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- FOREWORD

One of the core foundations of effective humanitarian response is the
ability to exchange knowledge and expertise readily and easily. This

is precisely why the UNFPA Arab States Regional Office (ASRO) has
embarked on supporting a wealth of products designed to communicate
insights and best practices, all of which are being delivered as part of the
UNFPA Knowledge Series.

Today, more than any time in the history of this region, the need for
innovative and collaborative solutions is urgent. We are therefore
pleased to share with humanitarians worldwide this latest addition to
our Knowlege Series products, which encapsulates a variety of lessons
learned and best practices in the gathering of gender-based violence
data to improve humanitarian responses. The information presented in
this guide is based on years of experience in the development of Voices
from Syria — one of the most lauded in-depth analyses of gender-based
violence in a humanitarian context, and one that has been hailed as a
global best practice. We hope the insights provided will help inform and
shape similar initiatives in other contexts around the world and to inspire
new, innovative approaches to GBV data analysis.

UNFPA is grateful to all humanitarian actors and partners who have
contributed to the development of both Voices from Syria as well as

this guide. Most of all, we are grateful to the courageous women and
girls who have generously offered their time and feedback to help
humanitarian actors better understand their challenges and contexts
and deliver programmes that directly address them. Our hope is that this
continued sharing of experiences will help improve future humanitarian
responses in various settings.

Loy Sl

Luay Shabaneh
UNFPA Regional Director, Arab States

Today, more than any time in the histo
of this region, the need for innovative a
collaborative solutions is urgent

— LUAY SHABANEH, UNFPA Regional Director, Arab
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. SUMMARY

This Knowledge Series guide provides a roadmap for producing
in-depth gender-based violence analyses to inform humanitarian
responses.

Itis widely acknowledged that prevalence data is not necessary
for establishing effective gender-based violence responses. As
such, this guide aims to inform gender-based violence (GBV)
responders, GBV coordinators, and humanitarian actors on how
to collect GBV data safely to inform humanitarian responses,
especially in contexts where available information on GBV is
limited.

The content of this guide is based on the experience of the Whole
of Syria GBV Area of Responsibility (AoR) which, over the six
years prior to the publication of this guide, has annually produced
one of the most positively-reviewed and evaluated in-depth
analyses of gender-based violence in a humanitarian context,
called Voices from Syria.

Produced within the context of the Humanitarian Programme
Cycle, the Voices from Syria publication offers an essential look
into the lives of the women and girls in Syria, serving as a guide
to aid agencies in delivering an informed response to gender-
based violence nationwide. The publications are primarily based
on qualitative research, driven by the understanding that this
provides the most nuanced view of gender-based violence within
a given community. The reports also include extensive analyses
of both qualitative and quantitative data from various sources,
and as such, provide a viable blueprint for evidence-based
examinations of gender-based violence in challenging contexts.

This guide covers the essential steps taken to gather GBV data

- from conducting assessments, analysing data and producing

the report. Included in the guide is an in-depth description of

the methodology that can be used to collect qualitative data, the
reasons for adopting said methodology, and a detailed description
of the key role that a publication like Voices from Syria can serve

in informing programme design and advocacy. Challenges and
lessons learned throughout the process have also been shared to
help inform any replication of the methodology. Lastly, a section
for COVID-19 has been added at the end of the guidance to
provide recommendations on how to adapt data collection in light
of the various restrictions and considerations brought about by
the pandemic.

The guide is for gender-based violence coordinators or specialists
who need to gather information on gender-based violence,
particularly through the use of qualitative data. The data
gathered can be fed into humanitarian needs overviews (HNOs),
which in turn can inform the whole humanitarian response, be it
protracted or acute.

Most importantly, this guide can help in the development of
products that serve to amplify the voices of women and girls and
ensure that these voices directly inform the programmes that
are designed to serve them.

Despite the pain that | agéfmany like me
have been through, | still'beli&e in the
possibility of a better world: B

— an adolescent girl from Qamishli




UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES
Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

R URPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

This publication outlines how GBV coordinators
or responders can safely gather GBV data in a
humanitarian setting (be it onset or protracted)
to better inform the overall response. The insights
provided in the coming chapters serve to ensure
that specialised GBV services are available, that
prevention interventions are targeted, and that
the risks of GBV are mitigated throughout the
response. The data collected also informs donor
priorities and leadership advocacy on GBV.

In 2013, UNFPA scaled up operations to respond

to the humanitarian crisis in Syria, establishing
aregional response hub that allowed for more
effective UNFPA representation at the different
humanitarian coordination forums. As per its Inter-
Agency Standing Committee (IASC) mandate, UNFPA
leads GBV coordination mechanisms, including
across the Whole of Syria, which encompasses
operations managed from Damascus and Turkey (and
from Jordan between 2015-2018).

In 2015, when the first Syria Humanitarian Response
Plan (HRP) was being developed, little to no
information existed on gender-based violence in this
context. While it is widely recognised and accepted
that GBV is underreported and that prevalence
figures are not needed to establish a GBV response,
having an analysis that includes information on the
types of GBV taking place, the specific demographics
it is impacting, and the evolution of trends over time
does help ensure a tailored, targeted, and more
effective response. Therefore, GBV coordinators
developed an assessment framework to safely collect
GBYV data within the context of the humanitarian
programme cycle to inform both the GBV and overall
humanitarian response in Syria.

This assessment framework has evolved over time as
both capacities as well as the numbers of GBV actors
grew, particularly in light of emerging and diverse
challenges. The approach has also undergone several
revisions to adapt to rolling requirements.

In 2018, an independent evaluation of UNFPA's
response to the Syria crisis identified the Whole of
Syria® GBV coordination (and the use of gender-
based violence qualitative data to inform responses)
as a global best practice that should be replicated in
other countries responding to gender-based violence
in humanitarian crises.

Having an in-depth analysis of gender-based
violence has proven beneficial when informing the
HNO and guiding humanitarian organisations on
how to respond. The analysis has also supported

1 InSeptember 2014, UNOCHA operations in Syria, Turkey, and Jordan were
brought together into a single response framework, and drafted the 2015
Humanitarian Needs Overview (HNO) and the 2015 Syria Strategic Response Plan
(SRP). A united appeal for Syria was launched, and in February 2015, the Whole of
Syria (WoS) approach was formalised with the implementation of the 2015 SRP.

increased visibility and funding for gender-based
violence programmes while simultaneously providing
information that is conducive to results-oriented
programming. The in-depth GBV analysis in Voices
from Syria also demonstrated that qualitative data
can (and should) be used as a reliable source of
information in humanitarian crises, especially when
gquantitative data is not available.

The Voices from Syria publication has served two

key objectives: (i) to inform the development and
implementation of the Syria HRP, which humanitarian
programmes have used to prevent and respond to
gender-based violence across the Whole of Syria;

and (ii) to identify the risks of gender-based violence
that need to be mitigated throughout the response
by all humanitarians. Specifically, gender-based
violence and other humanitarian stakeholders have
been able to leverage the publication to identify

GBV risks faced by target populations within their
respective sector/cluster interventions, which has led
to improved indicators and actions to address GBV
within both the HNO and the HRP.

This, in turn, has led to improved service provision
and better-quality and safer programmes.

Ultimately, Voices from Syria constitutes a tool to
serve humanitarians in making their interventions
safer for beneficiaries who are both at risk or
survivors of gender-based violence. The GBV analysis
has also served as a valuable resource for donors to
ensure a thorough understanding of the needs, gaps,
and priorities when making funding decisions. Lastly,
a GBV analysis report published independently of the
HNO can also help highlight the issues surrounding
gender-based violence in a way that may not always
be possible within a standard HNO.

This guide has been structured to accurately

and intuititively communicate the scope, tools,
experiences, and lessons learned throughout the
data collection and analysis process. Points worth
considering have been provided at the beginning
of each section, followed by additional insights

on what has worked in the past as well as general
recommendations for replication.

With that in mind, GBV actors are nonetheless
encouraged to take liberties when adapting the
methodology to suit their own contexts. Moreover,
guotations by women and girls, such as those that
are directly obtained during such analysis, have been
provided throughout the document toillustrate

the value of and insights gained by implementing
effective GBV analyses.
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“The fact that the GBV issues have been explored, analysis done and coordinated
is an assurance that we (donors) are going in the right direction. Voices from Syria
provides this sense of comfort, that we (donors) are in a safe area. The fact that this
report exists helps us in taking decisions.”
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Points to consider when collecting data

If available, data from the Gender-Based Violence
Information Management System (GBV IMS) can inform
the response. However, it is not recommended to collect
guantitative information on GBV incidents through
other types of assessments (e.g. multisectoral), as this
may further traumatise and/or endanger survivors, their
families, and/or the enumerators.

Do not collect information that could harm survivors or
the response. Example: Collecting data on perpetrators
may put women and girls at significant risk of retaliation.

In order to guide the process of qualitative data
collection, identify clear indicators to ensure a
harmonised approach to information collection,
especially if data is collected from many different
locations and by different actors. The indicators should
be chosen based on information and knowledge gaps
that need to be filled to best serve the response.

Consider whether or not to change the indicators over
time, based on the benefits and drawbacks outlined in
this report.

Consider being inclusive when designing collection tools
and collecting data. Engage the protection cluster and
AoR coordinators (such as Child Protection and Mine
Action) and, where possible, other sector coordinators.
This inclusivity can help ensure all humanitarian actors
are invested in the findings and plan on using them in the
design of interventions, mitigation of GBV risks, and in
advocating for issues related to gender-based violence in
humanitarian contexts.

When we experience violence, we don’t always
ask for help. This is because we're afraid that
this will lead to more violence, even by our
families and caregivers.

In humanitarian settings, the primary objective of gender-
based violence assessments is to understand which types

of violence exist, who is most affected, and the factors that
increase the risk of violence. It is not the intent to focus on the
prevalence of gender-based violence, as this has already been
well-documented elsewhere. In fact, obtaining prevalence and/
or incidence data on gender-based violence in emergencies

is not advisable due to a number of considerations, including

(i) the methodological and contextual challenges related to
undertaking population-based research on gender-based
violence in emergency settings (e.g. security concerns for
survivors and researchers, lack of available or accessible
response services, etc.); and (ii) shifting the focus towards
prevalence data takes significant time and resources away
from the actual response to a crisis. As such, the majority

of information about the nature and scope of gender-

based violence in humanitarian contexts can be derived

from qualitative research, anecdotal reports, humanitarian
monitoring tools, service delivery statistics, and the GBV IMS, if
available.

What Has Worked

The type of information collected was based on identified
information gaps and organised around indicators. Indicators
were selected based on identified information gaps that needed
to be bridged in order to better inform the response. These
indicators were also selected based on global gender-based
violence assessment guidelines, such as the Handbook for
Coordinating Gender-Based Violence Interventions, the 2015
IASC GBYV Guidelines, and Managing Gender-Based Violence
Programmes in Emergencies. Each year, the current context in
Syria was taken into consideration.

The following indicators have informed the Voices from Syria
reports since 2016:

1. Types of gender-based violence in Syria, including changes
and new trends (where applicable);

2. Populations most at risk of different gender-based violence
types (beyond just women and girls - for example, widows,
divorced, displaced, etc.);

3. Availability of specialised services for gender-based
violence survivors;

4. Coping mechanisms adopted by women and girls (including
negative ones);
5.  Movement restrictions imposed upon women and girls; and

Risks to women and girls when accessing aid or services.

The Indicator Dilemma

When developing indicators for data collection to be used
over time and across multiple assessments, GBV coordinators
have two choices: to maintain fixed indicators over the course
of these assessments, or to adapt the indicators to changing
contexts. There are advantages and disadantages to each
approach.
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The advantage of using the same indicators across multiple
assessments is that trends can be identified over time,
allowing actors to respond accordingly, and adequately, in the
design and implementation of their gender-based violence
programming/intervention.

Like the GBV IMS,! if consistent indicators are used, it becomes
easier to make a comparison from month-to-month, quarter-to-
quarter, and on an annual basis.

Example: When adolescent girls consistently emerged as a
subgroup of the population particularly at risk of violence and
of facing challenges in accessing services, an Adolescent Girls
Strategy was developed specifically to address the needs of
this subgroup throughout the Syria response. New indicators
supported gender-based violence actors in their efforts to
respond in an immediate and specific way, thus improving the
overall response.

Conversely, the disadvantage of using the same indicators

over time is that they remain fixed on existing information
rather than adapting as the context changes. For example,
assessments may invariably identify forms of gender-based
violence that are typically endemic year after year (intimate
partner violence, early/forced marriage, child labour, etc.),
making data collection about them superfluous. Instead,
investigating new trends or evolution in gender-based violence
types from previous assessments may provide greater context.

As explained in greater detail in the following sections, a
decision was taken to employ a hybrid approach that explores,
within the same indicator, more nuanced information to
understand certain issues in greater depth. For example,
instead of asking about gender-based violence types over
time, the focus has slowly shifted to asking about changes from
the previous year and new trends, or where a specific type of
gender-based violence might happen more frequently.

The development of tools was done in collaboration with
multiple sectors, including Protection, Child Protection, and
Mine Action. This served to strengthen buy-in with regards to
the data, increase the reach of data collection, and ensure that
the risks of gender-based violence were mitigated.

1 The GBV IMS was created to harmonise data collection on gender-based violence in humanitarian
settings, to provide a simple system for gender-based violence project managers to collect, store,
and analyse their data, and to enable the safe and ethical sharing of reported gender-based
violence incident data. The intention of the GBV IMS is to both assist service providers to better
understand the gender-based violence cases being reported as well as to enable actors to share
datainternally across project sites and externally with agencies for broader trends analysis and
improved gender-based violence coordination. To know more about the GBV IMS, visit http:/www.
gbvims.com.
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https://gbvguidelines.org/wp/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/2015-IASC-Gender-based-Violence-Guidelines_lo-res.pdf
https://www.un.org/sexualviolenceinconflict/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/report/handbook-for-coordinating-gender-based-violence-interventions-in-emergencies/Handbook_for_Coordinating_GBV_in_Emergencies_fin.01.pdf
https://www.un.org/sexualviolenceinconflict/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/report/handbook-for-coordinating-gender-based-violence-interventions-in-emergencies/Handbook_for_Coordinating_GBV_in_Emergencies_fin.01.pdf
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/working-group/iasc-guidelines-integrating-gender-based-violence-interventions-humanitarian-action
https://interagencystandingcommittee.org/working-group/iasc-guidelines-integrating-gender-based-violence-interventions-humanitarian-action
https://www.unfpa.org/publications/managing-gender-based-violence-programmes-emergencies
https://www.unfpa.org/publications/managing-gender-based-violence-programmes-emergencies
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/whole-syria-adolescent-girl-strategy
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/whole-syria-adolescent-girl-strategy
http://www.gbvims.com/   
http://www.gbvims.com/   
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QUALITATIVE DATA

Given that qualitative data constitutes
the cornerstone of an effective gender-
based violence strategy, it is imperative
that the approaches taken to secure

the data are meticulously identified,
planned, and coordinated throughout
the process. Taking a proactive approach
that anticipates challenges and maps
out the process will go a long way toward
minimising potential hurdles, resulting

in a smoother, safer, and replicable data
collection methodology. This section
focuses on the different data points and
tools for acquiring qualitative data, in
addition to the methods used for sampling,
training, and data collection and entry.

It is imporant to consider how data and
information will be collected. Security issues,
remote management, government permissions,
and lack of trust between actors are all
challenges that may need to be overcome, in
addition to restrictions that may exist due to
public health emergencies like COVID-19.

What Has Worked

In its approach to qualitative research, the Whole
of Syria GBV AoR adopted an array of tools that
not only traversed common challenges but also
contributed significantly to the GBV analysis.
These were:

Community Focus Group Discussions
(FGDs): Conducted at the community level
with women, adolescent girls, adolescent
boys, and men.

Expert FGDs: This includes GBV service
providers, GBV programme managers,
and GBV coordinators, all using the Delphi
method.

Key Informant Interviews (KllIs):
Conducted with service providers to obtain
adirect perspective.

Secondary Data Sources: If available, these
complement the information collected.

Community FGDs allow for information and quotes
to be collected directly from the community.

The voices of women, men, adolescent girls, and
adolescent boys then instantly inform the analysis.

Points to consider when carrying out
community FGDs

o  Ensure that FGDs are carried out in the
local language, separated by age and
sex. Hold FGDs exclusively for women,
adolescent girls, boys, and men, with 6
to 12 participants per FGD.

e  Ensure that the tool is in the local
language.

e  Ensure that FGDs are conducted by
gender-based violence/protection staff.

e Adapt the FGD tools to each group,
especially to adolescents.

e  Partnering with the Protection cluster
and AoRs to carry out the FGDs can
increase the number of organisations
that can carry out FGDs and can
increase interest in the data.

e ltisuseful to provide training and
detailed guidance on how to conduct
FGDs (for facilitators and notetakers).
Ensure specific considerations for FGDs
with adolescents.

e Facilitators and note takers should
be of the same sex as the focus group
participants.

e Include a glossary of gender-based
violence and protection terms in
English and the local language to avoid
misinterpretation, with a focus on those
referenced in the FGD tools.

e Conduct FGDs in locations where
participants can be able to freely and
safely participate over a period of two
to four hours (e.g. Women and Girls Safe
Spaces, or community centres).

e Annex |l contains a sample FGD Tool
that can be used as reference.

What Has Worked

The qualitative tool used for the community FGDs captures the
perceptions of women, men, adolescent girls, and adolescent
boys at the community level. As the need arose, questions
were adapted to capture the specific viewpoints of adolescents
and other subgroups in a respectful and safe manner. The
FGDs were carried out with other protection actors, and as
such the general protection, child protection, and mine action
coordinators also contributed to the tool by adding specific
questions related to their cluster/sector. This had the added
benefit of engaging more organisations in the process and
therefore securing more data.

The tool also provides detailed guidance on key stages of the
process, including criteria for selecting participants, facilitators,
and notetakers, in addition to insights on notetaking,
introducing the FGD, and managing expectations.

Specific guidance is also included on interviewing adolescents
and obtaining caregiver/parental consent. The first section of
the tool captures metadata such as location, age groups, status
of participants (IDP, Host Community, etc.), and number of
participants, which can be used for geographical or gender/
age specific analysis. The remainder of the tool is made up of
relevant questions for programming. The questions included
are based on the indicators aligned with the HNO/HRP as
described earlier, with probing questions that would allow for
more detailed information (for example, questions focusing on
particular sub-populations at risk of gender-based violence,
such as persons with disabilities or adolescent girls). Thus, the
questionnaire addresses interpersonal violence, community
coping strategies, access to humanitarian assistance (mainly
distributions) and services (protection services), explosive
hazards, freedom of movement, civil documentation, housing,
land and property, unaccompanied and separated children, and
changes that adolescents hoped to see (exclusive for adolescent
FGDs). Other questions, subject to change based on events
during the crisis, reflected the trends or concerns raised by
sector/cluster members.

— an adolescent from Raqqa, Syria

Focus groups with gender-based violence experts can help
triangulate the information collected through other sources.
Experts can be gender-based violence actors or coordinators
from international or national organisations involved in gender-
based violence programming and interventions. The advantage
of having gender-based violence expert focus groups is that
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they are able to further verify emerging trends that result from
the community FGDs. The effect of having both community and
expert FGDs identifying the same trends is that it adds another
layer of credibility when advocating to other humanitarian
actors and donors.

Points to consider when carrying
out expert FGDs

e Consider developing clear criteria for defining
“experts” (see Annex Ill). Consider involving both
technical experts as well as experts who are frontline
responders and in regular contact with beneficiaries
for aricher discussion.

e Use areputable method to build consensus among
experts. The Delphi method can be particularly
useful if differences in opinion are expected.
However, other methods, such as a traditional FGD,
can also be considered.

e Develop the tool in a way that uses expert FGDs to
triangulate findings and provide further evidence
around main advocacy points. The development
of the statements used during the FGD should be
done based on the same information points as the
community FGDs and can be fine-tuned based on
emerging trends provided during sector/cluster
monthly meetings.

e  Conduct the FGD in the local language or with
simultaneous translation. Use two or more note
takers to help capture and debrief on the FGD.

e Useanindependent facilitator to lead the FGDs,
such as OCHA.

e Consider putting resources aside to cover expert
FGD expenses (travel, translation, etc.) as needed.

e Annex |l provides an example of FGD statements
and methodology for the Delphi Method.

What Has Worked

The Delphi method can be used for expert FGDs, as it is a
method that is especially well-suited to consensus building.
GBYV coordinators draft the statements based on the indicators.
Technical experts and frontline responders can be involved as
experts inthe FGDs, to ensure aricher discussion. If consensus
building is not a priority, then regular FGDs can also be held.

Expert FGDs can take place in different ways to overcome
challenges. FGDs should ideally be held in person, with
participants and the facilitator meeting at a single, secure
location. Alternatively, if the context calls for it, part of or the
entire FGD can be held online, with the facilitator, experts, and
participants being at different locations. It is worth noting that
some approaches are more costly than others and can therefore
have implications on the budget.

AD0T0AOHLIN
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Guidance to participants in advance of the
expert FGD:

Participants are advised to be specificin their
answers and to avoid generalisations. For example:
if a participant knows that something happened in a
sepcific location, they should state that and specify
how they know it. Nobody is allowed to interrupt
and everyone takes a turn speaking.

1. Thefacilitator reads a statement.

2. Each expert takes a turn to provide a response
to the statement, individually (e.g. Expert 1,
then Expert 2, and so on, or in the order set out
by the facilitator).

3. The facilitator may present follow-up questions
that experts are now allowed to ask. Each
expert then provides a response to the follow-
up questions, individually.

4. The facilitator rephrases original statement
based on her/his understanding of responses
provided by experts at the end of the round.

5. The expert provides their comments in turn to
the revised statement.

6. The facilitator then concludes that round and
proceeds to the next statement and continues
in this manner until all statements are shared
and responded to.

Points to consider for Klls

Before deciding to conduct specific gender-based
violence Klls, check the availability and capacity of
data collection actors, as well as the added value in
terms of new information versus the resource and
time investment.

Klls can be useful in particular to interview gender-
based violence service providers or health service
providers.

Consider using other sectors’ information collected
through the HNO Multisectoral Needs Assessments
(MSNA\) as proxy indicators if relevant, but the pros
and cons of the information need to be weighed. For
example, how was the information collected and was
it collected in coordination with protection actors?
This will help to determine the level of trust in the
results.

— expert from the Turkey Cross-Border Hub, during an expert FGD

What Has Worked

The WoS GBV AoR did not consistently conduct gender-
based violence/protection specific Klls, but Klls were part of
the HNO MSNA coordinated by OCHA. The development of
the KlI questions was done in collaboration with OCHA and
humanitarian coordinators. Some years, decisions were taken
not to add specific gender-based violence questions due to
safety issues for both respondents and enumerators, as well as
high probability of respondents not answering honestly due to
fear of stigma or reprisal.

However, gender-based violence coordinators reviewed and
included proxy questions specific to trends identified within the
GBV AoR. Thus, in many instances, questions were added to
provide a gender perspective where this was absent.

Example: “Which of the following statements best describes the
situation of the female public employees in the location (note:
this includes civil servants, teachers, nurses, law enforcement,
etc.)”, with another question referring to male public employees.

The data collected through KllIs and analysed by the different
sectors has been used in the framework of Voices from Syria
as proxy indicators and also triangulated to underline specific
concerns of the vulnerable population.

Secondary data sources, if available, can complement the
information collected. These can encompass cluster member
gender-based violence assessments, safety audits, UN
commission of inquiry reports, human rights reports, or even
reliable media coverage. They are particularly useful when
certain trends or issues are known through other data sources
but have not necessarily come up in the FGDs. Secondary
sources can be used to bridge that gap.

Points to consider on secondary data sources

e |tisimportant to set a clear criteria for other
secondary data sources.

e Ensure the data corresponds to the indicators that
need to be answered.

e |tisimportant to code the secondary data in the
same way that other qualitative data is coded.

Myshusband divorced me and deprived e
ofmy:children. After toleratingbeatings,
insults, and [the stigma of] divorce, | facéd
the great violence within my. community:as
well as verbal abuse by family. One relative
told me: “l wish you died and did not return
to us divorced.”

— awoman from Eastern Ghouta
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What Has Worked

There may be situations where no secondary sources of
information are available or, if present, partners may be hesitant
to share them. In such situations, secondary sources can be
protected and only used for the analysis. Other reports that
can be useful as secondary assessment include reports from

the Office of the High Commission for Human Rights (OHCHR),
Commissions of Inquiry (if applicable); inter-agency assessment
missions, among others. What is important is to streamline the
coding and analysis with the other qualitative and quantitative
data sources to safeguard the integrity of the analysis.

To ensure full understanding, harmonisation, and streamlining
of the data collection, it is important to ensure that partners
are trained on how to conduct FGDs. This also serves as an
opportunity for reviewing the tool and ensuring that the
content and safety considerations are understood by all
partners conducting FGDs. However, protection organisations
should always be used to carrying out FGDs.

Points to consider when training partners

e Train partners on how to conduct FGDs, including
safety and ethical considerations for all persons
involved (participants, facilitators, notetakers, etc.).
It is important to reinforce safety considerations,
especially those related to safeguarding the
anonymity of participants;

e Ensure facilitators and notetakers understand key
gender-based violence and protection concepts;

e Include specific considerations for interviewing
adolescents — and get informed consent from
caregivers;

e  Ensure facilitators are clear on how and where to
refer gender-based violence survivors, in case they
receive disclosure;

e Remotely train partners if face-to-face is not
possible (for instance, due to security or COVID-19
related measures);

e See Annexes for additional guidance on how to
conduct FGDs, the FGD tool template, and a list
of key protection and gender-based violence
terminology).

What Has Worked

Due to access constraints, a remote training package was
developed to guide FGDs and, in certain locations, a Training
of Trainers (ToT) was organised with managers/supervisors

of FGD facilitators based in remote or inaccessible locations.
The package included a step-by-step presentation on how to
conduct a FGD, the FGD tool template, and a list of definitions
of key protection and gender-based violence terminology.
Facilitators were trained on both the English and Arabic tools.

Each section of the questionnaire was reviewed to explain how
to use it, including guidance on consent (see Annexes) and to
allow prospective facilitators and notetakers an opportunity

to ask questions. Partners were also given specific guidance

on how to conduct a FGD with adolescents. This served as

an opportunity to re-emphasise the safety considerations
referenced in the FGD tool (anonymity, voluntary participation,
clear referral points for gender-based violence disclosure, etc.).

Data collection should follow all safety and ethical data
collection guidelines and be carried out by those with a
gender-based violence or — at minimum — a protection
background. Data collection should also be informed by global
guidelines, such as the World Health Organisations’s ethical
and safety recommendations for researching, documenting and

monitoring sexual violence in emergencies, and should take into
consideration all guidelines pertaining to data collection during
COVID-19.

Points to consider for data collection in general

e Always ensure safe and ethical collection of
qualitative data. When collecting data on gender-
based violence (and protection in general), it is best if
the actors involved are protection partners.

o Notetakers and facilitators must be of the same sex
as the focus group participants, possess a protection
background, and have been trained on how to collect
gender-based violence data and conduct FGDs.

e Data collection should be carried out within a
specific timeframe (unless otherwise specified).

e Create a data management, data collection, data
translation, and data entry plan from the start of the
process to ensure rolling translation and data entry.
This will not only save time but also facilitate the
tracking of the process.

What Has Worked

Having only protection partners involved in the data collection
was important as it meant that the basic tenants around safety,
confidentiality, and referrals were consistent. For community
FGDs, facilitators and notetakers were of the same sex as the
FGD participants and were selected on the basis of previous
training in key areas, including protection issues, responding to
disclosures during or after the FGD, and guiding principles of
respect, confidentiality, non-discrimination, and safety.

For gender-based violence expert FGDs, experts were

invited from different operational locations and in some cases
travel had to be arranged. An independent facilitator was

used such as OCHA, the global GBV AoR, or a senior UNFPA
staff. Simultaneous translation was sometimes used and

there were always up to three notetakers. In the first year,

the gender-based violence expert FGD was organised over a
day, then shortened to five hours in subsequent years. Expert
FGDs were also organised remotely or online when in-person

FGDs were not feasible. It proved beneficial to have a debrief
session between the facilitator and notetakers to ensure a
shared understanding. After the discussions had taken place,
the facilitator and notetakers debrief and review the notes to
ensure a common understanding.

A tracking system was organised for all FGDs, which proved
helpful in managing the large quantities of data that needed to
be translated and coded.. The notes from FGDs (both expert
and community level) were submitted to a central location
that organised the translation and data entry. Focal points
were identified in each location where the data collection was
taking place and an online filing system (like Google Drive

or Dropbox) was organised for each focal point to share the
completed FGDs. This system allows for the central hub’s focal
point to review each FGD in order to ensure that the metadata
was accurately compiled, such as location, age groups, status
of participants (as IDP, host community, etc.), and number of
participants. The review process also serves as an additional
measure to ensure anonymity, allowing reviewers to delete
names of participants if they were mistakenly written down.
Each file was also provided with a code to track (using OCHA
P-codes) the location of and participants within the FGD (i.e.
women, men, adolescent girls, or adolescent boys).

If translation is needed, a system should be put in place to
ensure translations are done on a rolling basis. Each time a

FGD was conducted it would be sent to the translator. This

is important to ensure that the process of translating does

not delay the data entry and analysis. For Whole of Syria,
translators were then given access to the folders created and
used the same coding system when translated. The FGD — now
ready for analysis — were placed in another folder to be entered
into the qualitative analysis software.

Points to consider when entering data

e  Ensure the availability of a budget for translation
(if needed), data entry, and analysis. Do not
underestimate the time that is needed for data entry
and analysis. It is strongly suggested that consultants
are hired for this process.

e Consider purchasing / subscribing to professional
qualitative analysis software. Using non-specialised
analysis software (such as Word or Excel) can be
time consuming and more prone to human error.

e If professional software is used, a coding tree will
be needed. This coding tree will help facilitate the
analysis and should be done through a similar
collaborative effort with the protection cluster and
AoRs to ensure relevant information is captured.
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e The GBV AoR should consider leading the data entry
for all qualitative data. The fewer people involved
in data entry, the better, as it ensures consistency
in the data entry. This also provides a service to the
protection sector / cluster and facilitates the use of
qualitative data by other protection actors.

e AnnexV contains an example of a code tree for
qualitative analysis.

What Has Worked

For the Voices from Syria series, following data collection in
Arabic, the raw data was translated into English and data entry
was done using a qualitative software called MAXQDA. The
methodology used for entering qualitative data depended

on the context in which it was collected and the human

and financial resources available. For example, the first
analysis of the data (conducted for the 2016 Humanitarian
Needs Overview) was entered by gender-based violence,
general protection, and child protection coordinators using

a spreadsheet template developed in Excel (similar to how
datais entered for the 4Ws), and the workload was shared.

In subsequent years, a professional analysis application was
used and consultants were hired by the GBV sector/cluster to
support data entry and analysis for all FGDs.

A coding tree supported the analysis and was applied to all the
FGDs and secondary data sources. Thus, the coding tree, like
the questionnaire, was a collaborative effort with protection,
child protection, and mine action coordinators. The final coded
FGDs were shared with coordinators to allow for independent
analyses for their respective Area of Responsibility. Moreover,
the coding tree was first based on the overarching themes
(indicators), such as violence risk factors and types of violence.
Second layers of coding or (sub-codes) represented more
detailed information under the overarching theme. For example,
under violence risk factors (main code), there were themes such
as poverty, overcrowding, and gender/social norms (sub-codes).
Coding could also take place along other categorisation systems
that are already established, such as the six classifications of
gender-based violence in the GBV IMS (if used in the country of
operation).

The coding tree enabled those conducting the analysis to assess
how many FGDs identified — for example — a specific gender-
based violence risk or vulnerable group across geographical
locations, thus allowing a trend to emerge. The code tree also
allows for multiple layers of analysis as it can easily identify
when multiple codes apply to the same sentence. For example:

In this example, one can apply codes related to stress/pressure,
gender norms/custom, school, sexual harassment, early/forced
marriage, adolescent, female, and age (ticking the age group
found in the metadata). The community and expert FGD notes
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were entered in MAXQDA and also coded based on the same
tree. During the coding, quotes provided by participants were
linked and categorised in line with the trends identified (gender-
based violence risks, coping mechanisms, etc.) and organised

in a master spreadsheet to further support the development

of the report. In the case of the Whole of Syria GBV AoR, the
indicators (points of information) as described earlier, along
with key trends identified through the coding system, were used
to organise the report and conduct the analysis. Quotes were
also used to support the analysis.

Community FGD Sampling

It is important to make the sampling as robust as possible so
that the integrity of the data is unquestionable. However, as in
all qualitative research, flexibility and expert judgment will also
be needed throughout the process. Any limitations will need to
be noted.

Points to consider when undertaking community
FGD sampling

e  Set aminimum and maximum number of FGDs by
geographical location.

e  Conduct one FGD per the number of disaggregated
groups selected (women, men, adolescent girls,
and adolescent boys), with possible further
disaggregation of adolescents to address
developmental differences between younger and
older adolescents (12 versus 17 year-olds). Such a
disaggregation ensures that participants feel more
comfortable discussing sensitive issues amongst
their peers. It is worth noting that increasing the
number of FGDs with the same demographic
characteristics in one location will not improve the
data quality; it will only increase the workload and
skew overall findings.

o Develop a sampling criteria that will work within
the context being assessed. To the greatest extent
possible, community FGDs should be conducted in
geographical areas that will provide an adequate
snapshot of the country as a whole. As such, if a
country is divided by state/district, consider that
four FGDs should be conducted in in each district. If
further geographical sub-divisions exist, then, where
feasible, community FGDs should be based at those
levels, depending on access and capacity. Consider
using population data, displacement data, and
severity scales to make those determinations. A good
balance between geographical coverage and quality
of data needs to be considered, given that one of the
aims of qualitative data is to delve deeper into issues
that quantitative data cannot adequately capture.
While the sampling criteria should be as robust as
possible, the sampling criteria may be limited to
where services are or to areas that are accessible.

e Ifthe datais being collected and analysed in unison,
it is recommended that the same sampling criteria be
used throughout

e Ifavailable, GBV Information Management (IM)
Officers should be involved in developing a sound
sampling criteria.

e Asagood practice, each FGD should consist of 6
to 12 participants who constitute a representative
sample of the targeted group. Different types of
people, professions, and backgrounds within the
geographical area should be selected, with the
shared characteristic of being impacted by the crisis
as an IDP or host community member.

e Annex |V provides an example of a sampling
methodology.

What Has Worked

A variety of sampling approaches can be used, which can also
depend on the dynamics of the crisis, the type of information
available, and the number of partners working on on GBV. With
a limited number of partners and limited access, FGDs can be
carried out in locations where partners are willing to participate
in the exercise. When more robust sampling is possible, criteria
such as displacement numbers, population numbers, and
severity ranking data can be considered. In the WoS, locations
were sampled by:

e |dentifying areas with the highest percentage of IDPs in
relation to the overall numbers of IDPs;

e Using the protection cluster severity scale to target the
locations in the highest severity scales;

e Using the protection monitoring task force severity
index which measures protection threats;

e Populationsize;

e Areasthat received the most IDPs inthe last 3- 6
months; and

e  Partners’ capacity to carry out FGDs.

In each location chosen, protection actors conducted four
community FGDs (in some cases, six in which adolescent groups
were further disaggregated). The FGDs were disaggregated by
sex and age: women, men, adolescent girls (ages 12-14 and 15-
17), and adolescent boys (ages 12-14 and 15-17).

Adolescents were divided into two age groups to take into
consideration their differential needs at two critical junctures
of development. For example, the older bracket of adolescents
allowed gender-based violence actors to understand some

of the issues faced during early or forced marriage, while

the younger cohort allowed actors to see if early or forced
marriage (as well as other forms of gender-based violence)
were occurring at an earlier age, and why. It also allowed actors
to identify the familial and communal factors faced by this
younger cohort and which can lead to early or forced marriage,

in addition to further understanding how interventions
could be designed to mitigate this violence from occurring.
Younger adolescents were also asked about aspirations for
the future.

The community FGDs were conducted in places
such as Women and Girls Safe Spaces (WGSS)
and community centres, as these offered
locations where participants were free and safe
to participate over two to four hours.

Different types of people, professions, and backgrounds
within the geographical area were selected, but with

the shared characteristic of being impacted by the crisis
as an IDP or host community member. The community
FGDs were conducted in places such as Women and Girls
Safe Spaces (WGSS) and community centres, as these
offered locations where participants were free and safe
to participate over two to four hours. Over the years, with
notes sometimes ranging from 10 to 70 pages (if they were
recorded and transcribed), the number of community FGDs
have ranged from 100 to 200 FGDs, .

Limitations of Qualitative Data

e  Collection and analysis of qualitative datais time-
consuming and labour intensive: conducting the FG
translating if necessary, and coding and recoding
the data of each FGD can take weeks to months to
complete;

e Interpretations of the datais linked to personal
experience and technical knowledge of interviewers,
facilitators, and notetakers. This influences
observations and conclusions, leaving room for
possible bias; and

e  Results cannot be verified.

In light of the numerous challenges faced by gender-

based violence and protection actors when collecting
quantitative data, the limitations on qualitative data were
considered reasonable. Most importantly, FGDs gave space
to participants to share experiences, opinions, and feelings
that they otherwise would not within their families and
communities. This gave them a clearer sense of agency
over how these elements are expressed and then applied in
services and interventions that will impact their lives.
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Over the years, Voices from Syria has used quantitative data to corroborate qualitative

QUANTITATIVE DATA

findings. The quantitative data was mostly taken from the Multi-Sector Needs Assessments

(MSNAEs), which are often organised by OCHA to inform HNOs. These assessments, largely

quantitative, bring together different sectors to capture as much information as possible on

the needs to inform the humanitarian responses.

Points to consider when collecting data

Where possible and available, use qualitative
data with quantitative data in order for

it to identify linkages or related trends /
observations.

e Carefully assess ethical considerations
and enumerators’ capacity before
including gender-based violence
questions in the MSNA.

e |tisimportant to carefully consider
which GBV-type questions could be
included in the MSNA (See GBV AoR IM
toolkit for guidance).

e If possible, consider training
enumerators on GBV, gender, and
protection issues.

e Consider reviewing the overall MSNA
tool to ensure that questions related to
gender or related to the risks of GBV
are mainstreamed in other sectors,
including ensuring questions that are
disaggregated by age and sex.

e Usethe MSNA and other quantitative
data collected by other sectors’ actors
as proxy indicators to corroborate
qualitative findings.

e If possible, triangulate qualitative data
with trend analysis and GBV IMS data
(where available).

What Has Worked

For the Whole of Syria response, the HNO has been
informed by MSNAs, which over the years have
been conducted through Klls or household surveys.
The Whole of Syria GBV AoR has limited the
number of gender-based violence related questions
in the MSNA due to the sensitivity of issues being
addressed by the sector as well as the limited

protection training or expertise of the enumerators.

Throughout the years, it was not always clear if

all gender-based violence questions had been
asked due to a variety of factors that are difficult
to control. For instance, enumerators may have
been uncomfortable asking certain questions or
broaching certain topics in detail, or they may have
posed questions in a manner that discouraged a
respondent from answering honestly or providing

full disclosure for fear of judgement, harassment, or
other forms of social stigma.

Additionally, it was not always possible to match
beneficiaries with interviewers of the same sex
(that did, however, improve over the years). As an
alternative measure, coordinators reviewed the
MSNA questionnaire and provided comments on
sections of the tool developed by other sectors
to ensure gender-based violence risks were
mainstreamed within the assessment to the
greatest possible extent. When gender-based
violence was mainstreamed in assessments
produced by other sectors, the GBV AoR was able
to use the data collected with the MSNA as proxy
indicators to triangulate findings or to underline
sector-specific issues.

Limitations of Quantitative Data

e Prevalence datais difficult to collect in acute
humanitarian settings and is ultimately not
necessary to provide GBV services.

e Itisrecommended that arisk assessment be
conducted prior to collecting quantitative
data — particularly of risks to respondents
who participate — and the realistic mitigation
strategies in a given setting. Only if the
potential benefits outweigh the risks and can
meet the minimum ethical standards for this
type of research should prevalence data be
collected.

e Ifdatacollectionis carried out by non-
protection specialists, questions related to
gender-based violence become harder and
more unsafe to ask within multi-sectoral
assessments. The interviewer or respondent
may either fail to ask or respond to the
necessary guestions.

e Quantitative data does not always allow for
a nuanced understanding of the issues. For
instance, ingrained social norms on certain
gender-based violence issues, like sexual
harassment and rape, can lead to enumerators
not asking the question because they are
uncomfortable with the theme or issue, or to
ask the question in a way that discourages the
respondent from answering honestly due to
stigma, or fear of being judged/harassed.

e  Same sex interviewers/interviewees are not
always used, which may compromise the
quality of responses received due to social
stigma, discomfort, or lack of understanding.
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Not all data is born equal. In all assessments, it is important to consider which
information carries more weight in terms of contributing to the analysis and its
conclusions. It is important to set clear criteria for the weighting of the data to
ensure a solid analysis of the information being obtained and to increase the
overall credibility of the research. Meanwhile, how the information is presented
to target audiences is also a fundamental aspect of effectively communicating
qualitative findings. It is essential to deliver information in a manner that is
most beneficial for respondents and to decide on such presentation before
finalising the first draft of the report. It is also equally essential to construct
the report with a significant amount of quotes to help create a representative,
detailed narrative that highlights all viewpoints.

Points to consider when analysing and producing the report

e Consider developing a system that measures the weighting of all available data
sources in order to allow for a more nuanced and representative analysis.

e Use expert judgement to conduct the analysis and determine the validity and
reliability of data sources, and agree on the relative weight of information before
initiating the analysis process. This will help ensure a more consistent and reliable
process.

e Ifthe process illustrated in this document has been followed, consider giving more
weight to the qualitative data which, as stated earlier, gives much more nuanced
information about GBV.

e Ensure that the target audience and the intended purpose of the report are
clear. Consider adding a disclaimer about the use of the information contained,
underscoring that it is not intended for journalists. This helps guarantee that data is
not misinterpreted or misused by the media. It is also important to highlight that the
report does not provide data on the prevalence of gender-based violence.

e Presentation matters; Investing in an aesthetically attractive, coherent, and well
structured report that is carefully edited will facilitate information sharing and
retention.

e  For subsequent versions, consider conducting an evaluation with gender-based
violence actors, donors, and other sectors/clusters to gather feedback on the format
and content of the publication. This helps in the development of future reports.

When we girls are exposed to violeniée; we
cannot respond in kind. All we can do'istesort
to someone we trust and some girls resort

to other methods to reduce violence such as
submission and acceptance. Anything to keep
the violence at bay.

— an adolescent girl from Aleppo

WEIGHTING OF INFORMATION

As in all rigorous analysis, it is important to consider the data
sources and how much weight they should carry.

In the case of GBV, qualitative data has the benefit of providing
nuanced information directly for women, men, girls, and

boys. While it is often the case that qualitative data does not
represent large population groups, it does usually provide
more information than quantatitve data. This is especially true
in emergency contexts where not all enumerators that may
participate in a large data gathering exercise are trained on
GBV. It would also be unsafe and/or unethical to include many
GBYV questions in a large quantitative exercise as it may lead to
greater risks for both facilitators and participants. However,

it may make sense to give equal weight to qualitative data that
comes from FGDs and quantitative data that comes from the
GBV IMS.

What Has Worked

For the WoS GBV AoR, qualitative sources have been more
heavily weighted than quantitative data, as the former has
produced richer, more nuanced, and more reliable information
compared to data collected through quantitative means.
Specifically, qualitative data allows for more questions
(including set questions and follow-up questions) to cover a
topic in a more comprehensive way. For example, a quantitative
data question could ask:

Do you know of any one that has experienced intimate partner
violence in the last 12 months?

Allowing the respondent to answer:

Yes, all the time

Yes, some of the time
Yes, one time

No.

In this case, both the question and potential answers are limited
in scope and fail to address the far-reaching ramifications and
nuances of an issue as complex as intimate partner violence,
particularly if follow up questions are not possible. MSNA
questionnaires often do not leave a lot of room for numerous
questions on GBV. Moreover, asking such a direct question
would violate established ethical standards when working with
persons who are survivors or at risk of gender-based violence.

Across the Whole of Syria AoR and other sectors/clusters,
information management officers (IMOs) also received MSNA
raw data and reviewed it. For GBV, the IMOs looked at proxy
indicators within the MSNA that could be used to support

the occurrence of gender-based violence, such as 1) civil
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documentation, 2) housing, land, property, and 3) kidnapping
and abduction. Together with the gender-based violence
coordinators from each hub, the IMOs reviewed the qualitative
and the MSNA data and determined the validity and reliability
of all data sources based on their expert knowledge and field
experience.

OVERALL ANALYSIS

Points to consider

e Before the analysis starts, a report outline should be
developed. The findings should be analysed based on
the indicators but often other types of information
emerge, leading naturally to other points of inquiry.
These can be triangulated through other sources.

Depending on the information needs and data
collection, analysing the data by region can also be
helpful or focusing on specific topics / emerging
trends (for example, on a specific type of violence or
on groups most at risks of GBV, such as adolescent
girls).

It is useful to analyse the risks of GBV that are
identified in other sectors/clusters. This can be a
separate section in the report which can support
advocacy for increasing GBV risk mitigation actors in
other sectors/clusters.

Avoid irrelevant controversial issues, such as
polarising politics or religion, as these could distract
from the core message. When these emerge,
facilitators should instead shift back the focus to
basic human rights.

Ensure that all the analysis is reviewed and validated
by a select group (for example GBV coordinators) to
ensure sound analysis. This is particularly important
if consultants have been contracted to write the
report.

What Has Worked

The Voices from Syria report did not include any information

on perpetrators as such information could not be verified and,
in the grand scheme of things, was not the primary intention

of the report. For example, facilitators were not trained in
investigation, and therefore could not ask follow-up questions
when certain FGDs referenced rapes being committed by
“armed groups”, the “military”, or the “government”. As the
analysis proceeded and the report was developed, it was shared
with gender-based violence coordinators in each hub to provide
comments at an early stage to ensure the analysis is on track.
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Points to consider

Present the information in a way that is most useful
for the respondents (i.e. by indicators, geographical
location, or even by HNO heading). This should be
decided before the analysis starts.

Ensure the report is constructed using a significant
amount of quotes to support each conclusion.
Quotes should be used as collected in the FGDs to
ensure that the voices of women, girls, men, and boys
are amplified and communicated accurately. Their
statements should inform both the analysis and the
HNO.

It is recommended to be very open about the
limitations and strength of the methodology and the
data.

Ensure the report is in the language that is

most appropriate for the response. Consider
translating the report to the local language for local
organisations (and in line with the Accountability to
Affected Populations report).

Have a copy editor review the document to avoid
typos.

Produce the publication using a professional,
intuitive design, and employ infographics to illustrate
the key messages.

Ensure that the target audience and the intended
purpose of the report are clear. Consider adding

a disclaimer about the use of the information
contained, underscoring that it is not intended for
journalists. This helps guarantee that the data is
not misinterpreted or misused by the media. It is
also important to highlight that the report does not
provide data on the prevalence of gender-based
violence.

Include a section on achievements. This is even more
relevant in later versions in order to highlight how
the data is being used to make a difference.

Consider developing an accompanying advocacy
brief, such as a shorter version of the report (two to
four pages) to target donors and policy makers.

Make sure the report is signed off by senior
management staff.

For subsequent versions, consider conducting an
evaluation with gender-based violence actors,
donors, and other sectors/clusters to gather
feedback on the format and content of the
publication. This helps shape future reports.

What Has Worked

The publication was named Voices from Syria in order to
underscore that it amplifies the voices of Syrian women and
girls by capturing their experiences and risks of gender-based
violence, the challenges they face in accessing services, and

the coping mechanisms they have adopted. The title also
encompasses the inherent benefit of qualitative datainthatit
communicates the very words of those who participated in the
focus group discussions, whose voices have been suppressed by
the factors and institutions that contribute to their experiences.

The content of the Voices from Syria publications from 2016-
2019 has been structured according to the indicators identified
(types of violence, coping mechanisms, access to services, etc.)
and by geographical location which, for Syria, is divided by
Governorate, District, and Sub-district). This makes it easier for
organisations to target their programming. Over time, however,
the report has changed, and it now attempts to bring a feminist
perspective to the overall analysis.

The Voices from Syria reports have generally included an overall
analysis of the gender-based violence landscape in Syria,
providing an analysis at the governorate level by indicator. Not
only did this provide a bigger picture of the situation but also
more details per geographical area, thus allowing for more
targeted programming. While more recent versions of Voices
from Syria have not always included more detailed geographical
information, this should nonetheless be the preferred option for
the abovementioned reasons.

This format does bear certain challenges. For instance, more
data may have been captured in one geographical area than
another due to security or other reasons, which in turn means
that some geographical sections may be less informative than
others.

The report is published in both English and Arabic so that it can
be used by all the cluster and sector members involved in the
language that is most appropriate, which facilitates the design
and implementation of programmes/interventions. The design
of the publication reflects the brand colours and visual identity of
the GBV AoR and, given that visual communication is often more
effective, has been complemented by infographics to highlight
various key messages of the publication. The publication also
includes a section that defines the intended use of the report

and notes that findings in the publication do not represent
prevalence data on gender-based violence, which serves as a
disclaimer for journalists. Such a disclaimer bears an important
message for journalists and limits liability in contexts where
such information may be politicised. Journalists, however, are
invited to contact UNFPA or the coordination mechanisms for
more information, which allows for continued communication
on these critical issues in a more controlled and contextualised
manner.

The Advocacy Brief

Consider producing a shorter advocacy brief with

key highlights targeting decision makers and the
donor community. The advocacy brief should enable
gender-based violence actors to share key highlights
and recommendations for action with donors, senior
management, and humanitarian leadership, providing
guidance on gender-based violence funding priorities.

Points to consider when disseminating
the report

o Develop adissemination plan with clear target
audiences and a clear timeline. If the HNO is
politically sensitive, and the report is meant to
complement the HNO, it is best not to release it in
advance of the HNO.

o Consider posting it on ReliefWeb or similar
platforms, which remain one of the key sources of
information for humanitarian actors and for general
visibility.

e Organise adonor briefing to communicate key
messages.

e Present the report to all coordination mechanisms,
such as gender-based violence sub-clusters and
inter-sector group meetings with a focus on gender-
based violence risks in other sectors, and organise a
briefing for humanitarian leadership.

e Consider briefing human rights organisations. While
they will not be able to use this information given
the lack of data verification, they often find it useful
as an additional verification mechanism. The data is
also useful for informing the Special Representative
Report on Sexual Violence in Conflict.
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What Has Worked

The Voices from Syria report has been published in line with

the HNO timeline and, when possible, has been published on
the same day. However, due to delays in publishing the HNO

in the past two years, Voices from Syria has sometimes been
published in draft form before the HNO. Once the HNO is
published, Voices from Syria is shared with OCHA for circulation
and publishing on the agency’s website alongside the HNO, in
addition to being published on the Whole of Syria GBV AoR
pages on ReliefWeb.

The Voices from Syria reports were circulated as part of the
protection cluster package for the development of HRP
projects and were regularly cited in cluster members’ HRPs,
Humanitarian Funds, and UNFPA project submissions. They
were also shared through all the relevant cluster/sector
coordination mechanisms in the Whole of Syria and at hub
levels. It was presented during gender-based violence sub-
cluster meetings, at inter-sector working groups, and at the
equivalent of Humanitarian Country Teams. Given that risks
of gender-based violence were identified in other sectors,
presentations were made to specific sectors and/or the inter-
sector group to communicate these findings. Informal meetings
were also held with human rights groups who reached out for
additional information.

Moreover, in light of the sensitivities surrounding the data,
there were no formal launches with media engagements.
Rather, specific targeted meetings and specific donor meetings
were organised at the Whole of Syria level and in Geneva.
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Points to consider when developing the budget

e The costs of the publication will vary greatly
depending on the context and the amount of
information needed.

e The below activities should be considered:

e The time and effort: If the coordinator or IMO
intend to write the analysis, additional time
should also be taken into consideration.

e One to two consultants to support the data entry,
analysis, and report writing. The time frame for
data entry (coding) and analysis is often short,
especially if aligned to the HNO. Therefore,
consider having external support, even if in-house
resources dedicated to this task are available
(estimate 30 days, plus staff time). The consultant
must have a background in gender-based
violence (or protection), and excellent analysis
and writing skills (See Annex IX). The analysis
is a time intensive process and will require
numerous technical reviews, therefore the time
and financial commitment should be included in
the Terms of Reference and individual work plans
of staff.

e Translation: This includes that of FGDs (if they
are conducted in a different language than the
final report), and the final report itself. Translation
can prove to be the largest cost to the project
budget.

e Qualitative coding software license.
e Costsrelated to copy editing.

e Costsrelated to design and production of the
publication.

e Printing and dissemination.

What Has Worked

The greatest cost related to the development of the gender-
based violence analysis Voices from Syria was translation, as all
FGDs were conducted in Arabic. Specifically, the more FGDs
conducted, the higher the translation costs. The final report was
also translated into Arabic. Over the course of time, it became
evident that a consultant was crucial for supporting data entry
and analysis.

Points to consider when establishing the timeline

e  From start to finish the process could take up to six
months (if aligned to the HPC process) or as little as a
few months if the sample size is small and the need for
information isimmediate. This includes discussions
around the indicators, tool development, organising
the sampling, data collection, analysis, and report
writing.

e Inordertosavetime, and if translation is needed, it
may prove beneficial to organise a rolling process for
data collection, translation, and analysis.

e Ifthe GBV analysis process is aligned to the
humanitarian programme cycle, then a good
indication of when to start is before the multi-sectoral
needs assessment begins.

What Has Worked

The timeline used for the Voices from Syria report is aligned to

the HNO. The process generally begins in March and April, which
are allocated for the development of the data tools based on the
guidelines and recommendations established in the Methodology
section of this report. Once finalised, the next stage involves the
translation of the tools, the development of training materials,
the development of sampling criteria, and the selection of actors
conducting the FGDs — all of which take place during May and
June.

The month of July is dedicated to conducting the community
and expert FGDs, which are in turn translated to English. By
August, the process of data entry and analysis is initiated. By
September, the development of the first draft of the report will
have commenced, with a final draft in circulation for approval,
translation, and production by October.
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MAY/ JUNE

Translation of the tools
Development of training materials
Development of sampling criteria
Expression of Interest and selection of actors
conducting FGDs

JULY /AUGUST

Conducting community
and expert FGDs
Translation
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IMPACT & CHALEENGES

The publication is a useful and thorough rep
and covers every question that would come

up on gender-based violence and gender in

relation to our work on humanitarian re
especially as there are recommendation
can be used as reference.

— AMAJOR GBV DONOR ON VOICES FROM SYRIA

%

&

As noted below, the impact of the Voices from Syria publication has been

underscored by partners, the donor community, and the humanitarian

community. The key benefits derived from the report include:

e Advancing the approaches and standards of GBV analysis and providing a

sustainable, replicable model for other organisations to replicate.

e |ncreased visibility for women and girls, and especially adolescent girls, who are

often invisible in humanitarian responses.

Findings from the gender-based violence analysis provide qualitative evidence to
humanitarian leadership on the protection situation of women and girls in Syria.
This allows for stronger and more informed advocacy for improved gender-based
violence and gender mainstreaming, and for positioning gender-based violence

as a non-negotiable issue that must be addressed by all humanitarian actors.

e Theanalysis led to a targeted response based on an improved understand of
gender based violence tends and risks. Increased gender-based violence risk

mitigation measures throughout the response.
e |tincreased buy-in by humanitarian leadership.

e |tledto additional funding and support by the donor community.

— an adolescent girl from Aleppo

The Whole of Syria Approach

Gender-based violence actors in the Whole of Syria AoR have
helped to bring more visibility around gender-based violence
and the reality of women and girls in Syria. Consequently,
using Voices from Syria as an advocacy tool with humanitarian
actors and donors has led to an improved response on
gender-based violence risks and services for survivors. Voices
from Syria has also supported the humanitarian leadership in
advocating gender-based violence as a non-negotiable issue
to be addressed by all humanitarian actors in line with the
peer-to-peer guidance on gender-based violence. Marking
the International Day for the Elimination of Violence Against
Women, Panos Moumtzis, the former Regional Humanitarian
Coordinator (RHC) for the Syria Crisis, said: “Gender-based
violence continues to undermine the health, dignity, security,
and autonomy of its victims in Syria. It's imperative we do more.”

Voices from Syria has also supported the
humanitarian leadership in advocating gender-
based violence as a non-negotiable issue to be
addressed by all humanitarian actors in line
with the peer-to-peer guidance on gender-based
violence.

Having an in-depth analysis of GBV has informed both donor
protection policies and donor funding priorities. One donor
has said:

The publication is a useful and thorough report
and covers every question that would come up for
gender-based violence and gender for our work on
humanitarian responses.

Another also described it as:

...a useful evidence source, as there is a lack of
evidence on gender-based violence issues before
the crisis as well as during the crisis. We use
Voices from Syria to demonstrate the huge need
in Syria on these issues.

Another donor noted that “it is complementary, digestible

for non-gender-based violence actors and action oriented and
is basically hitting the nail on the head.” Lastly, one donor
identified the following need: “decision makers want to see
that there is something that is solid, that is a good background,
to serve as an attachment to the decisions — something that
makes them comfortable to make decisions. Voices from Syria
provides this sense of comfort, that we donors are in a safe
area. We understand that you are professional experts that
have produced a well-structured and articulated document to
contribute to decision-making. The fact that it exists helps us in
taking decisions”.
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Leading the qualitative data collection also provides a service
to the protection sector, as it increases the collaboration
amongst the protection actors and strengthens the authority
of the gender-based violence sector within the response.

Below are some examples of the benefits of having anin-
depth and coordinated GBV analysis report.

Informing the annual WoS gender-based violence
framework, which is the more detailed HRP gender-based
violence strategy.

Listen, Engage, and Empower: a strategy to address

the needs of adolescent girls in the Whole of Syria was
developed as a result of findings from Voices from Syria

2017, which highlighted the risks and harmful coping
mechanisms to which adolescent girls were exposed, and
lack of sexual and reproductive health and gender-based
violence services to meet their specific needs.

The Whole of Syria Gender-Based Violence Risk
Mitigation Strategy, which emphasises the collective
responsibility of humanitarians to address gender-based
violence is also a result of the Voices from Syria series.

Gender-based violence risk mitigation key priorities in
eight sectors were developed at the Whole of Syria level
in a consultative manner with sector coordinators.

Capacity building initiatives, such as the GBV Awareness
Raising Toolkit developed by the Turkey Cross-Border
GBYV sub-cluster, have been a direct result of findings and
recommendations made in the Voices from Syria series.

An evaluation of the publication, involving gender-
based violence actors, donors, and members of other
clusters, gathered feedback on the content and
format of the publication. Cluster members found
that it:

Helped design and/or adapt interventions (86%
of respondents);

Helped with advocacy on important gender-
based violence issues (89%);

Helped inform donors (80%);

Supported donors in informing partners to
identify types of violence (100%);

Helped inform partners to identify affected
populations (93%);

Helped inform partners to identify coping
mechanisms (77%); and

Helped inform partners to identify areas to
improve interventions (87%).
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http://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/deliveraidbetter-wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/09160335/P2P-Support-gender-based violence-note-final.pdf
http://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/deliveraidbetter-wp/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/09160335/P2P-Support-gender-based violence-note-final.pdf
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/wos-gbv-2020-framework
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/wos-gbv-2020-framework
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/whole-syria-adolescent-girl-strategy
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/whole-syria-adolescent-girl-strategy
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/stima/document/gbv-awareness-toolkitenar
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/stima/document/gbv-awareness-toolkitenar
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CHALLENGES

Some of the challenges in producing the Voices from Syria report
are outlined below. These are highlighted to demonstrate how
it can also be replicated in a variety of contexts.

Lack of approval: A specific challenge encountered in the
development of the gender-based violence analysis process has
been the lack of approval to conduct protection assessments in
government-controlled areas of Syria. One way around this has
been the use of organisational/agency programme monitoring
data to complement the information.

Security issues: A number of security issues emerged as
challenges, such as active hostilities and bombings that
impacted data collection. This was overcome by conducting
trainings remotely through digital methods, including video
conferences and messaging platforms. In addition, having
trained staff on-site who can be in contact with communities,
such as national staff who are members of a specific community,
can help support field-based capacity building.

Access: As in other crises, access to certain areas is a particular
challenge in the Syrian context, and can be specifically defined
to gender-based violence actors in certain locations. However,
service providers using mobile units do have access. As such,
working with such colleagues to collect gender-based violence
data can be a possible workaround, while teams that have a
gender-based violence focal point to facilitate gender-based
violence qualitative research can also provide meaningful
support.

Delays in the HPC process: Voices from Syria has been aligned
to the HNO/HRP timeline. In the last two publications (2019
and 2020), the HNO and HRP were delayed. To overcome this,
the timelines of the gender-based violence analysis process
were revised. However, a report or presentation highlighting
the main findings was shared with cluster members to ensure
that the data and information gathered could still serve the
overall response.

LESSONS LEARNED

Voices from Syria has evolved since its inception in 2016. Initially,
the report was used to understand what types of violence

have occurred and to identify gaps in services with the aim of
supporting gender-based violence actors, as there were few
actors covering a large geographical area. Over time, Voices from
Syria has grown to formulate an accurate picture of the gender-
based violence needs that should be addressed by GBV actors
and the humanitarian community at large. The findings have
supported programme design and interventions on gender-
based violence while identifying affected populations with

more nuanced information. Voices from Syria now highlights the
multi-layered roles that women and girls must occupy within
families and communities: mothers, daughters, wives, divorced,
widowed, head of household, child labourers, etc.

The quotes that are captured through the FGDs are now

also shared with OCHA so that they can be used within the
HNO/HRP under other sectors/clusters that did not directly
collaborate on producing Voices from Syria (e.g. WASH, Health,
Education, etc.).

The intended audience for the report should be made clear.
Gender-based violence is a controversial issue and information
related to gender-based violence can be extracted and misused
to support sensational reporting in the media and/or other
political agendas. This risk explains the importance of including
a clearly-worded disclaimer at the beginning of the report

and when sharing the report with gender-based violence and
protection actors, as this helps remind them of the primary
purpose and objectives of the report. The findings should also
be shared with communities either directly or by taking the
findings highlighted to improve programming and interventions
in order to adhere to principles of Accountability to Affected
Populations.

Consider collecting information throughout the year instead
of during a short three- to four-week time period. Such data
collection would be richer, more nuanced, and could provide a
baseline to shorter assessment periods specific to the HNO/
HRP. Voices from Syria has been based on the HPC timeline,
which is a twelve-month cycle, and data collection takes place
during one specific time period during the year that informs the
whole year. Other options include considering lighter but more
frequent data collection points to produce the gender-based
violence analysis and inform the HNO.

Likewise, it has been proven beneficial to collect feedback
from gender-based violence actors and donors on how they
used the report and what could be improved. This is important
to ensure the continued evolution of the content and format of
the report to better suit its audience. In the case of Voices from
Syria, the feedback collected resulted in innovative solutions,
such as including a shorter supplement (advocacy brief), better
framing recommendations, reducing the length of the report,
working on a new design, among others.
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Therelre many children who are [forced into]
particlpating in hostilities, including girls and
boys, especially in the current situation. We
8ee many girls. These actions are no longer
limited to boys.

— an adolescent girl from northwestern Syria
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In the unprecedented context created by COVID-19,
there is a need to ask additional questions regarding
safe data collection on gender-based violence.

During COVID, we havé'seen more cases of intimate
partner violence. Our female staff have been exposed
to such abuses as they were forced to work from home.
The abuse started with emotional abuse and grew into
physical violence and spousal rape.

— a GBV Coordinator during an Expert FGD

Since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, movement
restrictions and forced quarantine measures are exposing
women and girls to greater gender-based violence risks,
especially intimate partner violence and other types of family
violence. They are also reportedly impeding access of gender-
based violence survivors to relevant services, significantly
impacting their individual safety plans. Schools, community
centres, and women and girls safe spaces in many countries had
to scale down, affecting the ability of survivors to cope with
stressful situations.

Globally, gender-based violence actors are bridging the gap

by introducing innovative solutions, including remote services
(especially case management and individual counselling).
However, the discontinuation or altered modalities of

certain services that were accessed by women and girls (e.g.
recreational and empowerment activities) and the overall
precautions and fears linked to COVID-19 measures have made
it more difficult for women and girls to disclose incidents and
seek gender-based violence services.

In this unprecedented scenario, there is a need to ask ourselves
additional questions regarding safe data collection on gender-
based violence. As mentioned throughout the document,
considerations of ethical standards for data collection, the
choice of enumerators with backgrounds in protection, gender-
based violence, or child protection, the proper training of
enumerators, and adherence to basic principles were all needed
even before COVID-19.

While these were carefully followed in the example of the
Voices from Syria series, they are now even more important,
as remote data collection will need to be considered given
the limited options for in-person gatherings. Below are a few

considerations to keep in mind prior to initiating data collection:

Why do you need to collect this data?

Before beginning to consider how to gather information, it
is fundamental to consider why — what are the reasons and
what will be the primary use of the data. It is important to
measure the value of the information being gathered with
the risks to which women and girls may be exposed when
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engaged in remote surveys, Klls, etc. Data should be collected
only when doing so can be done safely and when it has a clear,
demonstrable value. During the COVID-19 pandemic, it is
even more important to know what alternative sources of
information on gender-based violence are available in order

to avoid — as much as possible — the risk of duplicating data
collection efforts and information. These include the use of
secondary datasets, administrative data, and interviews with
community members, frontline workers, and service providers.

How to collect data?

Given the various restrictions impeding visits to communities,
access to women and girls safe spaces, and public gatherings in
general, data collection through community FGDs has become
far less feasible. There is a need to consider options for remote
data collection, which in turn bring with them heightened

risks in terms of safety and confidentiality. Below are some
considerations on methods and associated risks:

1. Expert FGDs: this method could still be used by adapting
it to aremote format. During COVID-19, all of the FGD
participants and facilitators connected to a shared platform
from different locations. As such, the methodology used
for expert FGDs could also be replicated and extended to
other gender-based violence frontline workers, engaging
them more consistently in similar remote FGDs.

2. Community FGDs: In cases where women, girls, men,
and boys are still reachable at women and girls’ safe
spaces, community centres, or other locations, gender-
based violence actors should consider the possibility of
conducting community FGDs with smaller groups (3 or
4 people each), taking into consideration all infection
prevention and control measures. Specific guidelines on
remote FGDs should be developed and included in the
training of facilitators.

3. Remote, phone-based Klls: Gender-based violence actors
will have to consider organising remote KlIs with women,
men, girls, boys, and key community members. Additional
safety and confidentiality measures should be considered
(see What information to collect?).

4. Hotlines/Helplines analysis: Many gender-based violence
actors have scaled up remote case management through
the establishment of hotlines/helplines. The analysis of
types and number of calls received during the COVID-19
could also complement the qualitative analysis collected
through other methods.

suopesapisuo) 6T-AIAOD



UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES
Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

5. Non-interviewer-facilitated options: These
methodologies may also be used to gather data during a
lockdown. Examples of these include computer-assisted
online surveys through platforms such as Survey Monkey
or mobile instant messaging interviews (MIMIs) using
platforms like WhatsApp. It is important to adapt questions
and sampling to the necessary survey administration mode.
For example, questions administered over the phone could
be simplified, particularly with regard to response options,
while questions based on internet administration could
include additional visual components. New technologies
bring opportunities to reach people who are often beyond
reach, but they also bring with them a host of ethical issues.
For example, the use of commercial platforms to conduct
sensitive research on topics like violence is ethically
complex and raises ethical questions about the safety and
well-being of participants, linkages to care, confidentiality,
data protection, and data ownership.

For all these methodologies, online trainings on data collection
and related tools could be used if in-person trainings are not a
viable option.

Ensuring Safety and Confidentiality

1. The first set of conditions to consider when conducting
remote interviews and data collection relate to
confidentiality and informed consent. Instead of
conducting the interview ad-hoc whenever a respondent
picks up the phone, consider scheduling interviews with
respondents based on their availability and the times
during which they can be in a quiet, private place. It is
worth noting that privacy may be particularly challenging
during times of quarantine. As interviewers are less
likely to observe the space participants are in, protecting
confidentiality may include a discussion to ensure
respondents cannot be overheard by anyone.

As outlined in this UNICEF guide, this includes
understanding that “safety means not having toddlers or
other children able to overhear a discussion or read texts
(older children) - this could place children in a difficult
and unsafe situation, for example, if the abusive partner
demands that the child disclose what mom was talking or
texting about.”

2. Surveys and interviews should have embedded reminders
for respondents to maintain privacy during the interview.
Therefore, if possible, the survey/interview protocol should
be framed with the assumption that the respondent’s
partner is sitting next to her. The respondent should never
be encouraged to say anything aloud explicitly referencing
violence. Enumerators should have prepared scripts to
safely explain the survey/interview to anyone who takes
the phone from the respondent, and offer several ways to
provide referral information (verbally, SMS, etc.).

3. Enumerators must also be trained on what to do if they
ever believe a respondent is in danger of immediate harm,
and whom to contact if this happens.

4. Another aspect to take into consideration is the
importance of rapport-building during phone
conversations, and in texts or email communications
for follow-ups or check-ins. This could include building
breaks into the survey/interview, including inspirational
messaging, asking participants to take a moment, or
reassuring participants that their answers are appreciated
and will be important to inform policy.

5. Finally, women and girls are less likely to have access
to communication technology. Even if they may still be
reachable over mobile phones, ingrained sexism around
technology access may mean they are less likely to have
technical literacy to manage their privacy. This challenge is
often compounded by abusers’ attempts to limit women’s
and girls’ ability to communicate.

What information to collect?

This document has extensively described the type of
information that qualitative surveys should explore. However,
because of the unprecedented nature of this pandemic,
collecting information after a proper risk analysis offers
opportunities to better understand the needs, experiences
and strategies women and girls are using to survive, and what
organisations can do to prevent and respond to violence. In
particular, data collection priorities could include:

e How COVID-19, including mitigation efforts, affects
gender-based violence risks, and what resilience measures
women and girls are using;

e If,and how, women and girls are able to seek help;

e How COVID-19 has impacted on gender-based violence
services and which programming efforts are effective.
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Isthave always wanted ta livéin‘awaekld where
my choices are fully mine.d do.not think I will
ever know this'feeling:

— an adolescent girl from Palmyra, Syria



https://www.poverty-action.org/blog/considerations-doing-intimate-partner-violence-research-time-coronavirus
https://www.unicef-irc.org/article/1997-remote-data-collection-on-violence-against-women-during-covid-19-a-conversation-with.html
https://www.poverty-action.org/blog/considerations-doing-intimate-partner-violence-research-time-coronavirus
https://www.poverty-action.org/blog/considerations-doing-intimate-partner-violence-research-time-coronavirus
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ANNEX

EXAMPLE OF GBV HNO ASSESSMENT FRAMEWORK

HNO 2018 -Assessments and Methodologies | Whole of Syria Gender-Based Violence (GBV) Sub-Sector

Overview of GBV Data Sources and Assessments

Multi-sectoral | OCHA Community / Questionnaire Quantitative 272 All communities in Syria

Assessment Neighborhood (across all hubs)
Level

Syria Hub Syria Hub Community / Structured Group Quantitative TBD All communities with

Protection Protection | Neighborhood Discussions static centers operated

Sector Sector Level by the Syria Hub

Assessments protection sector
Community / Community Sources Quantitative TBD TBD; communities in
Neighborhood areas with Syria Hub
Level protection sector reach
Community / Community Direct Quantitative TBD TBD; communities in
Neighborhood Observations by areas with Syria Hub
Level Partners protection sector reach
Sub-district Expert Group Quantitative All Syria Hub N/A
Level Discussions sub-districts

Community Protection | Community/ FGD Guidance Note Qualitative 40+ 40+

Focus Group Sector, Neighborhood

Discussions GBV-AoR- Level

Lead

GBV Expert GBV AoR N/A Delphi Method GBV Qualitative N/A N/A

Focus Group statements drafted by

Discussions GBV coordinators/IMs

Secondary GBV AoR N/A N/A Qualitative N/A N/A

Data Desk

Review

Analysis of GBV Data

The overall analysis of GBV issues will cover the following themes:

Different types of GBV
Availability of specialized services for GBV survivors
Negative coping mechanisms affecting women and girls

Movement restrictions for women and girls

Restricted access to services for women and girls

Risks to women and girls when accessing aid

However, other themes might emerge in the analysis, depending on the data coming from the qualitative assessments.

Multi-Sector Assessment | OCHA-Led

Timeline, Partners and Sampling

The assessment was conducted by multiple partners in July
and August 2017.

Partners include: Needs and Population Monitoring (IOM),
REACH, DYNAMO (ACU), Syria Relief Network (SRN), and
other partners identified by OCHA.

All communities in Syria were covered by the assessment.

Data collected from government controlled areas - may

or may not be collected or used depending on agreement
from Protection Agency Representatives (UNFPA, UNHCR,
UNICEF)

Data Collection

One, standard data collection tool, agreed by sectors across
hubs, was developed to collect sector and cross-cutting
inter-sectoral information.

Inter-sector questions related to population and IDP
estimations are not included in the questionnaire.

An electronic form of the questionnaire was developed
on KoBo, a mobile and web based data collection tool,
to ensure data quality and reporting consistency. Paper
questionnaires are also provided, if necessary.

Concerted efforts was made to increase female
participation.

Output and Analysis

Output will be one, final community-level dataset that will
directly inform the sector severity scales of those sectors
which require coverage of key information gaps. Two data
sets will be provided to the sectors that opt-in to the multi-
sector assessment: one raw dataset and one community-
level dataset. The community-level dataset will be cleaned
and aggregated, providing one record per community
covered by the assessment exercise.

The analysis of quantitative data will be done by sector, and
in the special case of the Protection Sector also by Area of
Responsibility (AoR).

Community Focus Group Discussions |
Protection Sector, GBV AoR-Led

Sampling Details

Around 150 FGDs in total (based on lessons learned and
available capacity of translation and data entry)
Selection criteria for sub-districts above:

1. % of IDPsinsub-district in relation to overall
number of IDPs in Syria

2. Population size of sub-district

3. Coverage of all governorates was ensured (noting
that Quneitra might be added by Amman hub).
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4. Eachhub reviewed the list of SD and identified
capacities of partners, access, feasibility of
conducting FGD (another SD could be chosen within
the Governorate)

Four FGDs per sub-district with participants disaggregated
by sex and age:

1. Adolescent girls (age 13-17)
2. Adolescent boys (age 13-17)
3. Adult women (age 18 above)
4. Adult men (age 18 above)

Each FGD includes between 6 to 10 participants, who
constitute a representative sample of the sub-district, i.e.
different types of people, professions and backgrounds
within the sub-district

For Syria hub: data were gathered within UNFPA regular
assessments-focusing only on GBV

Preparation: Training

Facilitators were trained on the Arabic tool and glossary
during preparation for the roll-out

ToT training package in Arabic was provided, including tool,
annexes and templates (e.g. consent form)

Data Collection: FGD Tool and Modality

Streamlined Arabic tool across WoS hub for joint analysis
Annexed protection terminology glossary in English and
Arabic

FGD was based on humanitarian principles of humanity,
impartiality, independence and neutrality and on the ‘Do

No Harm' principle; participants are told that by engaging in
the discussion, humanitarian aid would not be delivered in
exchange for information

Participants were given the opportunity to make an
informed decision about their potential participation in the
focus group discussions and informed consent was obtained
by the facilitators

Privacy of participants and confidentiality of data was
ensured

Particularly effective, and ethical method for research on
sensitive topics, such as forms of violence, since participants
can choose which questions to answer

FGDs also allow participants to shift between being active
participants and passive observers

Data Collection: Facilitation and Note-taking

Facilitators and note-takers were of the same sex as the
FGD participants

Facilitators were selected on the basis of having had training
on protection issues, on how to respond to disclosures
during or after the FGD and on guiding principles of respect,
confidentiality, non-discrimination and safety

SIXANNY
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FGD PREPARATION

Participants:

HNO IM workshop

Raw data, Data entry and Analysis Debrief Sessions and Analysis

Overall objectives:

Raw data in Arabic was sent by hub focal points to GBV AoR
at WoS level for translation

Data entry was done by WoS GBV (with the support of a
consultant with expertise in protection).

1.  Minimum code taxonomy was provided by GBV,
general protection, child protection, mine action in
advance;

2. coding will comprise geographical data points as well
as age and sex disaggregation, if available

Analysis will be done by each protection sector (gender-
based violence, general protection, child protection, mine
action) at WoS level.

Hub level analysis workshops will be held to discuss inter
sectionalities of the information gathered.

Expert FGD at WoS-Level: A first analysis of this Expert
FGD was done by the observers, note-takers and facilitators
at the end of the day. Hereby, specific findings from the
discussion were discussed and noted. This first analysis
discussion formed the basis for identifying statements for
discussion at the subsequent Expert FGDs at hub-level.

Expert FGD at Hub-Level: A first analysis of these Expert
FGDs was done by the observers, note takers as well as the
facilitators at the end of the day. This analysis was shared
with the WoS Coordination for triangulation with the
findings coming from the Expert FGD at WoS-Level as well
as the other hub-level Expert FGDs.

The raw data of notes taken during all Expert FGDs at WoS
and hub levels will be taken into account in the overall
analysis of all GBV data received through assessments at
WoS level.

Aggregation of all available quantitative datasets, namely:

1. OCHA multi-sector questionnaire (“common floor”);

2. Damascus hub protection assessments;

3. Quantitative data pulled out from the data set of the
Jordan, Turkey and NES FGDs (very small data-set).

Analysis of all quantitative data (at community and partly
neighbourhood level) and development of graphs for

all questions of the Protection Sector common-floor
questionnaire.

GBYV AoR focus:

Visualisation of analysis of questions relating to GBV and

that are cross-cutting (especially relating to women and girls).

The questionnaire with the specific questions to focus on is

Should constitute a reflection of the different groups in

the respective community, e.g. different types of people/
professions/ background within the community/ people living
with disabilities/ elderly people/ etc. At the same time, the
group should be as homogenous as possible with regards to
social status of participants, given that this has proved more
successful in past FGDs.

Consider issues of inclusion such as adolescents with
disabilities and out-to-school adolescents

The focus groups should ideally be between 6 to 10 people
maximum and last between 45 and 90 minutes.

The focus groups must be separated between male and
female and age (separated FGDs for girls, boys, women and
men). If these requirements are not met, the FGD will have to
be interpreted separately/differently and weight of findings

GBV Expert Focus Group Discussions
(GBV AoR-Led)

provided to the GBV IMOs in advance.
As last year, this analysis will overlap significantly with that
of GP and CP; hence the IMOs will divide the data-points and

adjusted accordingly.
Secondary Data Desk Review

Criteria for Selecting the Facilitator:

Methodology

The aim of the Expert Focus Group Discussions (FGD)
was to agree upon several expert statements on the
impact of the crisis with regards to GBV inside Syria. The
expert statements complement the data coming from the
Community Focus Group Discussions, the quantitative
assessments as well any other secondary data sources.

There was one Expert FGD conducted at Whole of Syria
level and Hub level GBV Expert FGDs (Damascus, Homs,
Allepo), Turkey (Gaziantep).

The Delphi Method was used, which is a widely used
technique for gathering data from respondents within
their domain of expertise. It is a method which is especially
well-suited for consensus-building and it has the objective
of developing agreed-upon, joint statements of experts on
specificissues.

Facilitator profile: Protection experts, in particular on GBV.
He/she is neutral, has an understanding of the Syria Crisis
context and previous experience in facilitation of this type
of FGD.

WOS GBYV expert FGD: 3-4 participants from each

hub (max. 12 in total); participants in this FGD were

GBYV experts and staff from organisations working on the
Syrian crisis, with a good mix between experts from the
different hubs, Syrian nationals and international staff.

The Expert FGD at WoS-level was held in Arabic or English
(with simultaneous translation provided).

Notes were taken in Arabic and English.

All discussion and information shared is anonymized.
Nothing said will be attributed to a person or organisation.

The raw data of the notes taken in all Experts FGDs as

well as the notes of the debrief sessions will be utilised for
analysis only. The raw data will not be made public. It will be
used and kept for cross-referencing with other data.

A secondary data (SDR) review will be carried out as a desk
study in August and September with the aim of compiling all
available 2017 data on GBV inside Syria.

Data will be limited to include only 2017 data to ensure up-
to-date and thus relevant data that informs the analysis.

Information for the SDR will be gathered by the GBV
coordinators of all three WoS hubs as well as the WoS GBV
Focal Point.

Sources of information for the SDR include among others:
various sector assessment reports from partners working
inside Syria, in particular from the health and protection
sectors; UN Inter-Agency Mission Reports of convoys into
besieged and hard-to-reach areas; OHCHR reports.

Data entry to done by WoS GBV HNO consultant and or
WoS GBVIM.

Data Analysis Process

Overall analysis and development of the HNO and HNO GBV
analysis

Data entry of all community and expert FGDs and
secondary data

Providing guidance to quantitative data analysis during IMO
workshop

Compilation of qualitative and quantitative data

Producing top level analysis / headlines from the GBV data
points in collaboration / consultation with the Amman,
Gaziantep and Damascus hubs

Producing HNO GBYV Analysis - WoS overview and analysis
by governorate (as per 2017 HNO GBYV analysis format)

analysis between them during the workshop (as last year).
End-products of this workshop will be graphs. Any further
visualisation (e.g. through maps) can be done at a later point
in time, following a first review of the charts by the GBV
coordinators.

Timeline

For all timelines, please refer to the shared GBV HPC Calendar.

ANNEXI:

COMMUNITY FGD TOOL

Protection: Focus Group Discussion Tool for Communities

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this protocol is to guide focus group discussions
(FGD) with adolescents and adults in Syria representing both
displaced and host communities on protection issues (including
gender-based violence (GBV), mine action, child protection, and
general protection issues), around safety, security and access to
services. Definitions for these terms can be found in the attached
glossary. FGDs conducted with adolescents (12-17 years) require
a specific set of skills and questions. Only organisations and
facilitators with experience working with this age group should
conduct FGDs with adolescents. Throughout this tool specific
guidance for conducting FGDs with adolescent (12-17 years) is
denoted with the symbol.

While noting the capacity constraints, the facilitator must
be experienced in community contacts, awareness and
mobilisation and should be trained on protections, which
includes child protection and/or GBV issues, and understand
the guiding principles of respect, confidentiality, non-
discrimination and safety. Considering the type of issues
addressed, she/ he should be a person from an agency/
actor with a consolidated presence in the community, with
established links, that may inspire confidence.

The FGD should in principle be conducted in safe and
confidential environments to provide the necessary privacy
and facilitate the sharing of information on all the topics,
including the most sensitive. Community Centres, Child
Friendly Spaces, Women and Girls Safe Spaces can provide
such an environment.

The facilitator should be trained (or have an understanding)
on how to respond to any disclosures during or after the
discussion group. The facilitator should know where to refer,
if possible.

The facilitator should be of the same sex of the FGD
participants in order to make them feel as comfortable as
possible.

The facilitator needs to be aware that the FGD is: not a group
counselling session, not an awareness session, not a PSS
support session, and should communicate this to participants.

Notes on Facilitation:

Facilitators should strictly follow the FGD guidelines, be
familiar with the tool before conducting the interviews and
receive appropriate training. They must not provide their
opinion, influence the conversation or argue a point with
participants, even if they feel that the participant is wrong.
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While guiding the discussion, facilitators should first of all
be good listeners. They should ensure that all participants

are heard, without pressurising those who prefer not to talk.

Facilitators should also ensure that the opinions and views
of all participants are respected.

The facilitator should try to always get a sense of who the
participants are talking about (if it is women, men, girls or
boys). If you cannot, ask them to clarify e.g. “Just to clarify,
are you talking about women?” Or “ Are you talking about
adolescent widows?” Or “Are you talking about out of
schoolboys?”

The facilitator should also be careful to pay attention to
any non-verbal communication, including tone of voice,
facial expression (use encouraging nods and smiles) and eye
contact.

It is preferable to arrange participants in a circle for a
friendly and interactive setting. Discussion will take place in
a safe, comfortable and confidential location.

The facilitator should try to ensure a relaxing and
comfortable environment; controlling his/her voice, body
language and choosing the culturally appropriate language.

All facilitators should be familiar with their organisation’s
procedures if a participant (adolescent or adult) is identified
with specific protection needs. Facilitators should know
what services are available and how to make a referral. If

it is not immediately possible to link a participant to the
needed services, they may be referred to relevant agency
who can facilitate this access.

It is important that the facilitator plans ahead what
questions need to be asked and ensures that all questions
are safe, necessary, and appropriate to each gender and age
group.

Notes on Note-Taking:

The facilitator should be accompanied by a person - of

the same sex of the group - who takes notes during the
discussion and also supports the facilitator in compiling the
FGD report.

It will be of importance to write up detailed notes of the
discussions, not summaries or interpretations.

When possible and not causing harm - recording the
discussion should be considered, with the consent of
participants, as this usually leads to more accurate note-
taking.

Notes should not contain any names of participants.
Confidentiality has to be ensured.

Key Tips for Communicating with Adolescents:

Stop an activity or discussion if an adolescent feels upset.

Be sensitive to identify when an adolescent might need
additional support and attention, and refer this to your
adolescent safety focal point, or within your team.

Be sensitive to the mood and energy of the group. Quick
breaks or energizers can be added in between themes, if
needed.

Caregiver/Parental Consent:

Itis important to ask caregivers/parents for agreement for
their adolescents to participate in the FGDs. This must take
place before the FGDs are conducted.

Parents/caregivers should clearly understand the purpose
of the FGDs, voluntary nature of participation and issues
around confidentiality.

Consent may be verbal and signed depending on your
context.

FGD IMPLEMENTATION

Introduction for Adult FGDs (above 18
years):

Welcome participants: Good morning/afternoon. Thank you
for taking the time to join us for this discussion today.

Introduce yourself and your role: My name is ,and
I’'m here on behalf of (organisation), working on
(field).

We would like to ask you some questions about protection
issues that may affect your community so that we can better
understand your needs and concerns. The information
resulting from this exercise will help inform the protection
programs and interventions that are being implemented in
your communities.

Explain purpose: We are conducting a series of discussions

to learn from each other about safety and security concerns
and/or different types of violence and other protection issues
possibly affecting women, girls, men and boys experience

in this community. The aim of this discussion is also to

assess the accessibility of services and potential difficulties
faced by the community in accessing them. Proposal of
solutions by participants is encouraged, including what the
community could do itself and where support will be needed.
This discussion is not a group counseling session, not an
awareness session and not a PSS support session, but only
serves the purpose of assessing the situation and needs in this
community.

Explain confidentiality: We are not asking for your specific
stories; please do not use any names. We are asking about
things that you have heard of or know to be happening. The
questions we are going to be asking you today are about the
way that you live every day. Participation in the discussion

is completely voluntary and you do not have to answer any
questions that you do not want to answer. You may leave the
discussion at any time or ask for a short break

We have nothing to offer other than listening; there will be no
other direct benefits related to this time we spend together
today.

We will not be writing your names down or use them in any
way after this discussion. We will treat everything that you
say today with respect, and we will only share the answers
you give as general answers combined with those from all the
people who speak to us.

We ask that you keep everything confidential, too. Please do
not tell others what was said today and by whom.

This is my colleague .She/he is taking notes
to make sure that we do not miss what you have to say. Is this
acceptable to you? Yes or No (If a participants replies with
“no”, he/she should leave the discussion at this point. The
facilitator is responsible for following up on this.)

While we hope that the whole group can stay for the entire
discussion, participants can also choose not to respond

or leave at any time if they are not comfortable with the
questions asked.

Do you have any questions before we begin?

Introduction for Adolescent FGDs
(under 18 years)

Welcome participants: Good morning/afternoon. Thank you for

taking the time to join us for this discussion today.

Introduce yourself and your role: My name is ,and

I'm here on behalf of (organisation), working on
(field)

Explain purpose:

We are here today to discuss the needs and perspectives of
adolescent girls and boys on safety issues in your community

so we can better understand your needs and concerns. The
information resulting from this exercise will help inform

the protection programs and interventions that are being
implemented in your communities. We are also conducting
similar discussions with women and men in the community. The
guestions we are going to be asking you today are about the
way that you live every day. We have nothing to offer other than
listening; there will be no other direct benefits related to this
time we spend together today.

Explain Ground Rules

e Your participation is voluntary

e Nooneisobliged to respond to any questions if she or he
does not wish

e You can leave the discussion at any time or ask for a short
break

e |fsharing examples or personal experiences, please do not
use any names (for example, say “someone | know” not “my
sister” or “my neighbour’s daughter”)

e Thereis noright or wrong answer

e Everyone’s opinion is important

e Berespectful when others speak

Explain Confidentiality and Ask Permission to Record
Information

UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES
Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

We will treat everything that you say today with respect,
and we will only share the answers you give as general
answers combined with those from all the people who
speak to us.

We will not be writing your names down or use them in any
way after this discussion.

We ask that you keep everything confidential, too. Please
do not tell others what was said today.

This is my colleague. She/he is taking notes to make sure
that we do not miss what you have to say. Is this ok with
you OK with you? Yes or No (If a participants replies with
“no”, he/she should leave the discussion at this point. The
facilitator is responsible for following up on this.)

Check if participants understands the purpose, ground
rules and confidentiality. Ask if there are any other
questions.
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General Information Guidance:

» Fully complete this section after you receive permission from participants to take notes.
» Every section below needs to be filled for the FGD data to be used in analysis.

Date (day / month / year):

Governorate:

Sub-district:

Community:

Neighbourhood (if relevant):

Concerns about (Interpersonal) Violence

Age of Participants (select all that apply)

Girls 12-14 years
Girls 15-17 years
Boys 12-14 years
Boys 15-17 years
Women 18 +
Men 18 +

Status of Participants (select all that apply)
IDPs
Residents / host community
Returnees

Number of FGD participants:

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

1. Desired Information:
The aim of this section is to
obtain a better understanding
of the different types of
interpersonal violence that
exist in the community, how
different groups of people
are affected and where the
violence occurs.

Guiding Questions:

What are the different types of violence that women, men, girls and boys, experience
in your community? Has this changed from last year? Do you feel more unsafe then
before? Have you become “used to” the violence?

Probing questions if these issues have not been addressed in the answer (please
always ask for specificities when answers are general like ‘peoplé€, children’ ‘them’.
a. Always ask WHO this applies to: girls, boys, women and men.

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?

Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Is it different for Adolescents? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?

Pop Ty

b. Probe for locations. Ask participants to be specific about WHERE the violence
occurs (prompt home, public spaces, work place), and about areas in the
community where people do not feel safe.

a. Probe forinthe home: Do you see violence at home? Why? Who is affected?

b. Probe for Violence/exploitation related to the work place: -Who is affected?
Has this changed?

c. Atschool: Do you see violence at school here? Has it changed? Why? Who is
affected?

d. Violence in Detention: Please explain/define detention using the glossary
attached. What happens to women, girls, men and boys who have been
detained? Does one group experience this type of violence more than others?
What happens to men and boys when they return home after being in
detention? happens to women and girls when they return home after being
in detention?

Are there things that increase the risk of violence for women, men, girls and boys in

this community? (prompts: overcrowded shelters, lack of lighting, living with unrelated

people, distribution points)

Adolescents (12-17 years)
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Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

Desired Information:

The aim of this question is to gain

a better understanding of the
coping and prevention strategies
when faced with different kinds
of interpersonal violence on
community-level.

Adolescents (12-17 years)

What type of violence do women, men, girls and boys face in your community?
(Probing questions)

Do you think there are differences in the types of violence faced by different groups
in your community (prompts: girls/boys; men/women; IDPs; people with physical
disabilities; people with mental disabilities; older persons; divorcees and widows,
particular ethnic group members?)

Are there specific places that violence happens for girls/boys/women/men in this
community? (prompt home, public spaces, school)

Are there things that increase the risk of violence for girls and boys in this community?
(prompts: overcrowded shelters, lack of lightening, living with unrelated people,
distribution points)

What do you think are things that help to prevent violence against children? Are there
things that humanitarian organisations can do to support these measures? How can
the family support? the community? Do you think adolescents can play a direct role in
the prevention of violence against children? If yes, how? If no, why not?

Do they participate in GBV prevention programs/activities? If yes, what do they like
about these activities? If no, what needs to be done to have them participate?
Do they participate in Child Protection programs/activities? If yes, what do they like
about these activities? If no, what needs to be done to have them participate?

Interpersonal Violence - record of the Discussion:

Community coping strategies related to violence

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FDG children are considered under 18 years

Guiding Questions:

What do men, women, girls, boys do when different types of violence happen?

And how do they minimize this violence? (Referring to types of violence mentioned
under section 1)

Probing/ guiding questions if these issues have not been addressed in the answer
(please always ask for specificities when answers are general like ‘people), children’
‘them’. Always ask who this applies to: girls, boys, women and men.

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How

Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Is it different for Adolescent girls, boys? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?

Are judicial/redress mechanisms used? Yes, No, why? (probe barriers) When women
and girls attempt to use these mechanisms, what are the consequences of doing so?
Ask participants to be specific in the type of structures they refer to (Women and girl
safe spaces, community centres etc.)

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FDG children are considered under 18 years

What do men, women, girls, boys do when different types of violence happen?
And how do they minimize this violence? (Referring to types of violence mentioned
under section 1)

Probing/ guiding questions if these issues have not been addressed in the answer
(please always ask for specificities when answers are general like ‘people), children’
‘them’. Always ask who this applies to: girls, boys, women and men.

How might a girl seek help? (e.g. medical, legal, psychosocial and/or to prevent further
violence).

How might a boy seek help? (e.g. medical, legal, psychosocial and/or to prevent further
violence). Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?

Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?
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2) Coping strategies - record of the Discussion:

Access to Humanitarian Assistance (distributions) and services (protection services)

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

Desired Information:

The aim of this section is to
gather information on:

how humanitarian distributions
are channeled and to whom
effects of humanitarian
distributions on different
groups, especially women

and girls, but also the elderly
persons and persons with
disabilities;

how humanitarian distributions
affect safety, particularly of
female beneficiaries;

assess to protection services
and potential barriers.

Adolescents ( 12-17 years)

Guiding Questions:

What protection services are present in the community? (ex. Community Centers,
Child Friendly Spaces, Women and Girls Safe Spaces, Psychosocial support, civil
documentation, legal assistance, etc.).

Probing questions

Do some groups in the community have challenges in accessing these services? If so,
which groups? (persons with physical disabilities, people with mental disabilities, older
persons, certain groups in the society such as divorced and widowed women and girls
etc.)

What needs to be done to better support the elderly, PwDs, ethnic group members,
widowed and divorced women and girls?

What protection services are not present and would be needed in the community?
Are there any safety concerns relating to access to services (by type of service)? If yes,
explain.

Guiding Question

Does your community receive any humanitarian assistance including distributions?
(WASH, health, food, NFls).

Do barriers exist in accessing humanitarian assistance including distributions (WASH,
Health, food, NFls) ? If yes, explain how and for whom?

Are there any safety concerns relating to distributions? If yes, explain how and for
whom

Was the assistance given for free? If not, what was asked for in exchange (e.g. money,
sexual favors, etc.), and by whom?

Are PwDs, widowed and divorced women and girls, older persons more vulnerable to
this abuse? Why do you think that?

What needs to be done to better support the elderly, PwDs, ethnic group members,
widowed and divorced women and girls?

Probing question if not mentioned. Always ask::

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?
Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Is it different for Adolescents? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

4. Durable Solutions

Desired Information:

What are women'’s and men’s
long term plans for themselves,
and their family within the
particular IDP community?
What are the obstacles/
challenges they foresee in
relation to obtaining their long
term plans

What obstacles do women face
inreturning to their homes,
relocate to a new place to end
their displacement or settle in
their current locations

Are women able to have a say
within their family/household
on when decisions are taken on
pursuing any of these options
(return, relocation, local
integration)
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Access to protection services

What protection services are present in the community? (ex. Community Centers,
Child Friendly Spaces, Women and Girls Safe Spaces, Psychosocial support, civil
documentation, legal assistance, etc.).

Probing questions

Do some groups in the community have challenges in accessing these services? If so,
which groups? (persons with physical disabilities, people with mental disabilities, older
persons, certain groups in the society such as divorced and widowed women and girls
etc.)

What needs to be done to better support the elderly, PwDs, ethnic group members,
widowed and divorced women and girls?

What protection services are not present and would be needed in the community?
Are there any safety concerns relating to access to services (by type of service)? If yes,
explain.

Humanitarian Assistance and Distributions
Does your community receive any humanitarian assistance including distributions?
(WASH, health, food, NFls).

Do barriers exist in accessing humanitarian assistance including distributions (WASH,
Health, food, NFls) ? If yes, explain how and for whom?

Are there any safety concerns relating to distributions? If yes, explain how and for
whom

Was the assistance given for free? If not, what was asked for in exchange (e.g. money,
etc.), and by whom?

Are PwDs, widowed and divorced women and girls, older persons more vulnerable to
this abuse? Why do you think that?

What needs to be done to better support the elderly, PwDs, ethnic group members,
widowed and divorced women and girls?

Probing question if not mentioned. Always ask::

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?

Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Is it different for Adolescents? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?

3) Humanitarian assistance - record of the Discussion:

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

Guiding Questions:

What role does each family member have in discussing long terms plans for the family?
For IDPS, this also includes options to related to their displacement.

Does the whole family discuss and decide together their long -term plans? For IDPS,
do they discuss whether they want to return, move to a new location or stay in current
location?

Do women take part in the discussion on long-term plans? Do women play a strong
role in making decisions? Are the opinions of women and children strongly considered
by other members of the family?

Guiding Question

Probing question if not mentioned. Always ask::

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?
Is it different for different ethnic groups? How?

Is it different for Older persons? How?

Is it different for Adolescents? How?

Divorced women? Widows? How?

4) Durable Solutions -Record of the Discussion:
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5. Explosive Hazards

We are now going to talk about movement within/across communities

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years Are people able to move freely within the community? To other communities or
neighboring villages or towns? If no, why?

5 Desired Information: Guiding Questions: Has this movement restriction always been like this for these groups? Has it
Identify the scale and scope Are there explosive hazards within your community? If so, how does it affects your worsened from last year to this year? Why?
of explosive hazards in the community? What are the coping mechanisms for movement restriction?
community and how different Are there differences between men, women, boys and girls? What groups are
groups are impacted (Probing questions) particularly at risk of movement restrictions? Why? What are the consequences of
Definition: Explosive hazards What type of land or infrastructure is impacted by explosives? (e.g. residential movement restrictions for women, girls, men and boys?
refer to any explosive device buildings, schools, hospitals, roads, public buildings, farming lands) What needs to be done in order to improve the freedom of movement of adolescent
that have failed to explode How do explosive hazards impact different groups (including men, women, boys and girls and other identified vulnerable groups?
or were left behind after girls, those with disabilities, mental, physical?).
hostilities have ended. It can Ask if any of the community have been killed or injured by explosive hazards and if 6)Freedom of Movement - Record of the Discussion:
have different sizes and shapes they know the causes of the incident.

and range from unexploded
bombs, mortars, rockets, booby
traps, improvised explosives,
landmines, cluster munitions

Civil Documentation

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FG children are considered under 18 years

and small arms ammunitions. 7 Desired information: Guiding Questions:
What are the specific challenges to obtain or replace official GoS issued
Adolescents (12-17 years) Assess potential cha.llgnges documentation for. people in your cgmmunity? (e.g. loss, destruction, not possession at
Remind participants that for the purposes of this FG children are considered under 18 years (tjo obtain or renew civil any time, confiscation, andlack of Civil Office registrars)
ocumentation in the
community and the impact on Probing questions if these issues have not been addressed in the answer.
Are there explosive hazards within your community? If so, how does it affects your different groups.
community? Is any group of people more affected than others? Please always ask for specificities when answers are general like ‘people, children’
What land or infrastructure is impacted? ‘them’. Always ask who this applies to: girls, boys, women and men.
How do explosive hazards impact different groups (including men, women, boys and Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?
girls, those with disabilities, mental, physical?) Is it different for different ethnic groups? Which? How?
Has anyone in the community been killed or injured? Is it different for Older persons? How?
Is it different for Adolescents? How?
5.Explosive Hazards - Record of the Discussion: g“;}o"ced women? Widows? How?
thers
Probe the consequences/impact of not having official documents for men, boys,
Freefiom of M?vement . . . women and girls?
Remind participants that for the purposes of this FDG children are considered under 18 years Is this worse than last year? If yes, why?
Do you know of anyone who has been denied access to services or distribution due to
6. Desired Information: Guiding Questions: lack of official civil documentation? If YES, what happens to community members that
This section aims at obtaining Are people able to move freely within the community? What about across do not have official documentation?
an impression of how much communities and to neighboring villages or towns? Who does this apply to and why? Do you know of anyone who has ever obtained non-official civil documentation (not
people are restricted in terms issued by GoS)? If yes, for what purpose? Are there concerns around obtaining non
of movement in the community Probing questions if these issues have not been addressed in the answer (please GoS issued documentation?
and provide explanations for always ask for specificities when answers are general like ‘peoplée) children’ ‘them’.
consequences in the daily lives Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?
in case freedom of movement is Is it different for different ethnic groups? Which? How? . X . X
restricted. Is it different for older persons? How? 7)Civil documentation Record of the Discussion:
Is it different for Adolescent girls or boys? How?
Divorced women? Widows? How? 8. Housing, Land and Property
Others? Remind participants that for the purposes of this FG children are considered under 18 years
Probe about change: Has this movement restriction always been like this for these L . - .
5 - R 5 5 8. Desired information: Guiding question
groups? Has it worsened from last year to this year? Why? .
Ask what the affected groups / people do to manage these restrictions (coping . What are the m(?st?common |s§ues/problems/chaIlenge-:)s related to land and property
mechanisms) ? Assess.potentla.ll challenges in your community? How are different groups affected?
Ask about the consequences the main consequences of movement restrictions in regardlng housing, land and . . . L . .
property issues. Probing questions: issues might include destruction/damage to property; disputed

their daily lives ownership, lack of documentation, unclear/changing rules, rental disputes etc.

Is it different for those with disabilities? Mental, Physical? How?
Is it different for different ethnic groups? Which? How?

Adolescents (12-14 years; 15-17 years) Is it different for Older persons? How?

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FG children are considered under 18 years Is it different for Adolescents? How?
Divorced women? Widows? How?
Others

What are the specific challenges faced by women, PwDs, widowed and divorced
women and girls in finding and keeping housing? Negotiating leases and rent?

If there are Housing, Land and Property disputes, how do women and widowed and
divorced girls normally solve those?

What are the consequences for these groups when they try to fight for their rights?
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- Adolescents (12-17 years) This theme is not prioritise in FGDs with adolescents

8. Housing, Land and Property - Record of the discussion

9. Unaccompanied and Separated Children

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FG children are considered under 18 years

9.Desired Information:

The aim of this section is to gather
information on:

Patterns of separation from their parents
or usual caregivers.

Types of care arrangements for separated
and unaccompanied children.
Mechanisms in the community to respond
to family separation, including reuniting
children with their caregivers

Adolescents (12-17 years)

Guiding Questions:

This is the last question for today.

We are now going to talk about children who are not living with their parents /
mother nor father) or usual caregivers (any adult person who was taking care of the
child before the crisis/displacement and responsible for them), or living on their own.
Explain to participants that in this section we thinking about children that are not
living with either their mother or father.

In your community, what are the risks for children that are not living with their usual
caregivers? Are there differences between boys and girls?

(Probing questions) (please always ask for specificities when answers are general’.
Always ask who this applies to: girls or boys..

What are the most common reasons these children are not living with their usual
caregivers (death/detention of a family member, abandonment, displacement)? Are the
reasons different for girls and boys?

Who is taking care of these children in your community? What type of services are
available for them? What needs to be done to support child head of households by
community members?

What can be done to prevent and respond to children being separated from their usual
caregivers?

Remind participants that for the purposes of this FGD children are considered under 18 years

In this question we are going to ask about children who are not living with their
parents or usual caregivers (any adult person who was taking care of the child before
the crisis/displacement and responsible for them). Explain to participants that in this
section we are thinking about children that are not living with either their mother nor
their father.

Do you know any children (under 18) who are not living with their parents or usual
caregivers?

(Probing questions)

Who are they living with? (if they mention their mother or father, explain to
participants that in this section we are thinking about children that are not living with
either their mother or father)

How are these children considered in the community? What is life like for these
children?

Are there any places girls and boys (under 18) who are not living with their parents or
usual caregivers can go to get support and help? What services do they provide?
What needs to be done to support child head of households by community members?

9)Record of the discussion - Unaccompanied and Separated Children

10. Change (Adolescents Only)

Adolescents ONLY (12-17 years)

10) Record of the discussion - Change

These are our final questions for today:

If you could change one thing for boys and girls (under 18) in this community, what
would it be? How could it be changed?

What role do you see yourself playing in making change in the community?

Closing the Group

Thank the participants for their time and their
contributions.

Remind the participants that the purpose of the activity is
to understand concerns and needs of women, girls, boys and
men in this community

Again, explain to the participants that you may be
conducting this activity with other groups in the
community..

Remind participants to their agreement to confidentiality.
Remind participants not to share information with others in
the community.

Ask participants if they have questions.

If anyone wishes to speak in private, respond that you
(facilitator and note-taker) will be available after the
meeting.

UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES
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ANNEX I

EXPERT FGD METHODOLOGY,
EXAMPLE OF STATEMENTS AND
GUIDANCE FOR FACILIATORS AND
NOTE TAKERS

a. Guidance for Expert Focus Group
Discussions to inform the Humanitarian
Needs Overview

Objective

The aim of the Expert Focus Group Discussions (FGD) is to
agree upon several expert statements on the impact of the crisis
with regards to gender-based violence (GBV) inside {country/
region}. The expert statements complement the data coming
from the qualitative community Focus Group Discussions, {add
any other sources such as secondary data sources}. There will
be one Expert FGD conducted {locations etc} and {xxx}. The
data will provide a base line for the HNO and the HRP for 20XX
as well as for future GBV programmes in {country}

GBYV indicators for the HNO (list the indicators that you are
tracking - examples are listed below)

1. % of assessed communities with reports of different types
of GBV (segregated by type of violence)

2. % of assessed communities where specialise services for
GBV survivors are available

3. % of assessed communities with reports of negative coping
mechanisms affecting women and girls

4. % of assessed communities with reports of movement
restrictions for women and girls

5. % of assessed communities with reports of restricted
access to services for women and girls

6. % of assessed communities with reports of risks to
women and girls when accessing aid (important but not
necessarily priority - as | know not all hubs could have
this answered questions)

Methodology

The expert FGDs will use the Delphi Method which is a widely
used technique for gathering data from respondents within
their domain of expertise. It is a method which is especially
well-suited for consensus-building and it has the objective of
developing agreed-upon, joint statements of experts on specific
issues.

What the process looks like:

Round 1: Expert participants of the FGD hear a list of “GBV
issues in {country}” and are asked to rank-order issues in order
to establish preliminary priorities among them. Facilitators
then select the 5 most pressing issues identified by the experts.
(This round is not obligatory and you may want to go directly
into the statements that have already been identified by the
coordinators)

Round 2: Facilitator initiates discussions on each of the selected
most pressing GBV issues going with one statement at a time.
The experts are asked to state their rationale concerning
ranking, or their opinion on each of the statements one after
the other. Each Round will be one statement. Participants take
turn and may agree or disagrees. Consensus begins forming and
participants are asked to revise their judgement or to specify
the reasons for remaining outside the consensus

Round 3: This round provides a final opportunity for
participants to revise their judgement and agree on joint
statements in GBV issues. The facilitator is responsible for
formulating the final statements that will have been agreed by
the majority.

Debrief Sessions and Analysis

After the FGD, note takers and facilitators should organise

a debrief session right after the FGD to go over the main
themes that have emerged during the discussion. These

should be written down and shared with {those responsible for
conducting the GBV Analysis such as the GBV coordinators and
GBV IOM.

If expert FGDs are conducted at the national level and then the
sub national level - the subnational level may be informed by
the national level expert FGD as below.

Expert FGD at national level: A first analysis of this Expert FGD
will be done by the observers, note takers and facilitators at

the end of the day. Hereby, specific findings from the discussion
will be discussed and noted. This first analysis discussion will
form the basis for identifying statements for discussion at the
subsequent Expert FGDs at national -level.

Expert FGD at Hub-Level: A first analysis of these Expert
FGDs will be done by the observers, note takers as well as the
facilitators at the end of the day. This analysis will be shared
with the national Coordination for triangulation with the
findings coming from the Expert FGD at the national-Level as
well as the other hub-level Expert FGDs.

The raw data of notes taken during all Expert FGDs at the
national level and sub national levels will be taken into account
in the overall analysis of all GBV data received. As much as
possible, all Expert FGD findings will be triangulated with the
data on GBV obtained from other assessments and sources.

Language
All Expert FGDs will be held in {language} to ensure best

participation of local actors. Ideally, the discussions should also
be translated simultaneously to provide an additional layer of

understanding to what is being said. Notes should hence also be
taken in {language} and English. The comparison of the English
and Arabic notes will feed into analysis discussions, leading

to the clarification of any potential mistranslations and/or
misunderstandings at the start of the analysis.

Disclosure / Confidentiality

All discussion and information shared with be anonymise.
Nothing said will be attributed to a person or organisation.

Usage of data / sharing of findings

The raw data of the notes taken in all Experts FGDs as well as
the notes of the debrief sessions will be utilised for analysis only.
The raw data will not be made public. It will be used and kept for
cross-referencing with other data.

b. Examples of FGD state ments.

Year 1 Statements

1. What are the biggest risks that women and girls face?
2. Distributions increase sexual exploitation and abuse in Syria

3. Women have less access to distributions than men because
those controlling the distributions are powerful local
councils. Agree/Disagree - Discuss (Note: Damascus was
not able to answer this question as they didn’'t know what
local councils where)

4. Discrimination and access to services / Women from
specific minorities in Syria do not have access to GBV
services.

5. Syriais a conservative society where adolescent girls are
well protected

6. Because men cannot work anymore in the Syria crisis, it has
empowered women more.

7. Where do women and girls go for support? - And build it up.

8. Women and girls have shown incredible resilience to the
Syria Crisis

Year 2 Statements

1. Thesituation of women and girls with regards to the risks of
GBYV and the types of GBV they experience has not changed
in 2015

2. Build onthis and try to understand what the expert think
the biggest risks are

3. Distributions increase sexual exploitation and abuse in Syria
OR

4.  Women have less access to distributions than men because
those controlling the distributions are powerful local
councils. Agree/Disagree - Discuss

5. Adolescent girls are safer because of the GBV response

6. Coping mechanisms have improved during 2015
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7.  Where do women and girls go for support? - And build it up.

8. The GBV response is able to reach the women and girls
most in need. Yes/No Discuss/ Elaborate. OR Because of
the GBV response women and girls are safer?

9. Build on this to try to understand what needs to be done to
improve the response?

10. Women and girls have shown incredible resilience to the
Syria Crisis (asked in 2015)

Year 3 - Statements

1. Different types of GBV: We know, based on the last
HNOs (2016/2017) that the most common types of GBV
in Syria are child marriage, sexual violence and domestic
violence. We know that child marriage has been used as a
coping strategy, we know that adolescent girls are one of
the groups most at risks of sexual violence and domestic
violence has been reported widely. What more can you tell
me? Probe if nothing heard about this in the first round of
responses: “l didn’t hear you say anything about detention
of women and girls (men and boys) or kidnapping? | also
didn’t hear you talk about SV against men and boys. So are
we right to assume that this isn't anissue? “ What about
ISIS controlled areas?

2. Availability of specialise services for GBV survivors: More
GBYV specialised services (like health, psychosocial, legal...)
for survivors are in place and effective. Agree/Disagree
Probing: What more could you do? But are they reaching
the more vulnerable? Disabilities, adolescent girls, minority
groups, divorcees, widows, remote locations?

3. Negative coping mechanisms affecting women and
girls: The situation in Syria is now safer than a year ago
and families are now resorting to less negative coping
mechanism? Do you feel that is a true statement? Probing:
What is the impact of that within women and girls and
within the family? Serial temporary marriages? Survival
sex?

4. Movement restrictions for women and girls: Women and
girls have more mobility than men and boys since the last
year. Probe: What about service providers? And adolescent
girls? Not just about the security.. probe about the social
norms.

5. Risks to women and girls when accessing aid: The delivery
of aid continues to be free but not fair for women and girls.
Probe: What about safety of women and girls?

6. Gender roles: Women have more authority and
responsibilities in the family in Syria since the crisis started?
Probe: What are the unintended consequences or positive
consequences.

Year 4 - Statements

1. Thetypes of gender-based violence have changed in Syriain
the last year. Agree-disagree
Probing:

e Domesticviolence is widespread. What would

SIXANNY
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you do to prevent it?

e  Where do you think sexual violence happens?
(High risks locations)

e Kidnapping - what do you think is meant by
kidnapping and who is affected?

e Honor killings - do you feel like they have
increased.

e Virginity testing? is widespread/ What would
you do to prevent it?

2. More GBV specialised services (like health, psychosocial,
case management,) for survivors are in place providing
quality services. But do they work? Does the referral
system work?

Probing:

What more could you do?

Are they reaching the more vulnerable?
Disabilities, adolescent girls, minority groups,
divorcees, widows, remote locations? Examples of
what works to improve inclusion

3. Women and girls movements are less restricted than men'’s.
Agree/ Disagree

Probing:

Do women and girls need a companion to move
freely? Can they go safely out of the community by
themselves? Any time of day and night and anyplace?

4. Thedelivery of aid continues to be free but not fair.

c. Expert FGD guidance for facilitators and
note takers

Gender Based Violence Expert FGD Guidance for 2019 Syria
Humanitarian Needs Overview

1. Welcome

Thank you for the time and participation

Intro (team and participants), | am only introducing but the
rest will be in Arabic. At the end of the day you will hear
from me again to conclude the discussion.

We are here as expert to gain from your knowledge and
experience

2. Objective

The aim of this Expert Focus Group Discussion is to agree

upon several expert statements on the impact of the crisis with
regards to gender-based violence (GBV) inside Syria. The expert
statements complement the data coming from the Community
Focus Group Discussions, Key Informant Questionnaires as well
as other data collection and analytical processes. The data will
provide a base line for the HNO and the HRP for 2019 as well
as for future GBV programs inside Syria

3. Methodology

The expert FGDs will use the Delphi Method which is a widely

used technique for gathering data from respondents within
their domain of expertise. It is a method which is especially
well-suited for consensus-building and it has the objective of
developing agreed-upon, joint statements of experts on specific
issues.

What the process looks like:

Round 1: Facilitator initiates discussions on each of the
selected most pressing GBV issues. The experts are asked
to state their rationale expert opinion and experience,

each person can only speak for 2 min, and there is not
interrupting echoers.

Round 2: The facilitator summarizes the finding and another
quick round takes place. At the end of each topic we take a
break and we rotate positions, so who speaks first changes.

4.Rules

2 min each/no interrupting anyone

stay on topic

State your location

Talk about concrete situations and issues
Break at the end of each topic

Rotation of seats

We will be strict

Year 5 - Statements
Type of GBV

e Since the beginning of 2020 we have seen the emergence
of new types of GBV and with the COVID-19 pandemic
these have been exacerbated. Do you agree? Yes/ No.

e Inyour answer try to be specific and address any new
trends (less violence or more violence) against who (age/
sex), location etc... If you have seen anything less?

e Ask participants to be specific and to talk not only about
impact of COVID-19 on GBV risks/trends, but also new
trends that are not strictly related to COVID

(We want to know if there are new GBV trends this year?
What GBV type has been reported more? What GBV type
has been reported less? What has COVID-19 changed

in terms of GBV trends? What has COVID-19 changed in
terms of access to services and reporting opportunities
(both positive and negative)

Targeted Programming/ Social Inclusion

e  GBV programmes are reaching those most at risk of GBV.
Do you agree? If yes why? If no? Why not? Who should be
reached?

e (Ask for specificity in the answer and ask for specific
groups. Social inclusion. We want to know if we reaching
adolescent girls, widowed, divorced women and girls, older
women, people with disability, etc...??)

Coping Strategies

Women and girls are employing new strategies to protect
themselves from GBV and to recover and heal when they have
experienced violence (prevent and respond to GBV). Agree/
Disagree? Please be specificin your answer and in the strategy
that you describe.

GBYV Risk Mitigation

In 2020, Women and girls face greater risks of GBV when
accessing humanitarian services. Agree/ Disagree? Please be
specific in your answers (Which services in particular? Which
women and girls more specifically? For which reasons?)

Resilience

e  Women and girls no longer have the strength to show
resilience after 10 years of crisis. Do you agree/disagree?

e [ftime? Distributions of material assistance for women and
girls are safer this year. Agree/ Disagree

ANNEX IV

SAMPLING CRITERIA EXAMPLE
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Disclosure / Confidentiality

All discussion and information shared with be anonymized.
Nothing said will be attributed to a person or organisation.

Usage of data / sharing of findings

The transcriptions of the report will be utilised for analysis only.
The transcriptions will not be made public. They will be used and
kept for cross referencing with other data. Ask permission to
record the conversation to better review the notes. After each

FGD, the note takers and facilitators will organise a debrief session
right after the FGD to go over the main themes that have emerged

per governorate during the expert FGD.

Example of Turkey Cross Border Protection Cluster Sampling Criteria for Voices from Syria 2020:

Protection Cluster FGDs - Prioritization of locations

+  Two indexes were used to prioritize locations for FGDs

+ PMTF index (Jan-June 2019)

+  Severity index (June 2019)

Protection Cluster FGDs - Prioritization of locations

* PMTF index, index of protection threats and risks indicators, with sub-districts where PMTF Index is

equal or higher than 0.24

* Severity Ranking, index of protection cluster, with sub-districts where Severity Ranking is equal

or higher than 4

SIXANNY



54 UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES
Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

Protection Cluster FGDs — Scatter Chart and Maps

;Amlyms for FGDs - 2019 ; = o =
o
@ e :
bEing - i3

ANNEXV

EXAMPLE OF CODING TREE

Code Tree that was created in Excel and then imported into a qualitative analysis software (MAXQDA was used for VOICES form

Syria)

Violence

Violence Violence risk factors

Violence Violence risk factors Drugs

Violence Violence risk factors Poverty

Violence Violence risk factors Violent culture

Violence Violence risk factors Gender norms/customs

Violence Violence risk factors Stress/Pressure

Violence Violence risk factors Lack of Privacy

Violence Violence risk factors Overcrowding

Violence Violence risk factors Displacement

Violence Violence risk factors Chaos

Violence Violence risk factors Lack of lighting

i Code System L] v &g ,0 i O = X
«  'gmCode System 16,397

=g Cross Cutting 5,972
Eg Violanca 4,092
Eg Mine Action BO5
Eg Services 1815
(&g Distributions o X 715
(E4 Movement Restrictions 643
(Eg Civil Documentation 563
(Eg Housing, Land and Property 265
Eg Child Labor 842
(Eg Unaccompanied and Separated 704
(Eg Changes wanted for children 181

ANNEX VI:
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GBV/PROTECTION TERMINOLOGY USED

Term in English Definition in English Definition in Arabic

... moving with a
companion

Abandoned Explosive

33l @o Jardl / dSy=Jl

ALl ygmgell S

Ordnance (AXO): oz
Accessing community Sloasdl J| Jgogll
services (community demnizmall 351yll) dusmaiznall
centres, women centres) 5Ll Slyalls

Activities of armed
groups

Approval for lease

doduall Olegazall Glblis

ol sie okl dadlge

Begging Jgdl
Birth certificate 3o 83lgs
Booby trap ENSNIFIER

Care mechanisms/
services for elderly
persons

ale)l oWt

el LS donio Oiloas

Restrictions to movement when people
travel together.

Explosive Ordinance that has not been
used during an armed conflict, that has
been left behind or dumped by a party

to an armed conflict, and which is no
longer under control of the party that

left it behind or dumped it. Abandoned
Explosive Ordinance may or may not have
been primed, fused, armed or otherwise
prepared for use. (CCW Protocol V)

Accessing places where members of
acommunity gather for social and
recreational activities and to obtain
integrated protection services (e.g.
group activities, social support, public
information, legal aid, and other
purposes. It includes community-
based protection services provided
by humanitarian organisations. See
Definition of Community Centres and
Women and Girls Safe Spaces

Movement is restricted because of
activities of people with weapons and
related insecurity.

Official stamped statement and record
by the Municipality to authorise a lease
agreement between a landlord and a
tenant.

Asking for food or money for free, as
charity

An official document issued at the civil
registry (Nofous) that is

In Syria, the document that is issued by
Nofous is called the Birth Statement,
or bayan al wiladah, in Arabic. This
document proves a person’s Syrian
nationality and legal identity.

Booby trap: An explosive or non-
explosive device, or other material,
deliberately placed to cause casualties
when an apparently harmless object

is disturbed or a normally safe act is
performed.

Whether there are institutions or
personnel available to care for elderly
who need such attention. The services
can be free or with cost.

ez go ool Hilu lodic &Syl audis

bl L8l pusind o) dymiio 53 o

bl Bhbl asl 8 o0 LS5 i Glls eebenall

G degamall Bl o5 ass_a) Gy corbuall
Y ol 05 48 il odo Agual ol laals Laisys

JsSg39,01) - slasciwdl 8rémme ol Brame 1953

, (daal dolall s 481 e puelsdl

oo geizall sliacl szl s oSl I Jswosll
Je Jsamdl 9 b 9 dclaizl 0lblis Sl
23 edlolSie Wlbles ) dbolSiall dlasdl Gloas
Olasl 5 ¢393l8 oe edale Ologlso ¢ clazz]
G dmoizall losdl Gloas e Lyl .sy3]
U1 ol Olobaiall L oo lposdd iy
sluil] eVl Oally dimazzmall Shall iy ysi
alaally

0ol Blblis o @Syl A Slo
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Lygw § ogadl 8515 Wyoual duewy didg
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Caregiver

Checkpoints

Child

Child Friendly Spaces

Child labour

Child Protection

Child Protection
program/activities

Child recruitment
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Includes parents or other usual caregivers
that by law or custom is responsible for
providing care to a child (under 18 years).

Movement is restricted because people
are being stopped or harassed at
checkpoints or the individual self-restrict
the movement for fear of being stopped
and harassed. These check points can be
armed or not.

A person below the age of 18

Safe spaces where communities create
nurturing environments in which children
can access free and structured play,
recreation, leisure and learning activities.
Child Friendly Spaces (CFS) may provide
educational, psychosocial support and
other activities that restore a sense

of normality and continuity. They are
designed to be operated in a participatory
manner, often using existing spaces in

the community, and may serve a specific
age group of children, or a variety of

age ranges. Refer to Child Protection
Minimum Standards, standard 17 for
more information

Child labour is work that is unacceptable
because the children involved are too
young and should be in school, or because
even though they have reached the
minimum working age (15 years) the
work they do is harmful to the emotional,
developmental and physical wellbeing of
a person below the age of 18. Refer Child
Protection Minimum Standard 12 for
more information

Prevention and response to abuse,
neglect, exploitation and violence against
children.

Activities aimed at children (individuals
below 18 years). These activities aim to
prevent and respond to violence, abuse,
neglect and exploitation against children.

This refers to when a child (i.e. any boy
or girl under 18years of age) is recruited
or used by an armed force or an armed
group in any capacity, including when
they are used as fighters, cooks, porters,
spies or for sexual purposes.

Refer Child Protection Minimum
Standard 11 for more information
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Children dropping out of
school to work

Civil record (extract)

Clearance of explosive
hazards

Community Centre

Community centres/
Women and girls centres

Coping mechanism

Curfews

Death certificate
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Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

Child labour is work that is unacceptable
because the children involved are too
young and should be in school, or because
even though they have reached the
minimum working age (15 years) the
work they do is harmful to the emotional,
developmental and physical wellbeing of
a person below the age of 18. Refer Child
Protection Minimum Standard 12 for
more information

Official record (with individual details as
in the ID) obtained by the Civil Registrar
for official purposes extracted from
official records and data kept by the
administration.

Tasks or actions to reduce or eliminate
the explosive hazards from a specified
area

Community centres are safe public places
where women, men, boys and girls of
diverse backgrounds can meet for social
and recreational activities and obtain
integrated protection services ranging
from legal aid, education and livelihoods
training and start-up business grants

to primary health care, psycho-social
support, SGBV prevention and response
activities, child protection interventions,
to in-kind assistance to address the
specific needs of persons with disabilities
and the basic needs of vulnerable
persons. In addition, the community
centres reach out to populations of
concern and carry out awareness-raising
activities.

(Source, UNHCR Community Centres
Brochure, February 2016)

Women and girls centres: A safe space is
a formal or informal place where women
and girls feel physically and emotionally
safe.

Community centres (ref. to definition
provided under General terms).

The way in which individuals/community
deal/attempt to deal to face a protection
issue, risk, threat, constrain or difficulty

Curfews are restrictions on movement
placed by the authority/ entity which
controls an area. Curfews can be imposed
for any length of time and for some
groups or the whole community.

An official document issued at the civil
registry (Nofous) that is

In Syria, the document that is issued by
Nofous is called the Death Statement, or
bayan al Wafaa, in Arabic. This document
proves the registration of the death of a
person at the civil registry
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Deed/Tabou

Detention

Disability ID

Distribution of
humanitarian assistance

Divorce of caregiver

Divorce record

Domestic violence

Durable Solutions(Host
Community)

Durable Solutions(IDPs)

Early marriage
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An official document issued by the land
registry that states the details of the
land/ property and ownership.

the action of detaining someone or the
state of being detained in custody by
an authority, especially as a political
prisoner.

Document issued by MOSA/DOSA

to prove the disability status of the
individual in order for her/ him to be
entitled to receive specialised services
offered by the Government.

Distribution of free assistance for
humanitarian purposes (i.e. non-political,
non-commercial, non-military purposes
to persons based on their needs and for
free. This can include food and non-food
items, medical supplies, clothing, shelter
items etc., including in distribution
points),

Only select divorce if it has led to children
being separated from both caregivers.
Children still living with their either their
mother or father are not included in this
option.

An official document issued at the civil
registry that states the registration of the
divorce at the civil registry (Nofous)

Domestic violence is a term used to
describe violence that takes place within
the home or family between intimate
partners as well as between other family
members.

Decisions made by individuals in order
to meet their long term plans and goals
for themselves, family and community.
An example of a durable solution can be
steps taken to re-build a business that
was destroyed.

When people are no longer vulnerable
or have needs specifically due to their
displacement, and are able to receive
services and exercise their rights in the
same way as others. This means they do
not face difficulties or discrimination due
to displacement in relation to their rights
and ability to receive services. A durable
solution can be achieved when displaced
people are able to return to their homes,
integrate with the community where they
are displaced, or move to a different part
of the country.

Early marriage is a formal marriage or
informal union before age 18. Both girls
and boys can be affected.
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Economic exploitation
(other than child labour)

Economic reasons/need

Engaginginillegal
activities (i.e theft,
smuggling)

Ethnic Minority Group

Explosive hazard risk
education

Explosive hazards

Explosive remnants of
war (ERW)

Family booklet
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Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

Taking unjust advantage of another
person’s labour for one’s own economic
advantage of benefit, without giving them
enough compensation. It can be with

the consent of the person, motivated

by absolute necessity, or without the
consent (through fraud, deception). It
Includes trafficking, forced labour, labour
under any kind of physical/psychological/
emotional threat etc.

For the context of question, do not
include Child labour.

When the early marriage is seen as a way
to alleviate the dire economic situation
of the family, by reducing the number of
dependants or obtaining some monetary
return

Engaging in an activity that is contrary or
forbidden by law .

A group of people who differ in race or
color or in national, religious, or cultural
origin from the dominant group — often
the majority population — of the country
in which they live.

Activities which seek to reduce the risk of
injury from explosive hazards by raising
awareness and promoting behavioural
change including public information
dissemination, education and training,
and community mine action liaison.

Term to refer to all hazards, including
mines and explosive remnants of war
(ERW). See further definitions below.

Explosive remnants of war (ERW) are
explosive munitions left behind after

a conflict has ended. They include
unexploded artillery shells, grenades,
mortars, rockets, air-dropped bombs,
and cluster munitions. Under the
international legal definition, ERW
consist of unexploded ordnance (UXO)
and abandoned explosive ordnance
(AXO), but not mines.

An official document that is issued at
the civil registry (Nofous) that has the
husband, wife/wives, and the children.
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Family separation

GBV Prevention
Program/Activities

Gender-based violence
(GBV)

General violence

Harassment

Health services
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In situations of armed conflict, family
members are frequently separated as
some are left behind and others are
forced to flee at different times through
separate means. There is no standard
internationally recognise definition of
family, but for the purposes of the WOSA
we will consider a family to be all persons
who consider themselves to be part of

a family and who wish to live together -
this can mean a broad range of relatives
spouses, brothers and sisters, uncles,
aunts, nephews and nieces, but also less
closely related relatives who have close
emotional links.

Activities aimed at potential GBV
survivors. These activities aim to

change harmful traditional practices

and social norms, empower individuals,
especially women and girls; rebuild
family and community structures and
support systems; work with formal and
traditional legal systems to address the
rights of GBV survivors; and monitor and
document incidents of GBV. Examples of
such activities are an education session
on GBV basic concepts, or a class on
robotics in the Women and Girl Safe
Spaces.

GBV is an umbrella term for any harmful
act that is perpetrated against a person’s
will, and that is based on socially ascribed
(i.e. gender) differences between males
and females.

Violence in the area, regardless of the
perpetrator, causing civilians to fear going
out or moving from one place to another.

Harassment includes verbal or physical
actions that are unwelcome or unwanted.
It may include humiliating, aggressive,
threatening or annoying conduct.

Whether clinics, hospitals, doctors,
nurses, medicines etc. are available in the
community.
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Housing, land and
property issues

Humanitarian assistance
and services

Improve protection

Improvised explosive
device (IED)

Judicial redress/
mechanism

Kidnapping or abduction
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Relates to rights to land, housing

and property, including capacities of
individuals to have access to and control
over land, housing and property. HLP
issues might refer to disputed ownership,
inability to claim or access property, loss
or lack of property documentation.

In situations of displacement due to
conflict, many persons may experience
loss of land, housing and property rights
during their displacement. This can
include arbitrary or unlawful deprivation
of access to their homes, lands, properties
or rental accommodations because of
occupation by others, lost/destroyed
property documentation, forced
evictions, or denial of their property
rights by Government authorities or
armed groups.

Assistance and services provided for free
for humanitarian purposes (i.e. non-
political, non-commercial, non-military
purposes) to persons based on their
needs. This can include food and non-
food items, medical supplies, clothing, and
shelter material. Humanitarian services
can include all activities of support
offered to the population in need,

Early marriages is accepted/ promoted
when the family believes that it may
protect the minor from protection risk in
acommunity

A device placed or fabricated in an
improvised manner incorporating
destructive, lethal, noxious, pyrotechnic
or incendiary chemicals and designed to
destroy, incapacitate, harass or distract.
It may incorporate military stores, but
is normally devised from non-military
components. Refers to a type of IED
incident that involves a complete
functioning device.
http://www.mineaction.org/sites/default/
files/publications/UNMAS%20IED %20
Lexicon.pdf

The act of setting right an unjust situation
or satisfaction sought or gained for
awrong suffered through a court or

an authority that is recognise by the
community, formally or informally.

The act of restraining, removing, , taking
custody, detention or capture of an
individual, temporarily or permanently
through the use of force, threat or
deception for - including but not limited
to- involvement in armed forces or armed
groups, for participation in hostilities, for
sexual exploitation or for forced labour,
child or early marriage, forced marriage,
forced adoption etc.
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Lack of identity
documents

Lack/loss of civil status
documentation

People without civil
status documentation

Legal services for civil
status documentation

Legal services for
Housing, Land and
Property rights

Local/community
support

Marking (of explosive
hazards)

Marriage certificate

Medical treatment
for survivors of sexual
violence/domestic
violence

Mine

Mine Action

Movement restrictions
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Lack of identity documents can result
in movement restrictions if identity
documents are required to move from
one place to another.

Lack/loss of any type of civil status
documents like birth certificates,
marriage certificates, death certificates,
identity cards, family books etc.

In case of lack/ loss of civil status
documentation, the question tries to
assess whether there are authorities/
administrative services (Civil Registrars)
/legal services that can support with
civil status documentation issuance/
replacement.

In case of lack or loss of civil
documentation related to land, housing
or property or disputed ownership over
housing/land/property, the question tries
to assess whether there are authorities/
administrative services/legal services to
support finding a solution.

Get support from someone in the
community. This can be through be
neighbours/friends/religious institutions
etc.

Placement of a measure or combination
of measures to identify the position of

an explosive hazard or the boundary of a
hazardous area. This may include the use
of signs, paint marks etc, or the erection
of physical barriers.

An official document issued by the
Shari’a court that proves the marriage
occurrence officially.

The immediate medical response to
heal injuries, administer medication to
prevent or treat infections for survivors
of sexual assault, including survivors of
rape, domestic violence and other forms
of GBV.

Munition designed to be placed under,
on or near the ground or other surface
area and to be exploded by the presence,
proximity or contact of a person or a
vehicle.

Mine action refers to activities that
aim to reduce the social, economic and
environmental impact of explosive
hazards.

Restrictions preventing individuals from
moving freely and safely from one place
to another.
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Passport

Persons with disability

Presence of explosive
hazards

Prevent enrolment

Protection

Protection services for
children

Psychosocial support
for survivors of sexual
violence/domestic
violence

Psychosocial support
services

Recreational Activities

s o=
695 polsusl
dolsdl alslasyl

dy=xbia ylazl 39>9

Gl

JLbYI diles @l

il el wloss
danasiell (eleizyl
SVl sl / ol bl

a2Vl gudid]_acll

dugebdl iy

UNFPA KNOWLEDGE SERIES

Improving the Gathering of GBV Data to Inform Humanitarian Responses

An official travel document given to the
citizens of the Syrian Arab Republic.

Persons with disabilities include those
who have long-term physical, mental,
intellectual or sensory impairments
which in interaction with various barriers
may hinder their full and effective
participation in society on an equal basis
with others.

Refer to the UN Convention on the rights
of Persons with Disabilities

Movement restriction maybe self-
imposed or by an authority, due to
presence of explosive hazards in the area
which may be triggered unintentionally
by civilians.

Early marriage is used as a way to avoid
participation in serving/ being recruited
in the military forces.

Activities aimed at obtaining full

respect for the rights of all individuals

in accordance with international law -
international humanitarian, human rights,
and refugee law - regardless of their age,
gender, social ethnic, national, religious,
or other background.

Refer to IASC definition

Services and assistance for children
below 18, such as psychosocial support
programmes, recreation activities,
explosive remnants of war risk education
and individual support for children at risk
or survivors of violence, abuse, neglect
and exploitation.

Services and assistance, such as focussed
individual counselling, for GBV survivors
aimed at addressing the harmful
emotional, psychological and social
effects of gender based violence.

Any type of local or outside support that
aims to protect or promote psychosocial
well-being and/or prevent or treat

mental disorder, and/or help to heal
psychological wounds after an emergency
or critical event.

Activities that are performed to support
and improve the interaction and the
psychosocial well being of individuals/
communities/ groups through individual
and group activities such as sport, games,
summer camps
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Residence support L8] diww
document

Restricting movements
of women and girls

Olaally sludl / dSy=dl auss

Rules imposed by J8 0 lgmdg el ladss
concerned authorities daiswll lalud]
Screening processes dual Olely>)

Services for persons
with disabilities

.§95 oW wleas

doldl wlslasyl
Sexual exploitation JERE | PUNESIRY
Sexual favor JolieS puizd!
Sexual harassment izl Gyl
Sexual violence il sl

Official document issued by a Mukhtar
of the neighbourhood/ community and
certified by the Municipality and by the
closest Police Station to prove residency
in a certain location.

Women and girls may decide to restrict
their movement altogether or to some
areas in the community to ensure they
do not face harm. The scope can be to
cope with some of the risks or protection
issues that they face or are afraid to face
while they are on the move.

Rules imposed by any authority/ entity
who exercise effective control of the area,
which result in restrictions on freedom of
movement.

Security procedures implemented by
authorities/ entities in control of an

area, normally by security forces, before
individuals are allowed to move from one
place to another.

Any type of support to persons with
disabilities.

The term ‘sexual exploitation’ means any
actual or attempted abuse of a position of
vulnerability,

differential power or trust for sexual
purposes, including, but not limited to,
profiting monetarily,

socially or politically from the sexual
exploitation of another. Some types of
forced and/or coerced

prostitution can fall under this category.

Sex acts done in exchange for something
(such as money or humanitarian
assistance)

Unwelcome sexual advances, requests
for sexual favours, and other verbal or
physical conduct of

a sexual nature

Any act, attempt, or threat of a sexual
nature that results, or is likely to result
in, physical, psychological and emotional
harm. This can include the following types
of acts:

Sexual violence occurring in the home
(battering, sexual abuse of female
children in the household, dowry-related
violence, marital rape

Traditional practices harmful to women,
including female genital mutilation
Sexual violence occurring within the
general community, including rape,
sexual abuse, sexual harassment and
intimidation at work, in educational
institutions and elsewhere (e.g. markets),
and forced prostitution

Sexual violence perpetrated or condoned
by the State, wherever it occurs.
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document
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separated child Osbadially
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Victim (of explosive
hazards)
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Early marriages is accepted/ promoted
as a way to meet the expectation by a
community, when the community sees
it as a positive or expected behaviour,
and to avoid stigma and exclusion if this
behaviour is not performed.

Persons either individually or collectively
who have suffered physical, emotional
or psychological injury, economic loss
or substantial impairment of their
fundamental rights through acts

or omissions related to the use of
explosive hazards. Explosive hazard
survivors or victims include directly
impacted individuals, their families,
and communities affected by explosive
hazards.

An official Identification document that
is issued at the civil registry (Nofous)
that Syrian citizens can start issuing upon
completing 14 years of age.

Document issued by the Immigration
Department at national level to travel
outside the country, particularly for
children, government employees, men in
military service age.

Separated children are those separated
from both parents, or from their previous
legal or usual caregivers, but not
necessarily other relatives. As a result,
this may include children accompanied by
other adult family members.

Unaccompanied children are children
who have been separated from both
parents and other relatives, and are not
being cared for by an adult who, by law or
custom, is responsible for doing so.

Refer to Child Protection Minimum
Standards, standard 13 for more
information

Explosive ordnance that has been primed,
fused, armed or otherwise prepared

for use or used. It may have been fired,
dropped, launched or projected yet
remains unexploded either through
malfunction or design or for any other
reason.

Persons, either individually or
collectively, who have suffered physical,
emotional or psychological injury,
economic loss or substantial impairment
of their fundamental rights through

acts or omissions related to the use or
presence of explosive hazards. Victims
include directly impacted individuals,
their families, and communities affected
by explosive hazards.
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Victim assistance
Survivor assistance

Women and Girls Safe
Spaces (WGSS)

Sacluce hlouall Baclus

R

olzally sluill el HKall

Refers to all aid, relief, comfort and
support provided to victims (including
survivors) with the purpose of reducing
the immediate and long-term medical
and psychological implications of their
trauma.

WGSS is a place (either formal or
informal) where women and girls feel
physically and emotionally safe. “Safe”

in this context refers to the absence

of trauma, excessive stress, violence

(or fear of violence) or abuse. WGSS
also provide a place where women can
access confidential services, discuss
issues and concerns with other women
and professional staff. Safe spaces also
provide an entry point for women and
girls to access referrals to other safe and
non-stigmati GBV response services.
(See: 2015 UNFPA ‘Women and Girls
Safe Spaces - A Guidance Note based on
lessons learned from the Syria Crisis
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ANNEX VII:

GUIDANCE NOTE FOR DATA
TRIANGULATION METHODOLOGY
(WEIGHTING CRITERIA)

NB: this note builds on the Data Weighing System methodology
developed for the 2017 HNO and used to underpin data
analysis for the Syria HNOs ever since.

Objective

This note aims to propose generic guidance to sectors on how
to weigh and triangulate different sources of datasets during
the elaboration of the Humanitarian Needs Overview (HNO)
for the Syria crisis. The methodology is intended to guide

the data-analysis phase of the HNO in view of facilitating
independent, impartial and rigorous data analysisin a
harmonise manner across sectors and at inter-sector level.
The note has been prepared on the basis of consultations with
sector / cluster coordinators and information management
officers at Whole of Syria and hub levels. The note is
complemented by sector-specific methodologies derived from
this overall guidance.

Scope of the guideline

This note intends to provide overall strategic guidance for
sectors to evaluate the quality, reliability and relevance of
available datasets. To this end, a weighting system of data is
suggested as triangulation method, to ensure a transparent and
systematic decision process.

The overarching logic is that information provided by
operational partners with sustained programmatic presence

2. ldentify and analyse what datasets you
have.
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at community level would be considered as the most valuable.
Information collected remotely that is less recent, collected
through less reliable sources, etc. will be assigned lower
weights. Noting sector, specificities, each sector will determine
which source(s) to use and agree on a sector-specific weighting

system based on sector technical standards, consistent with the

guidelines outlined in this document.
Mapping of the data sources

Prior to conducting the actual data analysis, sectors should
map all available data sources and modalities that can inform
the analysis of individual indicators required for HNO analysis.
For the purpose of this guideline, it is anticipated that the list of
sector indicators to be used in sector analysis has already been
determined and agreed upon by sectors and task forces.

In general, it is expected that the data collection modalities fall
under a) Operation partners; b) Sectoral assessments; c) Data
collection initiatives; and d) third party surveys.

While mapping available datasets, it is suggested that sectors
prepare comprehensive metadata information defining

data characteristics that would be used in the evaluation of
datasets meeting global/technical standards for indicators
and determine weights when consolidating information from
multiple sources at an agreed upon geographic level.

The flowchart below outlines the overall decision process of
the weighting system.

1. What indicator are you looking at?

(e.g: availability of NFI in the market for sector severity analysis)

Mapping of the data sources
Coverage analysis to know different
scenario - refer section “weighting
scenario”

Weighting scenarios

Once mapping of all the datasets relevant for sectors is completed, it is recommended to perform coverage analysis to examine

3. Do you want to pick the most reliable
dataset (over-ruling all other available
options)?

5. Do you want to use all available
dataset and perform weighted analysis?

4. What will be the logic to decide in a
transparent and systematic way?
Refer annex | for criteria

Refer section “weighting process”

6. What will be the logic to decide weight

for each dataset in a transparent and
systematic way?

Refer annex | for criteria

Refer section “weighting process”
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the degree of overlaps in geographical coverage®. Following
scenarios may arise:

Scenario 1: In locations (i.e. district, sub-district, community,
neighbourhood) where single data is available

A weighting system has to be considered for measuring the
reliability of the data.

Scenario 2: In locations where multiple datasets are available
and confirming similar result.

A weighting system has to be applied for each dataset and used
in establishing final result.

Scenario 3: In locations where multiple datasets are available
and not confirming similar results (i.e. conveying different
results).

A weighting system has to be applied to each dataset and
evaluate the reliability of each data. Before proceeding with
aweighted aggregation to establish single results, further
triangulation of data is recommended.

Weighting process
Weighting process is applicable when there are more than one
datasets available for an indicator in a location. The following

steps are recommended:

Step 1: Defining data evaluation criteria

elaborate the scoring criteria for each domain.

Level of Method-
expertise ology

Proximity of

modality

Score range (0-6)

(0-6)

Proximity of modality: As applicable to the different data collection modalities such as direct field survey, face to face interviews, and

remote data collection.

Level of expertise: As defined criteria by sectors per each
indicator.

Methodology: Data collection modality relevant for each of the
sectoral indicators, including community focal point interviews,
household survey, focus group discussion, secondary data review,
etc.

Timeliness: Date and timeframe of data collection. With most
recent data considered most reliable.

Category Not reliable Low reliability Acceptable Medium High

reliability reliability reliability

Score range 1 2 3

It is recommended that each sector identify and establish
evaluation criteria to be agreed upon by clusters/sector across
hubs before starting actual data analysis. The range of criterion
could be evaluated against the data characteristics documented
during the mapping of data sources (i.e. programmatic presence,
methodological significance).

In the consultation process, a range of evaluation measures was
suggested and listed in the Annex I. Each sector/cluster can use
or adapt based on sector’s requirement.

Step 2: Determining thresholds

From the evaluation measures established in step 1, it is
recommended that sectors establish minimum requirements
for determining data reliability. If more than one dataset is
deemed suitable based on sector technical standards, it is highly
recommended to include all in the aggregation process with
appropriate weights assigned to each data point.

Step 3: Determination of data reliability

Using the criteria established in the step 1, sectors can measure
relative importance of the data and agree on appropriate
weight to assign to each data point. As a starting point, sectors
will evaluate each datasets using range of criteria. Below is a
general model to consider to evaluate dataset in determining
weights. Score range for each domain will be defined (for
example O - 6 or 1 - 6) and sectors will have responsibility to

Timeliness Granularity Operational
presence
(0-6) (0-6)

- - (0-6)

Granularity: Geographic level of data collection defined by
methodology (i.e. neighbourhood, community, sub-district,
district).

Operational presence: physical presence in a location to deliver
humanitarian assistance or service as part of a humanitarian
project during data collection timeframe.

Using above model, final reliability rating (average score) is
provided as suggested below.

Very high

reliability
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Step 4: Weighted Estimation

After evaluating the reliability of the data, sectors can assign appropriate weight to the data. More weight is given to the data of
higher reliability. If more than one dataset is deemed suitable to use for an indicator, final result would be derived from weighted
analysis.

Examples of evaluation measures are provided to calculate weighted aggregation below:

Evaluation measures
Evaluation measures that are relevant for the data are listed below. These are the criteria identified in the consultation process.
Some of the criteria may not apply to some datasets.

Level of Expertise Limited
General
Expert
Institutional/program
Operational presence Present in the areas for more than one year
Present in the area for more than six months
Present in the areas for more than three months
Present in the areas for less than three months
One-off presence in the area
Off site or remote programming
Proximity of Modality Face to Face interview
Remote interview
Granularity Household
Community
Neighbourhood
Facility level (e.g. health facility)
Sub-District
Timeliness Data collection occurred within 1 month
Data collection occurred within 3 months
Data collection occurred within one year
Methods used Household level surveys
Focus Group Discussion
Community Focal Point interviews
Probabilistic sampling
Direct Observation

Program monitoring

Note: The below table provides an example to define criteria and assign scores. Actual implementation differs based on availabilit
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of data and metadata information to evaluate it against the criteria defined.

ANNEX IX:

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR DATA ENTRY/ANALYSIS CONSULTANT

Evaluation Criteria For each criteria, assign score 6 for an option/parameter if it aligns well or highly relevant with sectoral

indicator. If not aligned or not relevant, assign score 1. Use average score of all criteria defined.

Score 1 2 3 4 5 6
Not reliable Low reliability  Acceptable Medium High reliability  Very High 1. Input FGD datainto data entry tool MAXQDA for GBYV, Child protection, general protection and mine action sectors using the
reliability reliability reliability . . .
coding tree provided:
Level of expertise Keyinformant  Keyinformant  Keyinformant Keyinformant  Organisation Organisation 2. dataentry (coding) for up to 80 FGD, as well as secondary data.
with no real with limited with general with expert/ not specialist specialist 3. dataentry for upto4 GBV Expert FGD
knowlefjge in knowledge knowledge specialist on sector on sector 4. Enter all GBV secondary data provided by the Whole of Syria coordinator and code it according to the system provided.
:::ég?’ed knowledge IESROLSE IESDONSE 5. Extract quotes from FGDs and code them by “topic” in order to facilitate the development of the final report.
6. Draft the analysis of all GBV data to produce the VOICES From Syria, HNO GBV Analysis report. For previous reports please
Granularity/data Governorate District Sub-District Community Neighbourhood  Household see Voices from Syria 2020; Voices from Syria 2019 Voices from Syria 2018 Voices from Syria 2017
collection level Or facility level 7. Draft an advocacy brief for donors and humanitarian leadership with main findings from VOICES 2021.
Proximity of data Remote Face to face Regular system .
collection modality interview established at Deliverables:
o ata + exper atainputted using Maxqda software for , child protection, mine action and general protection
inele AllFGD dat t FGD data inputted using Maxqda software for GBV, child protection, mine action and | protecti
Methodology Direct Focus Group Key Informant  Program Probabilistic e Secondary data reviewed and entered using Maxqda software
Observation Discussion interview monitoring sampling or
Household e Extract matrix with quotes from FGDs
level surveys
e Prepare hub-only MAXQDA file to each hub and WoS (minus Syria and GBV-only docs)
Timeliness More thanone  Morethan 6 3-6 monthsold  2-3months 1-2months Less than one
year old data months old data old data old data month old data e  Forthereport:
CElE e Provide an outline of the report in word document (based on previous reports. It should have an analysis section and the
Operational presence Present in the Presentin Present in the analysis broken down by governorates).
areas for more the areas fo.r areas for more e Initial GBV analysis of the data/draft report for review (in word document)
than three more than six than one year e Incorporation of 2 round of feedbacks
months months

e  Final report (in word document)

. .. e Draft an advocacy brief for donors and humanitarian leadership with main findings.
List of definitions

Operational partners: Humanitarian partners currently delivering or capable of delivering humanitarian assistance or
implementing humanitarian projects in one or more locations.

ANNEX X:

Programmatic presence: If an organisation is delivering humanitarian assistance to the beneficiaries or implementing humanitarian
projects in a location, it will be considered as programmatic presence in the areas.

LINKS TO VOICES REPORTS
Data collection initiatives: initiatives that aim to monitor humanitarian developments and gather humanitarian data across the
country on a continuous basis (eg, monthly monitoring of market prices). These initiatives are conducted by a variety of HRP VOICES fram Syria 2020
partners. Voices from Syria 2019
Voices from Syria 2018

Third party survey: initiatives that aim to monitor the impact of humanitarian activities conducted - -
Voices from Syria 2017



https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/voices-syria-2020-draft
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/gbv-voices-wos-hno-2017-booklet-format
https://reliefweb.int/report/syrian-arab-republic/whole-syria-gender-based-violence-area-responsibility-voices-syria-2018
https://www.humanitarianresponse.info/en/operations/whole-of-syria/document/gbv-voices-wos-hno-2017-booklet-format
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