
Deir Al - Balah 100 17.4 1.1 49.7 31.8 14.8 e
Khan Yunis 100 14.1 - 65.8 20.1 13.3 BRI
Rafah 100 20.9 0.5 50.0 28.6 12.2 &)
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Table 6: Percentage of persons who forcefully absent from their work during 2014 aggression, duration average of forced absence
from work and their percentage distribution by wage payment, Sex and Governorate

Wage payment during the ¢ ¢ el il saa & a¥) uatis [ 05 Dad s ol U8 Dpui | ou) Jlantl) B0 Jima | g3 o) Y Apaad
forced absence from work Jandl Slsd) alf aan Janll asdly Jarll ¢ Jaad) oo i
(SB?))\(/:rnn(i)rate gsaaall g e Wi gshte Jlb¢sse  |Percentage of persons [Average duration | Percentage of Allaally gain)
who force absent from of forced persons who
Total Unpaid Partialy paid Fully paid work in all days of absence from forcefully absent
aggression work (day) from work
Both Sex 100 75.4 3.6 21.0 82.3 50 64.3 Cpuind) s
North Gaza 100 83.6 3.4 13.0 82.2 50 65.9 5 Jlad
Gaza 100 77.3 4.3 18.4 84.2 50 62.9 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 58.1 2.7 39.2 81.9 50 59.7 il o
Khan Yunis 100 79.1 3.6 17.3 86.3 50 67.0 oisEla
Rafah 100 70.9 3.1 26.0 70.0 50 68.3 &)
Males 100 78.0 3.8 18.2 81.8 50 64.4 2883
North Gaza 100 86.2 3.1 10.7 80.9 50 64.5 5 Jled
Gaza 100 78.6 4.5 16.9 83.7 50 63.4 By
Deir Al - Balah 100 63.4 3.4 33.2 82.7 50 59.7 il e
Khan Yunis 100 80.2 4.2 15.6 85.7 50 67.6 oistla
Rafah 100 74.1 29 23.0 69.4 50 68.1 =
Females 100 58.8 21 39.1 85.3 50 64.0 &)
North Gaza 100 63.7 5.9 30.4 92.0 52 78.8 B Jled
Gaza 100 62.8 2.3 34.9 88.8 51 57.1 By
Deir Al - Balah 100 39.7 - 60.3 79.1 48 59.6 chll
Khan Yunis 100 73.7 - 26.3 90.0 52 64.2 oisnla
Rafah 100 53.4 4.1 42.5 73.5 49 69.0 &)

26
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Table 7: Percentage distribution of persons who force fully absent from their work during the aggression of 2014 by main reason and

governorate
os M\ a,a,'\iﬂ\
Main reason for forced absence from work daadl o8 (pmdl) Glall ooyl Gud) "
)
o Wipa <)y slaad) : & sl 35080 ane
Governorate gsanall Al fagdil) Allal) ALY sy AN gl s | mll DU sl e Aldlaal)
L Jaall lSa Forced
Establish " absence from
stabishmen Psychological/ physical Lack of row materials |Establishment closed |Inability to access work
Total partially or fully ) ) .
health because of closure during this period workplace
damaged
Total 100 2.6 1.9 3.8 38.3 53.4 64.3 gyanall
North Gaza 100 0.4 2.2 3.8 32.2 61.4 65.9 8¢ Jlads
Gaza 100 54 1.3 4.1 48.1 41.1 62.9 5y
Deir Al - Balah 100 2.7 5.7 2.7 51.8 371 59.7 e
Khan Yunis 100 0.5 11 5.5 26.9 66.0 67.0 isnla
Rafah 100 1.0 - 1.2 20.8 77.0 68.3 &)
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Table 8: Percentage distribution of employed persons by the changes on their working
hours during the aggression of 2014, sex and governorate

Changes on working hours Jadl cilelu o cpal)
Sex and goanall | el clebuanly |daadl clebs mass | Jeadl e s | Joss ol Dl Adsbladlly uial
Governorate
Total Wo.rking hours | Working hours Work disrupted | No change
increase decrease

Both Sex 100 2.2 4.0 53.7 40.1 Opuind) S8
North Gaza 100 3.0 5.9 54.3 36.8 5 Jld
Gaza 100 2.7 4.8 55.7 36.8 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 1.2 4.1 40.2 54.5 ol e
Khan Yunis 100 0.8 0.8 56.6 41.8 sala
Rafah 100 2.9 3.6 59.8 33.7 <)
Males 100 2.3 4.0 54.8 38.9 2883
North Gaza 100 3.0 6.6 54.2 36.2 5 Jled
Gaza 100 29 4.4 56.1 36.6 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 15 4.7 42.0 51.8 ol
Khan Yunis 100 0.9 1.1 58.6 394 sl
Rafah 100 3.0 21 60.4 345 &
Females 100 0.9 4.1 47.2 47.8 &
North Gaza 100 2.3 - 554 42.3 5 Jled
Gaza 100 1.2 8.4 52.0 38.4 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 - 2.3 34.6 63.1 e
Khan Yunis 100 - - 46.4 53.6 sl
Rafah 100 2.2 12.3 56.4 291 &)
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Table 9: Percentage distribution of households by availability of service in public water networks and governorate

Availability of service in public water networks Lalad) olall A3 A dardl) jigi
. 3ye (e S g Uaisy) 3aaly e ¢ Ui (2 Baaly 3ye g UaiY) S 5)d 1 Aeadll
£ saxal) 3 Allad e Ayl . g )
SO 5 el e s
Governorate € € Aldlaall
Network not Service disrupted Service disrupted |Service disrupted Sgrwce
Total Other . more than once a continuously
operating once a week once a month .
week available
Total 100 0.0 0.2 87.3 4.6 2.1 5.8 gaxall
North Gaza 100 0.2 0.3 90.8 2.8 0.5 5.4 56 Jled
Gaza 100 0.0 0.4 88.6 3.4 1.9 5.7 B
Deir Al-Balah 100 0.0 0.0 72.7 12.3 7.0 8.0 ol
Khan Yunis 100 0.0 0.0 91.6 5.1 0.3 3.0 sl
Rafah 100 0.0 0.0 87.1 1.9 25 8.5 &)
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Table 10: Percentage distribution of households by availability of service in public electricity networks and governorate

siasall 5l :PCBS

536 gl e 2014 L) ol saad) i s il

Availability of service in public electricity networks Aalad) oLyl Aus & dasdl) jigs
Ly g Uasiy) .
) e ST g L) [ saalssye g Ui [ Baslssye g Uait) [ OS5 58500 dardll
Egaall il Ulad e a0l 83530 Gl lu) . .
goml By godl el (4 i

(s s -
Governorate Alxdlaal)

Service

dlsrupt.ed on $erwce Service Service Service
Network not daily disrupted - - -
Total Other . . disrupted disrupted continuously
operating bases(fixed more than .
once a week | once a month available
hours of once a week
service a day)

Total 100 0.0 0.1 96.6 1.1 0.3 0.2 1.7 Eganall
North Gaza 100 - 0.2 98.8 0.3 - - 0.7 5 Jled
Gaza 100 - 0.1 99.3 0.4 - - 0.2 33
Deir Al-Balah 100 - - 98.1 0.7 - - 1.2 o
Khan Yunis 100 - - 94.9 1.0 1.3 0.1 2.7 osisnla
Rafah 100 0.2 - 87.6 4.6 0.1 1.3 6.2 &)
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Table 11: Percentage of households which received assistance by period of receiving
assistance and governorate

Period 3 il

. & e . N - s
Governorate Olyall sy e bsall i cly=ll Phs Azdlaall

Post the aggression During the aggression
Total 74.7 56.6 g sanal)
North Gaza 69.0 57.2 8¢ Jlads
Gaza 68.4 55.9 B33
Deir Al - Balah 83.1 42.0 )
Khan Yunis 77.7 67.2 ouisnla
Rafah 86.9 58.8 &)

31



PCBS: Press Report sl s 5 :PCBS
The Impact of Israeli Aggression in 2014 on Gaza Strip Survey 53¢ gl e 2014 Lol ) o) saad) i e s

BacLucall £oig B Lusall (AL 58 Cona Cilaoluse Bl A ) e 112 Jgan

Table 12: Percentage of households which received assistance by period of receiving assistance, and type of assistance

Period 3,4l
Type of assistance Olsaed) 22y Olsaall Bla Basluall i

Post the aggression |During the aggression
Food 63.6 48.8 o
Free treatment/ medicine 0.5 1.7 el5d [ Slaa 23l
Clothing 5.0 2.4 ke
Employment/ job 0.8 0.1 dee ad [Jas
Compensations for martyrs 0.5 0.2 o )agil) Chiliay g
Cash (money) 33.3 9.0 (Ale) Apass
Health insurance 23.6 13.2 o Ol
Food ratio 18.6 13.4 sl Gl
School nutrition 0.1 0.3 Ade d083
Production inputs (seeds, fertilizers, animal feed, water tanks) 0.1 0.0 (oo IS Dol daand 551 #1) cDlas
Drinking water 3.4 4.9 ol
Electricity charging 0.2 0.2 e liyeS ol
Housing (shelter, rent, caravan) 22.7 13.3 (S cfuanyal celsd 380a) (S
Other 2.5 2.3 Al
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Table 13: Percentage of households which received assistance by period

Period B ALl
Source of Assistance Olpaad) amy sl Dla Baclusall jauaa
Post the During the
aggression aggression
Ministry of social affairs 26.2 8.3 G L) (534l
Other PNA institutions 7.6 4.6 @AY AL Clasa
Political parties/ factions 5.9 4.6 Anban al/dilad
Zakat committees 1.0 2.0 B ol
International/ 21.2 115 Lsati Sl [Adsn A
development agency
UNRWA 60.3 355 Adsall &igall A8,
Arab or foreign states 1.6 1.7 Lta) 5 dnpe dso
Chant_ab_le/ Religions 11.8 13.7 A Clanie
associations
Family and relatives 5.6 35 oYl JaY) e
Friends/ Acquaintance/ Jobeall/Calaallfe Baa) g
neighbors/doers of good 2.9 3.4
deed S
Labor unions 14.5 9.1 Jleall illas
Local banks 0.0 0.1 Adadll )
Local reform committee 0.0 0.3 Aglas #3la) dial
Other 2.1 1.7 @Al

33



PCBS: Press Report saall 8l :PCBS
The Impact of Israeli Aggression in 2014 on Gaza Strip Survey 336 gl e 2014 LY o) gaad) i e 5

atad puriyl) Cuelly AsBaal) s 2014 plad) o D Cieall) JNA las L A1 Al A U anadd) a3l 14 Jsaa
Bas Luual) Al

Table 14: Percentage distribution of households which did not receive assistance during
the second half of 2014, by governorate and the main reason for not receiving assistance

Governorate Adlaal)
Main reason for not receiving & sl | &l 35 e dud | geanal [l i paad pmasisl apd
assistance Rafah Khan |Deir Al - Gaza North Total
Yunis | Balah Gaza
Did not ask for assistance 49.2 64.9 48.1 58.9 35.9 54.2 sac Lsall Callay s ol
It dwells in remote area 3 7.0 - 05 - 1.5 A dadaie d oSud sy
It dwells in a rich neighborhood 09 11 03 27 48 24 i dikie b oS3 5]
Political reasons 33 1.0 ) 1.8 - 1.2 Ganlas il
Not fulfilling eligibility criteria 95 4.1 57 7.2 11.0 7.4 | e Jpanl) hayyd Gl aoe
Lack of available funding ) . 14.3 0.9 1.1 20 Jiasaill a5 anad il
V%;E or more family members 122 86  11.6 66  11.6 8.7 | wm¥ 8 59 ) 38 dard 2pny
Do not know why 75 71 155 154 337 169 o) e Apra ol angy ¥
Other 17.4 6.2 45 6.0 1.9 5.7 BN
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 g saxal)
Percentage of Households who did . .
Glaslua LA al LAY ) A
not Received Assistance During the 7.4 16.0 11.6 20.8 15.6 15.9 2014 wffh éj .ﬂ.“ &b
second half of 2014 o
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Table 15: Percentage distribution of households by governorate and the need for assistance
regardless of receiving assistance or not

Governorate Addlaal)

Need for assistance & Quisls bl s B2 8 Jld ganall | paslocall dalal)

Rafah Khan Yunis Deir Al - Balah Gaza North Gaza Total

Yes, pretty much 65.6 52.0 52.0 56.8 54.1 55.7 DES cpat
Yes, kind of 22.2 31.3 33.6 23.0 32.0 27.8 PACTRFS
No, we don’t need 12.2 16.7 14.4 20.2 13.9 16.5 Bae Lusall 7l Y
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 g saall
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Table 16: Percentage of households by governorate and type of needed assistance regardless
of receiving assistance or not

Governorate Adzblaal)
Type of needed assistance v oussla |l e g 58 Jlad | goanal Aaliaall 320 busal) g5
Rafah :({Bi?s D;;:;]- Gaza I\(l;(;r;r; Total

Cash assistance 94.4 92.3 90.9 96.1 93.9 93.9 4085 bae luse
Food assistance 83.3 86.1 86.9 86.5 87.2 86.2 4012 sae bl
Health/medical insurance 33.8 17.4 22.1 28.2 35.6 27.5 () b ol
Disability allowance 8.6 5.6 10.1 10.3 6.5 8.4 e
Elders allowance 13.1 10.5 13.8 10.1 9.9 11.1 Utnse Dhiasaia
Orphans allowance 2.2 1.7 4.6 3.0 2.3 2.8 Al Cliaais
Social interventions 22.6 15.1 28.9 18.3 32.0 22.7 BRI FOETIRNREAEE.
School/ university fees 26.8 28.6 28.6 32.0 29.2 29.6 Amals [Aiyde agu) elic]
Contingency Assistance 79.2 56.9 82.7 79.5 75.2 74.8 A)la sacbue
Employment 72.2 59.5 73.3 69.4 76.9 70.0 b
Training 447 16.3 51.7 32.7 51.0 37.8 E o
Startup project 80.4 66.3 81.6 735 76.4 74.8 Eoiar Baclina
Customs duty exemption 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.4 S slic
Housing assistance S Ailia lecl) LS saclise
(remonstration, maintenance, 60.8 48.5 53.7 48.6 53.0 51.8

shelter, rent, caravan) (088 (Suaiyal colsd
Other 1.2 1.1 2.0 3.6 0.9 2.0 Al
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Table 17: Percentage of households that got loan/advanced payment/ debt by period
and governorate

Period 348l
Governorate Tl el 12 Bs 2014 glpe Dis Aadlaal)

Within the past 12 During 2014

months aggression
Total 52.2 53.8 & gaaall
North Gaza 58.3 60.7 8¢ Jlads
Gaza 59.2 61.5 B3
Deir Al - Balah 48.9 44.1 ol on
Khan Yunis 41.0 45.2 oigla
Rafah 441 45.4 &)
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Table 18: Percentage of households that got loan/advanced payment/ debt during the
past 12 months by governorate and expenditure groups

Governorate Adzblaal)

Expenditure groups o e P 58 dlad | goanad G clegana
waan | 20 [P | e | 10 | o

Living or food 97.4 97.8 99.4 99.8 99.6 99.2 eI Al
E;’L'Sé expand/ maintain 128 151 141 168 151 154 Al S oo
Wed a family member 4.1 7.0 4.9 10.1 9.8 8.4 SIS NN FS
Purchase furniture, devices 7.9 7.0 10.9 13.0 9.4 10.6 sheal S &l el
Educate a family member 22.7 22.2 19.7 21.8 24.3 22.3 81 oLl sl ailas
Purchase/ expand real estate 0.5 0.0 2.3 1.6 25 1.6 Shlie s ifelyd
Purchase car 1.1 2.7 2.2 0.5 25 15 Sl b/
Treatment / medical 188 211 206 179 208 194 Bk ylaas/z e
expenses
Repayment of Other debt 3.3 2.3 8.6 3.3 34 3.8 Al s
Action Project 1.6 2.8 1.5 2.9 2.7 25 gorie dec
Travel actions 1.1 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.4 e Slelya
Other 3.1 0.6 1.6 0.5 0.2 0.8 @Al
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Table 19: Percentage of households that buy their food needs in debt by
period and Governorate

Period 3,54l

Governorate Ll el 12 Pla 2014 Hlye Pla Iadlaall

During the last 12 During 2014

Months aggression
Total 67.7 58.4 Esaaall
North Gaza 70.4 60.8 s Jled
Gaza 62.5 53.8 3
Deir Al-Balah 75.9 67.3 e
Khan Yunis 67.2 57.5 oigila
Rafah 68.9 58.6 &)

39



PCBS: Press Report

The Impact of Israeli Aggression in 2014 on Gaza Strip Survey

iaall Ly il :PCBS
836 gl e 2014 G mY) Ol saadl i e il

2014 alal) (e SBY Cinall) PIA clasall/Elanl) ) Labdl e @l G cuua Hul) L 120 Jsaa

Table 20: Percentage of households by exposure of any member of the households to
incidents/ shocks during the second half of 2014

than education or health)

Incidents/Shocks At clasall/éfaay
Percentage

Shortage of water 73.0 sl & alts
Loss in assets or projects 224 ekl clshiadl isyla
Restriction imposed on access to land 5.3 e ) dsadl e gl 35l
Inability to repay loans 33.0 saf e 3yl axe
Loss of part or all of salary/ income 25.5 daal/cahl) maea sl e Bl
Damage to crops (disease, failure, storage damage) 2.6 (0pA (G i csanall Jid (page) dualaall (G ) pa
Seriqgs illness that inhibits performance of routine 34 il Aalgas oLl e 2l e 5k
activities

Delay of payment of salary 34.3 gyl & el
Loss of some/ all of assistance 13.4 Glae lsall e/ (flaid
Imnzg:létlz ;oa;edcgic\;jiggzlrt]rtl care because of lack of 36.4 sV ly Ags1 b ] Ayl ilasal) A e 580 poe
Inability to pay treatment cost 46.1 el s pday e 3yl aae
Inability to travel abroad for education 14 il e lon Al jaull e 5y08l aae
Inability to travel abroad for treatment 5.8 2l el Al il e 3yl axe
Inability to travel abroad for other reasons (other 3.8 (23l el ) (530 eyt Al i) e 5, o
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Table 21: Percentage distribution of households by change of household Income during
the aggression of 2014, and governorate

Change in the household income ) JRa B i)
gir\i/(;?rﬁ orate e e IR - W dadlaal/ 3,8
Total ! :gn;;l;cv(;\:’v/ 5:;221?;: d Decreased Increased
Total 100 0.3 45.1 52.7 1.9 gyanall
North Gaza 100 0.3 50.6 47.7 1.4 5 Jlad
Gaza 100 0.6 39.7 56.8 29 B
Deir Al - Balah 100 0.4 53.0 46.2 0.4 chll
Khan Yunis 100 - 45.3 52.0 2.7 SRS
Rafah 100 - 42.1 57.7 0.2 <)
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Table 22: Percentage distribution of households by sex of the breadwinner and governorate

Sex of breadwinner deral) i
Governorate gsanal) i S Adadlaal)
Total Female Male
Total 100 10.4 89.6 gsaxall
North Gaza 100 7.7 92.3 5 Jld
Gaza 100 9.5 90.5 o
Deir Al-Balah 100 14.4 85.6 e
Khan Yunis 100 11.7 88.3 sala
Rafah 100 10.5 89.5 )
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Table 23: Percentage distribution of households by the main source of income and governorate

Governorate ALadlaaly

Source of Income .y Csla i e 56 Jled gsanal dad) Juaa

Rafah Khan Yunis Peir Al - Balah Gaza North Gaza Total

Agriculture, animal breeding, fishing 1.7 1.6 1.4 0.4 3.2 1.5 Ao a5 il Agis de 30
Family business (other than agriculture) 4.6 4.6 2.4 5.1 5.8 4.7 (el ) 5l aplia
Government wage and salary 36.7 32.2 40.6 36.8 34.1 36.0 LasSall e cilyys sl
Private sector wage and salary 21.1 27.5 15.6 23.7 19.0 21.8 el g Waill (g iy sal
Tran§fers from Palestine (including 8.3 10.8 10.3 8.1 12.4 98 (i) Jadt) (phdd Ja1s (5e clysa
pension)

Transfers from abroad 15 0.5 1.2 0.5 0.7 0.8 A e wysas
International organizations (assistance) 4.3 7.4 7.7 5.5 6.2 6.2 (e L) Lo lisa
Social assistance 16.5 10.2 15.6 13.2 14.2 13.6 delaal el
Salary from international organizations 4.7 3.1 4.2 2.6 2.5 3.2 g i e cilyys sal
Property Income 0.1 0.6 0.4 1.6 0.8 0.9 Al ds2a
Other 0.5 1.5 0.6 2.5 1.1 1.5 @Al
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 £ saxall
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Table 24: Percentage distribution of households by time duration that they could financially steadfast in the future and governorate

Duration of financially steadfast Sl Wile ggacall 54a
) Yy sabad (gale gy (e Al gt @L.u.u“ IR (N oo bl Gk dgeall :_\LM; s
£ ganall Cael Y & . ) ik jees Baxl aals ale
Glind (oS Cayas Uy gl saall -
Governorate < = el sk Alsblaal)
Suffer serious financial We barely make Can sustain regardless
Total Don’t know |constraints, don’t know - y Few months One year . 9
) it of time
how we can make it
Total 100 0.8 15.1 41.7 6.9 2.9 32.6 & 3anall
North Gaza 100 1.8 14.9 35.5 6.8 4.0 37.0 s Jlad
Gaza 100 0.2 154 42.1 3.2 1.8 37.3 by
Deir Al-Balah 100 0.5 19.5 42.5 8.9 3.8 24.8 ) o
Khan Yunis 100 1.9 14.2 39.9 11.9 3.3 28.8 BRTHIEN
Rafah 100 0.0 10.6 52.6 7.8 1.7 27.3 =
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Table 25: Percentage of households that faced restrictions on the movement of their members by governorate and area of movement

during the second half of 2014

Governorate Adsblaal)
Area of movement ) issla cldl B e Jlad gsanall Al J
Rafah Khan Yunis [Deir Al - Balah Gaza North Gaza Total
Work 68.3 59.0 64.9 54.4 59.0 59.3 Jeall
Land or cultivation or harvesting 59.5 52.8 40.7 32.3 34.1 42.7 alladll f gD o )
School or university 33.6 35.7 58.7 38.7 38.7 40.3 Aaalal) S dsad)
Health facilities 54.4 58.4 69.5 53.7 62.6 58.7 Josaall i)l
Within the region (as part of the Gaza Strip) 60.5 63.7 68.4 53.0 54.7 58.7 (332 b cllailaa Ul &) ddhaiall il
Outside the region (outside the Gaza Strip) 41.8 32.8 34.8 37.4 38.3 37.1 (3¢ g lad yla) dshaiall z5la
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Table 26: Percentage of households by hosting Individuals or households hosting period
and governorate

Hosting Period Adlaiu) b
Governorate 2015 IV gl s 2014 Glse 2y 2014 s PDa Lzilad)
Post aggrzzzilggrozfoiosm till first During 2014 aggression
Total 3.2 37.1 & gaaall
North Gaza 4.8 36.8 B2 Jld
Gaza 3.2 37.2 33
Deir Al-Balah 3.7 475 ol on
Khan Yunis 1.8 38.8 SRPTIEN
Rafah 2.2 22.4 &)
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Table 27: Percentage of households that hosting individuals or households by hosting Period, type of relationship and governorate

Hosting Period/ type of relation ship ABal) ggi JAdLLLY) 3y
2015 V1 el Sn 2014 Gl 2y 2014 olse Dla
Post aggression of 2014 till first quarter 2015 During 2014 aggression
Governorate @il e ol sliaal b L Al JOSCAL WY b <ol Aol
Co Co
Other community Friends Neighbors Relatives Other community Friends Neighbors Relatives
members members

Total 0.7 51 11.3 4.2 85.8 13 3.0 125 5.8 90.0 gyanall
North Gaza 2.2 - - - 97.8 - 1.1 8.8 1.7 95.0 8¢ Jlad
Gaza - 9.1 9.1 3.0 87.8 0.8 2.4 9.4 6.0 92.0 B2
Deir Al-Balah - - 215 7.3 71.2 0.7 2.7 14.9 12.4 89.9 chll
Khan Yunis - 18.5 22.0 9.6 68.5 4.3 5.2 19.9 4.9 80.7 ouispla
Rafah - - 26.9 115 85.0 11 6.3 11.0 1.7 92.8 &)
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Table 28: Percentage of households or any of their members who thought of
immegration by period and governorate

Period 5 _yidl
d8 s 2009 sae i
Wla
Governorate 2014 gy Adlagl
Since 2009
Now aggression till
before 2014
Total 29.3 23.9 & 3anall
North Gaza 28.1 25.6 e Jad
Gaza 29.5 25.4 5
Deir Al-Balah 30.2 28.3 il e
Khan Yunis 31.9 23.1 SRPTEN
Rafah 25.9 14.8 &)

48



