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Executive Summary

Palestine refugees from Syria (PRS) began trickling into Lebanon shortly after the onset of the Syrian crisis in March
2011. Their numbers, however, only dramatically increased in the second half of 2012, as the crisis intensified. Slightly
over half of PRS who currently reside in Lebanon entered the country in 2013, with the largest proportion arriving
during the first three months of that year. In August 2013, the first set of restrictions on access into Lebanon were
introduced and therefore as of May 2014, PRS entry into Lebanon was curtailed. Their numbers have not increased
since then.

During the summer of 2014, UNRWA conducted a Vulnerability Assessment of all PRS families recorded in Lebanon.
Each family was interviewed in their home using a 45-minute-long multi-sectorial family questionnaire that was
based on the World Food Program’s (WFP) Vulnerability Assesment of Syrian Refugees (VASyR) questionnaire and
adapted for the UNRWA-specific context. The findings presented in this report are based on analysis of data gathered
from 12,735 PRS families and 44,227 individuals. The Vulnerability Assessment sought to provide a profile of the
PRS population according to the following eight sectors: 1) economic; 2) education; 3) food security; 4) health; 5)
non-food items (NFls); 6) protection; 7) shelter; and 8) water, sanitation, and hygiene (WASH). In addition, an overall

vulnerability score was calculated.

Demographics

PRS families live in all Lebanese regions, but the largest
proportion reside in Saida (32.96%), followed by Beirut
(18.09%), Tyre (17.25%), Begaa (16.1%), and the North
(15.59%). In Beirut, camp versus non-camp residence is
almost equally divided. On the other hand, the majority
of PRS families in the North (81.72%) live inside camps
whereas the majority of PRS families in the Beqgaa
(86.93%) live outside camps. PRS families are mobile
and three out of four have changed residence at least
once since arriving to Lebanon.

PRS family size ranges from 3.06 in Beirut to 3.66 in Tyre,
with a mean of 3.48. The average family is composed of
two adults, one child under the age of five, and one child
between 5 and 15 years of age; one in ten families have
amember over 63 years of age. Half of PRS families have
three members or less, whereas only 15.67% have six or
more members. Half of single-person families (21.65%
of PRS families) are women and almost half are in their
twenties and thirties; two out of five single-person
families are married, indicating that their spouse either
remained in Syria or is living elsewhere. The average
number of people living in a PRS household is 7.28.
Almost 60% of PRS families live in a household with one
or more other families.

The average age of PRS in Lebanon is 24.71. A large
proportion of PRS are children below the age of 15,
highlighting the presence of a high dependency ratio;

one third of PRS families are headed by women.

united nations relief and works agency
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Legal Status

The findings on legal status highlight an important
gap that contributes to PRS vulnerability in the area of
protection. Even though less than 3% of PRS entered
Lebanon irregularly, more than half did not hold a valid
visa during the summer of 2014. This indicates that the
majority of PRS entered Lebanon legally but lost their
legal status in the country due to overstaying their visa
duration. One of the reasons of falling into illegal status
is the inability to pay the US$ 200 to renew residency
papers for each family member. The proportion of PRS
who had the means to pay this amount is less than
10%; this proportion does not vary by region or by
camp versus non-camp residence. Of the 24,625 PRS
individuals who do not possess a valid visa for Lebanon,

three quarters reported experiencing limited mobility.

Work, Expenditures, and Debt

PRS in Lebanon face extremely limited work
opportunities coupled with high expenditures on
food and shelter. This situation has led most families
to fall into debt and to become heavily reliant on
UNRWA assistance. More than half of PRS families do
not have any family members who worked during the
month preceding the assessment. The proportion is
highest inside camps in the North, where 70.67% of
families do not have any working member. Female-
headed PRS families face particularly grim livelihood
conditions; four out of five female-headed families do
not have any working member. In families that have a
working member, in 89.37% of the times, the worker
holds a temporary job; only 8% of the workers hold a
permanent job.
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At the same time, PRS families report high total and
food expenditures. Overall, PRS families who reside
outside camps in Beirut report the highest total
expenditures (US$ 609) while those who reside inside
camps in Tyre report the lowest (US$ 421). Average food
expenditures are US$ 232 per family per month and US$
85 per individual per month. Irrespective of whether
there is a working member in a PRS family or not, food
expenditures per individual stand at US$ 85 a month.

Given the extremely limited work opportunities, it is no
surprise that only 7.13% of PRS families report income
from labor as a primary source of livelihood. Conversely,
80% rely on UNRWA assistance as the primary source
of livelihood. Falling in debt is another challenge that
PRS families face given the limited work opportunities.
Reliance on debt as a primary, secondary, or third source
of income exceeds 90% in the Beqaa and North. Other
than the 22% who reported not having debt at all,
21.85% of PRS families were indebted for US$ 200 or
less, 31.92% were indebted for US$ 201 to US$ 600, and
24.04% were indebted for more than US$ 600.

Food Consumption, Food
Security, and Coping Strategies

The low levels of consumption of certain types of
protein- and other nutrient-rich food items, and the high
proportion of families who reported experiencing lack of
food or money needed to buy it, raise serious concerns
about food security among PRS in Lebanon. Even
though the majority of families reported consuming
vegetables, legumes, and nuts a few times during the
week preceding the assessment, one in five families
did not consume milk or dairy products and almost a
half did not consume fruits or meat at all during the
same period. Surprisingly, PRS families in the Begaa
agricultural region consumed vegetables and other
food items less than in other regions.

The overwhelming majority of PRS families (91%)
reported experiencing lack of food or money needed
to buy it during the 30-day-period preceding the
assessment. This proportion varies by region, with the
highest rate reported inside camps in the North. As
expected, a higher than average proportion of families
who do not have a working member and those who
rely on UNRWA assistance as a main source of income
reported lack of food or money needed to buy it.

The four most-commonly reported food-related coping
strategies include: reducing the number of meals or
portion size, borrowing food from friends or relatives,
restricting consumption by adults for young children
to eat, and spending full days without eating. One out
of ten families that experienced lack of food or money
needed to buy it reported that at least one member

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

in the family spent days without eating. Of note, this
extreme coping strategy with food insecurity was
reported more in Beirut (13.06%) than in other regions.

Shelter, Rent, and Assets

The majority of PRS families live in an independent
house or apartment and only a small proportion live in
a factory/warehouse/garage/shop or tent/hut/barrack.
For this group of refugees, however, vulnerability lies in
the fact that they pay high amounts on rent in return for
crowded and poorly maintained residences. The small
proportion of PRS families who live in a tent/hut/barrack
are particularly vulnerable. The majority of PRS families
in Beirut live in an independent house or apartment; on
the other hand, the North has the largest proportion
that live in a factory/warehouse/garage/shop (not more
than 12%) and Begaa has the largest proportion that
live in a tent/hut/barrack (not more than 10%). With
respect to type of tenure, the majority of PRS families
rent their place of residence (81.69%), whilst 10.43% are
hosted for free.

The mean living space per household in which a PRS
family lives (each household includes 2.12 families on
average) is 57m? the mean living space in a tent/hut/
barrack is 25 m2 In 12.35% of PRS families, individuals
live in extremely crowded conditions of 3.5 m? or less
per individual; this is the minimum standard space
required for healthy living. In two out of five PRS
families in the Begaa in particular, individuals live in
extremely crowded conditions of 3.5 m? or less. As
expected, crowding is highest in the following three
types of residence: collective shelter; tent/hut/barrack;
and factory/warehouse/garage/shop.

The mean monthly rent of a household that shelters a
PRS family is US$ 257 (USS$ 303 for households outside
camps). The average monthly rent for a tent/hut/barrack
is USS 157. Despite the relatively high amounts PRS
families spend on rent, some experience poor housing
conditions such as lack of access to electricity/gas
plugs; presence of damaged doors/windows; security
risks and physical inaccessibility; and humidity, floods,
or leaks. Electricity/gas plugs are generally accessible
even though 11.40% of PRS families who live in a tent/
hut/barrack do not have access to them. About three
out of five PRS families have humidity, floods, or leaks
in their residence, and this problem is exacerbated for
those who live in either an unfinished shelter or in a
tent/hut/barrack.

With respect to household assets, PRS families fare
good on some (e.g. stoves) but not as good on others
(e.g. refrigerators).

www.unrwa.org
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The majority of PRS families (84.11%) own a stove, but
only 71.93% of those who live in a tent/hut/barrack do.
Refrigerators are less accessible; about a third of families
who reside in a tent/hut/barrack own one.

Water, Sanitation and Hygiene

Over 90% of PRS families have access to a bathroom in
their residence. The majority have a flush latrine or an
improved latrine with cement slab and 20.80% have a
traditional pit latrine; only 1.31% reported defecating
in the open air. One out of ten PRS families reported
that they share a bathroom with 15 people or more. The
majority of PRS families (81%) reported having access
to sufficient water for washing and toilet purposes.
Families in the North and Beqaa fared worse than
the other regions with respect to access to water for
household use. A third of PRS families reported not
having access to sufficient water for basic livelihood,
e.g. drinking and cooking. As the majority of families in
Lebanon rely on bottled water for drinking and cooking,
the low access reported may indicate lack of money
needed to purchase it. Access to sufficient water for
drinking and cooking is also lowest in the North and
Begaa, particularly inside camps.

Education

Indicators for the school enrollment of PRS children
highlight an alarming vulnerability and require
immediate attention. A very low proportion of 6-18 year
old PRS childrenare currently enrolled in school (57.64%);
34.12% were previously enrolled and 8.25% have never
been enrolled. Girls are not more disadvantaged than
boys. Slightly more than 40% of six-year-old children
and 13% of seven-year-old children have never been
enrolled in school. This means that PRS families face
barriers to enrolling their children in first grade and
underscores the need to proactively facilitate school
enrollment in elementary school.

Furthermore, the proportion of children in the
previously enrolled category increases with increasing
age, particularly after age 12; it is safe to assume that
the majority of these non-enrolled children are school
dropouts. By age 16, current school enrollment stands
at a low of 29.59% whereas previous enrollment stands
at 67.94%. School dropout among PRS children begins
as early as 12 years old and is a serious challenge. School
enrollment is lowest in Beirut (48.89%). The majority of
6-18 year old children who are enrolled (87.45%) attend
UNRWA schools.

More than half of children who are not enrolled in
school cited war and emigration as the mainreason for

united nations relief and works agency
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non-enrollment. Otherwise, 17.45% cited school failure
andlowschoolattachment; 13.65% cited poverty-related
reasons, which include poverty of family, leaving school
to work (mostly boys), leaving school to get married
(mostly girls), and having to care for a family member;
and 6.38% cited school accessibility related reasons,
which include high cost and unavailability of school
or transportation. Saida has the largest proportion of
PRS children not enrolled in school due to poverty, the
North has the largest proportion of the non-enrolled
because of work or marriage, and the Beqaa has the
largest proportion of the nom-enrolled due to lack of
access to school.

Health

Among PRS families, 6.56% have a pregnant or
breastfeeding woman. A considerable proportion of
pregnant/breastfeeding women (12.19%) are younger
than 20 years old, but the majority are between 20 and
34 yearsofage. Almost a third have secondary education
or more, and only 3.11% have no education at all. Two
out of five pregnant/breastfeeding women live in a
household that does not have access to sufficient water
for drinking or cooking, a quarter live in a household
that does not have access to sufficient water for washing
and bathroom use, 7% live in a residence that does not
have a bathroom, and one in ten share a toilet with 15
persons or more.

Almost half of PRS families have at least one member
suffering from a chronic condition, one in ten families
haveatleastonememberwithaphysical orpsychological
disability, and 2.80% have at least one working age
member (16-64 years old) in need of support in daily
activities. The four most prevalent chronic conditions
are diabetes, high blood pressure, heart disease, and
bone and muscle problems. As expected, the prevalence
of chronic conditions increases with increasing age;
54.57% of men and 61.27% of women in the 50-59 age
category have a chronic condition. Women report more
high blood pressure compared to men at all four age
groups; conversely, men have more heart disease than
women.

Profile of Vulnerable PRS
Families

A large proportion of PRS families experience severe
vulnerability in the health and protection sectors (18.8%
and 24.3%, respectively). About one out of ten families
are severely vulnerable with respect to the WASH sector.

www.unrwa.org
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Otherwise, very few PRS families experience severe
vulnerability in the economic, education, food security,
NFls, or shelter sectors, and less than 1% are classified
as severely vulnerable overall. On the other hand,
a considerable proportion of PRS families (15.8%)
are classified into the moderate overall vulnerability
category. As reductions or cuts in assistance can push
a refugee family from moderate to severe vulnerability,
those in the moderate overall vulnerability category
also deserve careful attention in any future targeting
efforts. These families are likely to fall into the severe
vulnerability category when cash assistance to PRS is
reduced.

PRS families in the North and Tyre experience
considerably more severe health vulnerability compared
to other regions, whereas those in Beirut experience
less vulnerability. Severe health vulnerability increases
in a step-wise manner with increasing age of the head
of the family. The education of the head of the family
is a protective factor and a smaller proportion of
families whose head has secondary education or more
experience severe vulnerability in health compared to
those whose head has less than secondary education.

The large proportion of female-headed families (almost
one-third) and the finding that two out of five six-year-
old children are not enrolled in school, raise serious
concerns about PRS vulnerability in the protection
sector. PRS families in Beirut experience more severe
vulnerability in protection compared to those in other
regions. A larger proportion of families headed by a
woman or a widow experience severe vulnerability
in protection compared to other families. Severe
vulnerability in the protection sector increases with
increasing age of the head of the family. As expected, the
higher the level of education of the head of the family,
the less likely it is to be classified as severely vulnerable
on protection; nonetheless, the proportion of severely
vulnerable PRS families whose head has a secondary
education or more is 21.2%.

Though less than 1% of PRS families are classified in the
severe category on the overall vulnerability measure, a
considerably high proportionareclassifiedasmoderately
vulnerable. This again highlights that many PRS families
can slip into severe vulnerability if cash assistance to
PRS is reduced or cut. Tyre houses the largest proportion
of moderately vulnerable PRS families, followed by the
Begaa, followed by the North. Only 13.3% of the families
who reside in Saida are moderately vulnerable overall.
However, because Saida hosts the largest number of
PRS families, more than a quarter of the total number of

united nations relief and works agency
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moderately vulnerable families reside in Saida.

Families whose head is married or widowed experience
more moderate vulnerability and, as expected,
education of the head of the family protects against
vulnerability. Finally, type of residence is critical in
determining overall vulnerability. Families who live in
an independent house or apartment have the lowest
proportion of the severely and moderately vulnerable
overall, whereas families who live in a tent/hut/barrack
have the highest proportion of those classified in the
severe and moderate overall vulnerability category.
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Background and Methodology

Palestine refugees from Syria (PRS) began arriving into
Lebanon shortly after the onset of the Syrian crisis in
March 2011. Their numbers, however, only dramatically
increased as the crisis intensified in the second half of
2012. In December 2012, the United Nations Relief and
Works Agency (UNRWA) issued a statement calling on
all parties in the conflict to respect the neutrality of the
more than half a million Palestine refugees residing
in Syria. The crisis had penetrated Yarmouk, an area
of Damascus with the largest Palestinian refugee
concentration in Syria, causing families to leave on foot
to escape the food and fuel shortages, air strikes, and
chaos. Slightly over half of PRS who currently reside in
Lebanon entered the country in 2013, with the largest
proportion arriving during the first three months of that
year. In August 2014, the Lebanese authorities began
to restrict the entry of PRS. As of May 2014, more severe
restrictions were enforced, curtailing their entry. As a
result, PRS numbers have not increased since then and
PRS already residing in Lebanon have faced challenges
renewing their existing residency permits.

Figure 1.1: Proportion of PRS individuals by date of
arrival to Lebanon

Q1T G2 Q@3 Q4 01 G2 @3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q@3 Q@ Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4
2011 2012 2013 2014

During the summer of 2014, UNRWA conducted a
Vulnerability Assessment of all PRS families registered in
Lebanon. Initially over 16,000 PRS families were to be
surveyed, however, over 3,000 could not be found and
most were thought to have left the country. Therefore,
the final number surveyed was 12,764 families. Each
family was interviewed in their home using a 45 minute
long multi-sectorialfamily questionnaire (see Annexl). The
questionnaire was based on the World Food Program’s
(WFP) VASYR questionnaire but adapted for UNRWA use,
in consultation with all UNRWA departments. Field data
collection was undertaken from mid-July to mid-August
2014 by 160 enumerators and 20 data entry assistants

united nations relief and works agency
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(UNRWA-trained temporary staff); 17 UNRWA staff
members served as supervisors and quality monitors.

The data was managed and analyzed by a faculty
member in the Faculty of Health Sciences at the
American University of Beirut with the support of a
research assistant. Duplicate cases and a small number
of records that had missing household or individual
data on important key measures were excluded from
the analysis. The findings presented in this report are
based on analyses of data gathered from 12,735 PRS
families and 44,227 individuals. A profile of the 12,735
PRS families is drawn according to eight established
sectors of vulnerability: economic, education, food
security, health, non-food items (NFls), protection,
shelter, and water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH). For
each of the eight sectors, families were scored and then
classified into one of four vulnerability categories - low
vulnerability, mild vulnerability, moderate vulnerability,
and severe vulnerability. The eight scores were then
combined to get a final overall vulnerability score.

The report is arranged in two parts. In the first part, a
detailed description of the PRS population in Lebanon
is presented in sections according to the main
indicators that reflect their situation: 1) demographics;
2) legal status; 3) work, expenditures, and debt; 4) food
consumption, food security, and coping strategies; 5)
shelter, rent, and assets; 6) WASH; 7) education; and 8)
health. In each section, characteristics of PRS families
and individuals are presented in most cases by region
and camp versus non-camp residence and, in some
cases, by type of residence and characteristics of
the head of the household. In the second part of the
report (section 9), a profile of the severely vulnerable
PRS population is provided according to the eight
sectors of vulnerability, as well as according to a global
vulnerability assessment.
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1. Demographics

PRS families live in all Lebanese regions, but the largest
proportion resides in Saida (4,198 families; 32.96%),
followed by Beirut (2,304 families; 18.09%), Tyre (2,197
families; 17.025%), Beqaa (2,050 families; 16.1%), and
the North (1,986; 15.59%); see Table 1.1.

Table 1.1: Proportion of PRS families by region of
residence

Number Percent

North 1,986 15.59%
Beirut 2,304 18.09%
Begaa 2,050 16.10%
Saida 4,198 32.96%
Tyre 2,197 17.25%

Overall, PRS families are almost equally divided
between living inside one of the Palestinian refugee
camps in Lebanon (49.85%) and living outside camps
(50.15%). Camp residence, however, varies considerably
by region. In Beirut, camp versus non-camp residence
remains almost equally divided (52.95% and 47.05%,
respectively). On the other hand, the majority of PRS
families in the North (81.72%) live inside camps whereas
the majority of PRS families in the Beqaa (86.93%) live
outside camps (Figure 1.1).

Figure 1.2: Proportion of PRS families by region and
camp residence
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The majority of PRS families (76.98%) changed residence
at least once since arriving to Lebanon. Families who
reside inside camps in Tyre are the most mobile with
85.72% who changed residence at least once and
65.89% who changed residence two, three, or four times
since arrival. On the other hand, more than one third of
PRS families inside camps in Beqaa (38.43%) and inside
camps in Saida (32.86%) did not change residence at all
since arrival.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

PRS family size ranges from 3.06 in Beirut to 3.66 in Tyre,
with a mean of 3.48. The average family is composed
of two adults, one child under the age of 5, and one
child between five and 15 years of age. Half of PRS
families (50.8%) have three members or less, whereas
only 15.67% have six or more members. One in ten PRS
families have a member over 63 years of age, and one
in five (21.65%) are single person families. The average
number of people living in a PRS household is 7.28. This
means that each household provides shelter to 2.12 PRS
families on average. Only 40.24% of PRS families livein a
household on their own, and the rest share a household
with one or more other families. The average household
size is considerably large among PRS who reside outside
camps in Saida and Tyre (8.41 and 8.53, respectively);
figure 1.2.

Figure 1.3: Average PRS family and household size
by region and camp residence
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Slightly more than half (50.44%) of PRS in Lebanon
are women and 49.56% are men. The average age is
24.71. The population pyramid of the PRS population in
Lebanon (Figure 1.3) can be described as an “expansive
pyramid,” meaning that it is wide at the base and has
a triangular shape. This shape is typical of population
groups in the Arab region that have high fertility rates
and low life expectancy. In the case of PRS in Lebanon,
a large proportion of the population is children below
the age of 15, highlighting the presence of a high
dependency ratio. The population pyramid also shows
a slightly higher proportion of women in the 20-24 and
25-29 age groups compared to men. This may indicate
that a proportion of PRS men in their twenties either
remained in Syria or emigrated out of Lebanon after
arrival.
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Figure 1.4: Population pyramid for PRS in Lebanon
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The dependency ratio is the ratio of dependents
(children and older adults) to non-dependents (working
age individual). The average dependency ratio in
PRS families is 0.80; this is only slightly lower than the
0.89 dependency ratio reported in the UNRWA March
2014 Needs Assessment for Palestine Refugees from
Syria report. In three out of four families (72%), the
dependency ratio is less or equal to one, meaning there
is one or less dependent per each working age member.
The proportion of families with a dependency ratio of
less or equal to one does not differ much by region
or camp residence. Only 5.5% of PRS families have
a dependency ratio of more than 2 dependents per
working age individual, but the proportion is double in
female-headed families (10.66%).

Almost one third of PRS families (29.66%) are headed
by women; the rest (70.34%) are headed by men. The
largest proportion of female-headed families resides
outside camps in Beqaa (33.05%) and the smallest
proportion resides inside camps in Beirut (26.75%);
figure 1.4. The average age of the head of a PRS family
is 42 years old but it is lower for men (40.73 years of age)
and higher for women (45.79 years of age). Half of the
PRS family heads are between 30 and 49 years of age.

Figure 1.5: Female-headed PRS families by region
and camp residence
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With respect to marital status, three out of five PRS
individuals over the age of 15 are married, one third
are not married, and the rest are divorced, separated, or
widowed. Most of the widowed are women (94.34%);
the rest (5.66%) are men (Figure 1.5).

Figure 1.6: Marital status of PRS individuals by
gender

Percent
o
3

Married Not Married

Divorced/Separated Widowed

Even though the average PRS family size is 3.48, 21.65%
of PRS families have one person only. Single person
families are equally divided by gender (50.13% men
and 49.87% women) and are primarily in their twenties
(31.2%) and thirties (16.26%). As would be expected,
a large proportion of single-person families are not
married (35.22%) or divorced, separated or widowed
(25.86%). Yet, two out of five single-person families
(38.92%) are married, indicating that their spouse either
remained in Syria or is living elsewhere. Finally, the
largest proportion of single-person families reside in
Saida and the smallest proportion reside in Begaa.
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2. Legal Status

Less than half of PRS individuals (44.32%) held a valid
visafor Lebanon at the time the Vulnerability Assessment
was carried out. Possession of a valid visa differs by
region of residence. Less than half of PRS individuals
residing outside camps in Begaa (38.95%) and those
residing either inside or outside camps in Saida (39.36%
and 36.54%, respectively) holds a valid visa. On the
other hand, more than half of PRS individuals residing
inside camps in the North (54.92%) and outside camps
in Tyre (53.26%) hold a valid visa. Overall, there are more
valid visa holders among PRS individuals who live inside
camps (46.60%) versus those who live outside camps
(42.07%); figure 2.1.

Figure 2.1: Proportion of PRS who hold a valid visa
by region and camp residence
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The proportion of PRS who reported that they entered
Lebanon irregularly is insignificant (less than 3%),
indicating that the majority of those who currently do
not hold a valid visa had entered Lebanon legally but
lost their legal status in the country due to overstaying
their visa duration. One of the reasons of falling into
illegal status is the inability to pay US$ 200 to renew the
residency papers.

The proportion of PRS who paid US$ 200 to renew
their residency in Lebanon is meager (8.63%). With the
exception of PRS who live inside camps in the North, the
proportion of individuals who paid the US$ 200 to renew
their residency is less than 10% in all regions regardless
of whether they live inside or outside camps.

Of the 24,625 PRS individuals who do not possess a
valid visa for Lebanon, three quarters (75.75%) reported
experiencing limited 'mobility. This proportion differed
by region and camp residence. Even though the North
and Tyre have a slightly lower proportion of PRS who do
not hold a valid visa, they have the highest proportion
of individuals whose mobility is limited because they
lack a valid visa (81.34% and 81.18%, respectively).

1 The questionnaire only asks about experiencing limited mobility,
although it should be understood that mobility is limited because of
not being able to travel freely within Lebanon without a valid visa.
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According to TATWIR (2015) needs assessment, by the end of June 2015, the overwhelming Ig)_igyl
majority (85.7%])" of Palestine Refugees from Syria (PRS) living in Lebanon had no valid legal

residency. The process to regularize legal status is complex, variable, and comes with costs

that are prohibitively high for most refugees. Lack of valid legal residency impacts all aspects

of life for PRS in Lebanon. The difficulties Asma and Tariq’s family* face are representative of

the experiences of 11,538 Palestine refugee families from Syria recorded with UNRWA and

currently living in Lebanon.

UNREG|s
FAMILy > CRED

UNREGISTERED
BIRTH:

Asma & Tariq's daughter

Leila was born in Lebanon in 2015.
The Lebanese State doesn’t
officially recognize Tarig and Asma
as her parents because of their
irregular status, and Leila
doesn’t have any official
identity documents. This
can prevent her from
accessing essential
services and rights
in the future.

ACCESs
HOSPniL
Tarig's mother

Kholoud has a chronic heart
condition that needs regular
treatment at the hospital. It is
difficult for her to leave the
Palestinian camp because she
doesn’t have legal residency

documents in Lebanon.

She risks being arrested

at checkpoints and

further detained.

.\.

AL W
ORoPoyT ~HEALTH
“ATRISK’

1 TATWIR Strategic Studies & Human Development, 2015 Needs Assessment of Palestinian Refugees from Syria—Survey Results.
2 UNRWA, Population data as at 4 September 2015.

* This family is a fictional representation of the issues facing PRS families.
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3. Work, Expenditures and Debt

3.1 Work

PRSinLebanon, who used to have fullemploymentrights
in Syria before the crisis, currently face extremely limited
work opportunities coupled with high expenditures
on food and shelter. This situation has led to a large
proportion of PRS falling into debt. More than half of PRS
families (58.48%) do not have any family member who
worked during the month preceding the Vulnerability
Assessment. The proportion is higher in certain regions
and in female-headed families. PRS who reside inside
camps in the North are the most disadvantaged, with
70.67% of the families reporting that none of the
family members worked during the month preceding
the Assessment. Those residing in Beirut (both inside
and outside camps), on the other hand, are relatively
less disadvantaged, though only slightly more than
half reported having one or more family member who
worked during the month preceding the Assessment
(Figure 3.1).

Figure 3.1: Proportion of PRS families with no working
household member by region and camp residence

Percent
@
S

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

Female-headed PRS families face particularly grim
livelihood conditions; four out of five female-headed
families do not have any working family member.

In the overwhelming majority (89.37%) of families that
have at least one working member, the worker holds a
temporary job; less than 8% hold a permanent job. The
proportion of workers who hold a permanent job differs
by region, with the highest proportion in Begaa inside
camps (13.27%) and the lowest in the North inside
camps (3.57%). As would be expected, the proportion
of seasonal work (primarily in agriculture) is highest
outside camps in Begaa and the North (9.38% and
7.41%, respectively).
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Table 3.1: Food expenditure in US$ per family and per person by region and camp residence

North Beirut Begaa SEIGE] Tyre
Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside
camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps
Family US$ 229 | US$ 235 | US$ 245 | US$ 267 | US$ 224 | US$ 220 | US$221 | US$ 238 | US$ 220 | US$ 234
Individual | uUs$78 Us$ 91 US$ 111 | US$ 114 | US$ 75 us$ 77 USs$ 82 USs$ 82 Us$ 74 USs$ 81

3.2 Food and Total Expenditures

Despite the high proportion of PRS families that do
not have a single member working and generating
an income, the results of the Vulnerability Assessment
show relatively high total and food expenditures.
Overall, PRS families who reside outside camps in Beirut
report the highest total expenditures (USS 609) while
those who reside inside camps in Tyre report the lowest
(USS$ 421). Total expenditures are consistently lower
for PRS families who reside inside camps, irrespective
of the region, than those who reside outside camps
(Figure 3.2). Average food expenditures are US$ 232 per
family per month and US$ 85 per individual per month;
Table 3.1 show average food expenditure per family and
per individual by region and camp residence. Monthly
food expenditures are highest in Beirut (US$ 245 inside
camps and USS$ 267 outside camps per family and
USS 111 inside camps and US$ 114 outside camps per
individual). With the exception of Beqaa, PRS families
that reside outside camps spend more on food than
those that reside inside camps.

Figure 3.2: Total monthly expenditure in US$ for PRS
families by region and camp residence

Total monthly expenditure in US$
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On average, families with at least one working member
spend USS 255 on food per month (US$ 85 per individual
per month) and families with no working members
spend US$ 217 (US$ 85 per individual per month).
Thus, irrespective of whether there is a working family
member or not, food expenditures per PRS individual
stand at US$ 85 a month (Figure 3.3).

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

s\
\\

Figure 3.3: Food and total expenditure in US$ by
whether there is a working family member

EXPENDITURES IN US DOLLARS

Family |Individual | Family |Individual | Family |Individual | Family |Individual

One or more One or more
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No working member

Food Expenditures Total Expenditures

3.3 Assistance and Debt

Given the extremely limited work opportunities, it
is no surprise that only 7.13% of PRS families report
income from labor as a primary source of livelihood.
Conversely, four out of five families (82.08%) rely on
UNRWA assistance as the primary source; Figure 3.4.
In fact, almost 100% of PRS families reported relying
on UNRWA assistance as either a primary, secondary,
or third source. Dependence on UNRWA assisstance
differs by region and camp residence, with more than
90% of PRS families in Tyre (both inside and outside
camps) reporting that they rely on UNRWA assistance as
a primary source of livelihood.

The gender of the head of the family is an important
determinant of livelihood. Both male- and female-
headed families almost universally rely on UNRWA
as a primary, secondary, or third source of livelihood.
Female-headed families rely less on income from labor
as a source of livelihood (48%) than male-headed
families (70%). On the other hand, female-headed
families (74%) rely more on assistance from others than
male-headed families (51.76%).
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Figure 3.4: UNRWA assistance as a primary source of
livelihood by region and camp residence
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Falling in debt is another challenge that PRS families
face given the limited work opportunities. Though only
5.75% of families inside camps and 4.25% of families
outside camps reported relying on debt as a primary
source of livelihood, reliance on debt as a primary,
secondary or third source of income exceeded 90%
in Begaa and the North. Overall, 77.64% of families
reported borrowing money or buying goods on credit
in the three months preceding the assessment. This
proportion varies slightly by region and camp residence
and is as high as 84.41% among families who live inside
camps in the North.

Other than the 22% who reported not having debt at
all, 21.85% of PRS families were indebted for US$ 200
or less, 31.92% were indebted for US$ 201 to USS 600,
and 24.04% were indebted for more than US$ 600. The
amount of debt a family carried varies by region and
camp residence. As expected, the largest proportion of
families who are indebted for more than US$ 600 live
outside camps in Beirut (33.67%). Furthermore, almost
a third of families who live outside camps in Saida (29%)
and those who live inside camps in the North (28.59%)
are indebted for more than US$ 600. Finally, a slightly
higher proportion of families with no working family
members (25.05%) are indebted for more than US$ 600
(Figure 3.5).

Figure 3.5: Proportion of PRS families in debt by
region and camp residence
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As.of 4 September 2015, there were 11,538 Palestine refugee families from Syria recorded 19,9l
with UNRWA living in Lebanon'. 98% relied on UNRWA cash assistance as their main source
of income?. In April 2015, UNRWA had to adjust the cash for food to US$ 27 per person in line
with the Regional Food Basket, and the cash for housing (US$ 100 per family) was suspended
in July 2015 due to the Agency’s financial crisis.
cash average

food assistance expenditure
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1. UNRWA, Population data as at 4 September 2015.
2 UNRWA, Palestine Refugee from Syria Vulnerability Assessment undertaken in August 2014.
3 UNRWA, Post Distribution Monitoring Surveys from April 2014 to April 2015.
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4. Food Consumption, Food Security
and Coping Strategies

4.1 Food Consumption

The UNRWA Vulnerability Assessment inquired about
the number of days a PRS family consumed any of
the following food items during the week preceding
the assessment: vegetables; milk and dairy products
(including eggs); legumes (e.g. lentil) and nuts
(e.g. almonds); fruits; meat (e.g. chicken or lamb).
Consumption of all food items was low overall. On
average, families reported consuming vegetables
only three days (3.08), and consuming fruits and meat
less than once during the seven days preceding the
assessment (0.85 and 0.78, respectively). The majority of
families consumed vegetables and legumes and nuts at
least once during the week preceding the assessment.
On the other hand, one in five families (18.97%) did not
consume milk or dairy products. Moreover, almost half of
the families did not consume fruits or meat at all during
the same period (45.53% and 45.62%, respectively);
Figure 4.1.

Food consumption patterns differ among PRS families
by region (Figure 4.2). Vegetable consumption is higher
in some regions than others. Strangely, PRS families in
the Beqaa agricultural region consumed vegetables less
than in other regions; only 5% of the families consumed
vegetables every day in Beqaa compared to 12.34% to
15.36% in other regions.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

Figure 4.1: Proportion of families who consumed any
of the food items at least one day during a seven-day
period

50% - 81 day or more

40% - ENone

Vegetables Milk & Dairy  Legumes Fruits Meat
& Nuts

On the other hand, fruits were consumed the least in
Tyre, particularly by PRS families residing inside camps
(55.52% of these families did not consume fruits at all
during a seven day period). Meat was consumed the
least inside camps in the North region; compared to
60.16% of PRS families residing inside camps in Beirut
who consumed meat at least once during the week
preceding the assessment, only 43.75% of those residing
inside camps in the North did.
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Figure4.2:Food consumption pattern forvegetables,
fruits, and meat

c o

Seven

Vegetables Fruits Meat

4.2 Food Security

The overwhelming majority (91%) of PRS families in
Lebanon reported experiencing lack of food or money
needed to buy it during the 30-day-period preceding
the assessment. This proportion varies by region, with
the highest rate reported inside camps in the North
(94.95%) and the lowest rate reported inside camps
in the Beqgaa (85%); Figure 4.3. Lack of food or money
needed to buy it does not differ much between families
headed by men (91.49%) versus those headed by
women (90.24%). On the other hand, families that do
not have any working members reported slightly more
lack of food (92.15%) than families with at least one
working member (89.6%). It is surprising that 91.25%
of PRS families who rely on UNRWA assistance as a main
source of income also reported experiencing lack of
food or money needed to buy it.

Figure 4.3: Proportion of PRS families who lack food
or money needed to buy food by region and camp
residence

Percent

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

4.3 Coping with Lack of Food

Of the families that reported experiencing lack of food
or money needed to buy it (11,600 out of 12,735), the
four most-commonly reported food-related coping
strategies include: reducing the number of meals or
portion size, borrowing food from friends or relatives,
restricting consumption by adults for young children to
eat, and spending full days without eating. These coping
strategies differ by the gender of the head of the family
(Figure 4.4). Whereas both male and female-headed
families reported reducing the number of meals or the
portionsize of meals by almostthe samerate (83.34%and
79.84%, respectively), female-headed families relied on
help from friends and relatives more than male-headed
families (64.46% versus 58.47%). Conversely, male-
headed families relied more on restricting consumption
by adults for young children to eat than female-headed
families (46.62% versus 35.99%).

Figure 4.4: The four most commonly reported food-
related strategies to cope with lack of food, by
gender of the head of the family
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One out of ten families that experienced lack of food
or money needed to buy it reported that at least one
member in the family spent days without eating. This
extreme coping strategy with food insecurity was
reported more in Beirut (13.06%) than in other regions,
and more among PRS families who reside inside camps
than those who reside outside camps.

The four most commonly reported non-food related
strategies to cope with food insecurity are: buying food
on credit (reported by 77.42% of the families); reducing
non-food expenditures such as education and health
(38.6%); spending savings (26.97%); and selling goods
such as electronics and jewelry (25.38%); figure 4.5.
Withdrawing children from school and enlisting them in
income generation was reported by 8% of PRS families;
in UNRWA assessments carried out after the summer of
2014, this figure has dropped to less than 5%. Further,
engaging in high-risk, illegal, and degrading activities
was reported by 4.74%. Otherwise, begging was
reported by only 1.55% of PRS families.
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Figure 4.5: The four most commonly reported non-
food related strategies to cope with lack of food, by
gender of head of the family
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Non-food related coping strategies do not vary by
the gender of the head of the family. However, a
larger proportion of PRS families in Beirut reported
withdrawing children from school and enlisting them in
income generation (10.37%) compared to other regions.
Further, whilst marrying children off was reported by a
minute proportion of families in the North, Begaa, Saida,
and Tyre, 4.12% of PRS families in Beirut reported this as
a strategy to cope with lack of food.
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5. Shelter, Rent and Assets

“May God help us return to Syria so we won't live in humiliation and suffer from exploitation and discrimination anymore,”
says exhausted Im Mohamed from Yarmouk. Living in an underground, humid shelter devoid of sunlight and fresh air, Im
Mohamed chops onions, which is the main feature of the family’s single meal of the day. Shatila camp, Beirut, Lebanon. 21

May 2014 © Kate Brooks/UNRWA Archives

9.1 Housing Type and Housing
Tenure

The majority of PRS families live in an independent
house or apartment (78.67%); 6.45% live in a separate
room (inside a house or an apartment), 5% live in a
factory, warehouse, garage, or shop, 3.35% live in an
unfinished shelter, and 2.65% live in a collective shelter.
Only 3.58% of PRS families live in a tent, hut, or barrack.
Only 23 families (0.18%) reported being homeless. The
type of shelter differs by region and camp residence
(Figure 5.1). PRS families in Beirut primarily live in an
independent house/apartment or a separate room and
only a very small fraction live in a factory, warehouse,
garage, or shop. On the other hand, Begaa has the
largest proportion of PRS families who live in a tent,
hut, or barrack (8.58% inside camps and 10.38% outside
camps) and the North has the largest proportion of PRS
families who live in a factory, warehouse, garage, or
shop (11.89% inside camps and 11% outside camps).

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east
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Figure 5.1: Type of shelter by region and camp
residence
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With respect to type of tenure, the majority of PRS
families rent their place of residence (81.69%), whilst
10.43% are hosted for free and 6.44% live in assistance
housing. The number of families who own their place of
residence is negligible.
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Figure 5.2 presents the proportion of PRS families who
live in a furnished or unfurnished rental, who are hosted
for free by another family, and who live in assistance
housing, by region and camp residence. As the “hosted
for free” type of tenure may indicate the presence of
family connections, the findings suggest that PRS
families in the North are the least connected; a smaller
proportion of these families compared to those in other
regions are hosted for free and most pay rent either for
an unfurnished or furnished dwelling. On the other
hand, a relatively higher proportion of families in Beirut
(12.61% inside camps and 15.63% outside camps),
Beqgaa inside camps (17.54%), and Saida inside camps
(15.31%) are hosted for free. Tyre camps house the
largest proportion of PRS families who rely on assistance
housing (18.59%). Finally, a larger proportion of female-
headed families are hosted for free (15.73%) compared
to male-headed families (8.2%).

Figure 5.2: Type of tenure by region and camp
residence
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9.2 Living Space and Crowding

The mean living space per PRS household (which
includes 2.12 PRS families on average) is 57m2 Overall
and in every region, the mean living space inside camps
is less than that outside camps. Figure 5.3 shows that
PRS families who reside outside camps in Saida and Tyre
have the highest mean living space (80 m? and 74 m?,
respectively), whereas the mean living space in a tent,
hut, or barrack is the lowest (25 m?).

The UNRWA Vulnerability Assessment shows that
12.35% of PRS families have a living space less than 3.5 m?
per individual, the minimum standard space required
for healthy living. This means that at least one in ten
PRS families live under extremely crowded conditions.
About a third (32.55%) of the families have a living space
of 3.5-7 m? and the rest have a living space of more than
7m2  Living space varies significantly by region and
camp residence.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

Figure 5.3: Mean living space per household, by
region and camp residence
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Whilst only 5.57% of PRS families outside camps in the
North and 6.35% of PRS outside camps in Saida live in
extremely crowded conditions (living space less than
3.5 m? per family member), almost two out of five PRS
families inside and outside camps in the Beqgaa (18.42%
and 18.67%, respectively) live in extremely crowded
conditions (Figure 5.4).

Figure 5.4: Proportion of PRS who live under extreme
crowding conditions by region and camp residence

Percent

As expected, crowding is highest in the following three
types of residence: collective shelter (50.46%); tent, hut,
or barrack (37.47%); and factory, warehouse, garage, or
shop (33.11%). It is lowest among PRS individuals who
live in an independent house or apartment (7.52%).
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5.3 Rent

Data on rent is available for 10,343 PRS families who live
in a dwelling for which they pay rent; the results in this
section exclude families that do not pay rent because
they are hosted for free. The mean monthly rent of a
household that shelters a PRS family is US$ 257 (US$ 207
forhouseholdsinside camps and US$ 303 for households
outside camps). Monthly rent ranges between US$ 172
inside camps in Tyre to US$ 363 outside camps in Beirut
(Figure 5.5).

Figure 5.5: Mean monthly rent by region and camp
residence
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Naturally, the average monthly rent for an independent
house or apartment that houses a PRS family is the
highest (US$ 272). However, the average monthly rent
for a tent, hut, or barrack is still relatively high (US$157).

5.4 Housing Conditions and
Assets

Despite the relatively high amount PRS families spend
on rent, some experience poor housing conditions such
as lack of access to electricity/gas plugs; presence of
damaged doors/windows; security risks and physical
inaccessibility; and humidity, floods, or leaks in the
household. Only 5% of PRS families do not have access
to electricity/gas plugs, with little variability between
regions or camp versus non-camp residence. On the
other hand, 11.40% of PRS families who live in a tent,
hut, or barrack do not have access to electricity/gas
plugs (Figure 5.6).

The proportion of PRS families living in a residence
with damaged or no doors/windows is 7.44% overall,
but this figure increases to 12% outside camps in Tyre.
Further, even though only 5% of families who live in
an independent house or apartment have damaged
or no doors/windows, one in ten families who live in a
collective shelter and one in four families who live in
either an unfinished shelter or a tent, hut or barrack

have damaged or no doors/windows (Figure 5.6).

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

Security risks and accessibility to the residence for
people with a disability are two other concerns for PRS
families, particularly those who live inside camps. About
one in five families who reside inside camps in Beirut
live in a residence that has either security or accessibility
problems.  Furthermore, security and accessibility
problems are exacerbated for families who reside in
collective shelters and unfinished shelters — 19.29%
of those who reside in collective shelters and 21.78%
of those who reside in unfinished shelters reported
experiencing either a security risk or lack of accessibility
in their residence (Figure 5.6).

Figure 5.6: Proportion of PRS families who have no
access to electricity/gas plugs, have damaged or no
doors/windows, and who have security risks/lack of
accessibility, by type of residence

Independent Separate room  Collective shelter Factory, garage, ~ Unfinished  Tent, hut, barack
house/ apartment warehouse shelter

BNo access to electricity/ gas plugs BDamaged or no doors/windows ~ BSecurity risks/lack of accessibility

Though no more than one in four PRS families reported
any of the three-abovementioned poor housing
conditions, problems in the residence related to
humidity, floods, or leaks were reported by 61.87% of
the families. This problem is particularly exacerbated for
families who live in either an unfinished shelter or in a
tent, hut, or barrack. Not surprisingly, four out of five
families who live in an unfinished shelter or in a tent,
hut, or barrack reported that have humidity, floods, or
leaks in their residence.

With respect to household assets, PRS families fare
good on some (e.g. stoves) and not as good on others
(e.g. refrigerators). Though three out of four families
(75.78%) own mattresses and 68.56% own blankets,
only 17.85% own beds. There is little variability
between regions, camp versus non-camp residence, or
type of residence when it comes to owning mattresses
or blankets. Ownership of beds, on the other hand,
varies considerably by region and camp residence. For
example, whereas 40.31% of families outside camps in
Beirut own beds, only 11.19% of those inside camps
in Beqaa, 10.29% of those inside camps in Tripoli, and
8.72% of those inside camps in Tyre do (Table 5.1).
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Ownership of stoves and refrigerators is important for
food preparation and food security. The majority of
PRS families (84.11%) own a stove, with little difference
between regions or between camp versus non-camp
residence. More than 90% of PRS families who reside
outside camps in the North or inside camps in Begaa
own a stove (Table 5.2). On the other hand, only 71.93%
of PRS families who live in a tent, hut, or barrack own a
stove. Refrigerators are less accessible and only 59.35%
of PRS families own one. With the exception of Beqaa, a
smaller proportion of families who reside inside camps

in all other regions own a refrigerator compared to those
who reside outside camps (Table 5.2). Less than a third
(30.48%) of families who reside in a tent, hut, or barrack
own a refrigerator. Most PRS families own a water
heater irrespective of region or camp versus non-camp
residence (Table 5.2). However, with the exception of
families who live in an independent house/apartment,
about half of those in other residential arrangements
own a water heater. In particular, less than a third of
families who live in a tent, hut, or barrack (29.39%) own
a water heater.

Table 5.1: Ownership of mattresses, blankets, and beds by region and camp residence

North Beirut Begaa CEIGE] Tyre
Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside
camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps
Mattresses | 82.13% | 84.85% | 82.13% | 71.77% | 84.70% | 81.99% | 75.03% | 69.93% | 68.85% | 68.77%
Blankets 66.91% | 73.00% | 73.69% | 65.22% | 71.64% | 73.01% | 74.81% | 67.89% | 58.33% | 60.99%
Beds 10.29% | 22.04% | 28.11% | 40.31% | 11.19% | 11.90% | 17.51% | 19.34% 8.72% 12.96%
Table 5.2: Ownership of stoves, refrigerators, and water heaters by region and camp residence
North Beirut Beqgaa Saida Tyre
Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside
camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps camps
Stove 84.43% | 90.08% | 85.41% | 89.76% | 91.42% | 87.09% | 80.97% | 77.13% | 87.53% | 85.93%
Refrigerator 55.33% 71.90% 55.49% 70.79% 59.33% 52.08% 55.19% 68.14% 52.63% 63.83%
Water heater 76.71% 75.48% 70.41% 69.10% 66.42% 58.70% 77.78% 76.11% 68.64% 78.64%

united nations relief and works agency
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6.Water, Sanitation and Hygiene

6.1 Access to a Bathroom

The majority of PRS families have access to a bathroom
intheirresidence, irrespective of whether they live inside
(95.31%) or outside a camp (94.29%). Bathroom access
ranges from 85.95% among families who reside outside
camps in North to almost complete access among
families who reside inside camps in Beirut (98.69%);
figure 6.1.

Figure 6.1: Access to a bathroom by region and camp
residence

Percent

Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Camp | Ccamp | camp

Beirut

The majority of PRS families (77.89%) have a flush latrine
or an improved latrine with cement slab and 20.80%
have a traditional pit latrine; only 1.31% reported
defecating in the open air. Access to a flush orimproved
latrine was lowest in the Beqaa, both inside and outside
camps (59.7% and 63.64%, respectively).

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

In all regions except the North, a higher proportion of
PRS families who reside outside camps have access to
a flush latrine or improved latrine compared to those
who reside inside camps; Figure 6.2.

Among families that have access to a flush or improved
latrine, 10.38% reported that they share it with 15
people or more. This proportion is highest outside
camps in Beqgaa (14.37%) and Saida (15.63%).

Figure 6.2: Proportion of families that have access
to a flush latrine or an improved latrine with cement
slab, by region and camp residence

Percent
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6.2 Water

During the second half of 2013 and the first half of 2014,
Lebanon experienced serious water shortages that
affected both host communities and refugees. Despite
prolonged water shortages, the majority of PRS families
(81%) reported having access to sufficient water for
washing and toilet purposes. At least four out of five
families in Beirut, Saida, and Tyre reported sufficient
access. North and Beqaa fared worse than the other
regions, with only three out of five families in Beqaa
reporting having sufficient water access (Figure 6.3).

Figure 6.3: Access to sufficient water for washing and
toilet purposes by region and camp residence
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Conversely, the Vulnerability Assessment showed that
onethird (33%) of PRSfamiliesreported nothavingaccess
to sufficient water for basic livelihood, e.g. drinking and
cooking. As the majority of families in Lebanon rely on
bottled water for drinking and cooking, the low access
reported may indicate unavailability of drinking water
or cash needed to purchase it. Access to sufficient water
is lowest in Beqaa and North, particularly inside camps;
half of PRS families in these two regions (both inside and
outside camps) reported not having access to sufficient
water for drinking and cooking (Figure 6.4).

Figure 6.4: Access to sufficient water for drinking
and cooking by region and camp residence
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6.3 Hygiene ltems

Most PRS families reported having sufficient access to
soap and other hygiene items. The only exception is
North whereby 50.70% of PRS families residing inside
camps and 46% of those residing outside camps
reported not having access to soap and other hygiene
items.
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7.1 Educational Profile of Adults

Figures 7.1 and 7.2 show the educational profile of PRS
whoare 21 yearsorolder by genderand age group. There
are only slight differences between men and women in
educational levels. For example, a higher proportion of
women (9.76%) have no formal education compared to
men (5.71%). On the other hand, a larger proportion of
women (30.34%) have secondary education or higher
compared to men (28.7%).

Figure 7.1: PRS educational profile by gender

As expected, the educational profile of PRS in the three
youngest age groups, 21-29, 30-39, and 40-49, is more
advantageous compared to those in the two oldest age
groups, 70-79 and 80 years or older, whereby less than
10% have a secondary education or higher.

Men

= None mBelow Secondary = Secondary or Higher

Women

mNone mBelow Secondary = Secondary or Higher
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Figure 7.2: PRS educational profile by age group
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7.2 School-Enrollment for
School-Aged Children

Overall,57.64% of 6-18 year old PRS children are currently
enrolled in school; 34.12% were previously enrolled and
8.25% have never been enrolled in school (Figure 7.3).
Girls are more advantaged than boys when it comes
to school enrollment; 60.02% of the girls are currently
enrolled compared to 55.39% of the boys. A slightly
lower proportion of girls have never been enrolled in
school than boys (7.86% compared to 8.62%).

Figure 7.3: School enrollment for 6-18 year old
children by gender
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To disentangle the difference between non-enrollment
and school dropout, Figure 7.4 shows the proportion
of school-aged children who are currently enrolled,
previously enrolled, and never enrolled at every age. A
large proportion of six-year-old children (41.9%) have
never been enrolled in school. This result might be
affected by the fact that the data collection took place
during summer of 2014, before the school-year started.
Current school enrollment increases with increasing
age, primarily because the proportion of children in
the never enrolled category decreases to less than 5%
by age 9. Meanwhile, the proportion of children in the
previously enrolled category increases with increasing
age, particularly after age 12; it is safe to assume that

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east
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the majority of these non-enrolled children are school
dropouts. By age 16, current school enrollment stands at
a low of 29.59% whereas previous enrollment stands at
67.94%. Insum, school enrollment data overall highlights
that school dropout among PRS children begins as early
as 12 years old and is a serious challenge.

Figure 7.4: School enrollment for PRS school age
children by age
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There are no noticeable gender differences in school
enrollment at young ages. Between the ages of 12 and
17, however, a larger proportion of girls are currently
enrolled compared to boys (figure 7.5). Conversely,
a larger proportion of boys are previously enrolled
compared to girls. PRS boys as young as 12 years of age
begin to drop out of school at a higher rate compared to
girls. As such, concerted efforts ought to focus on 12-17
year old boys to reduce their school dropout rates.

Figure 7.5: Differences in school enroliment between
PRS boys and girls between 12-17 years of age
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The findings by region and camp residence show that
school enrollment is lowest in Beirut (48.89%) and
highest in Tyre (61.73%), and is higher inside camps
(61.02%) than outside camps (54.16%). Particularly
vulnerable to non-enrollment are 6-18 year old PRS
children who reside outside camps in Beirut where only
42.79% of them are currently enrolled and almost half
(48.06%) were previously enrolled.
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Living in a family headed by a woman is not a
determinant of school enrollment, as only a slightly
lower proportion of children in female-headed families
are currently enrolled in school (54.56%) compared
to children in male-headed families (58.62%). On the
other hand, the educational level of the head of the
family strongly determines whether the child remains
enrolled in school and reduces both non-enrollment
and previous enrollment or dropout (Figure 7.6).

Figure 7.6: School enroliment for 6-18 year old PRS
children by gender and education of the head of the
household
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The majority of 6-18 year old children who are enrolled
(87.45%) attend UNRWA schools. The rest attend public
(9.39%) or private (3.10%) schools.

Of the 42.36% of the children who are not currently
in school (whether they were previously enrolled or
never enrolled), more than half (56.52%) cited war and
emigration as the main reason for non-enrollment. The
Vulnerability Assessment included 15 main reasons
as to why a child is not enrolled in school. In Figure
7.7, we present the findings in five categories: 1) war
and emigration conditions; 2) school failure and low
school attachment (17.45%); 3) poverty-related reasons
(13.65%), which include poverty of family, leaving
school to work (mostly boys), get married (mostly
girls), and having to care for a family member; 4) school
accessibility related reasons (6.38%), which include high
cost and unavailability of school or transportation; and
5) other reasons (6%), such as illness, social restrictions,
or break-up of the family.

Of note, PRS children who live outside camps reported
school accessibility related reasons for not being
enrolled more than PRS children who live inside camps.
Moreover, Saida has the largest proportion of PRS
children who are not enrolled in school due to poverty and
lack of accessibility to schools compared to other regions.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east
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Figure 7.7: Reasons for child school non-enroliment
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On the other hand, the North has a relatively large
proportion of PRS children who are not enrolled
because of work or marriage. Moreover, in addition to
displacement and poverty, lack of access to schools
outside camps in the Begaa region is an important
barrier to school enroliment.
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Thissectiondescribesthe health profile of PRSindividuals
in Lebanon with a focus on the health of pregnant or
breastfeeding women and individuals with special
health needs, i.e. those with a chronic condition or a
disability, and those who need supportin daily activities.
More than half (55.05%) of PRS families have at least one
member who is either a pregnant/postpartum woman
or who has special health needs. This proportion varies
and ranges from 49.52% in Beirut to 65.32% in Tyre, and
is 58.24% inside camps versus 51.87% outside camps.

8.1 Pregnant and Breastfeeding
Women

Of the 12,735 PRS families in Lebanon, 6.56% have a
pregnant (N = 407) or breastfeeding (N = 430) woman.
The overwhelming majority of these women are married
(97.85%), and only a few are widowed, divorced, or
separated. A considerable proportion of pregnant/
breastfeeding women (12.19%) are younger than 20
years old, but the majority are between 20 and 34 years
of age (77.3%); figure 8.1. Almost a third (32.81%) of
have secondary education or more, and only 3.11%
have no education at all.

united nations relief and works agency
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Figure 8.1: Socio-demographic characteristics of
pregnant/breastfeeding women
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More than half of pregnant/breastfeeding women
(55.08%) reside in households that have 6 members
or more. The majority (77.66%) live in an independent
house or apartment. However, 5.26% live in a factory,
warehouse, garage, or shop; 3.23% live in an unfinished
shelter; and 3.11% live in a tent, hut, or barrack. Despite
the large proportion of pregnant/breastfeeding women
who live in an independent house or apartment, 38%
live in a household that reported not having access to
sufficient water for drinking or cooking and 22.58%
reported not having access to sufficient water for
washing and bathroom use purposes (Figure 8.2).
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Furthermore, about 7% live in a residence that does not
have a bathroom and one in ten (10.27%) share a toilet
with 15 persons or more. With respect to socioeconomic
vulnerability, 11.47% of pregnant/breastfeeding women
are family heads and almost half (47.43%) live in families
with no working family member.

Figure 8.2: Pregnant/breastfeeding women'’s access
to WASH
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8.2 Chronic Illness and Disability

Almost half (47.51%) of PRS families have at least one
member suffering from a chronic condition; the four
most prevalent chronic conditions are diabetes, high
blood pressure, heart disease, and bone and muscle
problems. As expected, the prevalence of chronic
conditions increases with increasing age; in the 50-59
age category, 54.57% of men and 61.27% of women
report a chronic condition. Figures 8.3 and 8.4 show
the proportion of PRS who report diabetes, high blood
pressure, heart disease, and illnesses related to bones
and muscles, at the 40-49, 50-59, 60-69, and 70-79 age
groups, for men and women. High blood pressure and
heart disease, the two most prevalent conditions for
both men and women, increase in a step-wise fashion
with increasing age. Women report more high blood
pressure compared to men at all four age groups;
conversely, men have slightly more heart disease than
women. llinesses related to bones and muscles decrease
with increasing age for men and plateau at age 50 for
women.

One in ten PRS families (10.51%) has at least one
member with a physical or psychological disability, and
2.80% have at least one working age member (16-64
years old) in need of support in daily activities. In the
70-79 age category, 10.39% of men and 18.82% women
need support in daily activities.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east
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Figure 8.3: Prevalence of four chronic conditions
among men, 40-79 years old
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Figure 8.4: Prevalence of four chronic conditions
among women, 40-79 years old
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9. Profile of Vulnerable PRS Families

The Vulnerability Assessment of PRS in Lebanon sought
to provide a profile of this population according to the
followingeightsectors: 1) economic;2) education; 3)food
security; 4) health; 5) non-food items (NFls); 6) protection;
7) shelter; and 8) WASH. Based on criteria established
by the WFP, each PRS household was classified into one
of four categories (low vulnerability; mild vulnerability;
moderate vulnerability; or severe vulnerability) for each
of the eight sectors. Each classification was assigned a
weight and the weighted scores were then combined
to get a final classification representing an overall
vulnerability (also of low, mild, moderate, or severe).
Figure 9.1 shows the proportion of PRS families in each
one of the four vulnerability classification categories
according to the eight vulnerability sectors and the
overall vulnerability score.

A large proportion of PRS families experience severe
vulnerability in the health and protection sectors (18.8%
and 24.3%, respectively). About one out of ten families
(11.7%) are severely vulnerable in the WASH sector.
Otherwise, very few PRS families experience severe
vulnerability in the economic, education, food security,
NFls, or shelter sectors. Hardly any families (< 1%) were
classified as severely vulnerable according to the overall
vulnerability score.

)
S

united nations relief and works agency
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Figure 9.1: PRS families who have low, mild,
moderate, or severe vulnerability according to
each of the eight vulnerability sectors and overall
vulnerability
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On the other hand, a large proportion of PRS families
experience moderate vulnerability in a number of
sectors — economic (19.9%), food security (18.1%), NFls
(14.1%), protection (34.1%), shelter (24.2%), and WASH
(40.3%). Furthermore, a considerable proportion of PRS
families (15.8%) were classified into the moderate overall
vulnerability category. As a refugee family can easily
cross the line from moderate to severe vulnerability,
those in the moderate category also deserve careful
attention in any future targeting efforts to reduce
vulnerability.
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In the remainder of this section, we present the profile of
the severely and moderately vulnerable families along a
number of demographic and social variables. We first
describe families classified to be severely vulnerable
according to the health and protection sectors.
Following, we describe those classified as moderately
vulnerable according to the economic, food security,
NFls, protection, shelter, and WASH, as well as to overall
vulnerability.

9.1 Profile of Severely
Vulnerable PRS Families in the
Health Sector

Figures 9.2 and 9.3 present the characteristics of the
severely vulnerable according to the health sector. As
Figure 9.2 reveals, there is considerably more severe
health vulnerability in the North and Tyre (22% and
25.9%, respectively) compared to other regions; Beirut
has the lowest rate of severe health vulnerability (14.4%).
Families who reside inside camps stand to experience
more severe health vulnerability compared to those who
reside outside camps (21% versus 16.6%). Figure 9.3, on
the other hand, presents the proportion of PRS families
who are classified in the health severe vulnerability
category by socio-demographic characteristics of the
head of the family.

Surprisingly, a larger proportion of male-headed families
and those headed by a married person (22.3% and
22.2%, respectively) are severely vulnerable compared
to female-headed families (10.6%) and those headed by
anon-married, divorced, or widowed person (2.6%, 4.9%,
and 10.1%, respectively). Severe health vulnerability
increases in a step-wise manner with increasing age of
the head of the family and the largest proportion of the
severely vulnerable according to the health sector are in
the 60-69 age-category (29.3%).

Finally, the education of the head of the family is a
protective factor and a smaller proportion of families
whoseheadhassecondaryeducationormoreexperience
severe vulnerability in health (15.4%) compared to
those whose head has less than secondary education
(20.1%). As education is an important proxy measure
of socioeconomic position and an individual’s ability
to cope under severe conditions post-displacement,
this simple measure can be used as a first step towards
gauging vulnerability in the health sector.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

Figure 9.2: Proportion of PRS families classified as
severely vulnerable in the health sector by region
and camp residence
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Figure 9.3: Proportion of PRS families classified
as severely vulnerable in the health sector by the
gender, age, marital status, and education of the
head of the family
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9.2 Profile of Severely Vulnerable
PRS Families in the Protection
Sector
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Thefindings presentedinsection 2 ofthisreporthighlight
that about half of PRS individuals hold a valid visa in
Lebanon and that, due to severe economic constraints,
a very small proportion have actually paid the US$200
residency fees. Furthermore, the large proportion of
female headed families (almost one-third) and the
surprising finding that 41.9% of six-year-old children
are not enrolled in school, raise serious concerns about
PRS vulnerability in the protection sector. Figures 9.4
and 9.5 present the characteristics of PRS families who
are classified as severely vulnerable on protection. As
Figure 9.4 reveals, Beirut houses the largest proportion
(28.6%) of severely vulnerable families according to
the protection section compared to other regions. PRS
families who reside inside camps experience more
severe vulnerability on protection compared to those
who reside outside camps (26.3% versus 22.3%).
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Severe vulnerability in the protection sector reveals
a different trend compared to health by the socio-
demographic characteristics of the head of the family
(Figure 9.5). A larger proportion of female-headed
families experience severe vulnerability in protection
(29.5%) compared to male-headed families (22%).
Also, more than a third of families headed by a widow
experience severe vulnerability in this sector. As to
age, the two oldest age categories (60-69 and 70+)
have the largest proportion of severely vulnerable
families according to the protection sector (34.1% and
40%, respectively). As expected, the higher the level
of education of the head of the family, the less likely it
is to be classified as severely vulnerable on protection;
nonetheless, the proportion of severely vulnerable PRS
families whose head has a secondary education or more
is still relatively high (21.2%).

Figure 9.4: Proportion of PRS families classified
as severely vulnerable in the protection sector by
region and camp residence
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Figure 9.5: Proportion of PRS families classified
as severely vulnerable in the health sector by the
gender, age, marital status, and education of the
head of the family
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9.3 Profile of Moderately
Vulnerable PRS Families on the
Overall Vulnerability Measure

Though less than 1% of PRS families are classified in the
severe category on the overall vulnerability measure,
a considerable proportion is classified as moderately
vulnerable. We present in this section the profile of
these families by region, camp residence, as well as
socio-demographic characteristics of the head of the
family.

Region is an important determinant of moderate overall
vulnerability (Figure 9.6). The largest proportion of
moderately vulnerable PRS families resides in Tyre
(21.6%), followed by Beqgaa (19.5%), and followed by
the North (17.8%). Families who reside in Beirut exhibit
the lowest moderate overall vulnerability (10.1%). Only
13.3% of the families who reside in Saida are moderately
vulnerable. However, because Saida hosts the largest
number of PRS families, more than a quarter of
moderately vulnerable families (27.7%) actually reside
in Saida. With respect to camp residence, 17.4% of PRS
families who reside in camps are vulnerable whereas
14.4% of those who reside outside camps are.

Figure 9.6: Proportion of PRS families classified
as moderately vulnerable overall by region and camp
residence

Percent

Beirut Begaa

Inside camp | Outside camp

Region Camp residence

More male-headed families are moderately vulnerable
(16.9%) compared to female-headed families (13.5%);
figure 9.7. Families whose head is married or widowed
experience more moderate vulnerability (17.9% and
12.4%, respectively) than families whose head is not
married (4%) or divorced (7.8%). There is no clear
pattern in how moderate overall vulnerability varies by
the age of the head of the family. However, as expected,
education of the head of the family is a protective factor
and families whose head has a secondary education
or more have the lowest proportion of moderate
vulnerability (10.7%).
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Figure 9.7: Proportion of PRS families classified as
moderately vulnerable overall by the gender, age,
marital status, and education of the head of the
family.
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Finally, type of residence (e.g. independent house/
apartment versus tent, hut, or barrack) is critical in
determining overall vulnerability. Figure 9.8 presents
the distribution of the four levels of vulnerability (low,
mild, moderate, and severe) by type of residence.
The lowest proportion of families classified in the
severe and moderate overall vulnerability live in an
independent house/apartment (13%), whereas the
highest proportion of families classified in the severe
and moderate overall vulnerability live in a tent, hut,
or barrack (43.6%), followed by those who live in a
collective shelter (37.1%), followed by those who live in
an unfinished shelter (32.3%).

Figure 9.8: Proportion of PRS families in the severe
and moderate overall vulnerability by type of
residence

Percent
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The findings presented in this section show that, in
most sectors, PRS in Lebanon experience little severe
vulnerability. This may be explained by the fact that
many of the refugees have family connections in
Lebanon and have received some support within the
Palestinian community from relatives and friends,
UNRWA, and other partners and NGOs. Through this
support, PRS have been able to escape severe food
insecurity, which is often a major risk in refugee settings.

united nations relief and works agency
for palestine refugees in the near east

However, the large proportion of PRS who are classified
as moderately vulnerable in the food security and
shelter sectors is cause for concern. In particular, the
humanitarian support PRS received thus far have
enabled them to pay for food and shelter, and provided
them with the opportunity to cope with the harsh reality
of displacement. However, this group of refugees may
slip into severe vulnerability if the humanitarian support
scheme is reduced. As such, in addition to addressing
severe health and protection vulnerability in the PRS
community, moderate vulnerability in the food and
shelter sectors deserve urgent attention.
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1. Identification Information

101 Field Lebanon
102 Area
dalnl
103 1.Inside Camp 2. Outside Camp
3 pls LT B s )
104 Family Registration No. LTSN

BrswXl oyl Igyig¥l Juonans A3y @3
HOFID  carar
alilell déla, JI o8 ¥l oy Gilo @y
105 Name of card holder (HOF):
ATMAbtay e (930 98 Lo byl 3/, d 33N oas]
Emergency HOF Number 2 e
ATM &Ly Sle poadl ol Jurmssnsll @)
106 Number of persons?

107 | Physical Address of family

Area | Location

Detailed Address

2. General Information

Data Collector

Name of Data Collector:

Date of Data Collection Day Month Year
/ /

Edited by:

Name of data Entry
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3. Characteristics of the Housing and Environment

301 | Type of residence? oSl £od Does your household have access to sufficient water for
1 |viua ws drinking, and cooking? isLs ol Lo Jouad! clipn¥ pbgis Jo
. 306 | tplatally ciinld
2 | Independent house/ Apartment Jais Jyio\dad
3 | Seperate room dlaiwe ddyl Yes wei Nos
4 | Collective Shelter <le> solo
- Does the household have soap and hygiene items?
5 | Factory/ Warehouse/ Worksite gt /Joc gise [aine 207 Bzl sl galaadl Byl sad pigns b
6 | Garage/ Warehouse ae IS Yes oxs No s
7 | Unfinished shelter o put 9l
8 | Tent dous Does your household have access to sufficient water for
. ] ] washing and toilet purposes? olo e Jouad! clipu¥ igi Jo
9 | Pedestrian/ homeless ssbo [ourine 308 | Sunlorll cilalisly Jusil)
10 | Hut/ Barrack Sl e Yes o No xs
302 | Living space in m? oLl o Sl do-Lusa 309 | Availability and Usability of Durable Goods and Assets
N S gLty Cilga¥ (o ¥ 50t gy S
Number of Families MLell sac
Yes
Item /No
Number of Persons solsni¥ sac
2 | Mattresses )
If renting, how much per month (US$ ) 3 | Beds B5anl
303 (US$ ) sspgiatt fLell daud @5 ylonf JL>
= - = — = 4 | Winter clothes dygiids pundlo
304 | Type of tenure? O FN] 5 |Blankets bl
6 | Refrigerator sy
1 | Owned apartment/house cllo Jyio of dah
7 | Stove / kitchen oo e sdgo
2 | Unfurnished rental R d sl 8 | Kitchen untensils galall wlgsl
3 | Furnished rental Shgyda Hlol 9 | Water heater oLl ol
4 | Provided by Employer pasiand) Jub ro dioho
310 Acceptability of Shelter unit (More than one option)
5 | Hosted for free Jas 09 @uda oSl gy
6 | Squatting et 1 | No major concerns JSLico amge ¥
7 | Assistance - 2 No access to electricity/ gas plugs  sLell Jows duil<al ¥
sLirgS ol
Damaged or no doors/ windows Ui 5 ac gl
304 | Availability of Bathrooms Jrdl o Silolos agy Jo 3 . g ST pRe gl pie
: ol of
Yes ; No s
~ No access in/out for people with disabilities/
4 | safety/ security at risks (cracks in walls, no stairs)
What type of toilet facilities does the residence ohadt o Gid fola¥) poc [A5LeB) 5o5 palsif Jpug auilSal ¥
305 | have?
elliin 5 dosniand Gidf palo,ll £95 9 Lo 5 | Humidity, floods, leaks olio iy Glogh daglo,
1 Improved latrine with cement slab / Flush latrine
3o g0 ployo feiamw¥l oo Il go disuons arslya How many times did you change house in Lebanon,
311 | since you arrived?

Traditional pit latrine/ without slab/ open pit
dsgiin bpis [0 gy [gals polya

Slagad dio plid b Elljio perily coad Sl 30 @S

Open air (brush, stream)/ corner place in the compound
Il 6 ) Lo faste) s

If using latrines, are they shared with 15 or more people?
4 | St Lo ayie danas o opSyliny Jo sl U plasiiand 4> 3

Yes ou No s
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39

4. Information about Members of the Family

401 402 403 | 404 405 406 407 408 409 410 411 412 412.a 413
Ind. No js Relation to Does the " Date Do you Have you
S The james of k/hea | family person Sex D_ate of Age glapialSanue of last curiently Does this o an;of
E T family Fefugee? live birth entry have a affec't'yot'.lr your family
z |3 members with the valid mobility in | members
g n family? visa for Lebanon? |paig 200
= Lebanon? US$ to
| renew your
ALLel 51,8l plassl o5 | gads| wpasten oy i EETR ITRTPIEY O Gl A gos gt | Lelil et o | pntisgaf  esisge
¢ s ey ALl ool as¥ | SBalladle | b elsd e 0 s>l ol
aydll Salitell Salll For byl
E gl ¥
=4 LENEY]
%
1.Yes |1.Husband (<] 1. Male YYYY 1. Not Married Irregular 1. Yes 1. Yes 1.Yes
2.No |2.Wife g 3 Topio put 2. No (go 2.No 2.No
3.Son o 2. Female 2. Married to question
4. Daughter al Sl oo 412.a men-
5. Adopted Child-e 3. Divorced datory)
6. Unaccompanied lbo
minor 4. Widowed
Bdlro et Jals Jool
7. Separated Child 5. Separated
sengo Job dhadio
6. Abandoned
190

Add Members
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graaidl 5lg b poj0

7. Kidney disease S
A 510!

8. Brain Stroke (pa-
ralysis) S

(L) dielostf a5l
9.NO ssgs ¥

10. Thalassemia S
11. Osteoporosis S
pllaelf dildn

414 415 416 417 418 419 420 421
Does s/ Does s/he suffer Is the Does any | iss/he What is What is the What is the main reason
he suffer | from chronicillness? | mother of the currently the level | supervis- for not enrolling or leaving
from a pregnant or | family enrolled or of edu- ing agency school?
psycho- lactating? mem- has ever cation of the
logi- bers been en- com- educational
calor need rolled at an pleted? institution
physical support educational that s/he
disabili- in daily institution? attends/
ties? activi- attended?
ties?
(includ-
ing tem-
porary
injury)
e Jo o2lrel & o iLes Jo of Juol> p¥1 fo >l o Lgi/ad G Jo 5o Lo igdlpale Bt pas] sl sl g Lo
dlel oo Sdioye Seuny0 Ablellshysl | sgee lost¥ ol PR SLgS,5 o dsyally
of duSy> A gl Soales PPN soslesll gl
Sdauds PP Shads [ols3,s s
aladu¥! Solagys
L duogell
el
.;.L,L.;XI
a3l
1. Yes 1. Diabetes C 1- Pregnant 1. Yes 1. Yes, cur- 0= None 1. Public 1. Completed educational
s < Jol> o] rently ags X dole stage
2. Cancer S 2- Lactating Gouile LlL> ms doulenll dls U JLaST o gl
2.No 35 | oy 2.No us enrolled 1. Below | 2. Private 2. Disability, illness
3. Elevated blood second- dols ool [asle)
Pressure C 2.Yes, ary oo Jé 3. Poverty of family
pall s yn,0 before 3. UNRWA alilell a6
4. Heart and Blood bl b o5 2. TayigX! 4. Break-up of family
Vessel disease S Second- alilell el< a5
R PR3 (SN 0N 3. No, never ary or 4. Military 5. School not available or
5. Illness related to Tag % higher a4y Sauc too far
bones and muscles C Aels soils Bavw of Bydgio yud duawyall
claell, pliaell ool 3 oo 5. Other 6. Difficulties with trans-
6. Respiratory sys- sa> Loy portation
tem disease C cMalell digen

7. Marriage ¢lg;J1

8. Caring for family/
housework /atiLsit, slizexi
It Jlae!

9. School failure g
gyl

10. Work Jasl

11. Did not like school ¥
Lyl iy

12. High cost of school
el Adlell oIS

13. Pregnancy Jodi

14. Social Restriction s4.41
dpclosxl

15. War & Emigration
condition

Tordly 3
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5 How many household members have worked in the | |_| — if 0, skip to question 5.2
last 30 days? 5.2 Jlgsw A Jasil |, oo 3]
Saealll 1o Jf pl¥l b folac oyl Bs¥l 5lyd] sac @S

5.1 | How many of the employments (income sources) Permanent Seasonal Temporary
of the last 30 days are permanent, seasonal or aasls dgugo dibho
temporry?

of deosmgo dails oo drallf peMI Ll o6 (50 L) o @S || [—]I [—I

[FEET 0N

5.2 | In the last 30 days, what was the main source of cash/income to sustain your household? (Use the
codes below) [—I
4% 590,01 pasntand) Sesy ol Alle¥ S [ saill Ay olina E3 @l oo Lo guall Lags oSl é

a= Income from labor | b= Other assistance, begging, gifts |_| c= Remittances, informal commerce |_|
Joall e LI Jss1) Llagdl Jomasdl olscladl Aqnudl i 8yloally Ul @dlgolf

d= Savings, sale of assets |—]| e= Debts/ Loans |—]| f= UNRWA Assistance |—|
Slysall @lagoll g NOSEY N 19,39%) Slaclig

6 What is the estimated amount spent by the household during LAST MONTH for the following items:
AL puolinll e sl ;g M byl asdasl il 5paaill 2Ll oo Lo

Write 0 if there is no expenditure. Circle the currency used .dloell Js> 8,05 go .olads é‘l s pud Jl> S8 jbuo isS)

doasuiall
TOTAL b. FOOD (Including voucher) HOUSE RENT 1 .
" LBP _Uss [ o oo Le ) plasas i LBP J)‘-UJL-FIUS$
or LBP or us$ o —

Food Consumption

7 How many days in the last 7 days has your household eaten the following food items? Write the code:

A0 des ¥l clilile ayb gl unlll gorsw¥l b pgs @S

a Vegetables, yellow tubers, green leaves I
flriaall joidl Lt glpindt 3lg¥I

b Milk and dairy products and eggs
oAl oLI¥T cilaiiag cold

[ Nuts and legumes: cereals, lentils, chickpeas, soybean, beans, peas - Other nuts: almonds, walnuts, hazelnuf |—lI
G3it o ol 1l KU 5,5 5L Lgualall Joilly paadl pussll gl 1 Jodlly ol SU

d Fruits: banana, apple, avocado, citrus - [mandarin, lemon), melon, watermelom, pomme grenade syrup
olepll ol geda If plosh [ogosllly gopaill] clon o1 gl Soé¥1 FLasll jolf 1aSlgall

e Flesh meat: beef, goat, pork, chicken, turkey, sheep, other meat, liver, organ meat
Aygunsell gl o ST 5,581 ponllly pLie¥ly ragyll cliatly ploadl sellf il @d tagalll
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Coping Strategies

8.1 | During the last 30 days, did you experience lack of
food or money to buy food? 5 0= No= ¥ — 1= Yeszax;
pLatalf 6 padi by ¥l cigaly Jo gl Logy Fe Jf J3s = No= = Testes
Spletall ¢lyiud JUI 8 of
8.2 | During the last 7 days, did your household have to employ one of the following strategies to cope with a lack of food or money
to buy it?
§ adldd JUI pads of slidl jadi go Jolesll LI cliodliwX sasf 8135 of iyl wpdaa] o Al gasdl aL¥1 J3s
a. Borrowed food or relied on help from friends or rela- c.Reduced the number of meals eaten per
tives day or portion size of meals
la¥1 g plonn¥l o daclull Sle sloicX] gf glidl yof,s8f of Leogs JS35 Sl plaball cilirg sac yarass
0=No=¥ plaball olisg mo
1=Yes = g=i - - -
b.Spent days without eating LS ;95 ;0 dlolS aL¥ . 4.5 d.Restrict consumption by adults in order
8.3 | During the past 30 days, did anyone in your household have to do one of the following things because there was not enough
food or money to buy it? Read all of them. Write 0 if “No” or 1 if yes or if it was not applied because it was already done and it
is not possible to continue doing it. Circle the MAXIMUM code if any of the strategies below was applied.
9 il ied JU o glisdl 8155 pae coany AN Jlee¥l plall clipwl a1,3] (o asf Sle olS o gunll Logy il Jis-
830 gl plidlly ot of o Soll o gt asfy Judll 7 ai¥ addns ey @ 13) of mai ol oLS 13 aslg of “ %7 oS 13f yiun LS
<obal bl ¥ o s Gadns & 13] uad] oS 50) Jo
1 2 3 4
None | Spent savings/ ofysall jlas Sold productive assets/ transport means Had school age children
X% I—I" | (sewing machine, bicycle, car, livestock) | |—! | (6-15y) involved in income [—I
pb A1) Jadl S5y [ Al alagargll au generation
Ailgnd] Bgyill Byless Aty Abelid) owylall Jlabl e o
A piie dunols— dunl)
I—I I [ St by 8 Lty [
Sold goods (TV, jewelry, etc) Withdrew children from school Begged Jgus
(1. wlyagds Lokl ) LSt g Ayl o JLAbY oo
Bought food on credit or || | Reduced essential non-food || | Accept high risk, illegal, |
borrowed money to buy food expenditures such as education, health, socially degrading or
ooyi8l ol L puadls pleball gl etc exploitative temporaryjobs?
plelall slydl > o JLUU o ddlie psll dcwlu¥ clasaill gaasy (e.g. theft, prostitution)
& il @ulesl asliaglly AJlell ;L] Jou
I—1 | 0@l of duigild yuill das3ls I—I
Jio) § Leclozsl dlazudl
o)leadly 48l
Marriage of children under 18 Sold house or land
Ao Bydie dialill g g0 luidl] gogys 0281 o J3ll g
During the past three months, did any member or your household
9 borrow money or receive credit? 0= No =¥ 1= Yes=s;
Joadt gl JUI (alibly sl o 358 51 pls Jo el LN g S¥1 JoLs =he= = 655
?é.\.ﬁ.‘p olesl e
Total amount of debt up to now
9.1 | (Circle the answer) 1. No debt 2.< =US$ 200 3. US$ 201-US$ 600 4. > US$ 600
Ol Alax¥l 2L
10 Does your household have the possibility to generate in the future
income to address your needs? 0=No =¥ 1=Yes=qsi
§ duoldf bl bis] dndsd Jsadl adond Judiudl b dulSo¥l cliyul sad Jo
10.1 If not, why? Circle the answer code 1. Lack of job opportunities 2.Serious medical (temporary or
Ll 50y Jo> B8y51s g SI5LL X 13) Jo2dl yoyd yi45 pac long term) condition. disvws all>
S ¥l dligls of dibolsutas)
3. Disability ;e / ddlc
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