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Preface

The Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS) has endeavored, since the first days of its establishment, to fill the existing statistical gap in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip by compiling data in the social, economic, geographical and environmental areas in accordance with a specified priority schedule, utilizing the most direct ways, when possible, depending on the assumption that moral and official support is provided by the Palestinian legislative and executive bodies, and recommending the programs of the Bureau to the various bodies and donor countries as priorities in terms of the financial support given through these bodies and countries. 

Statistics on public order and victimization by accidents and crimes are normally based on administrative reports from the police and the courts. Such statistics also include data on the incarcerated population, that is "persons in prisons”.  Only a few countries compliment such administrative data with household victimization surveys counting victims for crime of violence or of property.  In the Palestinian context, our assessment of the available statistics on victimization indicates the lack of reliable survey data in this area.

This report presents the findings of the first Palestinian victimization survey including estimates for key indicators concerning victimization and households victimized by criminal offenses.  The indicators have been measured at the household and individual levels through direct and proxy interviewing of 7,564 households, which have been randomly selected from the West Bank and Gaza Strip. The results are presented at the national, regional (West Bank and Gaza Strip) as well as type of residence levels.  Cross-tabulations by selected demographic and social background variables are also provided.

By presenting the finding from the first Palestinian victimization survey, we hope to have been useful in terms of making reliable and useful statistics for Palestinian planners and decision makers.  

May, 1997

Hasan Abu-Libdeh, Ph.D.

President
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Summary

1. Introduction:

Available official statistics on Palestinian society in the West Bank and Gaza Strip lack any data pertaining to victimization.  This situation has urged PCBS to conduct a household survey on this subject, making it possible to describe and assess some aspects of  victimization focusing on households victimized by criminal offenses.

This study is based on a household sample survey conducted during the period from 20/7/1996 until 19/10/1996. It provides basic indicators on various aspects of victimization, including households victimized by criminal offenses, type of criminal offense, tangible losses of crimes, ....etc. A special questionnaire was designed in accordance with UN standards and recommendations in the field of victimization statistics while taking the Palestinian peculiarities into account. The questionnaire covers the following items:

1. Type of criminal offense

2. Location        


3. Crime reporting  

4. Crime executors  

5. Bodily harm and Tangible losses of criminal offenses 

2. Terms and Definitions:

Assault:
Refers to physical attack against persons, but excludes indecent assault. Some criminal or penal codes distinguish between aggravated and simple assault depending on the degree of resulting injury.




Crime:
Any act involving violation of law or public rights duties  towards  the state or society in general.




Criminal:
The person violating effective law by undertaking criminal events against other persons or their properties.




Household:
One or group of persons living together who make common provision for food or other essentials for living.  Households members may be related, unrelated or a combination of both.




Human losses:
All losses a person may suffer during the crime that took place in the last 12 months, which resulted in wounds, murder, malformation  or disability.




Location:
The place were the crime happened.




Number of Households (n):
Sample size (wieghted).

Properties:
All movable and fixed assets belonging to the individuals (household members) regardless of whether they were inside or outside the house.




Symbols Used in Tables:
-    : No observations.




Theft: 
Refers to the removal of property without the property owner’s consent. Theft excludes burglary and house breaking; it includes the theft of motor vehicle, shoplifting and other minor offenses, e.g. pilfering and petty  theft may or may not be included as thefts. 




Victim:
The person affected by an offense or loss or  prey to catastrophic, criminal or brutal event. Any person who was offended and whose properties were partially or totally affected by criminal act or incident is classified as victim.




Region:
The Palestinian Territory was divided for the purpose of data dissemination into two main areas: The West Bank and Gaza Strip.




Place of Residence:
Place of residence was divided into cities, villages and refugee camps. All localities with a municipality are considered cities; population outside municipal boundaries and camps are considered villages population.

3. Main Findings:

3.1 Victims of Criminal Offenses at the Households Level:

The survey shows that 5.6% of the Palestinian households in the West Bank and Gaza Strip were exposed to criminal offenses, of which 6.4% in the West Bank and 3.7% in Gaza Strip.

The results show that the percentage of households in the West Bank and Gaza Strip who were exposed to theft (excluding vehicle) is 1.6%; vehicle theft is 1.8%, property damage is 1.3%, threat is 1.3%, and assault is 1.2%.

In general, the percentage of households victimized by criminal offenses in the West Bank is higher than Gaza Strip, except households victimized by assault: 1.6% in Gaza Strip and 1.1% in the West Bank.

When comparing percentage of victimized households by criminal offenses according to place of residence, it was found that vehicle theft was more prevalent in cities (2.5%) than villages (1.5%) or camps (1.0%); property damage was more prevalent in villages (1.7%) than cities (1.1%) or camps (0.7%); and assault was more prevalent in camps (1.5%) than cities (1.2%) or villages (1.2%).

3.2 Victims of Criminal offenses at the Individual Level: 

3.2.1 Type of Criminal offense:

The survey shows that the percentage of persons victimized by theft in the West Bank and Gaza Strip is 54.2% of which  57.7%  in the West Bank and  41.3%   in Gaza  Strip; assault is 18.8% of which  12.3%  in the West Bank and  42.6%  in Gaza Strip; and property damage is 16.1% of  which 17.7% in the West Bank and 10.4% in Gaza Strip.

3.2.2  Location:

The results indicate that 23.5% of  criminal offenses in the West Bank and Gaza Strip took place inside the house, 32.8% near the house, and 23% outside the locality.  Criminal offenses occur if inside the house in Gaza Strip (34.5%) were higher than in the West Bank (20.5%), and criminal offenses that took place outside the locality was low in Gaza Strip (12.6%) compared with the West Bank (25.8%).

3.2.3 Crime Reporting:

The results show that 40.2% of persons victimized by criminal offenses in the West Bank and Gaza Strip reported the crimes, and this percentage was higher in Gaza Strip (65.6%) compared with the West Bank (33.4%).  The results also show that  27.5% of crime reporting underwent legal proceedings.

3.2.4  Crime Executor:

The results show that 11.6% of criminal offenses against persons in the West Bank and Gaza Strip were undertaken by Israeli soldiers or settlers, of which 14.1% in the West Bank and 2.3% in Gaza Strip.  About 13.0% of these criminal offenses were undertaken by one of the relatives, of which 8.1% in the West Bank and 31.1% in Gaza Strip.  

3.2.5  Bodily Harm and Tangible Losses of Criminal Offenses:

The percentage of  criminal offenses that caused bodily harm in the West Bank and Gaza Strip is 22.6%, and this percentage is much higher in Gaza Strip (38.0%) compared with the West Bank (18.5%).

The results show that 15.3% of criminal offenses against persons in the West Bank and Gaza Strip caused tangible losses for more than 1000 Jordanian Dinars, and this percentage was 17.3% in  the West Bank and 8.1% in Gaza Strip.  In about 85.8% of criminal offenses against persons in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, the victim was prone tangible losses.

4.  Methodology:

4.1  Questionnaire:

The victimization questionnaire was designed in accordance with UN standards and recommendations.  It consists of two main sections: The first includes general screening questions on criminal offenses (theft, threat,... etc.) at the household level; the second includes more detailed questions on individuals subjected to criminal offenses, and the social and demographic characteristics of the crime executors.

The questionnaire cover the following items:    

 Crime Executors

 Location

 Crime Reporting  

 Bodily Harm

 Tangible Losses of Criminal Offenses

 Party Prone Tangible Losses

4.2  Sample Design:

The sample is a two-stage stratified cluster random sample. The target population consists of all Palestinian households living in West Bank and Gaza Strip, excluding nomads and persons living in institutions such as prisons, shelters,.... etc.

Sampling Frame:

In the absence of a population census since 1967, the major task, with regard to constructing a master sample, was developing a frame of suitable units covering the whole country.  Such units have been used as the PSUs (Primary Sampling Units) in the first stage of selection.  For the second stage of selection, all PSUs have been listed in the field at the household level. This provided a sampling frame for selecting the households.

Stratification:

Four levels of stratification have been made:
1. Stratification by District.

2. Stratification by place of residence which comprises: 

(a) Municipalities     (b) Villages                 (c) Refugee Camps 
 

3. Stratification by locality size.

4. Stratification by cell identification in that order.

Sampling Unit:

First stage sampling units are the area units (Cells) in the master sample.  The second stage sampling units are households.

Sample Size:

The sample size is 7,564 households allowing for non-response and related losses.  This sample is large enough to provide estimates on the main victimization indicators at the national, regional, and place of residence. 

Target Cluster Size:

The next important issue in sample design is the target cluster size or “sample-take”, the number of households to be selected per PSU on the average.  In this survey, 7564 households have been selected from 480 master sample areas.  Therefore, the sample- take is around 16 households per PSU.

4.3 The Pre-test:

In June 1996, an internal pre-test was conducted in the West Bank to test the questionnaire and  the survey tools.  Only ten households, other than those included in the main survey, comprised the sample of the pre-test.  The findings  indicated that the survey tools were appropriate except for ambiguity in some of the terms used.  It was found that the Palestinian households were completely cooperative with the field workers.

4.4 Training and Recruitment:

The purpose of training courses is to provide participants with the main skills needed to conduct interviews.  Two training courses were held, one in Ramallah for West Bank trainees, and one in Gaza City for Gaza Strip trainees.  Each course consisted of two parts: one on research methodology including survey design, questionnaire design,  interviewing techniques, and field operations and one part on the specifications of the victimization survey, including concepts and definitions, field work procedures, data collection, editing, coding, asking questions and recording answers, as well as field team organization and field supervision.

Training courses included lectures, exercises, as well as field training.  Each course consisted of 36 training hours.

4.5 Field Work:

The preparation phase for the victimization survey included recruiting and training of interviewers and supervisors.  The staff worked on this project have participated in previous survey projects at PCBS, and are therefore highly qualified.  Since the survey questionnaire was a supplement to the LF survey questionnaire, there was no special rules for data collection because we used the same field work teams.

The West Bank was divided into three regions (North, Middle, and South), each of which was supervised by a regional coordinator.  Each region consists of a number of Districts and field work was carried out by 1-2 field work teams.  Each team was made up of one supervisor, one editor and  4 to 6 interviewers.

Gaza Strip was also divided into three regions (North, Middle and South). Field work activities were initiated in Gaza Strip by four field work teams, each of which consisted of one  supervisor, one editor and 4 or 5 interviewers.

Certain procedures were followed for quality control and efficient organization of field work. Such procedures pertain for supervising work as well as receiving and delivering questionnaires, maps, sample lists in addition to other forms used for management and quality control.

Field operations started on Saturday 19/7/1996 and lasted until 20/10/96.  Field work teams were distributed to all Districts on the basis of  sample size in each District.  The number of victimization survey field work members amounted to 23 including a field work coordinator, 4 supervisors, 4 editors, and 14 interviewers.

4.6  Data Processing:

BLAISE software was used in data entry.  This package is  user-friendly and is capable of detecting a wide range of data entry and relational errors.  The package allows the logical skips between the questions and accepts only the possible answers for each question. The tabulation  was performed using SPSS (version 6.0) program.

5. Data Quality:

Two types of errors affect the quality of survey data, sampling and nonsampling errors.  The former is easily measurable. The latter, on the other hand, could not be determined easily, due to the diversity of sources from which it may arise e.g. the interviewers, respondent, editor, coders, data entry operator,... etc.

However, several measures were adopted to minimize the effects of these errors on the data.  The interviewers, editors, and coders underwent intensive training and were provided with field work manuals to resort to when facing any problem.

The data entry program was programmed in a way that allows error detection and correction, particularly logical errors that might not be discovered before data entry.  A consistency check was also performed to assure accuracy after data entry.

References

1. Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics. 1996.  The Demographic Survey in the West Bank and Gaza Strip: Preliminary Report.  Ramallah, Palestine.

2. United Nations. 1996. Questionnaire Fifth United Nations Survey of Crime Trends and Operations of Criminal Justice Systems (1990-1994), V. 95 - 58935T. UN office at Vienna and UN office at New York.

3. United Nation. 1986. Manual for the Development of Criminal Justice Statistics, Studies in Methods, Series F. No 43. New York.

