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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Since the outbreak of hostilities in Syria in early 2011, there has been a massive influx of refugees
into Lebanon. By the end of October 2013 the official UNHCR figure for Syrian refugees in Leb-
anon had risen to over 800,000 individuals, not including thousands of Lebanese returnees and
Palestinians refugees from Syria (PRS). This is 15 times the number compared to a year ago and
six times the number of UNHCR-registered Syrian refugees at the beginning of 2013. With a total
population of approximately 4.7 million,1 out of 6 persons in Lebanon is registered refugee. The
sudden increase of assistance required, together with increasingly limited resources, required the
humanitarian community to focus efforts on optimizing the cost-effectiveness of assistance.

To gain knowledge of the living conditions of Syrian refugees, and to inform decision-making and
re-designing processes for programmatic activities, UNHCR, UNICEF and WFP agreed to con-
duct a joint multi-sectorial household survey of the registered and pre-registered Syrian refugee
population in Lebanon. The assessment was designed so that accurate, multi-sectorial vulnera-
bility criteria could be derived for the implementation of humanitarian assistance.

A concept note, including the methodology and a multi-sectorial questionnaire, was agreed upon
and drafted by the UN in collaboration with the Government of Lebanon (GolL). See appendix 3
for the survey methodology and appendix 7 for the questionnaire.

This concept note was shared and discussed with all stakeholders through regular multi-sectoral
meetings and workshops.

More than 1,400 Syrian refugee households were interviewed in May and June 2013, which were
selected on the basis of:

1) a two-stage cluster of random selection proportional to population size, and
2) a stratified sample according to registration date;

awaiting registration,

registered between zero and three months,
registered from three to six months, and
registered for more than six months.

O O OO

In total, 350 households in each of above strata were interviewed.

Sector-specific criteria were discussed and agreed upon at the Inter-Agency sector working
group level and through internal discussions. The criteria were divided between eight sectors,
including; shelter, health, non-food items (NFIs), WASH, education, food security, protection, and
economy.

According to the criteria agreed by the eight sectors, households were classified under the fol-
lowing categories of vulnerability: severe, high, medium and low.

After an exhaustive overall review, the VASyR found that approximately 72% of individuals (equal
to 68% of households) continue to be sufficiently vulnerable to warrant continued food and non-
food assistance. For specific sector results, please see details below.
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Main results

Demographics: Households consisted, on average, of seven to eight people — four adults, two
children aged between five and 15 years and one or two children under five years of age. 72%

of households had one or more children under five years old and 48% of households had one or
more children under two.

About one in five households had a person over the age of 60. 11% of households were headed
by women, 6% of households were headed by people over 60 years old and 1.2% of households
were headed by people under the age of 18. The sex ratio was 1.2 females per 1 male. Results
showed a mean dependency ratio of 1.3.

Specific needs: Some 41% of households had at least one pregnant or lactating woman. In
33% of households there was at least one member of working age (between 16 and 59) with a
specific need (chronic disease, permanent disability, temporary disability or another issue). In
10% of the households there were members who needed support with their daily basic activities.

Arrival profile: Nearly 60% of the interviewed refugees came from rural areas and 40% came
from urban areas. The registration of members within households was uneven: Some 34% of
households had members in their family that were not (yet) registered. This could be linked to the
disparate arrival times to Lebanon of various members within households.

Shelter: 81% of households were paying rent; 59% of households lived in independent hous-
ing, mainly furnished or unfurnished rentals. Some 18% of households lived in separate rooms
and 12% of households lived in tented settlements. The average rent was US$ 250 per month. In
general, housing conditions were better among those registered for longer than six months and
worse among those awaiting registration.

Water and Sanitation (WASH): Most households had access to safe drinking water with the
main sources being purchased water (26% of households), following household connections
(20%), and public standpipes (12%). A small percentage obtained water from unprotected sourc-
es. Access to water for all needs was reported to be insufficient by 28% households.

The majority of households (61%) had access to improved latrines. A third of the households
used traditional pit latrines and 7% did not have access to toilet facilities and used the open field
or springs. Just over 10% of interviewees reported sharing bathroom and/or toilet facilities with
more than 15 people. Families awaiting registration generally had less access to hygiene facilities
than those that had been registered for over six months.

Services: The majority of households (93%) used gas as the main source of fuel and electricity
as the main source of lighting (97%). Nearly one-third of households reported not having suffi-
cient access to fuel for their cooking needs. Waste was generally collected by the municipality
(88%).

Household assets: Most households owned mattresses and blankets (93% and 89%). About
half of the households owned refrigerators and a slightly lower proportion (43%) owned gas
stoves and water heaters (41%). In addition, 74% of households owned a TV.




Education: 74% of children were of school age but more than half of these children did not
attend school the week prior to the survey. The main reasons why children did not attend school
were; lack of financial resources (59%), no space availability for enrollment into schools (18%), or
newly arrived to Lebanon (13%).

Health care: Syrian refugee households registered for a longer period of time enjoyed relatively
more health benefits than those recently arrived. Some 35% of households paid for all health-re-
lated costs and approximately 30% received partial or full benefits from humanitarian agencies.

Safety and security: Some 10% of households reported experiencing some type of harass-
ment in Lebanon and 7% felt that insecurity limited their movement. Harassment came mostly
from neighbors, landlords or members of the local community.

Livelihood sources: Around 57% of interviewed households relied on employment as a first
livelihood source and nearly 30% of the households relied on some type of assistance as their
main livelihood source. The three main livelihood sources were non-agricultural labor, skilled work
and assistance in the form of food vouchers. Significant differences were found between refugee
households depending on registration date. Those recently registered households relied more on
various sources of cash whereas households registered for longer periods of time relied more on
assistance. Less than 1% of the households had livestock and the same proportion had access
to land for cultivation.

Expenditure: On average, a refugee household’s expenditure was $774 per month and near-

ly half of this amount was spent on food. Nearly $200 was the average expenditure on rent and
some $70 was spent on healthcare. Households spent on food an average of $52 per person
per month, of which the food voucher contributes $27 per month, just over 50% of average food
expenditure.

Food security: Nearly 70% of the households were found to be food insecure. Food insecurity
seemed to decrease with the length of stay in Lebanon. Most households showed acceptable
food consumption and diet diversity however there was a risk of a micronutrient deficiency.

Coping strategies: Nearly 50% of the interviewed Syrian refugees applied coping strategies.
The main food-related coping strategies reported by 90% of those applying coping strategies
were to rely less on preferred food as well as to reduce the meal frequency and portion sizes. The
most common non-food related coping strategies were spending of savings (45%), buying food
on credit or borrowing money to purchase food (39%), reducing essential non-food expenditures
(80%) or having children working (13%). Households awaiting registration or recently registered
were more likely to apply more severe coping strategies than those registered for a longer period
of time.

Debts: 75% of households had debts and 70% reported borrowing money or receiving credit
during the 3 months before the survey. The average amount of debt was US$ 600, but half of the
interviewed households owed US$ 200 or less. Loans were mainly provided by friends or relatives
to buy food (81%), pay the rent (52%) or cover health expenses (25%). Households registered
longer ago were significantly more likely to have higher amounts of debts.

Assistance: Over the last 3 months, nearly 75% of the households received food vouchers,
30% received in kind food, 48% received hygiene kits, 20% received health care or drugs, 13%
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received education support, 29% received furniture and clothing, and 12% received fuel subsi-
dies.

Child health and nutritional status: Out of 1,690 children surveyed aged between six and 59
months, 1 % were found to be moderately malnourished and 0.4% of children were found to be
severely malnourished, based on Middle-Upper Arm Circumference (MUAC) measurement. This
percentage was far below the emergency threshold and similar to that found in the last Nutritional
Survey carried out in September 2012.

Vulnerability prospects: Given the evolving situation in the region, it is recommended that a
follow-up vulnerability assessment of Syrian refugees in Lebanon be carried out in a year’s time.

BACKGROUND

Lebanon has maintained an open border policy with Syria allowing unrestricted access for ref-
ugees, resulting in an influx of Syrian refugees into Lebanon since the beginning of the humani-
tarian crisis. The Government of Lebanon (Gol) recently reported that there are some 1.3 million
Syrians in the country, including the registered refugee population, spread out over 1,000 com-
munities across Lebanon.

As of 2 April 2013, the total number of Syrian refugees registered or awaiting registration with UN-
HCR exceeded 400,000 (147,000 awaiting registration). By the end of October 2013, the number
of refugees has doubled and has reached over 800,000. According to UNHCR this number is
likely to continue to grow by several thousand each week.

The international humanitarian response to this humanitarian crisis is led by the Government of
Lebanon (Gol) in partnership with UNHCR, as lead UN agency.

The dramatic increase of the refugee population meant that humanitarian actors also needed to
significantly scale-up their assistance. Given the increased needs, UNHCR, UNICEF and WFP
agreed to undertake a household survey of the refugee population in Lebanon. This survey would
help establish a better understanding of the refugee profile in Lebanon, and to have sufficient
information to determine vulnerabilities and needs across the various sectors.

In March 2013 ECHO provided funds to WFP (EUR 340,000) to carry out a household profiling
assessment and to subsequently design a targeting plan. UNHCR, UNICEF and WFP agreed to
collectively conduct the survey amongst the registered and pre-registered Syrian refugees, with
WEFP taking the technical lead.

OBJECTIVE

The objective of the survey was to provide a multi-sectorial profile and to determine vulnerability
criteria of the refugee population, in order to enable humanitarian stakeholders to improve their
programming and to target assistance for the most vulnerable.

At the end of the exercise, a more robust profile of the registered refugee population — as well as
those awaiting registration -- was linked to key multi-sectorial indicators.




1 DEMOGRAPHICS

1.1 Interviewees

60% of the interviews were conducted with the heads of households and 33% were conducted
with the spouse of the head of the household. The remaining 7% were conducted with various
adult family members that were available at that time. Close to 43% of the interviewees were fe-
male. 64% of the respondents were aged between 20 and 40 year, 3% were below the age of 20,
and 4% were 60 years old or above.

1.2 Head of households

11% of the interviewed households were headed by a woman and there were no significant dif-
ference per registration strata. 95% of the heads of households were Syrian nationals, 5% were
either Palestinian or Lebanese nationals. Nearly 60% of the heads of households were aged
between 20 and 40 years old. Over 1% of the heads of household were below the age of 18 and
6% aged 60 and above.

14% of the heads of households did not have any form of education. Some 30% attended ele-
mentary school and 35.5 % of the heads of households had an intermediate level of education. A
very small percentage attended university.

1.2.1 Household size and composition Figure 1: Housshold Composition
The average household size was 7.7 family
members, which comprised of: four adults, two
young children between five and 15 years of age
and one to two children under the age of five.
About 22% of the households had four or less
members. The most common size of a house-
hold was five members. When households with
21 or more members are excluded, the average
household size decreases to 7.4 members; the
average composition of the household remained
the same.

B Children < 2 years ald.

B Children 2-5 years old.
Children 5-15 yaars old.

B Children 16-59 years old.

B Children =z 60 years old.

50% of the households had seven members or more. Nearly three quarters of the households
had one or more children under the age of five, and 48% had one or more children under the age
of two. About one in every five households had an elderly person (see figure 1). On average, the
gender ratio was 1.2 females per male.

1.3 Orphans and unaccompanied children
Results showed that 1% of the households cared for children who are not part of their immediate
family and 3% had a child with at least one deceased parent.

1.4 Special Needs
About 41% of the households reported having a pregnant or lactating member. About 1% were
girls under the age of 15.

47% of the households cared for a member with specific needs. Members with specific needs in-
cluded those with mental or physical disabilities (8%), chronic illnesses (34%), temporary disabil-
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ities (10%) or other types of needs (5%). The level of individuals’ autonomy was used to estimate
the numbers of family members with special needs. A beneficiary can be declared as disabled
based on their need for support in the completion of basic daily activities, such as going to the
toilet. The proportion of households with members in such a situation was 10%.

Figure 2: Household members with special needs
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The working age range was defined to be anyone between 16 and 59 years old. Nearly a third

of the households reported that at least one member of working age had specific needs. 4% of
households reported having persons with physical or mentally disabilities, 24% reported hav-

ing chronically ill members, 7% reported having people with temporary disabilities and 2% had
members with other type of specific needs. Out of all households, 5% had at least one household
member of working age in need of support for their basic daily activities (assistance with wash-
ing, going to the bathroom etc).

Households awaiting registration seemed to have fewer members with specific needs compared
to those registered more than 3 months ago (Table 1).
Table1: Household members with specific needs per age group and per strata

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
registration 0-3 months 36 months after6 months  Total

N % N % N N %

% N %
households memizSte 1 43.6% 1 44.4% 1 % | 182 % 4 47.2%
with specific needs 56 3.6% 56 4% 90 53.5% | 18 50.8% | 68 2%
households adult
members (16-59 y.o.) 103 28.8% | 115 32.8% | 127 35.8% | 137 38.3% |[482 33.4%
with specific needs




1.4 Dependency

The dependency ratio (DR) aims to show households’ potential to generate sufficient income to
meet all household members’ needs. Therefore, household members were considered dependent
if they are unable to work because of their age and/or physical or mental limitations. Given that in
Lebanon, people aged 16 years old are legally allowed to work, non-dependent members in the
households were therefore those between the ages of 16 and 59 that did not need any support
for daily basic activities.

Dependency ratio = number of dependents / number of non-dependents

Dependents = children under 16 + elders > 60 + non-autonomous adults (16-59 years old)
Non-dependents = Autonomous adults (16-59 years old)

Results showed a mean dependency ratio of 1.3 (results ranged between 1.2 and 1.5), which indi-
cated an average of 1 to 2 dependents per non-dependent member. Households were classified
into four categories according to their dependency ratio.

Category I: 1 dependent or less per non-dependent member (DR<1).
Category Il:  up to 3 dependents per 2 non-dependent members (1<DR<1.5)
Category Ill:  up to 2 dependents per non-dependent members (1.5<DR<2)
Category IV:  more than 2 dependents per non-dependent members (DR>2)

More than half of the households (57 %) belonged to Category |, and had one dependent mem-
ber or less per active member. Households under Category Il represented approximately 20 %.
Those households under the third category were 13%. Within Category IV, 11% of households
had more than two dependents per non-dependent members. No significant differences were
found between strata.

Table2: Results of dependency ratio over 4 categories

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration after Total
registration 0-3 months 3-6 months 6 months
N % N % N % N % N Y%

Category | 208 . 203 57.8% | 198 55.8% | 195 54.5% | 804

Category Il . . 65 18.3% , 272 19.2%

Category lll 13.5% 12.9%

Category IV 12.0% 12.4% 12.0% 11.0%
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2 ARRIVAL PROFILE

2.1 - Arrival to Lebanon

Some 59% of the Syrian refugee population indicated that they came from rural areas in Syria
whilst 41% stated that they came from urban areas. Approximately 60% of households arrived
in Lebanon between four months and one year before the survey (which was, between May 2012
and January 2013). Nearly 20% arrived in Lebanon between one to three months before the sur-
vey (February - April 2013) and the same proportion arrived one to two years prior to the survey
being carried out (May 2011 - May 2012). Only 5% of households interviewed had arrived one
month before the survey and a mere 2% had arrived before May 2011.

Many family members arrived in Lebanon separately, not as a complete family.

2.1.2 - Registered households members

The survey showed a significant relationship between the time of arrival and registration date.
Most households awaiting registration (90%) arrived into Lebanon over the last year before the
survey, with a significantly higher proportion arriving over the last month compared to registered
households.

Among households who registered during the last one to three months, 86% arrived into Lebanon
between one month and one year, with a significantly higher proportion arriving four to six months
before the survey compared to households awaiting registration.

Of the households who were registered between three to six months before the survey, a signif-
icantly higher proportion arrived between seven months and one year compared to households
awaiting registration or recently registered.

80% of households that were registered six months prior to the survey had mainly arrived be-
tween seven months and two years before the survey with a significantly higher proportion arriv-
ing one to two years before the survey compared to households that arrived less than six months
before the assessment.

The fact that more than 50% of households awaiting registration had arrived in Lebanon less than
three months before the survey and 32% of these households had arrived less than six months
before the survey confirmed that households did not register immediately upon arrival.

3 SHELTER, WASH AND SERVICES

3.1 Housing

A majority of households reported living in apartments and independent houses (59%), while 41%
reported living in tents, collective shelters, unfinished constructions, garages, squatting, and sep-
arate rooms. Households living in tented settlements amounted to over 12% (Figure 3).

The survey found that the proportion of households living in garages (7% of interviewed house-
holds) was four times higher among those awaiting registration. Those living in apartments or in-
dependent houses were mainly those registered for more than six months (65%). Separate rooms
and tented settlements were more common among households registered between three and six
months before the survey was conducted.




2.8% . 13% . Figure 3: Types of housing

¥ Independent house/ Apartments
B Separate room

Tent
M Garage / Warehouse / Worksite
B Unfinished shelter

Collective shelter

Other

3.2 Occupancy

Most households (81%) reported paying rent for shelter including for pieces of land where tents
are erected. The average paid rent was US$250 per month. Some 7% of the interviewed house-
holds were hosted with relatives or host communities. The remaining households either benefited
from assistance or had an employer that provided shelter, or squatting (3%). There appears to be
a window between the third and sixth month after registration, during which refugees are signif-
icantly more likely to receive rent assistance than any of the other strata. 8% of those registered
between three and six months before the survey reported receiving rent assistance. Just 5.7% of
those awaiting registration received rent assistance while only 2% of those in Lebanon for longer
than six months reported receiving rent assistance. See Figure 4 below.

Figure 4: Types of occupancy by registration strata
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3.3 Living area and crowding index
On average, the living area per household was about 64m2, divided in two rooms and accommo-
dating four persons in each room. Nearly half of the households lived in 7 square meters or less
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per person. 19% lived in 3.5 square meters or less per person. Close to one fourth of the house-
holds accommodated six or more persons per room.

In general, housing conditions were better among those registered more than 6 months before
the survey was conducted compared to those awaiting registration. The former lived in signif-
icantly larger shelters, with a larger number of rooms, a lower number of people per room and
larger space for each household member.

Table 3: Crowding index

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
registration 0-3 months  3-6 months after 6 months Total
>10 m2/person
Density 7-10 m2/person
3.5-7 m2/person
<=3.5 m2/person
1 - 2 person/room
Crowding 3 - 5 person/room
index 6 - 7 person/room
>=8 person/room
>=4 rooms
3 rooms

2 rooms

1 room

3.4 - Sources of Water

The survey revealed that 26% of interviewed households were buying drinking water. 32% con-
sumed water either from landpipes at household level with more than two hours (per day) con-
nection (20%) or from public standpipes (12%). Land pipes at household level with more than
two hours connection was the main source of non-drinking water (28%) followed by protected
dug wells (14%) and public reservoirs (11.3%).

Most households had access to protected water, but 7% used unprotected springs or wells as
the main source of drinking water and 12% of households used the water for washing, cooking
and other non-drinking purposes. 28% of households reported not having enough access to suf-
ficient water for drinking, cooking washing and toilet purposes.




Figure 5: Drinking water sources / non drinking water sources
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Households awaiting registration or recently registered were more likely to purchase drinking wa-
ter (30%) compared to those registered for a longer period of time (19%). Households who had
been registered for more than six months were more likely to source water from protected wells
or households with a water connection of more than two hours (per day).

Households awaiting registration were more likely to use household land pipes with less than two
hours connection or, to a smaller extent, sourced water from protected dug wells.

3.5- Toilet and bathroom facilities
The majority of households (61%) had access to improved latrines, either with a flushing system
or with a cement slab. One third of the households

used traditional pit latrines. The survey also found Figure 6: Toilet facilities

that 7% did not have any access to toilet facilities
and used the open field (Figure 6). The percentage
of households with no access to any type of latrine
among those recently registered was three times
higher than those registered for more than 6 months.

¥ Flush latrine
B Improved latrine

Some 14% had no adequate access to latrines and Open air

had to share toilet facilities with 15 people or more. ¥ Traditional pit

Approximately 7% of households did not have
access to bathrooms (i.e. a place for washing/bath-
ing) at all and out of those who had access, 11%
households were sharing bathrooms with 15 persons
or more. The percentage of households without access to a bathroom was significantly higher
among those awaiting registration or recently registered (7 %) compared to those registered for
more than 6 months (2%).




3.6- Cooking fuel, lighting, waste management and hygiene items

A majority of households (93%) used gas as a main source of cooking fuel. Only 4% used wood
or charcoal. Some 31% of families reported not having sufficient access to fuel to cover their
cooking needs.

Most households (97 %) used electricity as a main source of lighting; only a small percentage
(2%) used candles or paraffin for lighting.

As shown in figure 7, 88% of the households reported that waste disposal was collected by the
municipality. Only 4% indicated that they burned their waste and 5% disposed their waste in
open fields (see figure 7).

Some 13% of the households reported having insufficient access to soap and hygiene items.
This percentage was significantly higher among those awaiting registration (18%) and recently
registered (14%), compared to those registered more than 6 months (8%).

More than a quarter of the interviewed families (29%) were classified as not having an adequate
hygienic shelter.

Figure 7: Means of waste collection
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4 HOUSEHOLD ASSETS

As Figure 8 shows, most households owned mattresses and blankets. The percentage of house-
holds who owned cooking facilities like ovens or microwaves was relatively small. 43% of inter-
viewed refugee households owned a cooking stove and nearly half of them owned a refrigerator.
74% had a television.

A small percentage of the households (2%) owned luxury items like DVD players, computers and
air conditioning (AC) units. The number of assets was significantly higher among Syrian refugee
households registered over six months before the survey.




Figure 8: Household assets
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5 EDUCATION

Approximately 74% of the participating households in the survey had children of school age1.
The total number of children covered by the survey was 3,477.

Some 70% of the Syrian refugee children within the interviewed households did not attend school
the week prior to the survey and 50% did not attend school during the previous year. The children
within households awaiting registration had a greater absence from school than children within
households registered for a longer period of time. Only a small percentage of children who did not
attend any formal education. No significant differences were found between genders concerning
school attendance; however a significant difference between strata was observed.

It is worth noting that in Syria, education is free and school attendance was obligatory for a mini-
mum of nine years. The net enrolment rate in Syria was reported to be nearly 98%.

Figure 9 shows that the main reason why children did not attend school was lack of financial
resources (60%). Households that were registered longer than 6 months seemed less affected by
this factor.

The second reason for non-enrollment was availability in the schools; approximately 18% of
households could not send their children to school because there was no place for enroliment.
Those households who had registered for a period of over 6 months seemed less affected by the
availability factor than those who had arrived more recently.

In some areas, there were simply no schools available, or a lack of transportation prevented chil-
dren from attending school.

1 School age is between 4 and 17 years old.
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Figure 9: Reasons children do not attend school
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6 HEALTH ASSISTANCE

Approximately 35% of households stated that they were not receiving any kind of health assis-
tance and were covering all health related costs themselves. Another 23% households did not
know what to answer and 30% reported receiving assistance from humanitarian agencies, either
partially or totally. These percentages were significantly higher among those awaiting registration,
and recently registered due to lack of knowledge, compared to those registered longer ago. The
latter were more likely to receive assistance from humanitarian actors to meet health care needs
(please see Figure 10).

The most common type of Figure 10. Health assistance shown by registration strata
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7 SAFETY AND SECURITY

An estimated 10% of households reported having experienced some type of harassment while in
Lebanon during the three months prior to the survey. 7% of households reported that insecurity

limited the movement of at least some household members. Households that were registered for
a longer time seemed to feel slightly more insecurity and movement restriction than those await-

ing registration.

The main types of insecurity reported were lack of safety (56%), harassment (31%), extortion
(27%), robberies (6%) and others (12%), like threats and different types of discrimination. Insecu-
rity was mainly caused by neighbors (42%), hosts or landlord (14%), shops (11%), local authori-
ties (10%) and others (30%) within the local community.

8 LIVELIHOOD SOURCES

8.1- Main livelihood source

More than half of the refugee population surveyed (57 %) relied on employment as their primary
livelihood source. Nearly 30% of the households surveyed depended on some type of assistance
as their main livelihood source; mainly food vouchers (24%) but also included gifts, remittances,
and cash from humanitarian actors. Significant differences were found according to registra-
tion date. Those awaiting registration relied significantly more on unsustainable sources of cash
(savings, informal commerce etc.) or debts/credits and sale of assets while those already reg-
istered relied significantly more on assistance as the main livelihood source. The reason for this
difference seems to be that those awaiting registration have not yet been granted access to the
voucher programme and other forms of formal assistance and are forced to rely on their own
means until they have registered.
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Figure 11: Livelihood sources
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The most common livelihood sources among those surveyed came from non-agricultural casual
labor (28%) and skilled work (24%). However a significant portion (24%) also cited WFP food
vouchers as their main livelihood source. Households awaiting registration as well as those reg-
istered over three months ago, depend more on non-agricultural labor as the main livelihood
source. Those who have been registered for a longer period of time tend to report food vouchers
as their main livelihood source (see Figure 11).

The assessment found that households that are awaiting registration or have recently registered,
had significantly fewer livelihood sources than those that registered longer than three months
ago. Reliance on food vouchers as a primary livelihood source is significantly more frequent
among those registered for longer than three months. On the other hand, savings, non-agricultur-
al casual labor and gifts are a more common livelihood source among those who are either await-
ing registration or have recently registered.

Skilled work, as main livelihood source, was significantly more common among those who have
been registered for a longer period of time, whereas non-agricultural casual labor was relatively
more frequent among those either awaiting registration or recently registered.

Savings were significantly more frequent as a first or second livelihood source among those
awaiting registration. The main livelihood sources of those not yet registered or recently regis-
tered were non-agricultural casual labor and savings. Once registered, refugees’ main livelihood
source are largely substituted by skilled work and food vouchers.

8.2 Livestock and Agriculture

Less than 1% of interviewed Syrian refugee households owned livestock or had access to land in
order to cultivate their own produce. The main livestock consists of poultry. Of nine households
with access to land, only five had cultivated or harvested in the four months prior to the survey.
Cultivation mainly consisted of vegetables and several types of citrus fruit. Some of the main
reasons for not cultivating land was the lack of tools, water, seeds or knowledge for cultivation.

9 EXPENDITURES

Table4: Monthly expenditures per category
The average monthly expenditure per household was

approximately US$ 774. Of this amount, nearly half ~ Monthly households expenditure (in US$)
(around US$ 370) is regularly spent on food, with rent

accounting for a further US$ 200. Expenditure on Food
healthcare amounted to an average of circa US$ 70 Rent
per month; though this is significantly higher among Health
those who registered longer than six months ago Alcohol

than for those awaiting registration. Expenditure on
the remaining sectors amounted to less than US$ 40 |
per month. Transport expenses tend to be higher for
those awaiting registration, while the opposite occurs [REEEUEL]
for expenditure on electricity. Higher transport costs Water
can be explained due to instability of the housing Others
situations of newly registered households whereas Education
those that have been registered for longer periods are
more likely to remain in one place (See annex 3 Table
26 for detailed expenditure per area).

Transport

Soap

Agricultural Inputs
Total




10 FOOD CONSUMPTION

10.1 - Frequency of cooking

More than half of the Syrian refugee adults (58%) reported having consumed less than three
warm or cooked meals the day prior to the survey. Another 23% of the households’ reported to
have consumed less than two cooked meals the previous day.

Some 42% children under the age of five consumed less than three warm or cooked meals the
previous day.

Similarly, the proportion of children that consumed four warm meals the day before the survey
was significantly higher in households that were registered longer compared to those awaiting
registration or those recent registered. The opposite applied for the percentage of children that
only consumed two meals.
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80% Figure 12: Reasons housholds do not cook by registration strata
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Nearly 20% of the households were not able to cook food at least once a day on average. As
seen in figure 12, this was mainly due to lack of food to cook but other reasons were lack of fuel
and lack of kitchen stoves. The percentage of households unable to cook at least once a day, due
to either lack of food or cooking facilities, was significantly higher among those awaiting registra-
tion.

It should be noted that in Syria the average number of meals was two to three per day 2

Fewer than 10% of households reported that members would regularly consume meals outside
the home.

10.2 -Diet diversity

Dietary diversity can be defined as the number of different food groups eaten over a reference
time period, regardless of the frequency of consumption. For this survey, the reference time peri-
od was one week.

The following are the 12 standard household weekly diet diversity food groups (HWDD): Cereals,
tubers, pulses, vegetables, fruits, meat, fish, eggs, milk, sugar, oil, spices.

2 Syrian Arab Republic Nutrition Profile — Food and Nutrition Division, FAO, 2005
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o] The HWDD weekly average diet diversity = 9-10 food groups
o] The Household daily average diet diversity (HDADD) = 7 -8 food groups

On average, households consumed nine to ten food groups per week, and seven to eight food
groups on a daily basis. Almost all visited households (99.7%) consumed five or more food
groups in the past week and four or more per day.

Diet diversity was found to be significantly lower for those households awaiting registration and
households recently registered, compared to households who have been registered for a longer
period of time.

Table5: Household weekly diet diversity shown per stratum

HWDD

Awaiting registration 9.5 0.0% 1.1%

Registration 0-3 months 9.6 0.0% 0.0%

Registration 3-6 months 9.8 0.0% 0.0%

Registration after 6 months | 9.9 3% 0.0%

Total 9.7 1% .3% 5% 1.6% 97.5%

Table6: Household daily average diversity

Awaiting registration 7.2 0.0% 8% 2.0% 23.7% 73.5%
Registration 0-3 months 7.3 0.0% 3% 1.1% 24.5% 74.1%
Registration 3-6 months 7.6 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 15.5% 84.5%
Registration after 6 months | 7.6 .0% 0.0% 1.1% 12.6% 86.3%
Total 7.4 .0% 3% 1.1% 19.1% 79.6%

10.3 - Food consumption score

According to the Food Consumption Score (FCS), 93% of the surveyed population were found
to have an acceptable score (see Appendix 4 for details). Households that were registered more
than six months before the assessment were significantly more likely to have acceptable food
consumption scores than households awaiting registration.

The main difference observed in food consumption among the registration categories was related
to the intake of protein-rich food groups such as meat, milk and pulses, and also sugar and oil.

Of the households with an acceptable FCS (93% of the total interviewed households), some 42%
consumed animal protein almost on a daily basis. Of the households with a poor FCS (2.3% of
the total number of households), some 94% did not consume animal protein at all, whereas 6%
consumed animal protein one to five days a week.

31% of households with an acceptable FCS consumed pulses one to five days per week, while a
further 51% reported consumption of pulses on an almost daily basis (see Figure 14). Only 21%
of households with a poor FCS reported consumed pulses at least one to five days per week. The
remaining 79% of households reported not consuming pulses at all.




Figure 13: Food Consumption Score by registration strata
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Of note is the fact that the difference in the frequency of the consumption of oil/fat consumption
between households with a poor FCS and households with an acceptable FCS were not signifi-
cant.

19% of households with an acceptable FCS consumed dairy products six to seven times a week
and 33% of the households had a consumption frequency of one to five times a week. There was
a significant difference in comparison with households that had a poor FCS; only 4% consumed
dairy one to five times per week whereas the majority (96%) did not consume dairy on a weekly
basis.

A significant proportion of households with an acceptable FCS (41%) consumed sugar six to
seven times a week and 43% had a consumption frequency of one to five times a week. Over half
of the households with a poor FCS (55%), did not consume sugar on a weekly basis. Some 10%
had a consumption frequency of six to seven times per week. Only a small percentage (16%) did
not consume sugar at all during a week (see Figure 14 for details).

Figure 14: Differences in food consumption between households with a poor and acceptable FCS
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10.4 - Food consumption pattern

Although most households showed acceptable food consumption and diet diversity, the food
groups most consumed were bread, condiments and sugar, which are characterized by their low
nutrient value.

More than 60% of the households did not consume any Vitamin A-rich vegetables or fruit during

the week prior to the survey and nearly 40% households did not consume iron-rich food groups,

like meat or fish. The main source of Vitamin A is milk, followed by eggs. This food consumption
pattern implies a risk of micronutrient deficiencies, especially for iron deficiency anemia. This risk
also applies to children, for whom it is recommended to have a daily intake of Vitamin-A rich fruit,
vegetables, and meat or fish (See figure 15).

Figure 15: Household food group frequencies
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The food consumption pattern was significantly different among strata. The longer the house-
holds were registered the more diverse their food pattern. The main differences were found in
meat and milk consumption (sources of iron and Vitamin A-rich food groups). Differences were
also found in the consumption of cereal tubers, pulses, Vitamin-A rich fruit, sugar, fats and condi-
ments (See Annex 5 for a table of food groups and frequency of consumption).

10.5 Food security

The classification of households according to their food security situation is based on a com-
posite indicator that considers food consumption, food expenditure and coping strategies. The
formula provides a score that reflects two key dimensions of food security: the actual status of
the households (particularly, in the short term), for which the food consumption score is the key
indicator, and the forward looking perspective/access to long-term food security, which is meas-
ured through food expenditure and the coping strategies.




The three factors considered (Food Consumption Score, food expenditure share and coping
strategies) are converted in a 4-point scale (see Table 7) and the score is the result of an average

of points assigned to each factor (see Appendix 1 for further explanation of the food security
classification).

Based on the methodology described above, households were classified into four food security
categories: food secure, mild food insecure, moderately food insecure and severely food insecure
(The food security classification of each category is described in Table 8).

Table7: Food security classification

2 3 4
Mild Food Insecurity | Moderate Food Severe Food
Insecurity Insecurity
Food consumption Acceptable Acceptab_le with foo<_:i Borderline Poor
related coping strategies
Food expenditure share <50% 50-65% 65-75% >75%
Housgholds n_ot Emergencies coping
Coping strategies adopting coping Stress coping strategies Crisis coping strategies
strategies strategies
Table8: Food security classification
Food Security Group Household Group Condition*

Able to meet essential food and non-food needs without
engaging in atypical coping strategies

Has minimally adequate food consumption without
engaging in irreversible coping strategies; unable to
afford some essential non-food expenditures

2-Mild Food Insecurity

3-Moderate Food Insecurity | Has significant food consumption gaps, OR, Marginally able to
meet minimum food needs only with irreversible coping strategies

Has extreme food consumption gaps, OR, Has extreme loss of
livelihood assets that will lead to food consumption gaps OR worse.

* Household group conditions adapted from IPC Technical Manual Version 2.0

Nearly 70% of the households had some degree of food insecurity, with the majority falling un-
der the mild food insecurity classification. Some 12% households were classified as moderately
or severely food insecure (Results of the analysis are shown in Figure 16). Of the three indicators
considered in the score, coping strategies was the indicator that showed the worst situation and
therefore was the main determinant of food insecurity. Considering the food consumption score
as an indication of the current food security status, the results pointed out that although the situa-
tion was acceptable for more than 50% of the households, the medium or long term food security
situation could be compromised by a limited coping capacity.

Households registered more than six months before the survey were more likely to be food se-

cure, whereas the proportion of moderate food insecurity was significantly higher among house-
holds recently registered or awaiting registration.
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Figure 16: Food security status by registration strata
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The significant differences among strata were found in the differences in food consumption as
well as in the medium/long term coping capacity indicator, especially coping strategies.

11 COPING STRATEGIES

11.1 - Coping strategies

Nearly 50% of the interviewed households reported having experienced a shortage of food (and/
or money to buy food) in the month prior to the survey. The percentage of households experienc-
ing a lack of food was significantly higher among those recently registered and awaiting registra-
tion than those households registered for a longer period of time.

Of the households experiencing a shortage of food, some 90% applied coping strategies related
to their food consumption. The most common food-related coping strategies were:

+ Relying on less preferred or inexpensive food (89% of households)

+ Reducing the number of meals and portions sizes per day (69% of households)

+ Reducing portion size of meals (65% of households)

+ Restricting women or adult’s food consumption so that children may eat (8% and 49%
respectively).

Overall, the percentage of households applying food-related coping strategies was lower among
those households that registered more than six months ago with the exception of the following
coping strategy: purchasing food on credit. This coping strategy was significantly less used by
households awaiting registration (see Figure 17 below). An explanation can be found in Figure 18
below, which shows that those awaiting registration received little to no credit/loans from banks
or money lenders, whereas those registered for a longer period of time received credit/loans.

Figure 18 (see also Appendix 6) shows the percentage of non-food related coping strategies. The
most common strategies were;

Spending of savings (45% of households)

Buying food on credit or borrowing money to purchase food (39% of households)
Reducing essential non-food expenditures such as education or health.

Selling households goods (radio, furniture, television, jewelry etc. (30%)




« To a lesser scale although significant, Withdrawing children from school (21.4 % of house
holds)

« Have school children (6-15 years old) involved with income generation

Almost 50% of households applied less severe coping strategies, mainly savings spent. The most

Figure 17: Food related coping strategies by registration strata
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11.2-Debts

Approximately 70% of households borrowed money or received credit in the last three months.
Although the proportion was higher among households registered for a longer time, differences
were not significant. As shown in Figure 19, the main reasons reported for borrowing money or
obtaining credit were to buy food (81%), followed by paying rent (52%) and thirdly, to cover health
expenses (25%). Among those awaiting registration or households recently registered, rent and
food-related reasons were the most important reasons to borrow money. There was also a small
increase of households that borrow money for educational purposes.

Table 10 details that, the main sources of loans or credits were friends or relatives outside of Leb-
anon. Around 70% households had some debts and 75% of this proportion had a debt amount-
ing to more than $200. Over 20% households had debts of more than $600. The proportion of
households without debts was significantly higher among those households awaiting registration
and recently registered when compared to those registered more than six months ago. House-
holds awaiting registration, however, had a slightly higher percentage of borrowing money/credit
and higher amounts of debts then those households registered three months ago.

Table9: Number and percentages of households with debts

Awaiting Registration  Registration Registration

registration 0-3 months 3-6 months  after 6 months (N-ET; 2)
(N=358) (N=351) (N=355) (N=358) =
N % N % N % N % N %

Borrow money / credit 250 69.8% 240 68.4% 257 72.4% 266 74.3% 1013 70.5%

Figure 19: Reasons why households borrow money or receive credit by registration
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Table10: Sources of loans or credit

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
registration 0 -3 months 3-6 months  after 6 months Total
(N=250) (N=240) (N=257) (N=266) (N=1413)
N % N % N % N % N %

g[}teg f/égglrt]ggs 196 182 75.8% | 208 80.9% | 210 78.9%

Money lender 11 46% | 17 6.6% | 21 7.9%

S ormal 1 1 4% | 1 4%

Ignrg)lggwal saving 0 0.0% | 5 1.9% | 4 1.5%

52 21.7% | 3 12.1% 16.5%

Table11: Amount of debts shown per strata

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration Total
registration 0 - 3 months 3-6 months after 6 months _
(N=250) (N=240) (N=257) (N=266) (N=1413)
N % N % N % N % N %

No debt 29.6%" | 91 25.9%* | 75 21.1% | 59 16.5%* | 331 24.2%

<=200$ 24.0% |93 26.5% |95 26.8% | 104 29.1% | 378 26.5%

201-600% 28.5% |94 26.8% | 102 28.7% | 101 28.2% | 399 27.8%

>=601% 17.9%* | 73 20.8% |83 23.4% | 94 26.3%* | 314 21.6%

12 ASSISTANCE

12.1 - Type of assistance

Most of the refugees surveyed relied on the assistance of either friends or family, or humanitarian
organizations to meet their basic needs. Table 12 and Figure 20, illustrate the type of assistance
for the households per stratum.

The percentage of households that receive food vouchers increases in accordance with the
length of stay in Lebanon. Between those awaiting registration and the other strata, there is a
significant difference (awaiting 19.6% - > 6 months 94.1%)

The same trend can be observed concerning health assistance. The longer the households are
registered the more health assistance they receive.

Concerning education; the proportion of assistance received increases concurrently with the
length of registered refugees’ stay in Lebanon. The same can be found for the receiving of fuel
subsidies during winter months. For the latter there is a difference of 29 % between the house-
holds awaiting registration and those who have been registered more than six months.

There is also an increase of 25% in households receiving hygiene kits between those who are
awaiting registration and those who have been registered for longer than three months. The in-
crease between the strata < three months to between three to six months is another 20%.
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Figure 20: Type of assistance by registration strata
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Table12: Types of assistance in percentage and per number

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
registration 0-3 months 3-6 months  after 6 months Total
(N=358) (N=351) (N=355) (N=358) (N=1422)
N % N % N % N N %
Food voucher 337 94.1% 1039  73.6%

Food assistance
(In kind)

Food assistance 20 5.6% |64 4.3%
(subsidy)

123 34.4%) 449 31.2%

School feeding 2.5% 1.4%

Seeds 6% 3%

Fertilizer 1.1% 2%

Fodder, animal
feed, animal 6% 1%
health care

Health care/drugs 28.5% 20.9%

Education 26.8% 13.3%

Psychosocial ! )

Fuel subsidy 32.7% 11.7%
Rent subsidy 9.2% 8.6%
Other subsidy 1.7% 2.2%
Shelter 12.3% 14.1%
Furniture/clothes 25.4% 29.3%
Water storage
items (tanks,

containers,
buckets)

Latrines
Hygiene kits
Cooking kits

Other non-food
items

Cash




The need for cooking kits shows a commensurate decrease with the length of time a household
has been registered. This is due to the fact that there is only need for one kit per household.

12.2 - Frequency of assistance

Nearly all registered households reported that they receive food vouchers on a regular basis.
Regarding in kind food assistance, 86% of households claimed they have received it at least
once. This percentage can be explained due the fact that WFP provides food parcels for refugees
awaiting registration. There is a slight decrease in households who regularly receive assistance in
proportion to the amount of time that has elapsed since they were registered.

A fifth of the households surveyed received non-WFP food assistance at least once, while 73% of
households received food assistance on regular basis.

Some 20% of households receive regular health assistance, while a further 23% have received
healthcare assistance once. This could very well be explained by the possibility that there has not
been need for further health assistance among those surveyed. Just a few households reported
that they had regular health assistance but no longer receive such assistance.

Almost two-thirds of the participating households (64 %) reported receiving educational assis-
tance on a regular basis; these are mainly the households registered between three and six
months and those registered longer than six months ago. Some 32% said they had only received
educational assistance once.

Of those who have benefited from assistance for fuel, 70% no longer receive any fuel assistance
on a regular basis.

With regard to assistance for latrines there is an average 20% to 80% per strata who respectively
received assistance, either regularly or just once.

There is an increase in the number of households who regularly receive hygiene kits, with the
length of time households have been in the country.

13 CHILD NUTRITION (aged 6-59 months)

Extensive data was collected during the assessment on the health and nutritional status of 1,690
children between 6 and 59 months (52% males; 48% females). In addition, infant and young child
feeding practices were assessed for 618 children under two years of age (6 - 23 months).

Table13: Number and percentage of children sampled by sex and age group

Female male Total

Age N % N % N %

168 21% 179 20% | 347 20%

163 20% 204 23% | 367 22%

803 100.0% 887 100.0% | 1690 100.0%




Table14: Number and percentage of children sampled by strata

Awaiting
registration

Registration
0-3 months

Registration
3-6 months

Registration

after 6 months Total

N % N % N % N % N %

161 36.8% 150 36.1% | 155 152 37.7% | 618 36%

438

100%

415 100% | 434 403 100% | 1690 100%

13.1- Health

Almost half of the children under the age of five (45%) were reported as having been sick dur-
ing the two weeks prior to the survey. The most common symptoms were fever (63%), coughing
(51%) and diarrhea (35%), while 19% of the sick children showed other symptoms like allergies,
infections, asthma and measles.

Children under two were significantly more likely to be sick, including a much higher incidence of
diarrhea. Coughs and other symptoms were significantly more common among children between
2 and 5 years (table 15).

The percentage of sick children was significantly higher among households that were awaiting
registration; compared to those recently registered (longer than three months ago). This is mainly
due to the higher percentage of children with diarrhea and fever among those awaiting registra-
tion. Specifically fever, was more frequent among children of households awaiting registration
when compared to those households registered between three and six months ago.

Table15: Percentage sick children and main symptoms by age group

6-23 months

24-59 months

95% ConbPdence
Interval
N % N %
Lower Upper
Sick 46.3%

Diarrhea 37.8%

38.9%
59.9%
11.6%

Cough

Fever 74.4%

Others 15.7% 20.8% |98 21.1%

Figure 21: Percentage of children sick shown by registration strata

Sick Diarrhea Cough Fever

B Awaiting W Before 3 months M Between 3-6 months After 6 months

95% Conbdence
Interval

Lower Upper
46.1%

33.6%
61.0%
66.1%

17.1% 25.7%

40%
30%
20%
: I
0%

Other

Total
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13.2 - Infant and Young Child Feeding (IYCF)

Out of the 618 children between six and 23 months old that were included in the survey, only 6%

had a minimum acceptable diet according to WHO IYCF indicators. Table 16 and Figure 22 show
the results on breastfeeding, complementary feeding, meal frequency, diet diversity and minimum
acceptable diet by age group. Figure 23 and table 17 show the consumption of each food group.

No significant differences according to registration date were observed.

Breastfeeding

About 50% of children between six and 23 months were breastfed the day before the survey.
Breastfeeding practice decreases significantly with child age. The percentage of children under
the age of one who are breastfed is almost 75%, dropping to about 50% among children be-
tween one and one and a half years old, and decreases further to 25% in children between one
and a half and two years old.

Complementary feeding

About 75% of the children surveyed received complementary feeding in the form of solid,
semi-solid or liquid food, other than breast milk. The introduction of other foods aside from
breast milk increases with age. Nearly 60% of children under the age of one, and 75% of children
between one and one and a half have received complementary feeding. Of the children between
age one and a half and two years, some 90% received complementary feeding. It is recommend-
ed that complimentary feeding starts from the age of six months. When comparing the situation
of Syrian children in Lebanon with Syrian children in Syria, IYCF practices showed little difference.
In both countries, Syrian children do not regularly receive complimentary feeding at the recom-
mended age of six months.

Meal frequency

Almost 75% of the children surveyed did not meet the minimum acceptable meal frequency
which, according to WHO guidelines, should be two daily meals for breastfed children between
six and eight months, three daily meals for breastfed children between nine and 23 months, and
four daily meals for non-breastfed children. No significant differences were found by age group.

Diet diversity and food group consumption

According to WHO, children between six and 23 months should consume a minimum of four

of the seven food groups daily to meet the minimum dietary diversity, independent of age and
breastfeeding status. About 85% of the children surveyed did not meet the minimum diet diversi-
ty requirements the day prior to the survey. This percentage is significantly higher among children
under one (94%) than for older children, between one and two years.

Table16: IYCF practices by age group
Age group

6-11m 12-17m 18-23m Total

IYCF (N=618) N % N % N % N %

Breast milk 107 49% 49 26%

Complementary feeding 128

Minimum acceptable frequency 69
Minimum diet diversity

Minimum acceptable diet




Figure 22: IYCF practice by age group
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The food groups most consumed (see Table 17) were dairy products (54%), grains, roots and
tubers (46%), followed by fruits and vegetables non-rich in Vitamin A (26%) and eggs (24%).
Although it is recommended that children between six and 23 months have a daily intake of vita-
min A rich fruits and vegetables and meat or fish, the results show that only a mere 5% of chil-
dren under the age of two consumed sufficient vitamin A rich fruits and vegetables and meat or
fish.

Consumption of the different food groups and diversity of diet increases significantly in accord-
ance with the child’s age. However the intake of vitamin A rich food, fruits and vegetables does
not grow significantly with age.

Table 17: Number, proportion of children between 6-23 months that consumed each food group the day prior to the survey

95% Confidence Interval

Food groups
N % Lower Upper

Grains, roots, tubers
Legumes & nuts
Dairy products

Meat & fish

Eggs

Vitamin A rich fruits and vegetables

Other vegetables and fruits




Figure 23: Percentage of children by age group that consumed selected food group the
previous day
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Nutritional Status Indicators

Based on anthropometric measurements of Middle Upper Arm Circumference, out of 1,690 chil-
dren between six and 59 months, 22 (1.0%) were found to be moderately acute malnourished
(MUAC 124-115 mm) and 0.4% severely acute malnourished (MUAC <115 mm). Both results are
below the emergency thresholds. Although percentages of acute malnutrition (based on MUAC)
are expected to underestimate the percentages obtained by weight for height, the results point
out that no significant increase in acute malnutrition has occurred since September 2012 (SMART
nutrition survey 2012).

Percentages of acute malnutrition among children tend to be higher in households awaiting reg-
istration or recently registered, when compared to in households that registered more than six
months ago. The differences, however, were not significant.

Table 18: Number, proportion and 95% Cl of moderate
and severe acute malnutrition in children 6-59 months
based on MUAC
95% Confidence
Interval

Lower U pper
MAM 15 1.0% 6% 1.7%

SAM 7 4% 2% 9%
Total 1690 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Table 19: Number and proportion of moderate and severe acute malnutrition in children 6-95 months
based on MUAC by strata

Awaiting Before 3 months Between 3-6 months After 6 months
(N=438) (N=415) (N=434) (N=403)

N % N % N % N %




14 Key Findings

This survey examined the vulnerability and living conditions of the Syrian refugees in Lebanon,
including the sectors health, food security, shelter and education. At the moment of writing this
report it is expected that a further influx of refugees into Lebanon will continue due to the on-go-
ing conflict in Syria.

The results of this survey will be used to determine the degree of vulnerability of the refugees per
household and how to effectively assist them. Below are the most significant findings of the vari-
ous sectors that have been analyzed.

The average size of households was seven to eight people; half of these were within the
dependency age brackets.

40% of the households surveyed cared for at least one person with special needs.

Some 10% of households have felt some form of physical insecurity, primarily harassment and
mainly by neighbors.

Many households were fragmented when they arrived in Lebanon. This trend was especially
prevalent among households registered more than six months before the survey.

Around 59% of the Syrian refugees came from rural areas with the remaining 41% coming
from urban areas.

A majority of the households surveyed lived in independent housing. The average rent was
$250 per month. 11% of the participants lived in tented settlements.

Most households had access to clean drinking water which is mostly purchased or taken from
a public reservoir.

Some 32% reported they did not have sufficient access to fuel to cover their cooking needs.

Most households had access to latrines, either flushing or improvised. A small percentage
used the open field.

The main reason children were not attending school was that the parents could not afford to
send them. Children from households who have been registered longer than six months
seemed less affected by this financial factor. The second reason for non-enrolment was lack
of availability of spaces in schools.

The amount of health assistance received increases with the length of stay. Households
having registered within three months of the survey, or those awaiting registration, for the most
part pay health costs themselves.

The main livelihood sources were non-agricultural casual labor, skilled work and the WFP-
provided food vouchers. The longer households are registered the more they seem to rely on
the food vouchers.

Households had on average an monthly expenditure of $774; nearly half of this amount is
spent on food and the rest on rent and others.

Nearly 20% of households were not able to cook food at least once a day (on average), mainly
due to lack of food, lack of fuel and lack of stoves.
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93% of the households had acceptable food consumption. Households that have been
registered for a longer period of time seem to have better food diversity.

« Adult food consumption patterns imply a risk of micronutrient deficiencies.

« Half of the households have applied coping strategies. Households that have been registered
for a longer period of time seemed less inclined to apply food related coping mechanisms
than those households recently registered or awaiting registration. The receiving of food
vouchers probably plays a key role in this.

Approximately 70% of the interviewed households had some form of debit.

+ All forms of assistance to the households seemed to increase with the length of their stay in
Lebanon.

+ Children under two had a high incidence of diarrhea.
Poor IYCF practices contribute to the risk of malnutrition.

+ Low consumption of vitamin A rich fruits and vegetables, and meat and fish by children under
two represent a risk of micronutrient deficiencies.

Key Findings - Significant Differences Between Registration Date

The chances of a household obtaining adequate independent housing increase with the length of
time that they are registered and there is a corresponding decrease in the crowding index of fam-
ilies who have been registered for longer periods. Unregistered and recently registered refugees
were significantly more prone to poorer housing conditions and a higher crowding index.

Households registered between three and six months before the survey tend to reside in individ-
ual separate rooms whereas households who have been registered for longer mostly reside in
apartments.

Analysis showed that general assistance to the households increases with the length of their stay.
This is the case, for instance, with health care assistance.

Households that are awaiting registration or have recently been registered had a lower meal
frequency than those households that have been registered for more than six months. The latter
also had a better food pattern compared to those who are awaiting or recently registered.

Lack of food, or money to buy food, tends to decrease with the time that passes since the regis-
tration date of households.

The Food Consumption Score (FCS) was higher among households registered more than six
months compared to the other strata, and especially when compared with households awaiting
registration.

Savings were significantly more frequent as a first or second livelihood source among those
households awaiting registration.

Those households that have been registered for more than six months show a lower percentage
of application of food related coping strategies. This strata is also less likely to resort to the pur-
chase of less preferred food commodities as a coping strategy.




APPENDICES

Appendix 1- Classification and targeted groups

The classification of refugees is based on their vulnerability degree as measured against each of
the eight sector-specific criteria (WASH, food security, economic vulnerability, education, shel-
ter, health, NFI, protection). Nevertheless, given that the main programme interventions informed
by this criteria will be food and NFI distribution, more weight has been given to these sectors in
order to ensure that the severe- and highly food insecure and economically vulnerable receive
appropriate assistance.

Each of the four degrees of vulnerability for each sector has an assigned weight: Severe: 4; High:
3; Mild: 2 and Low: 1. Each household is assigned an overall score that is based on the sum of
their vulnerability in each sector. Depending on the scores obtained, households are classified
into four degrees of vulnerability according to the following criteria:

« Severe. This group includes households that have been classified as severely vulnerable for
five sectors and mildly vulnerable for the three remaining sectors (score>=26 points). It also
includes households that are severely food insecure and severely economically vulnerable,
independently of the vulnerability classification obtained for other sectors.

+  Moderate. This group includes households that have been classified as moderately vulnerable
for at least five sectors and mildly vulnerable for the three remaining sectors (score 21-25
points), but are not entitled to be included in the “severe” group. It also includes moderately
food insecure households and moderately economic vulnerable households, independently of
the vulnerability classification obtained for other sectors.

« Mild. This group includes households that have been classified as mildly vulnerable for all sec
tors but who are not entitled to be included in the “moderate” or “severe” group (16-20
points).

+ Low vulnerability: This group includes households that have been classified with mild vulnera
bility for seven sectors (<16 points).

Example: A household that has been classified as severely vulnerable for five sectors, moderate-
ly for two sectors, and mildly for one sector would get a score of: Five sectors severe*four (severe
weight) + two sectors moderate * three (moderate weight) + one sector mild * (two mild weight) =

28 points SEVERELY VULNERABLE

Table 20: Percentage of households and individuals by vulnerability degree.

VULNERABILITY CLASSIFICATION

Mild Moderate Mod-severea
Households 21% 22% 49% 8% 57%
Individuals 13% 22% 53% 12% 65% 71%

a.) Percentage of households / individuals included in categories “Moderate” or “Severe Vulnerability”: Moderate +
severe.

b.) Percentage of individuals included in categories “Moderate” or “Severe Vulnerability”: Moderate + severe plus
children under 2, Pregnant and Lactating Woman, elders (>60 years) and non-autonomous individuals (those in need
of support for daily basic activities) included in “Mild” and “Low vulnerability” categories.




Appendix 2 Average Expenditures Per Household and Area

Tripoli, Beirut,
the South and Akkar | Bekaa area Areas north
Mont Liban of Tripoli
Food Quantity | Item LBP LBP LBP LBP
basket
Vegetables | 0.9 kg [ -emon 900 900 900 900
1.95 kg | Leaves/green vegetables 1,950 1.950 1.950 1,950
0.6 kg | Eggs 2,544 2,544 2,544 2,544
Proteins | 1.6 kg | geans 4,374 4,374 | 4,374 4,374
114k
9 Canned meat 1,254 1,254 1,254 1,254
Carbohyd- | 2.1 kg Bread 3.150 3,150 3.150 3.150
rates 3 kg Egyptian rice 4,650 4,650 4,650 4,650
?-g tg Bulgur wheat 4,876 4876 | 4,876 4,876
-0 Kg
1.5kg Pasta 2,265 2,265 2,265 2,265
Sugar 1,950 1,950 1,950 1,950
0.99 kg 2,475 2,475 2,475 2,475
Other 0.6 kg RETG
0.15 kg ,906. 5,906 5,906.25 5,906.25
77.55 77.55 77.55 77.55
Per person 476568 476568 476568 476568
Nonfood Per households 5 members 238284 238284 | 238284 238284
items
Communication costs 37,500 37,500 37,500 37,500
; 750 2,000 2,000 1.375.
Fuel Cooking gas 1 kg
Petrol 20 L unleaded 8,175 34,700 37.000 21,437.50
Toilet paper 4 packs of rolls 3,965 4,200 4,700 4,825
Hgiene Tooth paste 2 pcs of 75ml 4,625 4,500 9,000 4,562.50
basket )
Laundry soap 1kg/1 liter (Bubbles) 7,437.50 7,437 7,000 7,437.50
Dishes detergent 750 ml (Golden) 3,550 2,500 2,500 3,025
Sanitary napkins (pads) 3 packs of 20 2,678.50 3,750 3,700 3,214
Individual soap 5 pieces of 125 g (6pcs) 3,937.50 6,000 5,000 4,970
Shampoo 1 bottle 500 ml 4,750.0 3,900 5,500 4,325
Diapers 22,625.00 18,000 20.000 20,315
Other Education 13,500 124,625 | 64,854 69,062.50
services Health 116,667 79,621 81,758 98,145.50
Utilities Water (cost per month) 34,667 41,347 35,089 38,007
Electricity (cost per month) 81,667 46,350 39,022 64,008.50
Households 5 members 1,146,954. 927,144 | 793,063 1.037,049




Appendix 3 - Methodology

The assessment was divided into two phases:

PHASE 1. A multi-sectoral household survey of registered and pre-registered Syrian refugees
in Lebanon to build a profile of Syrian refugees and to develop criteria that could be used for
targeting of food and non-food item assistance.

PHASE 2. Application of the criteria for targeting various forms of assistance to refugee
households following the established standard methodology.

Methodology phase 1

The survey focused on Syrian refugees registered and awaiting registration with UNHCR at the
time that the household selection began. These were a total of 1,422 households. The popula-
tion was stratified into four groups according to their registration date:

1 Awaiting registration (=~ 128,000 persons)5

2 Registered in the preceding three months (= 135,000 persons)6
3. Registered in the preceding three-six months (= 73,000 persons)3
4 Registered over six months ago (= 58,000 persons)3

Samples of each of these strata were considered representative of their respective strata and
followed a two-stage cluster methodology. The sample size per strata was calculated according
to the following parameters:

- Estimated prevalence: 50% Population size / strata = 345

- Desired precision: 10% households

- Design effect: 3

- Non-valid response households: 10% Total population size = 345 x 4 = 1380 households

In order to estimate the number of clusters* as well as households per cluster?, the following as-
sumptions were made with regard to the following statistical and operational considerations:

- A minimum of 30 clusters® per strata.

- Two persons would carry out a household visit (= one pair)

- Five households were surveyed per day and per pair.

- Two pairs would form a cluster (=one team) (allowing transportation in one car).
- One supervisor would be responsible for two teams (four pairs of enumerators)

Operations

The organization of the survey took place based on the following considerations:

1. One team (= four people) per cluster4 per day would survey ten households

2. 345 (households per strata) / ten (households per team per day) = 34.5 = 35 cluster4/ strata.

3. 35 (clusterd/strata) * four strata = 140 clusters4

4. Data collection option one: 14 teams (56 enumerators) would carry out ten days of data col
lection (suggested).
Seven supervisors (one for every four pairs of enumerators)

5. Data collection option 2: 20 teams (80 enumerators) would carry out seven days of data col

lection.
ten supervisors (one for every four pairs of enumerators)

3 Numbers based on 10 April 2013 data base provided by UNHCR.
4 Clusters: villages in rural areas, towns or neighborhoods in urban ones.

5 Figures based on 17 April 2013 update. http://data.unhcr.org/syrianrefugees/country.php?id=122
6 Figures based on 10 April 2013 data base provided by UNHCR.
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In the first stage, 35 clusters were randomly selected per strata - proportional to refugee pop-
ulation size. In the second stage, ten households were randomly selected within each cluster4.
Replacement households within each cluster4 and replacement clusters4 within each stratum
were identified. If it was not possible to find the ten refugee households in the targeted village, the
closest village was selected.

Assuming a significant correlation between registration date and arrival date, this stratification
avoided a bias towards refugees recently arrived. In addition, the heterogeneity of refugee distri-
bution across the country made stratification by registration date a better option than stratifica-
tion by geography. Nevertheless, given the geographical differences of refugees and contexts,
results could also be provided by geographical/program area/sector.

Final cluster selection

Out of the 140 clusters randomly selected, five clusters were switched due to security reasons.
The criterion for choosing the replacement clusters was geographical distant.

The cluster corresponding to the strata for households registered between three and six months
ago in Qaa Baalbek in the Baalbek district was replaced by Arsal in the Baalbek district.

The cluster corresponding to the strata for households registered less than three months ago in
Qaa Baalbek in the Baalbek district was replaced by Halba in the Akkar district.

Table 21: Clusters that were replaced due safety concerns

District Locations Number
Geographical clusters

No goarea  Syrian militia crossed the

Qaa Baalbek Lebanese border (700 m)

Khat Petrol No go area

Tabbaneh Frequent clashes

Wadi Nahle Frequent clashes

The cluster corresponding to the strata for households registered longer than six months ago in
Khat Petrol in the Akkar district was replaced by Hisha in the Akkar district.

The cluster corresponding to the strata for households registered less than three months ago in
Wadi Nahle in Tripoli was replaced by Lailake in the Baabda district due frequent clashes.

The cluster corresponding to the strata for households registered beyond six months ago in Tab-
baneh in Tripoli was replaced by El Minie in El Minieh-Dennie district.

Households Removed from survey selection

The list of registered refugees provided by UNHCR contained 59,509 households and 265,332
people. Out of this number, 12,761 households were registered without specifying their location
and 257 households had not provided contact details. Therefore, these households were taken
out of the survey selection.




Table 22: Percentage of the population by registration strata

% Num. of %

Strata Population| Population | households | households

< 3 months 129,105 41.6%
3 — 6 months 68,236 20.3%
>6 months 57,082 18.4% 16.8%
Total registered 254,423 | 81.8% 78.7%

Awaiting
registration 56,451 18.2% 21.3%

Total 310,874 | 100.0% 100.0%

Table 23: Population and number of households per strata and
percentages of population and number households out of the total

% Num. of %

Strata Population Population | households | households

< 3 months 129,105 | 41.5% 41.6%

3 — 6 months 68,236 21.9% 20.3%
7 >6 months 57,082 18.4% 16.8%

Total registered 254,423 | 81.8% 78.7%

Awaiting .
registration 56,451 18.2% 21.3%

Total 310,874 | 100.0% 100.0%

Data collection

The data was collected in a time frame of 10 days by 56 enumerators (plus six replacements) and
seven supervisors. Each team consisted of four enumerators and each supervisor was responsi-
ble for two teams.

The collected data was registered through electronic devices and uploaded automatically to an
online database. When compared to classic hardcopy completion of questionnaires, this option
helped save time for data entry and allowed daily supervision of data collection.

The teams made appointments with households on the spot (that is, the same day of the cluster
visit) in order to minimize the risk of “preparation” by households prior the visit and to prevent
biased results. A field test was conducted in advance of the survey roll-out to ensure the feasibil-
ity of the approach.The questionnaire was designed to take approximately an hour, and covered
multi-sectoral socio-economic indicators.

In order to optimize resources and reduce protection concerns, several key pieces of information
from UNHCR'’s ProGress database were included in the questionnaire. This information was pro-
vided by UNHCR during the data analysis and consolidation stage.
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Data analysis

Data analysis was based on the calculation of indirect indicators including the dependency ratio,
the crowding index, FCS, CSI, the percent of expenditure on food and cereals as well as the food
security categories.

Indicative statistics of direct and indirect indicators provided a general characterization of the
refugee population. Results were than calculated by strata and operational areas (the clusters).

The vulnerability criteria were constructed based on multi-sector indicators, previously identified
to show the vulnerability profile of the refugee population.

Households were classified according to their vulnerability status under one of the following four
categories: severe vulnerability, high vulnerability, low vulnerability and no vulnerability. These
categories provided an estimate of the affected refugee population for planning purposes.

The indicators included in the questionnaire were classified into the following three categories, for
targeting purposes:

+ Indicators that could be collected during the refugee registration process. (REDUCED LIST)

+ Indicators that could be collected through more in-depth interviews with households members,
without the need of direct observation of the households. (EXPANDED LIST)

+ Indicators that could be collected only by household visits. (HOUSEHOLD LIST)

The mean and frequency comparisons provided a first set of variables highly associated with vul-
nerability for each category of indicators (reduced, expanded and households list).

Logistic analysis were applied to identify the variables that better classify the vulnerability of
households for each set of indicators (reduced, expanded and households list) as well as the
inclusion and exclusion errors of each model.

Once an adequate balance between the exclusion and inclusion errors was agreed upon among
stakeholders, a model was identified for each set of indicators.

Limitations and challenges

Due to the breadth and complexity of the survey, various limitations were observed. A broad goal
was to provide a general overview of all the sectors but an in-depth analysis of all the sectors was
not possible.

As mentioned above, a small number of initial cluster areas were inaccessible due to insecurity
and frequent clashes. These inaccessible areas were replaced with other areas within the same
area.

The main method of contacting households was by phone. This may have caused a bias since
not all households had a phone. For instance, households may have shared a phone with neigh-
bors and then moved away, resulting in their being unreachable. Or households were registered in
the UNHCR ProGress database with a phone number that was no longer valid.

Health symptoms were reported by the households but not verified by health professionals.
The high number of enumerators (60) did not allow an adequate standardization test for the an-
thropometric measurements. However, the impact of the measurement error was limited by the
fact that MUAC classification is based on established thresholds and not on the specific meas-
urement.




Appendix 4 — Food Consumption Score calculation

On the basis of their FCS, households have been classified in three different food consumption
groups. The FCS is based on dietary diversity (number of food groups consumed by a house-
holds during the seven days prior to the survey), food frequency (number of days on which each
food group is consumed during the seven days prior to the survey) and the relative nutritional
importance of each food group.

A weight was attributed to each food group according to its nutrient density.

The food consumption score is calculated by multiplying the frequency of consumption of each
food group (maximum of seven if a food group was consumed every day) by each food group
weight and then averaging these scores. The FCS can have a maximum value of 112, implying
that each food was consumed every day for the last seven days.

Food groups | Weight Justification
Energy dense/usually eaten in larger quantities, protein content
Main staples 2 lower and poorer quality (PER less) than legumes, micro-nutrients

(bound by phytates).?

Energy dense, high amounts of protein but of lower quality (PER less)

Pulses 3 than meats, micro-nutrients (inhibited by phytates), low fat.
Vegetables 1 Oow energy, low protein, no fat, micro-nutrients
Fruits 1 Oow energy, low protein, no fat, micro-nutrients

Oighest quality pr otein, easily absorbable micro-nutrients (no
Meat and fish 4 phytates), energy dense, fat. Eden when consumed in small quanti-
ties, improllements to the quality of diet are large.

Highest quality protein, micro-nutrients, vitamin A, energy. However,
milk could be consumed only in very small amounts and should then

Milk 4 be treated as condiment and therefore re-classification in such cases
is needed.
Sugar 0,5 Empty calories. Usually consumed in small quantities.
il 0.5 Energy dense but usually no other micro-nutrients. Usually consumed
! ’ in small quantities
. These foods are by definition eaten in very small quantities and not
Condiments 0 y y 9

considered to have an important impact on overall diet.

Households are then classified on the basis of their FCS and standard thresholds. In this case,
cut off points have been set high as recommended by the WFP Emergency Food Security As-
sessment Handbook. This is to allow for the fact that oil and sugar are consumed extremely
frequently amongst all households surveyed and the cut off points have been heightened to avoid
distorting the FCSs of those surveyed

E



Table 24: Food groups and frequency of consumption

Appendix 5 - Food

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
g ro u ps and freq uen cy FOOD registration 0- 3 months 3-6 months  after 6 months Total
i ITEMs DAYS
of consumptions T

8%

Cereals 83.0%

16.2%
3%

6%
99.2%
2.5%
1-5 days 62.6% 53.1%
6-7 days 34.1% 44.4%
0 days 19.3% 13.1%
AUges 1-5 days 78.5% 83.8%
6-7 days 2.2% 3.1%
0 days 79.6% 78.5%
Green veg 1-5 days 17.9% 19.3%
6-7 days 2.5% 2.2%
0 days 83.2% 76.3%
Vit A 1-5 days ‘ 15.6% 20.9%
vegetables
6-7 days 1.1% 2.8%

0 days 3.4% 2.2%

Other

1-5d 26.0%
vegetables ays o 2%

6-7 days 70.7% 77.7%

0 days 90.8% 81.8%

Vitamin A

. 1-5 days 8.7% 17.0%
fruits

6-7 days 6% 1.1%

0 days 57.3% 60.1%
Other fruits 1-5 days 38.0% 36.9%

6-7 days 4.7% 3.1%

0 days 46.4% 30.4%

Meat and
organ meat  1-9days 52.5% 0%

6-7 days 1.1% 2.5%
0 days 14.5% 9.2%
1-5 days 50.3% 51.1%
6-7 days 35.2% 39.7%
0 days 89.9% 90.2%
1-5 days 8.9% 8.9%
6-7 days 1.1% 8%

0 days 3.9% 3.1%
1-5 days 10.3% 5.0%
6-7 days 85.8% 91.9%
0 days 15.9% 3.6%
1-5 days 20.1% 16.8%

6-7 days 64.0% 79.6%

0 days 1.7% 3%

1-5 days 8.4% 8.4%
6-7 days 89.9% 91.3%
0 days 1.1% 3%
Condiments
1-5 days 3.1% 1.4%

6-7 days 95.8% 98.3%




Appendix 6 - Non-food related coping strategies

Table 25: Nonfood related coping strategies

Spent savings

Bought food on credit or borrowed
money to purchase food.

Reduce essential non-food
expenditures such as education,
health, etc..

Selling households goods
(radio, furniture, television, jewelry etc..)

Withdrew children from school

Sell productive assets or means
of transport (sewing machine,
wheelbarrow, bicycle, car, livestock..)

Have school children (6 -15 years old)
involved in income generation

Sent an adult households member
sought work elsewhere (regardless of
the usual seasonal migration)

Sold house or land

Marriage of children under 18
Accept high risk, illegal, socially

degrading or exploitative temporary
jobs? (e.g. theft, prostitution)

Begged

Awaiting Registration Registration Registration
registration  0- 3 months 3-6 months  after 6 months Total
(N=178) (N=191) (N=147) (N=138) (N=654)
N % N % N % N % N %




Appendix 7 — Questionnaire

HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon - Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

CoMPLETE BEFORE THE INTERVIEW

Date : i

Interviewer ID:
Sl afla.
Interviewer Name :
el p)

Supervisor ID:

il Ay

Location ID :

Ll iy

Il —l—I / 2013
ol re-
Day Month

Governarate f2lie. :
District/ =~ |___|
Cluster/ s | | | |
Village,/ 4 ;|

Household /.50 ¢

R —

UNHCR Refugee Registration
number:

UNHCR Refugee Registration
number IT:

Note

Use the same Registration
Number in the Mother and Child
Sections

Consent: We are cenducting a survay with the aim of having a better understanding of the living conditions of Syrian refugees in Lebanon. I
would like to ask you some questions about your family and measure the arm of your children who are younger than 5 years of age. The survey
usually takes about one hour to complete. Any information that you provide will be kept strictly confidential and anonymous and will not be
shown to other people. This is voluntary and you can choose not to answer any or all of the guestions if you want; howewver we hope that you

will participate since your views are important. Do you have any questions? May I begin now?

YES_

il )

Analadl (g kel 13 ey Hle g ALY ey g gl ey O b Cpnped] (e D ALl gl e g Bipee (e g s el 2heay

‘J_IL eyl a2

. panllis

&

al WSy eyl Jaadl 138 LS el (s Ralh g lgasiinn i it slially Bl Y) s LIS G2y Aol Ja B3l Bykind Al o3

Mg Lalal e Aoy of Sy SN (L e 081y 5 Y DS ALY man a ) ey

".’\_ﬂl ead _\_I__{u_" Y] Al I-v_;i -_:-' Ja

e ]




HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon = Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

SECTION 1- DEMOGRAPHICS ol s glaall - 1 sl
J iy af r B tnah " f egr . . . .
A housshold fs defined as a group of peaple whao routinely eat out of same o2 gle g s o 0l e e g Lyt iy a3
pot and live on the same compound {or physical focation). [t is possibie that . - . .
Banl g e g S B pdiey by pasall el by A0y g
they may live in different structures =
What Is the sex of the interviewee? . Tomall s 34 ks
1.1 Male = 1 : Female = 2 [ ) 1.1
CIRCLE # " o e a
What is the age of the interviewee? \
1.2 I s years/dp Tl e g e 1.2
{in years)
Head of HH 1 P
Wife / Husband 2 waifza
What Is the relationship of the o e
aughter /Son 3 L N T e Y
1.3 | interviewee with the head of the HH g = { = | P e 1.3
{if household head skip to 1.6 ) Mother fFather 4 A
Mather / Father in law 5 L pall ol g
Other & [
What is the sex of the household head? . i 75t ey i La
1.4 Male = 1 : Famale = 2 1 . 1.4
CIRCLE - o s g
W h he hi h b ? ol il T3 sl y la
L5 What is the age of the household head | | vears e M) T3 sl s ;-=F' 1.5
(i years) T
Syrian 1 F s
Lebanese 2 A
What is the nationality . | 1 " .
1.6 of the household head? Palestinian 3 il B i A e 16
Other Middle East country 4 e g1 3R e e g
Other (specify) 5 [
1.7 Total number of household members | | el i 3 B e 1.7
Years old § b F‘""_",'_"'s-"' Males J 5 Tatal f§ s
under 2 years 2 .y | | |
How many family | 2 -5 (5 not included) | | | | | | K
L8 | members are. 5- 15 years | | | | | o Enfl A8 et 1.8
16- 59 years | | | | |
| } } i .
=60 l—1 1 —
< 16 16 = 60 =60
years years years
Pregnant and lactating | | | | |
WOmen ! hasin pay Jal g ald
Have any disability I | | | | | e g
(physical and/or mental) ! | | (Al dsien dn) pgal) | S
How many Chronically il | | | | | | e 3 Ly gl B peil
1.9 family members e i9
: have specific TE':']:":"-E‘I functional [ I | I I I A5 g g iy 5 gl G 0 phey gl .
—— limitations/injured . A e ) A sk
Serious medical conditions | | | | | | 1y A il il
] 1 ] | B
Others (specify) | | | | |
H — — . . N [} ¥
Peogle in need of suppart
to access to tollet facilitles | | | | | | Dy AAD Ratcall dhny
or external services, el el J g A
Is there any orphan and/or child under 18 that is | | arphans) . e 18 e A gl A e g e
110 not member of your immediate family? If yes, how Thmlil o o | pead o g ot sl s gy 1.10
. ) T LT 1y F i a2 i3 "
many I | ne immadiate a1 A S8y a1 TS el ol gl 08 4
If no, write 0. farmily / .2 =le Y 0p=
A

SECTION 2 - ARRIVAL PROFILE

Did all the family members come at the same time?
CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION

2.1 Pl \ A 4.1 s e 1 ¥ Ne 2
QRS TURTRN P PP Y
aly i ga B s gt
When did the members of your househald 1 Less than 1 month age 1 s&0e 3

2.2 -
arrive to Lebanon? First arrival 1 | st dgey




HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon - Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

Use the codes on the right 2 1- 3 months ago 4=13 A1 &
LR TN PP 3 4-6 months ago 456 .04 L
Gpl e e gl 4 7 months-1 year ago (included)
Last arrival | | a1 gyl e A A T
5 1 -2 years ago & e 2. 1 Ls
&  Before the conflict started in Syria
g A B by
Place of origen | District | | dials ] e
2.3 CIRCLE QONLY gy dei Jead gl aa 2.4
ONE OPTION 1 Buralfis; 2 Urban/iss
No 1
Did you have friends ar | . : : d 4 e . | ' ) ) o
es, relatives residents in Lebanon T4 i o 551 el 2 S e g el il S )
2.4 relatives in Lebanon z b St g "‘ 2.5
before you came? Yes, friends residents in Lebanon Gl A Cpagia alizead o 3 =N
Yes, refugees =i - 4
Registered by UNHCR f fidl M e e .
2.5 How many members of | panding registration by UNHECR il Jé e feud Jh | g e 2.6

the househald are

No registered nor pre-registered J o . 0! oy

Tt il i e S

SECTION 3 - HOUSEHOLD SHELTER AND SERVICES

Villa J 5a i
Independent House | Apariment f4il 2
Separate room il i g 4
Collective shalter / sled a0 5
Factory/Warehouse § pife gl [ |
Garage/Magasin [ s/ g A 7 v ! !
3.4 Type of housing Workeite / — 2 Tlala i gy g2 R g8 3.1 |
: CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION orksite / o gy _ Jaih sl y jLALE glapa |
Urnfinished shelter [ L 2 4= 9
Tent [ e i0
Official camp [ e pihs 11
Unofficial camp [ o e 12
Pedestrian/homelassf s oy /o e 13
Others (specify )/l = 14
Owned apartment/house 1 ol |
Unfurnished rental 2 Ay e i e s |
Furnished renta 3 Al e Jga b jils g |
3.2 Type of occupancy Provided by Employer 4 el il s by zaly dea -
' CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION | Hosted (for free) 5 [bdie 2 po) bl ’
Squatting 6 gl o g
Nssistance 7 hae e
Others (specify) 8 [aan) Lo b
If renting, how much do you pay for your
3.3 accommaodation per month? usD Tl A e e a8 el 1H 3.3
14 . Living space in m? fr P S P | 3.4
' Occupied by your HH | ol s '
15 Numherufm-ums. . u,Ju. 3.5
Occupred by your HH | | o il b
16 Number of people sharing the rooms | | i A gty [ 3.6
3.7 Number of bathrooms el 2 3.7
" Able to use by your HH 1 £l L e Lgdsii] ) o
18 Number of people sharing the bathrooms | | i el 1 s 15
Good 1
. e Lopl Ea
Acceptable 2 LT
. » Meed fixing roof 3 - .
What is the condition of your MNeads 'fl?(l!‘lg dears 4 ol ‘l:a_..d
38 accommedation? Needs fixing windows 5 w3
CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION [ .4 fixing greund
Lack of hygiene [] |
Asgsistance 7
Others (specify) 8 |




HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon = Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

Chose only one option from the below and insert in the box A gl Akl galial G S zal g il
What is the main source of drinking water? | . PR PN . 0 O g TN
What Is the main source of cooking and washing water? I__| ¥ pnndl y pusdad sl s ] il
household water tap/water network [ <2hrs per day) 01 el Adele 2o} Agl all aleall 820/ sloal Lta
househaold water tap/water network (>2hrs per day) o2 Pt ] (o e las 2 =) Al i ludl G505 1 it u..;.}
public standpipe 03 e 5 pla
protected dug well 04 ]

3.10 Z . . | 3.10
unprotected dug well 05 ez 3
Mineral/ 06 Apias alps
protected spring o7 P ad .
unprotected spring oa g s F ol
UM/NGD tanker/truck water 09 e gta e Slalais Agalle Al dadial. SRS e
small quantity purchased 10 dlas Ay
Public reservoir 11 shall A
Others {specify) 12 a2 L gt

Traditional pit latrine/ without S ) T
. i o ke B [ daTh gt fgil el e [ L
What kind of toilet facility |-31ab/ open pit i R e
does your househald Improved latrine with cement slab 2 Zihanafl o o s dein e e b Aazadd gl
3.11 | use? Flush latrine 3 A N il 34 ol i | 3011
place in the compound 4 3 D 0 i Jadh sl g
2 if 4, skip to section 3 - B A
. * e sl et a5 N Y s S
312 | If using latrines, how many people use the latrine? | S 22y S e 3 g 312
by i g 3 pde
Gas 1 Er
Electricity 2 el ul
313 Main type of fuel for cooking Paraffin 3 el _J,_'_,I ,-"-*-' 313
CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION Woad / Charcoal 4 Y Al 2
Animal dung 5 el gl el
Others (specify) [ ) Lo
Electricity 1 gLy
Gas [ Paraffin 2 pas | FE X
Main source of lighting . . . s el
.14 4 § ik x ioat .14
3 CIRCLE ONLY ONE oPTION |00 / Charcaal 3 e s | 3
Candles 4 oyl
Others (specify) 5 faan) la
Rubbish pit 1 S e
Burning 2 3 ] Wantaal 3y Sl
Main type of waste disposal o _ T n X ey gl e el
.1 sall ol ol il e aladl | 3,18
3.15 CTRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION Collected by municipality 3 il gl el Ly e
Throw it to open field 4 P EUE ) P
Others [specify) 5 aan) la
s your household h fci . g |l e RS S e yemal S ik

3.16 Does your household have access to sufficient water Yes =1 =i | No=0=7Y : .J-'_I 4-"'- - ST )!)— 3.16
for drinking, cooking washing and toilet purposes? ratn pall g o ciplaBill ¢ Al o pill L Tlaniua

3.17 | Does your household have soap and hygiene items? | Yes = 1= 2 | No = 0= "% F o anlat ol pay g ploaoli il ool o | 3,17
Does your howsehold have access to sufficient Falaatl SN 5 gl o gl A s

3.18 | cooking fuel to cover your cooking needs? Yes = 1 =pni | No=0=Y e Jl{:_.u.ij: -:ld "l:__l___, 3.8




HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon = Vulnerability Assessmeant Among Syrian Refugees 2013

SECTION 4 — HOUSEHOLD ASSETS

Does your household currently own? (in usable condition) (JlaaiaBl] ALE) Tlacce o8y e 6 Y 800 AN SR A L
[ 50 pm pn A0 pclinll o 51 am
Read out each of the items below A ies sy s AELY poe Ja B0 i ¢ slish 2 gl i i
Write "0 if mot owned Indicate which of the following T He sl s LA
items is owned
O=no 1=yes
a.1 Mattresses ] ey 4.1
4.2 Beds 1 B el 4.2
4.3 Blankets I ol 4.3
4.4 Winter clothes ] Y- W 4.4
4.5 Table and chairs 1 PRy 4.5
4.6 Sofa set 1 ig 4.6
4.7 Small gas stove | s Y& 0yl 4.7
4.8 Refrigerator | [ 3l [ 4.8
4.9 Water heater 1 [ sl Sla | 4.9
4.10 | Washing machine / 1 H 4.10
4.11 Electric oven | | | LT | 411
4.12 | Microwave / Vacuum cleaner | | | gy Saef S At | 412
4.13 | Dish washer/ Drier machine / Separate freezer / | leaiia 3 b [ 4F2 Al 4.13
4.14 Central heating | iy R e A 4.14
4.15 Air conditioning | 4.15
4.16 Sewing machine / Iron | 4.16
4,17 | TV 1 ik 4.17
4.18 oWD Player/ [ | I B F | 4.18
4.19 Computer/ 1 i gl 4.19
4.20 | Sattelite dish ] e 4.20
4.21 | Motorcycle __| 4y Al 4.21
4.22 | Carfvan/truck | | . i/l | 4.22
4.23 | Other (fan, specify)____ g {aa] e gt 4,23




HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon - Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

SECTION 5 - EDUCATION AND HEALTH ASSISTANCE

ignall Baeliaddl g olad . 5wl

Wife/ " -
F k] palaill | g ess g s
What is the level of education Head of th.n.a Mother/Caretaker ]
completed CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION household 6 4wy : rr i sl y fuh Jan Gl ed
e g B e P =
Nane 1 1 pt
Knows how to read and write [ 3 2 ANy e A aai I
5.1 Primary school 3 3 AN Al pall 5.1
Intermediate/complementary school 4 a Ao il ik all
Secondary school 5 5 i 20 Rl
Technical course [ & & e e
University | 7 7 P EY 1
Al . 17 g E s ALY w
5.2 How many 4-17 years old children do Boys Joad | | Girlsfeia | 17-4 Zapie o ,J__; o ! e _,n 5.2
currently live in your family? e e Sl Al ) ey
Hew many of them (4-17 years old Wt e 48 A
: - et |y ol (R 1546 L Dida o5
5.3 children) did NOT attend school last Boys/ s | | Girlgfciah | ehinants M .“'.Tb A ! ”'H " 5.3
. f all o paaail g gl
week 7 =l
Hew many of them (4-17 vears old el iy ) (e Tt AN} peie o5
5.4 children) did NOT attend schosl for 1 Boys/cia || | Girlgfeis - ) e g 3 1 5.4
YEar or more? - -
How many of them (4-17 years old T A [
. . Eeiash 0 el adacll Gl { - il ==
5.5 children) are attending any nen-fermal Boys/oua || | Girlsfotay || Fra 1 _]‘?“ Iu ! h.H y | 5.5
: P
education activities in last week? el Dl e
If all children are enrolled in school skip to 10.6, 0.6 A A paall Ny ey Jila g 131
5.6 If not, what are the main reasons for non enrcliment? (i Bty PEN E FIPR T PR R R P k| 5.6
DO NOT READ BUT TICK ALL REASONS MENTIONED -~ b Sl A B e e g 100
.. why ksl 5 d i By amalatos
1 Cannet afford to pay for tuition/cost (textbook, etc) [ e 1
{2l sl gl
Mo school in the community / Distance [ | g /sl alpesd 0 S jls 2 3 Y 2
Mo space in school [ el gl g gt
T L 1 ™
Children need to stay at home and assist the family with household | Al el dimlul LAl gl plas el 4
chores et
T e
Children need to work | ] Al e
Newly/irregularly arrived | A e e Ay sl [ 2 [ gt 6
ﬁ.l:bqndlng Khalwa (informal schoal) I J}E'" o
Custemns/tradition/lack of awareness [ wt 18 ME { Cdda) 8
Insecurity [ Ll pim 9
10 Bullying I—I =+ A | 10
11 Transport | J— Zial gl 11
12 Disability I—I iealall ialinii gl | g9
13 Traumatized I—1 faeageadin | 13
14 | Others (specify) [ | faa) la gt 14
T 33 e o 190 el lasi (o i b
D benefit from health istance? If which t Fi g
5.7 0 you bene Ll eal assistance S0, ch type url s 4 5aaly e 51130 sl u!}:" e e 5.7

CIRCLE THE OPTION (if several, consider last time used)}

Bl Sl )

CBO health care - total free health care)

1 s Aot A ) Al Afially | dad D A el Shaliial] i il

CBO health care - cost sharng, partial benefits)

2 bl & RSN ) ' gl BRI 0 B L Y it i )

igoe

AN ol Sall AED e s el A0 e e

Health clinic - HH paid parts of the health care/ cost sharing 3

HH received financial contribution for consultation with Physician/ 4 LT et el Al kel S Baalca B AT
diagnostics / medicines |

Insurance {employment, private, other insurance) 5 I:_,- AT ] ST o sta Ul (illaall) )
HH pays all health related costs (consultation, drugs, etc..) [ B el e e e [
Don't know 7 iy
Others (specify) 8 | sl g
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SECTION 8 — INCOME AND LIVELIHOOD SOURCES

How many household members have

Va1l I JLMl 14 EVT, T TN+
81 worked in the last 30 days? I Aalall 30 ol b Vgbes (ol 551 3 M 200 8.1
Pe ent dalt ; .
How many of the employments (income bhde [ . A A (AN ey ARl a8
B.2 sources) of the last 30 days are Sensonal ] e caits dagds i) ...:;:-ﬂshdy‘ﬂl 8.2
permanent, seasonal or temporary? (i gl st pa
Temporary [ — i
Main source | | ST el
In the last 30 days, what were the three | b ity 2005 ol A e
8.3 main sources of cash/income to sustain . Y0 Uy gl o Al | 8.3
. your household? Second source | | | AN st e s . ..e-'-'i- H
, (2 gp il 131y — A1 a1 ikl
(Use the codes below - If other specify) .
Third source | | | 5. L Qe
Sale of crops 1 S
Sale of livestock and animal produce 2 datiall i ganll g A0l as
Agricultural waged labor 3 i gy 3l Janll
MNen agricultural casual labor (casual laber, skilled labor, salaried work, a Lo Jele o 0 e o e Jalepdal 0 e Ja J‘“‘
provision of services) (iazidl g
Skilled work 5 B ALl A8
Formal commerce 6 FIP g P
Informal commerce 7 dgacs N b B jlacil
Sale of assets (car, bicycle, refrigerator, TV) 8 (o A A Al 12 45 ge) il g gall a
Remittances E iy pull
Savings 10 o PO
Formal credit/debts (e.g. banks) 11 Sgtll s 1 )
Informal credit/debts (sheps, friends hosts) 12 | (ol sy Eas) gl [ s J e
Gifts from family/relatives 13 i B P el e i
. ) 14 mes pgios fall i el e e g Al Sl leadl as
Sale of food aid (food vouchers or parcels) { et aleall 3 o daallly o aliall 305850
Sale of non-food assistance 15 Al gl s leeall as
Cash from humanitarian/charitable organizations 16 Ay gt [ AR dalaiall e Rl i)
Food voucher 17 EREIE Y| P e
Begging 18 Jas
Other (specify) 19 s la et
What were the 3 main sources of Main source Ll | | o | gt i e 25 pal e
cash/income that sustained your N ) ey ager o el gyl 200 S
. household in Syria, before coming? Second source R D | gy T LS iyl Ly (o0 8.4
(Use the codes above - If other specify) [2da g AT 130y i) G
Third source R — CULE g
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SECTION 9 — EXPENDITURES

Did you spend money (including voucher) on the following consumed in the household during the last 30
foods during last 30 days for your family consumption?

What is the value of the food that was

days and was not purchased (e.g.own

9.1 S Lol st L TUA A Al e adldl Sl L) Jladl B0 production, gathering/hunting, donation, food 9.1
fAdalt aid, credit, exchange)
; - T S S o Aalalt AN LA B ARl A8l 08 o aladell dad ok e
If not bought: write @ 0 <58 ; o ead 11 s u““‘“ HE . L 5
9 el g e B Bt o ) e g o T R )
Round up the figures (Ao COmma ) (e g &8 & e
Lebanese POUNDS spent last week sl g gt cdid L2005 2
a Bread, pasta I 111 | iy faae 34 | @
b Cereals (rice, burgul, wheat) | | | (et s 02 gl ¢ 1) o gl

c Tubers (potatoes) | 1 |1 | {oalaldadty il gl
d Groundnuts/beans/pulses | [ T
e Milk/vaghurt/cheese | | Jpadl ol cadall
f Qil, fat, gee | | a4ty
[ ] Sugar, sweets | | | | wiyglall o £
h Canned food (tomato paste, tuna, meat) | | e "“"{;;’:“
i Fresh Meat/Chicken/eggs/fish | I 11 s | s | and
i Fresh Fruits and vegetables | | | | Aa Jlall iy peinall 420 46l
k Other foods (condiments, spices, salt,etc.) l_ | 1 el apebas ol e ol fgd 5 a1 AR
I Cooked/processed food eaten at home or | I i el 4D a3 g2l aladl ) gdaall sladall

cutside by the family

o da }.‘:)_-_J."_.-,)_.‘-_ZI

9.2 What is the estimated amount spent by the

household during Al e calall gt A B ATRE G301 g B ALl g6 e 9,2

LAST MONTH for the following items: FI B
eaball pelll TR iy emall dlan das
Write 0 if there is no expenditure Lebanese POUNDS spent LAST [ LU P A
MONTH
a TOTAL expenditure by the household in | | eaball pelll et e R E patna a
the last mopth
b Food expenditure | [ eliadl SEl | b
€ Health expenditures l I Rl i | ¢
d Education expenditures | [ adlaill ilsih | d
e House rent [ Jidl g | @
f Drinking water I I il ol |
g Alcohol, wine, tobacco | I gl y 2l Jaasll | g
h Soap and other househeld items | | Al hadl A pald i b iy peall | B
i Transport | I ctal g |
i Electricity | | L |
k TR s g il il s | K
Agricultural and livestock inputs (animal ".::' i 'H-. ..'1';:.'1 o fJ..T e
X 3 abdaaa 'y | 6 g gt g pamal B g pall el guad
forage, livestock, seeds, fertilizers, tools, etc) gt o he
Ay Ly il y 1)
I All the rest of expenditures (milling, labor S sy  palel) S i e S |
e rest of expenditures (milling, labor, it g o R g oGRSy ol y sl 30
ceremanies, firewood, clothing, etc.) i Wy oaad ol
i e e




SecTioN 10 = Foob SOURCES AND CONSUMPTION

HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon — Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

How many meals (warm and cooked) did the adults of this

At g plalall ilss . 10 pesddl

e G T Rl 5yl gl ey o

HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Lebanon -

B-7 &=l P2 |

10.1 household eat yesterday? — el g s 10.1
Haowe many meals (warm and cooked) did the children under Byl el g Al y b ks whads 2 y oS
10.2 | 3 of this househeld eat yesterday! L T et g e Bl Cini b i | 1002
IF NO CHILDREN IN THE HH, WRITE 77 for NIA Q9 ot i B ikl S o8 W11
. . B e alabtl gd e 5l o gl e
Is your houschold able to cook its food at least once a = 0 - .
10.3 e ) Ve fa0 1 Ko/ 2 Jamadl A g By ie | 1003
day. on average. CIRCLE ONLY ONE OPTION - o
daly fh Jga 5 s a
Lack of stove or access to kitchen 1 Polns 1 g5 g Lk Gy e
Lack of cooking fuel (gas, elect.) 2 wh g o Fally kDl g gl gl e
Lack of utensils 3 S Y e
10 If nat, :‘Ihat 15 e main Lack of adeguate safe water 4 AL e il Al s o g Lay 1 10
" reason L] . N
4 HH eats canned / precooked foods L gl b Ades 1Y Bl B Y g T A 4
| Mo time or can 't cook 6 Al e 0 b gl Y
| Lack of food to cook saiall bl e300 Jak
I Other | ] R a |
Newver o 2
How many times did any Once a waek 1 il A
10. af the household members 23y " 1 2 T 3.3 - 10
-3 times a week =3 § =
5 eat outside home in the A we ki it 5
last 7 days? 4-5 tirmes a week 3 45 p il i
| B-7 times a weak 4

Vulnerability Assessment Among Syrian Refugees 2013

How many days in the last 7 days has your household eaten the following
food items, and what was the main source of each food item consumed

»=ASK LINE BY LINE FOR EACH ITEM BOTH QUESTIONS
Write 0 for foods not eaten over the last 7 days
Uze codes below for the food sources - If there are several

sources for a sgame food, indicate the main source

Food item

Cereals, Grains and Cereal Products (Rice,

i

phadall iV
s pladall 1y it
ol il
biMain food source
(Whers do you get
it from?)
[nsert code from
below

el ]yl g Voa g A0 A’y il i i 1T gy S Bgudaleall T e

=iy

s ks JE e fyand]

fiam e g 80 ol

St Do

e N e e 1+ =
e el AN plalall gebll fitmie peaul S8 18 0 plaball aad Ul pe B psiid

gt ,‘,.-:- iy [T
e halall £
pmiatal
o-7
a) Nurnber of days
when the food was
eaten last week
[0to ¥

padd g

B e e R

5 rmaize, wheat, bulgur, millet. other cereal) | | | | sl g o dh gl sl B30 YT | 1IOLG
uf i i uadi g )
10 Bread and Pasta . o
7 ) | | | | g g Jad | 1007
Roots, Tubers [Potato, Irish Potato; Cassava [ gl el o2l pill y g gnd I
10 Tuber/Flour; Other Tuber) (b gl o Rkl sl o0
: . DO NOT INCLUDE ORAMGE SYWEET | | | | aia A P ,I"”._L. e 10.8
e
POTATO IN THIS GROUP e i .
Muts and Pulses Beanc lentl, Figeon Pea; [ o dnll algl el = T phll g i) Q) [
Chick peas. Greundnur Ground Bean; green o i il s efl 1l e
i0. - I | I LR LT E 10.9
g peas, Cow Pex: Ocher Mut/Pulse), Garden Peas, ; - | afE g g gy alp g ol pulndl) .
{Sweet Peas) Bplal o LN i)
Green leafy vegetables:, spinach, chicory. sl ol puiaid B3y el laindl
10. amaranth, wild leaves, rockets, quets, other | | | | PR P JOEE IPETR RN 10.1
10 dark green leaves, EAL A gl il e e g g, o
! ey b i ) a)
Wit A rich vegetables (pumplin, squash, red iy o 'ﬂ“-: S
ETTEIAPETY, [Py ! of il
10. | sweer pepper. Carrots, swees potato) [ i b #-*"' P 10.1
11 | ORANGE-COLOURED VEGETABLES R 1
A #1 4a 40l
Other vegetables: DOnions, garlic, tomatoes, PURIS I . EPIT L ey
10. | cycumber, radish, cabbage, levwce, tomaze | 1 e i glall Jodlty fd o pdy | 2O
11 paste adal el dal g 2
10, ¥it A rich fruits mango, Apricots, peaches, | | | | T ;}HH:‘_ :‘::;_-.T_"::TL Hi.m i0.1
13 papayz, ORAMGE-COLOURED FRUITS — — : -7 o 3
T € ] cmlicd o 3 el 7 T
Other Fruits: banana, apple. avecado, durus . H_'u_“ "‘_“ . _J"’ Q el
cadad el g e
10. {mandarin, lemon), melon, watermelon, pomme | | | | = fry . = . 10.1
14 e

grenade syrup.




IS'U- LIVER, ORGAN MEAT,

L putnalt gl y o 280

g s pal o il pgald el yeal gl

10, Riod flesh meat., Beof; Goaw Pork: Chicken, i B bt + 101
16 tl.llkl.'}’. sheep, other Meae, I—— E— P g Sl ey “-I:“: [
A
11;" Eggs | . :D't
10. Fish (Dricd/Fresh/Smoked Fish, Other Sea-food i . 10.1
18 (Excluding Fish Sauce/Powder) | R 8
[ SugariSugar ProductsiHoney (Sugar, Sugu ok & Ty o 5y |
10, Cane; Honey; Jam; Jelly; Sweets/Candy/ FUE oy i b 10.1
19 Chooolate; Other Sugar Product, Biscuits, | el Zhpdie e L3 g 5 g
Pastries, Cakes) Sl g g el i 5)
MilldMilk Products (FreshiPowdered/Soured e e S b
10, | Milk: Yogurs Lebneh, Cheese; Other Milk - Ay | 10,2
20 Product - Excluding Margarine/Butter or l— - 3 o
b i i gl B2 P/ dall
Small Amounts of Milk for Tea/Coffee) AR SRS S SR
bl [ el ieaal wlnldl)
10. Fats/Qil (olive Oil; ather vegetable oil, gee, Zy o sy iy el oed | 10,2
21| Butzer; Margarine; Other Fao/Odl) I S L i it mantne.? B sl M IR
Spices/Condiments (Tea; Coffee, s JEE AR g gLty Mg/ i
Mescafe'Cocoa; Sale Sphees; YeasuBaking ual o 33 28l B gl i g apla
10. | powder; ketchup/Hot Sauce; Maggy cubes; | e Hata s deala /Rl :L'I.Z

22 Powder; Other Condiment - Including Small
Amounts of Milk for Tea/Coffes)

PEERTIV I (O TIRPFL [

ol LAl alal el )
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Food source codes
1 = Own production (crops, animals)
2 = Purchase on market, shop ete.
3= Hunting, fishing, gathering
4 = Received in-kind against labour or against other items
5 = Borrowed
6= Credit
7 = Gift of food fram family/relatives
8= Food vouchers
9 = Other feod aid (NGOs, WFP)
10=EBegging
11= Other

Sl i 4

= A ] :_". =

=t e ] pmm Z

..... ai=13

w5 gl ke g Jaad il el e Jean= 4
L =5

) =6

M1 e plas ya = T

agla S dm g

g Sall b SR g AN AN el i g
Jpdd = 10

i = 11




SECTION 11 — COPING STRATEGIES

During the last 30 days, did you experience TR e gk e kN
ing Y5, didd you expers 9 i 4 Y ot gl pladall i gl 3 gl Sugal g b
lack of food or money to buy enough food to . s Pd: gt del Al LN BE T R
11.1 Yes = L= 0= No 2 skip to sl DA Al SN aladadl gl gy 11.1
meet the needs of all your household A ;
question 10.3 pialeall
members?
. _ ) : Number , L -l ,
During the last 7 days, how many times (in days) did your of days O o el i st (a0 ) B S o Alall ) B A
11.2 | household had to employ one of the following strategies to cope LA e ol g 13 el e alacll 00N ilandl St el | 11,2
with a lack of food or money to buy it? F :D > YA il el
1. Relied onless preferred, less expensive food | Liad ks My s Alnis il aaka¥l e aadad -]
2.  Borrowed food or relied on help from friends or relatives I g [P QT I LS EES TP E I I P T U
3 Reduced the pumber of meals eaten per day l__ e g A LR e g 20 it =3
4. Spent days without eating | JEI g e LS G0N D -4
3. Restrict consumption by adults in order to young-small children to eat? | Tl J 0 lacal il il il e W5
6.  Send household members to eat elsewhere | PR T e TR N )
7. Reduced portion size of meals l__ pladall g 5 e LI -7
B.  Restrict consumption of female househald members. l__ N T T
B g plaaill S50 WE-0
11 During the past 30 days, did anyone in your household have to do Insert the A ezl e 25 O sl ey 30 1 A
3 | oneof the following things because there was not enough food or | code below e e 'I":I_‘: - _-::-_n-.aﬂ;_:‘f._’* Coo T 113
maney to buy it? 1-3 PR P i 2
1. Selling household goods (radio, furniture, television, jewelry etc..) l__ 2zl pa paall y o gy a1 wEils sf ity A juall adodl a1
2. Sell productive assets or means of transport {sewing machine, | 5 Mo chial ot e e (sl ATl B T4 s s 3
wheelbarrow, bicycle, car, livestock..) — S e
3. Reduce essential non-food expenditures such as education, health, ete.. | A gl daaly ol Badgile i) cdii a3
4. Spent savings I =l il 35 4
5.  Bought food on credit or borrowed money to purchase food, | Sl [ p i el G olall f Rl il @5
6. Sold house or land - e g 0 e B
7. Withdrew children from school l__ A prall e Sy s 7
8. Have school children (& -15 years old) invelved in income generation | Tladdl 55y 5 A A8 AL i 15- ) (e sleal ik e o, 8
9. Marriage of children under 18 A 18 s gl 2y 5.9
10. Accept high risk, illegal, socially degrading or exploitative temporary | At el g Bl Al il g sl el Jud 10
jobs? (e.g. theft, prostitution) - i all g oAl el i) T el
11. Sent an adult household member sought work elsewhere (regardless of | ool aag) Al oS b Jeall el B gt ol i asd Jle 11
the usual seasonal migration) (Aotaall dpe galh 5 gl
12. Begged | Jas 12
1 = Mo, because | do not need iplayend WY =1
2 = No, because | already did it (so cannot continue to do it) g Ll A el g Yy oty iy e iy G =
3 = No, | don't have ¥ =3
4= Yes o d
. 51418 a chpuall DD g1 ks
11.4 During the past three months, did any member or Yas = 1 = and No = 0=" d - T § Ll 8 o , 11.4
. your househald borrow money or receive credit? ST Skip to 5.6 ? reE " > = !
fipali el e
To buy food 1 dgilie 3 ga el pil
. To buy / rent house 2 e il el pal 5l o L
What was the primary reasen | T4 pay health care 3 dpmall e i abdl £yl i)
11.5 for borrowing? T - L2 aiad Jud e Eia | 11.5
| Circle more than one if © pay education 4 - e Sl 231 13 3l
necessary To pay social event 5 el A '
e L= -
Ta b jcultural k 6 = ~ o
o buy agricultural inputs T
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: Others (specify) 7

Fram whao did you get the

credit or borrow the money?
Circle more than one if

necessary

11.7 | Total amount of debt up to now

(o] Le g
Friends/relatives in Lebanon 1 e L L e
J ooy 1

Friends/relatives aut of Lebanon 2 S Aa S o ABY) S 0l P
. - Filall a0

Money lender 3 - T .
: ; o Bl s
Bank / formal institution 4 Ap p s 8l | L 2y
Informal saving group 5 e b AR de st w1

&

Others (specify)____

| | UsD %

aan) La

Jr

SECTION 12 — HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE

(b) Do you receive this
assistance regularly?

Palisia JE5 sanblisddl 030 Ll Ja

0 = Mo, it was just oncel < SIS
(a) Have you received any kind of assistance over anld Binl g @ e
12 the last 3 months, | | = |t was regular, but don’t receive it
1 Fiaall el 3 0 I saeleadl G 53 osF il b any more

M g Wikl a2 ) o), WAL, g

O0=Nofl =Yes
2 = Yes, | still receive it periodically

(B

Ay 533 b g halAE )50 L cans

(d) Source /

S|

l.
Gavernment
s

2 WPzl »
3. Other
ApENcy e
ol

4,
Farnily/friends
#lhaa¥l f Al2all
5. Don't know
I NA, el Y

Food assistance (voucher)!
Saguad) il all il L)

I Last time received: ¥ = Al

il
Month/ e || Daylan ||

Food assistance (In kind)ise ) il cielodly (| 1|

Food assistance (subsidy) fAde!) Ll Sleladl) | |

Schoal feeding/ s Jl=d 4 2l

Seeds /ol

Fertilizer / s2esy

Fodder, animal feed, animal health care fabd || 1|

Health carefdrugs g s33 [ Ssaall i 4l

Education [aadlil

Psychosocial support |l sl oo
Fuel subsidy /2 6l 4 &e)
Rent subsidy / jad! A 4is)]

| Other subsidy /s &1 =l

Shelter /s s

Furniturefclothes /il | &5

Water storage items (tanks, containers,
E buckets)/

A andiby gudadl g i o)) Mol w Jad peanlis

Latrines/ -l =

Hygiene kits Al 2. .

I Cooking kits [zl e

Other non food items Al s ; al 2.

Cash fipii faelew




Registration mumber: ||

Respordent Code

140
(=]

gl by |
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SecTion 13 - CHILD QUESTIONNAIRE [CHILDREN 6-59 MONTHE)

| msMother <  bsFathar o

arther carstaker bl ul i,

| MOW REFER TO CHILDREN &-59 MONTH OLD. TAKE MUAC FOR ALL CHILDREM IM THIS AGE GROUFP

1300 Dute ol Bérth
¥ suppored by o dosment
dagumnt or nal kncws, 1D
1363

gl 5 S

dia oy 1 1 o Ay e

R e 22

YESTERDAY, during the day or night

1308 13,0 Hamw
Dol friny el
ihild
reeEnE
breasumillkf
ey
P o oty Ropaiih!
T (Exchude
0= Mo breasrmilkh
1= Tea JiB L
sl Jalad

3 T esiman
T e
[ T T

Ty ]

TE4CRil age (monts)

ifra

To et

cdrether

f doxe of binth 5 enoermoin

o unichown fusg colandcr)

b B b

112 lefmse
fgrmuda irgn

1311 How
Uy e

[} ek dorifad
yprsterdagt babylac. )
[Echate
broaagmils)

mal) il )

DMLY FOR CHILDREN &-24 MONTHS.

o e B0h Jalal 2

(1= Yes, 0=

g d MUALS il w5l aia 4 Jak :_._ A

1307 CRay MUAC

d oeher [specty)
A

s
Tibe
& dh prvicad T veeski did child have
Mo}
O e = ) n e M e e RN e )
a darrhea | b.cough | | =
| e e

S 6 Q)

g R T e

(B precie, make sun

P o
et ound g ar down
AR ey e i
L i

13,08 Blareral oedema

AZS o0
0= Py
1=Ym

TETE. e thee chidd et or drink ary O the lolwing oo Remdd = Mo 1
Lind bt fo b corefully nevirsed aned locolly consumed food Beom follng infa s

o P s Faad groug |
el s 1) Graire, oo,
(Bledina, cerelae Bolird o e

Farridge, bread

rae, fenlled, oF

eefer food made
frosm grair

Faod groug 2
Legumses and nuts

Al 1 gl B pagn

b iy o e 2]

Any foced made
frem beand, peis.
leniy, nuts, or
seeds

Feed group 3
Dy product
Bial U gl i painn
e ]

porerder, formula
il Foph.
chosen, ... b

i iad

T

Fised grosip 4
Meaz and fat
A Bl ol

i

Aty p B
M [lamib, oo, beed,
Imnor orgam
Poatry jrhackes, duck)
Fith (fronks or dried fah,
shell fihy or 3o food)

B ik g b gyl

ey

Fecd
Eroue
5 Egp
S
LN 4

o 5

Eggs

PP e, g L 0 T
teganet thaukd be added, Bhote naf conpmad ot o could be reosoved

Food group &
‘Witarran A rach vegetables and
Tty
Bl e e

gl LanSlfT (1) S

Dk, peliow o crange-Aehed
by, roons. oF vepeables
b, Swett red
pepoer. quash of sweet
potasom ot are pellow

Foad grous 7

Orther vepetabies

Dousrle green bealy
vegetablas:

spisach, ke
Ly il

B P




