
Appendix for “Recognition Matters! UN State Status and Attitudes Towards Territorial
Compromise” Journal of Conflict Resolution

This appendix contains supplemental information for the text of the article. Sections A.1 and A.2
provide more detailed information about the panel survey and survey experiment, respectively.
Section A.3 addresses issues of representativeness and generalizability. Section A.4 provides ro-
bustness tests. The final section (A.5) contains a summary of the key variables used in the analysis
and a copy of the survey instrument.

A.1 The Panel

Both the panel survey and the survey experiment were conducted in person. Respondents were
surveyed in their homes by a well-trained Palestinian enumerator from their home region (North,
South, or Central West Bank).1 Following standard practice for surveys of this type in the Pales-
tinian Territories, survey questions were read to respondents by the enumerator. For any survey
questions containing images such as maps, the respondent was also shown the relevant images.

To ensure a representative sample, randomization was employed at every level of sample se-
lection from the governorate to the individual respondent. Respondents were selected using a
multistage stratified random sampling procedure. In the first stage of the sampling process, gover-
norates (the largest administrative unit in the Palestinian Territories) were selected with probability
proportional to size from three regional strata (North, South, and Central). Four governorates were
selected from the eleven governorates in the West Bank. In the second stage, twenty-two localities
were selected from strata based on community type (urban, rural, and refugee camp), also with
probability proportional to size. The number of survey questionnaires assigned to each stratum
was also proportional to population size.

For most localities, the locality served as the final enumeration area. For large urban centers,
however, a third stage of selection was carried out in which smaller enumeration areas were ran-
domly selected from within the locality. Due to the lack of population data at the sub-locality level,
these enumeration areas were sampled using simple random sampling. In the final stage, house-
holds were randomly sampled from within enumeration areas using a random walk procedure, and,
within households, individuals were randomly sampled from a household roster using a random
number table. As seen in Table A.1 and discussed further in Section A.3, our survey sample closely
approximates the Palestinian population of the West Bank.2

In order to help ensure a high rate of return in the second wave of the panel survey and its
representativeness as a whole, we took a number of steps. First, we went to great effort to re-
contact and re-interview all respondents surveyed in the first wave of the panel survey again in the
second wave. We attempted to contact all such respondents three times during the administration of
the second wave of the panel survey. These attempts were made at different days and times in order
to have the best chance of finding a respondent at home. In those cases in which we were unable
to contact an original respondent after three separate attempts, we interviewed another respondent
1Surveys were conducted in the West Bank only due to the closure of the Gaza Strip and historically
low survey response rates in East Jerusalem.

2Census figures are taken from Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS) (2009, 2012).
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Table A.1: Population proportions in 2007 Census and panel survey

2007 Full Returning
Census Sample Respondents

Female 0.49 0.54 0.55
Male 0.50 0.46 0.46
Urban locality 0.69 0.73 0.72
Rural locality 0.26 0.23 0.22
Refugee camp locality 0.05 0.05 0.05
Refugees 0.28 0.35 0.41
Illiterate, elementary, or secondary 0.41 0.44 0.40
Unemployed (2011) 0.17 0.07 0.02
Unemployed & underemployed (2011) 0.25 0.21 0.19
Average monthly income (NIS) 3027 2500 2250
Muslim 0.96 0.98 0.98
Christian 0.02 0.03 0.02
Age: 20-29 0.35 0.28 0.25
Age: 30-39 0.26 0.26 0.27
Age: 40-49 0.18 0.22 0.22
Age: 50-59 0.10 0.13 0.14
Age: 60-69 0.06 0.08 0.08
Age: 70-79 0.03 0.03 0.03
Age: 80+ 0.01 0.01 0.01
Census figures are for the West Bank population.
Figures for the full sample and sample of returning respondents are from
wave 1.
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from the same household. As previously mentioned, our analysis of the panel survey data relies on
only those individuals interviewed in both waves of the panel survey.

In addition, we asked the head of the household to complete a short “absentee questionnaire”
regarding the missing respondent. An examination of these absentee questionnaires reveals that
nearly half of the missing responses were due to issues of access rather than individual attrition
from the survey. Nearly one third of missing respondents were missing due to our inability to
relocate the household a year later.3 Because many Palestinian households do not have numerical
addresses, our relocation method necessarily relied on following landmarks and signposts that we
could not replicate in all cases. An additional fifteen percent were missing were due to the common
Israeli policy of temporarily closing off Palestinian towns and villages as military areas, thereby
limiting access to them. The remaining respondents were missing due to a variety of unrelated and
seemingly arbitrary reasons, including moving (both inside and outside the West Bank), traveling
abroad, working far away from home or working late, illness (in the hospital), and refusal. Along
with the relatively high rate of return in the panel survey (67%) and the similarity of the sample to
the general population, the specific sources of attrition described above make us confident that the
panel survey sample remains representative. See Section A.3 for a more detailed discussion of the
representativeness and generalizability of the survey.

A.2 The Experiment

The survey experiment was conducted at the same time as the second wave of the panel survey
(November 2012). As in the panel survey, the mode of survey administration was face-to-face
interviews. The sampling procedures used to select the governorates, localities and households
to be included in the survey experiment were the same as those used in the panel survey. Using
these procedures, sixteen new (i.e. not previously surveyed) localities were selected to participate
in the survey experiment. To further augment the sample size of the experiment, all “non-original”
respondents interviewed as part of the panel survey were also included in the experiment for a total
sample size of 226 respondents: 160 new respondents and 66 non-original respondents interviewed
as part of the panel survey. These non-original respondents include new respondents randomly
selected from the same enumeration area as the attrited respondents whom we were unable to
recontact. They also include a smaller group of “replacement respondents”: individuals from
the same household as attrited respondents who were interviewed in their place. To control for
any potential differences between the sample of 160 new respondents and the 66 non-original
respondents, as well as between different types of non-original respondents, the analysis of the
survey data includes controls for respondent type.

Individuals were assigned to either the treatment or control condition in the survey experiment
using blocked randomization. Blocking the sample prior to randomization offers an improvement
over simple randomization by ensuring that covariates are balanced across the experimental condi-
tions (Moore, 2010). Respondents in our survey experiment were placed into one of twelve blocks
based on their gender, refugee status and level of education, helping to ensure balance on these
3Due to unforeseen delays in the Palestinian application for UNGA recognition, wave two of the
panel survey took place nearly a year later than expected.
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Table A.2: Comparison of Returnees to Attritors

Returnees Attritors Diff. (SE) p-value
Support for Two States 0.47 0.36 0.11 0.59

(0.20)
Proportion Male 0.46 0.47 -0.01 0.85

(0.08)
Age in Years 39.35 36.26 3.09 0.17

(2.23)
Proportion Urban 0.72 0.73 -0.00 0.96

(0.07)
Proportion Rural 0.22 0.23 -0.00 0.96

(0.06)
Proportion Refugee Camp 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.84

(0.03)
Proportion Refugee 0.41 0.21 0.20⇤⇤ 0.01

(0.07)
Education Level 3.67 3.44 0.23 0.27

(0.21)
Income Level 4.16 4.92 -0.77⇤⇤ 0.01

(0.31)
Proportion Fatah 0.53 0.52 0.01 0.85

(0.08)
Politicized Religion 0.05 -0.39 0.44⇤⇤ 0.01

(0.17)
Political Interest 1.03 0.83 0.20† 0.09

(0.12)
Political Pragmatism 0.17 0.03 0.13 0.47

(0.19)
News Consumption 2.76 2.32 0.44⇤⇤ 0.04

(0.21)
Observations 134 66
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

important predictors of attitudes towards territorial compromise.4 Blocking was done using the
coarsened exact matching procedure described in Iacus et al. (2012). We present the full results of
a balance test comparing treatment and control groups on these and other key covariates of interest
4Level of education was measured as a three-level categorical variable: (1) illiterate, elementary or
primary; (2) secondary; and (3) college diploma or higher .
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in Table A.3.5
Table A.3 indicates that respondents in the treatment and control groups were very similar with

respect to most theoretically relevant covariates, including age, education, income, news consump-
tion and attitudes towards the role of religion in politics (politicized religion). In addition, they are
also very similar with respect to their self-reported levels of political interest and the degree to
which they are willing to compromise on political principles (political pragmatism). However,
subjects in the treatment and control groups differed in two important ways. First, the treatment
group by chance includea. much lower proportion of Fatah supporters than the control group: Fa-
tah supporters constituted 33% of the treatment group and 43% of the control group, and this
difference is statistically significant at the 85% confidence level (p=0.13). Second, the treatment
group included a higher proportion of refugees than the control group, with refugees numbering
25% of the treatment group and 18% of the control group. The probability that this difference is
statistically different from zero is approximately 75%.

Some imbalance between treatment and control groups is to be expected in survey experiments
such as this one. Because survey experiments are conducted outside the laboratory, it is often dif-
ficult if not impossible to achieve perfect randomization and balance on all covariates. To address
this issue, we control for Fatah party identification because it is the only theoretically relevant
covariate that was significantly different across the treatment and control groups. Controlling for
imbalanced covariates is a common practice (Lin, 2013), especially in natural experiments and
survey experiments (see e.g., Beber et al., 2014), and research indicates that, in sufficiently large
samples with random assignment to two, equal, treatment and control groups, it improves preci-
sion and does not introduce any bias (Lin, 2013; Green, 2009). In any case, we would contend
that any potential bias caused due to including covariates must also be weighed against the risk of
omitted variable bias caused by omitting a theoretically relevant covariate that, due to imperfect
randomization, is correlated with both the treatment and the dependent variable of interest.

In this case, it is important to control for Fatah party identification because it is correlated
with both the treatment and the chief outcomes of interest. Research on the determinants of Pales-
tinian attitudes towards the two-state solution has consistently shown a positive association be-
tween party identification with Fatah and support for the two state solution (Tessler and Nachtwey,
1999; Shamir and Shikaki, 2002; Nachtwey and Tessler, 2002; Shikaki, 2002; Shamir and Shikaki,
2005; Shikaki, 2006; Shamir and Shikaki, 2010). Because the treatment group by chance included
a lower proportion of Fatah supporters (such that Fatah party identification is negatively corre-
lated with receiving the treatment) and party identification with Fatah is positively correlated with
support for the two state solution, the estimated effect of international recognition will be biased
5Following Iacus et al. (2012), we compare balance between groups using on the original survey
measures rather than on the coarsened variables used for blocking. Education is measured as
a 7 level ordinal variable ranging from “illiterate” to “M.A. or higher.” News consumption is
measured as a 5 level ordinal variable ranging from “never” to “everyday or almost every day.”
Political interest is measured as a 3 level ordinal variable ranging from “not interested” to “very
interested” in politics. Political pragmatism is measured as a 5 level ordinal variable ranging
from “strongly disagree” to “strongly agree” with a statement about the importance of sticking
to political principles. Household income and politicized religion are measured as described in
Table A.19.
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Table A.3: Balance Across Treatment and Control Groups

Control Treatment Difference p-value
(SE)

Proportion Male 0.44 0.50 -0.06 0.41
(0.07)

Proportion Refugee 0.18 0.25 -0.06 0.24
(0.05)

Education 3.72 3.62 0.10 0.58
(0.18)

Age in years 39.28 41.08 -1.79 0.38
(2.03)

Household Income 4.21 4.30 -0.09 0.76
(0.28)

Proportion Fatah 0.43 0.33 0.10† 0.13
(0.06)

Politicized Religion 0.31 0.30 0.01 0.97
(0.16)

Political Interest 1.08 1.13 -0.05 0.66
(0.10)

Political Pragmatism 0.16 0.15 0.01 0.95
(0.16)

News Consumption 3.30 3.29 0.01 0.98
(0.15)

Total Observations 226
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

downwards if we fail to control for Fatah party identification. As a result, we control for party
identification throughout the analysis. While we are less concerned about the imbalance in the
refugee status variable, our inclusion of blocking variables or strata dummies to control for the
method of randomization also controls for the slight imbalance in this variable.6

As noted in the article, the experimental treatment consisted of a news article about interna-
tional recognition by the UNGA that was intended to increase the salience of this event. The
control condition, displayed in Figure A.1, consisted of a neutral news article about basketball
programs for Palestinian youth. Both the treatment and control conditions were based on modi-
fied real news items appearing in the Palestinian and Arabic-language press. The treatment and
control questionnaires, as well as the non-experimental questionnaire, were also preceded by a
two-sentence neutral vignette about the UNGA decision. In wave 1 of the panel survey, this read
as: “The United Nations is going to take a vote concerning Palestine. The United Nations will vote
6As noted in the article, refugee status is controlled for through the inclusion of blocking variables
or strata dummies. Gender and education are also controlled for in this manner.
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on whether to recognize Palestine as a state in the 1967 borders, including the West Bank, Gaza
Strip, and East Jerusalem.” In wave 2 of the panel survey and the survey experiment, this read as
“The United Nations considered the issue of Palestine. The United Nations considered whether to
recognize Palestine as a state in the 1967 borders, including the West Bank, Gaza Strip, and East
Jerusalem.”

Figure A.1: Control condition

Wave II Control 
 
 
 

Basketball schools training future teams 
 
RAMALLAH (Al-Quds) -- Basketball schools play an important role in training future players, coach Samir Issa said Monday. 
 
Samir teaches at a basketball school in Ramallah. Set up a year ago, it has attracted dozens of children aged 7 - 12 who are already 
playing against local teams. 
 
The school's focus is on teaching children modern basketball techniques, Samir told Al-Quds. 
 
Training children in basketball schools is in the interest of future teams, he added. 
 
 

 
 

To verify that the treatment increased the salience of international recognition as intended, we
conducted a manipulation check in which we asked respondents to evaluate Palestine’s status in
the world. As Figure A.2 illustrates, the distribution of perceptions about Palestine‘s status in the
world in the treatment group looks quite different from that of the control group. Specifically, the
treatment shifted the lower half of the distribution upwards: respondents in the lower 50% of the
treatment group had more positive evaluations of Palestine‘s status in the world than respondents
in the lower 50% of the control group. Indeed, respondents in the lower quartile of the treatment
group rated Palestine’s status in the world a half-point higher (on a 7-point scale) than respondents
in the lower quartile of the control group.

We measure individual perceptions of Palestine’s status in the world - the outcome of the ma-
nipulation check - using a survey question that asks respondents to rank the extent to which they
agreed or disagreed with the following statement: “Here are a number of words that may or may
not apply to Palestine’s status in the world. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or dis-
agree with each statement. I see Palestine’s status in the world as . . . 1. Accepted 2. Negative 3.
Recognized 4. Rejected 5. Positive 6. Unrecognized.” The question was coded as follows. First,
all negative modifiers (e.g. “rejected”) were reverse coded to the same scale as the positive mod-
ifiers (i.e. from most negative to most positive). The average score was then calculated for each
matching word pair (e.g. for the word pair consisting of the words “accepted” and “rejected”), and
the average of these scores was taken to construct a cumulative index. This procedure is similar to
that used in scoring other indices using word pairs such as the Ten-Item Personality Index (Gosling
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Figure A.2: Manipulation Check: Palestine’s status in the world
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et al., 2003).

A.3 Representativeness and Generalizability

As Table A.1 above shows, our survey sample closely approximates the Palestinian population
of the West Bank. The respondents interviewed for our survey look very similar to the general
population on most relevant characteristics, including gender, age, religion, level of education and
community type (rural/urban/refugee camp). The most important discrepancy between our sample
and the population is the proportion of refugees, which is higher in our sample. As previously
noted, we therefore use post-stratification weights to adjust for the overrepresentation of refugees
in our survey sample.

In addition, the respondents in our sample differ from the general population on the dimen-
sions of employment status and income. While the proportion of survey respondents who are
either unemployed or underemployed is very similar to the proportion of the general population,
the proportion of survey respondents who are unemployed is lower. This may be because our em-
ployment figures include the adult (over 18) population sampled for our survey while the census
counts all individuals over 15. Individuals over 15 and under 18 are not high school graduates and
so may have especially poor prospects of finding work. Thus, it is not surprising that the inclusion
of these individuals by the PCBS results in higher unemployment figures than we find.

Moreover, while the lower proportion of unemployed persons in our sample might lead us to
expect that our sample is also wealthier, our sample is actually not richer than the population. Due
to the sensitivity of survey questions regarding income, our survey asked respondents to report in-
come brackets rather than absolute income. As a result, we calculate the median monthly income
rather than the average monthly income calculated by the PCBS. The median income in the full
sample was 2500 NIS/month, and the median income in the sample of returning respondents was
2250 NIS/month. This figure is relatively close to the average monthly income of the population of
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3027 NIS/month reported by the PCBS. Indeed, because the average monthly income of the pop-
ulation is likely skewed upwards by the highest income earners, it is reassuring that we calculate a
lower figure for the median monthly income. Overall, the close fit between our survey sample and
the Palestinian population of the West Bank makes us confident that our results are generalizable.

As a final check on the representativeness of our sample, we also compare the returning re-
spondents to the attrited respondents directly. As seen in Table A.2, these groups are also nearly
identical on most theoretically relevant covariates. These include gender, age, education, commu-
nity type (rural/urban/refugee camp), party affiliation and political pragmatism. Importantly, the
two groups are also similar in terms of their baseline (wave 1) levels of support for the two-state
solution, which differ by only 0.11, or 2% of the five-point scale, and does not approach statistical
significance.

Where the groups differ, these differences should again bias us against finding an effect of in-
ternational recognition. For the reasons discussed above, refugees should be less likely to become
more supportive of partition as a result of international recognition or other external shocks. In-
dividuals supporting a greater role of religion in politics (politicized religion) should also be less
affected by international recognition because some political interpretations of Islam prohibit the
partition of Palestine between a Muslim and Jewish state. The higher proportion of refugees and
higher support for politicized religion in our sample should therefore make it more difficult for us
to find the effect that we do.

Some characteristics of returnees may, however, make them more likely to be affected by in-
ternational recognition than attritors. Because returnees are more interested in politics and follow
news more regularly than attritors, it is possible that they had greater exposure to the event of in-
ternational recognition and were differentially affected by it. In this case, it is possible that the
impact of international recognition extends only to the relatively wide segment of society exposed
to international recognition. On balance, however, since the differences between the qualities of
returnees and attritors point in different directions, their net effect probably does not affect the
representativeness and generalizability of the survey as a whole.

A.4 Robustness Checks

This section provides all of the robustness checks referred to in the text of the paper. These include
estimates of the real-world effect of international recognition on the principle of partition using
an (OLS) fixed effects-model, as well as the unweighted panel survey data. They also include
estimates of the experimental effect of international recognition on the principle of partition and
the terms of partition using alternative tests, model specifications and measures.
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Table A.4: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition (OLS
regression model)

Model with Regional Controls Model with All Controls
POST 0.37⇤⇤ 0.33⇤

(0.17) (0.17)
[0.03] [0.05]

Egyptian Position -0.09 -0.11
(0.12) (0.11)
[0.43] [0.31]

Politicized Religion -0.17⇤ -0.10
(0.10) (0.10)
[0.08] [0.27]

Fatah 0.53⇤⇤

(0.18)
[0.00]

Income 0.02
(0.05)
[0.68]

Constant 0.47⇤⇤ 0.15
(0.19) (0.26)
[0.01] [0.57]

Observations 261 261
Post-stratification weights adjust for the over-representation of refugees in survey sample.
OLS coefficients reported. Standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.5: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition
(ordered logit with RCSEs)

Model with Regional Controls Model with All Controls
POST 1.66⇤⇤ 1.51⇤

(0.36) (0.34)
[0.02] [0.07]

Egyptian Position 0.92 0.85
(0.14) (0.14)
[0.57] [0.33]

Politicized Religion 0.77⇤ 0.87
(0.10) (0.12)
[0.06] [0.31]

Fatah 2.30⇤⇤

(0.61)
[0.00]

Income 1.02
(0.06)
[0.77]

Observations 261 261
Post-stratification weights adjust for the over-representation of refugees in survey sample.
Exponentiated coefficients. Standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.6: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition
(unweighted panel survey data)

Basic Model Basic Model
with Regional Controls with All Controls

POST 1.56⇤ 1.45†

(0.38) (0.34)
[0.06] [0.12]

Egyptian Position 0.90 0.87
(0.16) (0.14)
[0.56] [0.37]

Politicized Religion 0.79⇤ 0.86
(0.10) (0.10)
[0.05] [0.22]

Fatah 2.29⇤⇤

(0.62)
[0.00]

Income 1.02
(0.07)
[0.72]

Observations 261 261
Exponentiated coefficients. Standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.7: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition
(bivariate model)

Support for the Principle of Partition
POST 1.46†

(0.34)
[0.11]

Observations 266
Post-stratification weights adjust for the over-representation of refugees in survey sample.
Exponentiated coefficients. Standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.8: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition
(panel survey with fixed effects)

Support for the
Principle of Partition

POST 0.27†

(0.18)
[0.12]

Egyptian Position 0.86⇤

(0.46)
[0.06]

Politicized Religion -0.07
(0.15)
[0.64]

Fatah -0.53†

(0.35)
[0.14]

Income -0.08
(0.10)
[0.41]

Constant 1.05⇤

(0.60)
[0.08]

Individual Fixed Effects Yes
Observations 261
OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
Post-stratification weights adjust for the over representation
of refugees in survey sample.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.8 draws on the panel survey data to estimate the effect of international recognition on
the principle of partition using an OLS regression model with individual-level fixed effects and
robust standard errors.7 The inclusion of individual-level fixed effects rules out the possibility
that the impact of international recognition is driven by unobserved differences among individu-
als that are time-invariant or slow-changing. Importantly, the inclusion of individual-level fixed
effects represents a particularly difficult test of the effect of international recognition on support
for partition given the relatively small sample size of the study. With 268 observations and 134
individual-level parameters in the model, statistical power is low to detect an effect at conventional
levels of statistical significance (p<0.10). In other words, we have a high risk of a false negative.
7We use OLS to estimate the fixed-effects model because, unlike ordered logit, OLS is consistent
even with small group sizes (See Greene (2003, Section 11.4.2))
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As seen in Table A.8, international recognition increases support for the principle of partition
by nearly 0.3 (0.23 SDs). While this effect is slightly shy of statistical significance (p=0.12), this
is most likely due to the lack of statistical power discussed above. Overall, these findings suggest
that the same individual was more likely to support partition following international recognition
than before it.

Table A.9: The Experimental Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of
Partition (OLS regression model)

Support for the Principle of Partition
(1) (2)

Treatment 0.29† 0.28†

(0.19) (0.19)
[0.13] [0.15]

Fatah 1.11⇤⇤⇤ 1.07⇤⇤⇤

(0.19) (0.20)
[0.00] [0.00]

Constant -1.08⇤⇤ -0.75
(0.51) (0.63)
[0.04] [0.23]

Blocking Covariates Yes No
Strata Dummies No Yes
Observations 223 223
Coefficients with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
All models include respondent type dummies.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.10: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Principle of Partition
(survey experiment without control variables)

Support for the Principle of Partition
(1) (2) (3) (4)

Treatment 1.28 1.69⇤⇤ 1.77⇤⇤ 1.38
(0.31) (0.42) (0.44) (0.33)
[0.31] [0.04] [0.02] [0.18]

Fatah 4.53⇤⇤⇤ 4.55⇤⇤⇤

(1.22) (1.23)
[0.00] [0.00]

Gender 1.41 1.31
(0.35) (0.32)
[0.17] [0.28]

Refugee Status 0.74 0.72
(0.22) (0.21)
[0.31] [0.28]

Education 1.05 1.00
(0.10) (0.09)
[0.59] [0.96]

New Respondent 4.18⇤⇤ 3.83⇤⇤

(2.44) (2.30)
[0.01] [0.03]

Panel Respondent 3.04⇤⇤ 2.95⇤

(1.65) (1.66)
[0.04] [0.05]

Observations 223 223 223 223
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
*p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.10 shows the effect of international recognition on support for the principle of partition
without any covariates other than the international recognition treatment, as well as removing each
group of covariates one group at a time. Estimating the effect of international recognition without
any control variables yields consistent but weaker results: we find a 38% increase in support for
the principle of partition estimated with p=0.18. See Model (4) in the table above.

As seen in the table above, the weaker results of Model (4) are driven by the omission of the
Fatah membership variable. Omitting only the Fatah variable results in a smaller and statistically
weaker treatment coefficient (see Model 1), but omitting the blocking covariates or the respondent
type dummies yields very similar results as our original specifications (see Models 2 and 3). This
effect of omitting the Fatah variable on our results is fully expected given the imbalance between
our treatment and control groups. As described in Section A.2 above, our treatment group by
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chance included more Fatah members than the control group, such that Fatah party membership
is negatively associated with receiving the treatment. As many previous studies have shown and
we also find, support for Fatah is also positively associated with support for the two-state solution
- our measure of the principle of partition. Thus, omitting the Fatah variable would be expected
to cause omitted variable bias in a downwards direction, which is exactly what we find when we
exclude it from the analysis.

Table A.11: Effect on International Recognition on Support for the Territorial Terms of Partition:
Alternative Measures of Dependent Variable

Alternative 3-point measure Binary DV Original 7-point measure
Treatment 0.63† 0.63† 0.64†

(0.18) (0.19) (0.18)
[0.11] [0.12] [0.12]

Fatah 0.77 0.81 0.79
(0.22) (0.25) (0.23)
[0.36] [0.48] [0.41]

Observations 219 219 219
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
All models include respondent type dummies and blocking covariates.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05

Table A.11 shows the effect of international recognition on support for continued Israeli sovereignty
over the largest settlements with land swaps using three alternative measures of the dependent vari-
able. In Column (1), the dependent variable is recoded as an alternative three-value ordinal variable
that groups neutral respondents with mild opponents instead of with supporters. An ordered logit
model is used accordingly. In Column (2), the dependent variable is a binary variable coded “1”
in the modal case of strong opposition and “0” otherwise, and a logit model is used. In Column
(3), the original seven-point survey measure is used in an ordered logit model. All results are also
robust to the use of OLS regression analysis.
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Table A.12: The Effect of International Recognition on Support for the Territorial Terms of
Partition (survey experiment without control variables)

Support for Territorial Terms of Partition
(1) (2) (3) (4)

Treatment 0.60⇤ 0.60⇤ 0.65† 0.67†

(0.17) (0.17) (0.18) (0.18)
[0.08] [0.08] [0.12] [0.14]

Fatah 0.78 0.82
(0.23) (0.23)
[0.40] [0.49]

Gender 1.11 1.07
(0.32) (0.30)
[0.73] [0.80]

Refugee Status 1.12 1.18
(0.38) (0.39)
[0.74] [0.62]

Education 0.96 0.92
(0.10) (0.10)
[0.69] [0.45]

New Respondent 5.05⇤⇤ 5.26⇤⇤

(3.69) (3.83)
[0.03] [0.02]

Panel Respondent 1.44 1.46
(0.99) (1.01)
[0.60] [0.58]

Observations 219 219 219 219
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
*p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.12 shows the effect of international recognition on support for the territorial terms
of partition without any covariates, both omitting only Fatah membership and then omitting the
blocking covariates. As seen in columns (1) and (2) of the table, the results are nearly identical
to those of the main model specification in Table 3 of the article. In both columns, international
recognition decreases the odds of supporting continued Israeli sovereignty over large settlements
with equal land swaps by 40%, and these effects are estimated with p<0.10.

In column (3) of the table, we conduct an additional robustness check in which we also omit
the respondent type dummies, which were used to control for any differences between the 160 new
respondents selected for the survey experiment and the 66 non-original respondents interviewed as
part of the panel survey, as well as between different types of non-original respondents (see Section
A.2 in the appendix). The effect of the international recognition treatment is substantively similar
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but slightly statistically weaker (p=0.12). This may be because the small group of replacement
respondents - individuals from the same household as attrited respondents who were interviewed
in their place are indeed different and generally less supportive of territorial compromise than the
rest of the survey sample. Because this is the base category against which the other respondent
dummies are compared, omitting the respondent dummies negatively biases the results. Finally,
Model (4) shows the results with no control variables included at all. The results are very similar
to those in Model (3) and the previous robustness checks.

Table A.13: Expected Favorability of Negotiated Settlement: Ordered Logit Analysis

Expected Favorability
(1) (2)

Treatment 1.42 1.41
(0.36) (0.36)
[0.17] [0.18]

Fatah 1.30 1.21
(0.33) (0.31)
[0.29] [0.45]

Blocking Covariates Yes No
Strata Dummies No Yes
Observations 221 221
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
All models include respondent type dummies.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.14: Expected Favorability of Negotiated Settlement: OLS Analysis

Expected Favorability
(1) (2)

Treatment 0.28† 0.29†

(0.18) (0.18)
[0.12] [0.12]

Fatah 0.21 0.17
(0.18) (0.19)
[0.25] [0.37]

Constant -0.01 0.17
(0.48) (0.66)
[0.99] [0.79]

Blocking Covariates Yes No
Strata Dummies No Yes
Observations 221 221
OLS coefficients with standard errors in parentheses.
p-values in brackets.
All models include respondent type dummies.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.15: Legitimacy and Feasibility of Partition: Ordered Logit Analysis

Feasibility Legitimacy
Treatment 1.16 1.24

(0.29) (0.31)
[0.55] [0.39]

Fatah 2.13⇤⇤ 0.95
(0.54) (0.24)
[0.00] [0.85]

Observations 217 218
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses; p-values in brackets.
All models include respondent type dummies and blocking covariates.
† p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.16 presents the result of a simple test of paired difference in means comparing the
proportion of respondents supporting Fatah before and after international recognition. As seen
in the table, support for Fatah is nearly identical among respondents surveyed before and after
international recognition.
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Table A.16: Support for Fatah Before and After International Recognition

Pre-Recognition Post-Recognition Difference
Support for Fatah 0.53 0.52 -0.01

(0.04) (0.04) (0.06)
Observations 134 134
Two-sided test of paired difference in means
*p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

Table A.17: Effect of International Recognition Conditional on Party Identity: OLS Analysis

Support for the Principle of Partition
(1) (2)

Treatment 0.40† 0.44⇤

(0.24) (0.25)
[0.10] [0.08]

Fatah 1.25⇤⇤⇤ 1.26⇤⇤⇤

(0.27) (0.28)
[0.00] [0.00]

Treatment*Fatah -0.29 -0.40
(0.39) (0.40)
[0.46] [0.32]

Constant -1.13⇤⇤ -0.76
(0.52) (0.63)
[0.03] [0.23]

Blocking Covariates Yes No
Strata Dummies No Yes
Observations 223 223
Coefficients with standard errors in parentheses
p-values in brackets
All models include respondent type dummies
†p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01
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Table A.18: Effect of International Recognition Conditional on Party Identity: Ordered Logit
Analysis

Support for the Principle of Partition
(1) (2)

Treatment 1.65† 1.67†

(0.52) (0.53)
[0.11] [0.11]

Fatah 4.52⇤⇤⇤ 4.65⇤⇤⇤

(1.63) (1.70)
[0.00] [0.00]

Treatment*Fatah 1.01 0.88
(0.52) (0.47)
[0.99] [0.80]

Blocking Covariates Yes No
Strata Dummies No Yes
Observations 223 223
Odds ratios with standard errors in parentheses
p-values in brackets
All models include respondent type dummies
†p<0.15 *p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01

21



A.5 Variable summary and survey question text

Table A.19: Key Variables

Conceptualization Operationalization Variable Name and Coding
Dependent Variables
Support for the
principle of parti-
tion

Support for the two-state
solution

5 level ordinal variable ranging from “strongly
oppose” to “strongly support.”

Support for the
terms of partition

Support for settlements
with land swaps

Settlements with land swaps: 3 level ordinal vari-
able taking the values of “1” in cases ranging
from “strong support” to neutrality, “0” for mild
opposition, and “-1” in the modal case of strong
opposition.

Partition as the
ideal preference

Any set of borders emerg-
ing from partition as the
ideal

Any partition as ideal: Binary variable coded “1”
if respondents chose the 1967 borders or the 1947
partition plan borders as the ideal and “0” other-
wise.

Mechanisms

Perceived bargain-
ing strength

Perceived favorability of a
negotiated settlement for
Palestinians

Favorability: 5 level ordinal variable ranging
from “very unfavorable” to “very favorable.”

Perceived proximity of in-
ternational community to
Palestinians

Perceived Proximity: 7 level ordinal variable
ranging from “almost opposite” to “almost iden-
tical” (positions).

Trust in the UN
Trust in the United Nations: 5 level ordinal vari-
able ranging from “Distrust very much” to “Trust
very much.”

Perceived focal
point

Perceived feasibility of es-
tablishing an independent
Palestinian state

Feasibility: 5 level ordinal variable ranging from
“non-existent” to “very high” (chances).

Perceived legiti-
macy of partition

Perceived legitimacy of di-
viding historic Palestine

Legitimacy: 7 level ordinal variable ranging from
“completely illegitimate” to “completely legiti-
mate.”

Independent Variables

International
Recognition

Timing of survey (be-
fore or after international
recognition)

POST: Binary variable coded “0” for wave 1 of
the panel, and “1” for wave 2.

Assignment to experimen-
tal condition

Treatment: Binary variable coded “0” for assign-
ment to control condition and “1” for assignment
to treatment condition.

Continued on next page
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Table A.19 – continued from previous page
Conceptualization Operationalization Variable Name and Coding
Control and Moderating Variables

Change in Egypt’s
position

Perceived change in prox-
imity of Egyptian and
Palestinian positions

Egyptian position: 5 level ordinal variable rang-
ing from “much farther” to “much closer.”

Politicized Reli-
gion

Support for religious influ-
ence over government

Politicized Religion: 5 level ordinal variable rang-
ing from “strongly disagree” to “strongly agree.”

Party identification
with Fatah

Identification with the Fa-
tah party

Fatah: Binary variable, coded as “1” if Fatah, and
“0” otherwise.

Economic condi-
tions Income Income:10 point scale ranging from 1-500 NIS to

4501-5000 NIS.
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INTRODUCTION: Good morning/afternoon/evening. I am ______________ from the Jerusalem Media and Communications Centre. We are a 
polling organization conducting research in your area about Palestinian public opinion. We interviewed someone in your household last year. We 
are now re-interviewing all of the people we interviewed then to learn if their opinions have changed. [If completely new household: We 
conducted a similar survey in your area last year and we are now following up on that survey to learn if opinions have changed.] This information 
will be provided to university researchers outside of the JMCC for their own analysis, although any responses provided to them will be kept 
confidential.  The interview will last about 30 minutes. There are no benefits for participating, nor are the risks any greater than talking to any 
other polling organization. Participation is completely voluntary. The interviewee may end the interview at any time and may skip any questions 
that he or she does not want to answer. If you have any questions about this research, you should contact the Jerusalem Media and Communication 
Center (JMCC) in Ramallah at 972-2-297-6555. 
 
Last year, we talked to [name]. If that is you, may we interview you again? [IF YES: GIVE THE RESPONDENT SURVEY NUMBER 3.  SKIP 
THE SCREENING QUESTIONNAIRE] 
 
If that is not you, is that person at home?    If not, will he or she be home at any time during the next three days?  [IF YES: CALL BACK.  IF NO, 
READ BELOW] 
 
[If that person is not available:] In that case, we would like to interview the person in your household closest in age to that person. According to 
the information that was shared with us last year, that person is [name]. Is that right? Is that person at home right now?  If not, will he or she be at 
home at any time during the next three days? 
 
Respondent Selection Instructions 
 
-- If the respondent interviewed last year is not at home but will be at home at some other time during the duration of the survey: 
“call-back” (3 times).  If the respondent interviewed last year cannot be contacted after three attempts, select the person from the same household 
that is closest in age to that person.  If that person is also not available, select a new household as per the procedures used in wave 1 of the survey. 
 
-- If the respondent interviewed last year is not at home and will not be at home at some other time during the duration of the survey: select the 
person from the same household that is closest in age to that person.   
 
--If the respondent interviewed last year is at home and refuses to take the survey: select the person from the same household that is closest in age 
to that person.   If that person also refuses, select a new household as per the procedures used in wave 1 of the survey.    
 
--If neither the respondent interviewed last year nor the person closest in age to that person is available to take the survey after 3 visits to the 
household: select a new household as per the procedures used in wave 1 of the survey. 
 
  



 
1. Is the respondent a 
replacement respondent?  

1. Yes  
2. No 

 

2. If this person is a replacement respondent, what is the survey number 
of the person he/she is replacing? __________________ 

 

 

 
 
Once a respondent has been selected, administer the following brief screening questionnaire:   
 
 
1.  Same respondent 
interviewed last year:  

1.  Yes [give him/her survey number 3] 
2.  No [proceed with screening questionnaire 
below] 

 

2.  Gender:  1.  Male          2.  Female        
3.What is the highest level of 
education that you have 
completed?  

1.  Illiterate, elementary or primary 
2.  Secondary 
3.  College diploma, BA, MA or higher 

 

4.  Are you a: 1. Registered refugee 
2. Un-registered refugee 
3. Non-refugee 

 

5. Have you watched or played 
any sports in the last month? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
9. Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 
TO BE COMPLETED BY SURVEY ENUMERATOR [ENUMERATOR USE ONLY]: 

 
If respondent is male, go to Table 1. If respondent is female, go to Table 2. Find the cell that corresponds to the respondent’s 
educational level and refugee status. For example, if the respondent is female, illiterate and a refugee, go to cell B1 in Table 2. 
 

Table 1: Male Respondents 
 

 Highest Level of Education Completed 
Refugee Status Illiterate, elementary or Secondary College diploma, BA, MA or 



primary higher 
Refugee (reg. or unreg.) A1 A2 A3 
Non-Refugee A4 A5 A6 
 
 
 

Table 2: Female Respondents 
 

 Highest Level of Education Completed 
Refugee Status Illiterate, elementary or 

primary 
Secondary College diploma, BA, MA or 

higher 
Refugee (reg. or unreg.) B1 B2 B3 
Non-Refugee B4 B5 B6 
 
What is the respondent’s cell code (the letter-
number pair corresponding to the respondent’s 
gender, educational level and refugee status?) 

1. A1          7.   B1 
2. A2          8.   B2 
3. A3          9.   B3 
4. A4         10.  B4 
5. A5         11.  B5 
6. A6         12.  B6 

 

 
Now go to Table 3A (Table 3B) below. Find the column corresponding to the respondent’s cell code. Go to the first row in that 
column. It should say “1” (“2” if Table 3B).  This means you should give the respondent survey number 1 (survey number 2 if Table 
3B).  Give the respondent the appropriate survey now.   
 
Once you have given the respondent survey number 1 (2 if Table 3B), cross off the first cell in that column. For example, if the 
respondents’ cell code is B1, cross off the first cell in Table 3A (Table 3B) as demonstrated in Table 4 (below). The next time you 
interview a respondent with cell code B1, you will begin with the next row in column B1 (marked red in Table 4). The next row says 
“2” (“1” if Table 3B) so you will give this respondent survey number 2 (survey number 1 if Table 3B). 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Table 3A: Assignment of Survey Questionnaires 

 
A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 3B: Assignment of Survey Questionnaires 

 
A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Table 4: Assignment of Survey Questionnaires 

[DO NOT USE TO ASSIGN SURVEYS: EXAMPLE ONLY] 
 
 

A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 B1 B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
First Section: General questions 
1. Overall, are you satisfied or dissatisfied 

with the way things are going in Palestine 
today? 

1. Very satisfied  
2. Satisfied 
3. Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied  
4. Dissatisfied 
5. Very dissatisfied  
8.  [Do not read] Can’t choose 
9.  [Do not read] Decline to answer 

 

2. Generally speaking, how interested would 
you say you are in politics?  

1.  Very interested 
2.  A little interested  
3.  Not interested 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

3. In the past month, how often did you 
follow news about politics and government 
in Palestine? 

1.  Everyday or almost every day 
2.  Several times a week 
3.  Several times  
4.  Once or twice  
5.  Never  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 
 
Second Section: Evaluation of Political Institutions, Political Attitudes, and Palestinian Affairs 
 
4.  Based on your experience, how easy or difficult is it to obtain the following administrative or social services from the government? 
Service Very Easy Easy Difficult  Very difficult  Never tried  Can’t choose 

[don’t read] 
Decline [don’t 
read] 



Identity Document        
Registering a child in 
primary school in 
public system 

       

Help from the police 
when you need it  

       

Access to individuals 
or institutions to file a 
complaint when your 
rights are violated  

       

 
5. Which of the following political parties best represents you politically, economically and socially?  
1.  Fatah  
2.  Hamas   
3.  PFLP  
4.  DFLP  
5.  Fida  
6.  Palestinian People’s Party   
7.  Islamic Jihad   
8.  Other: _________________________  
9.  None of the above   
 
6. How do you evaluate the performance of 

president Mahmoud Abbas?  
1. Very good 
2.  Good 
3.  Neither good nor bad 
4.  Bad 
5.  Very bad 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

7. To what extent do you think the 
Palestinian Authority is committed to the 
vital goals and interests of the Palestinian 
people? 

1. Certainly committed to interests and goals of the Palestinian 
people 
2.  Committed to interests and goals of the Palestinian people 
3.  Neither committed nor uncommitted to the interests and goals 
of the Palestinian people 
4.  Uncommitted to interests and goals of the Palestinian people 
5.  Certainty uncommitted to interests and goals of the Palestinian 

 



people  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 



8. Below are some topics that have been in the news. These topics may or may not be related, and you may receive more or less 
information about each one. 
 

1. The United Nations considered the issue of Palestine. The United Nations considered whether to recognize Palestine as a state 
within the 1967 borders, including the West Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem. 

 
2. 

 
 
Palestine wins  
UN welcomes State of Palestine  

 

UNITED NATIONS (Al-Quds) -- The United Nations General Assembly has voted to recognise a Palestinian state. 

The vote, which was taken at a meeting of the 193-member body in New York on Thursday, represents a long-sought diplomatic triumph for the 
Palestinians.  

The United Nations’ decision recognizes Palestine as a state in the West Bank, East Jerusalem and Gaza Strip. It allows Palestine to sign 
international treaties and join a number of United Nations agencies, as well as the International Criminal Court. 

In his speech to the General Assembly, Abbas called on the United Nations “to issue a birth certificate of the reality of the State of Palestine." 

 
The United Nations General Assembly voting  



 
9. Consider the map below.  Please shade in the area that you consider to be Palestine. 

  



10. Which of the following maps do you 
consider to be historical Palestine? Please 
give us your own opinion. [use flashcards] 

1.  Map A [pre-1948 borders]  
2.  Map B [1967 borders] 
3.  Map C [1947 Partition plan borders] 
4.  None of the above  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

11. Which of the following maps do you 
consider to be Palestine today? Please give 
us your own opinion. [use flashcards] 

1.  Map A [pre-1948 borders]  
2.  Map B [1967 borders] 
3.  Map C [1947 Partition plan borders] 
4.  None of the above  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

12. Which of the following maps would you 
be willing to accept as the borders of 
Palestine? Please give us your own 
opinion. [use flashcards] 

1.  Map A [pre-1948 borders]  
2.  Map B [1967 borders] 
3.  Map C [1947 Partition plan borders] 
4.  None of the above  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

13. Which of the following maps do you 
consider to be the ideal borders of 
Palestine? Please give us your own 
opinion. [use flashcards] 

1.  Map A [pre-1948 borders]  
2.  Map B [1967 borders] 
3.  Map C [1947 Partition plan borders] 
4.  None of the above  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 



To be used as flashcards: 
Map A 

 

Map B 

 

Map C 

 



Third Section: Relationship with Israel and the international community  
15. To what extent do you support 

the two-state solution? 
1.  Strongly support  
2.  Support 
3. Neither support nor oppose 
4.  Oppose 
5.  Strongly oppose 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

16. Concerning armed attacks 
against Israeli civilians inside 
Israel, I: 

 

1.  Strongly support  
2.  Support 
3. Neither support nor oppose 
4.  Oppose 
5.  Strongly oppose 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

17. Now concerning armed 
attacks against Israeli civilians 
outside Israel, I: 

1.  Strongly support  
2.  Support 
3. Neither support nor oppose 
4.  Oppose 
5.  Strongly oppose 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

18. What in your view are the 
chances for the establishment 
of an independent Palestinian 
state next to the state of Israel 
in the next five years? Are 
they very high, high, medium, 
low, or non-existent? 
 

1. Non-existent 
2. Low 
3. Medium 
4. High 
5. Very high 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

19. Generally speaking, to what 
extent do others in your 
community support the two-
state solution?  

1.  Strongly support  
2.  Support 
3. Neither support nor oppose 
4.  Oppose 
5.  Strongly oppose 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 

  



9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 
 
20. If Palestinian-Israeli negotiations were to 

resume, which of the following issues 
would you like to see addressed first? 

 

1.  Borders and settlements 
2.  Jerusalem 
3.  Refugees 
4.  Water 
5.  Security 
6.  Prisoners 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read]  

 

 
 
22. Different proposals have been made regarding the details of the two-state solution. Please tell us the extent to which you support or 

oppose the following proposals.  
 Strongly 

support 
moderately 
support 

support 
a little 

neither 
support 
nor 
oppose 

oppose 
a little 

moderately 
oppose 

strongly 
oppose 

 

1) Palestinian state in the 
West Bank, Gaza, and East 
Jerusalem with the largest 
Jewish settlements 
remaining under Israeli 
sovereignty.  

        

2) Palestinian state in the 
West Bank, Gaza, and East 
Jerusalem with the largest 
Jewish settlements 
remaining under Israeli 
sovereignty and an equal 
amount of land transferred 
to Palestine. 

        

 
23. Different proposals have been made regarding other details of the two-state solution as well. Please tell us the extent to which you 



support or oppose the following proposals. Under all of these proposals, a Palestinian state would be established in the West Bank, 
Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem.  
 Strongly 

support 
moderatel
y support 

support 
a little 

neither 
support 
nor 
oppose 

oppose a 
little 

moderate
ly oppose 

strongly 
oppose 

 

1) The Palestinian state 
would be non militarized, 
meaning that it will have 
no heavy armaments such 
as airplanes, tanks, 
missiles, or artillery. 

        

2) Mutual recognition in 
which Israel recognizes 
Palestine as the state of the 
Palestinian people and 
Palestine recognizes Israel 
as the state of the Jewish 
people.  

        

3) Refugees will be able to 
return to the state of 
Palestine in the West 
Bank, Gaza Strip, or East 
Jerusalem and receive 
compensation. 

        

24. If Israel were to sign an 
agreement with the PLO 
establishing a Palestinian state 
alongside Israel, i.e. the two-
state solution, how likely do 
you think Israel is to comply 
with its obligations under the 
agreement?  

1.  Very likely  
2.  Likely 
3.  Neither likely nor unlikely  
4.  Unlikely 
5.  Very unlikely  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

25. If Palestinian-Israeli 1.  Very favorable   



negotiations were to resume 
and Israel were to sign an 
agreement with the PLO, how 
favorable do you think this 
agreement would be to 
Palestinian interests? 

2.  Somewhat favorable 
3.  Neither favorable nor unfavorable  
4.  Somewhat unfavorable 
5.  Very unfavorable 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

26. There have been a number of proposals regarding the final borders of the future Palestinian state.  What in your view are the chances for the 
establishment of an independent Palestinian state within each of the following borders? 

 Almost 
Certain 

Very High High Medium Low Very 
Low 

Non-
Existent 

[do not 
read] 
I don’t 
know 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 

 

1. The Pre-1948 borders           
2.  The 1947 Partition 
Plan borders 

          

3. 1967 borders (West 
Bank, Gaza and East 
Jerusalem) 

          

4. 1967 borders with 
land swaps  

          

 
27. In your view, how likely is it that the 

leaders of Fatah and Hamas will succeed 
in implementing the reconciliation [unity?] 
agreement and unifying the West Bank and 
the Gaza Strip in the near future?  

1.  Very likely  
2.  Likely 
3.  Neither likely nor unlikely  
4.  Unlikely 
5.  Very unlikely  
8. Can’t choose/ Don’t know [do not read] 
9. Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 
28. To what extent would you support or 

oppose a return to violent resistance to 
achieve Palestinian rights? 

1.  Completely support  
2.  Somewhat support 
3.  Neither support nor oppose 
4.  Somewhat oppose 
5.  Completely oppose 
8. Can’t choose/ Don’t know [do not read] 

 



9. Decline to answer [do not read] 
29. In your view, how do you think Israel will 

respond to Palestine’s new status as a state 
in the United Nations? 

1.  Will stop transfer of custom funds to the PA and will make 
conditions of occupation harsher, 
2.  Will only stop transfer of custom funds 
3.  Will not stop transfer of customs funds but conditions of 
occupation will become harsher 
4.  Will do nothing and the status quo will continue 
5.  Others (specify ---- ) 
8. Can’t choose/ Don’t know [do not read] 
9. Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 
30. I’m going to name a number of international actors. For each one, please tell me to what extent you trust or distrust them. 
International actors  Trust very 

much 
Trust somewhat Neither 

trust nor 
distrust 

Distrust 
somewhat  

Distrust very much [do not 
read] 
I don’t 
know 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 

 

1. The US         
2. France         
3. The EU         
4. The United Nations         

31. Generally speaking, how 
close do you think the 
position of the international 
community is to the 
Palestinian position? 

1. Almost identical 
2. Very close 
3. Somewhat close 
4. Neither close nor far  
5. Somewhat far 
6. Very far 
7. Almost opposite 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

32. Do you think the position 
of Egypt today is closer to 
or further from the 
Palestinian position than it 
was under the Mubarak 

1. Much closer 
2. Somewhat closer 
3. Neither closer nor farther 
4. Somewhat farther 
5. Much farther 

 



regime?  8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 
33. Some people believe that 

international law should take priority 
over national goals when they 
conflict, while others believe that 
national goals should take 
precedence in this instance. To what 
extent do you agree with the position 
that international law should take 
precedence over national goals when 
they conflict?  

1. Strongly agree  
2. Agree  
3. Neither agree nor disagree 
4. Disagree  
5. Disagree strongly  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

34. To what extent do you agree or 
disagree with the following 
statement: leaders in our society 
must be obeyed because they are 
more knowledgeable of the public 
interest?   

1. Strongly agree  
2. Agree  
3. Neither agree nor disagree 
4. Disagree  
5. Disagree strongly  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

35. To what extent do you agree or 
disagree with the following 
statement: Politics is more a 
matter of getting the best possible 
out of a given situation than of 
sticking to principles?  

1. Strongly agree  
2. Agree  
3. Neither agree nor disagree 
4. Disagree  
5. Disagree strongly  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

36. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements.  
Statement Strongly 

agree 
 

Agree Neither 
Agree nor 
disagree 

Disagree 
 

Strongly 
disagree 
 

[do not 
read] I 
don’t know 
 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 
 

 

I expect unemployment to become better 1 2 3 4 5 8 9  
I expect poverty to become better 1 2 3 4 5 8 9  



 
37. Some individuals believe that historic 

Palestine can never be divided while 
others believe that historic Palestine 
can be divided into two states, a 
Palestinian state and an Israeli state.  
To what extent do you believe it is 
legitimate to divide historic Palestine? 

1. Completely legitimate 
2. Very legitimate 
3. Somewhat Legitimate 
4. Neither legitimate nor illegitimate 
5. Somewhat illegitimate 
6. Very illegitimate 
7. Completely illegitimate 
8.  [Do not read] Can’t choose 
9.  [Do not read] Decline to answer 

 

 
Fourth Section: Politics and Religion 
 
How much do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements?  
Statements Strongly 

agree 
Agree Disagree  Strongly 

disagree 
[do not 
read] 
I don’t 
know 

[do not 
read] 
Decline to 
answer 

 

39-3.  Men of religion should have 
influence over the decisions of 
government  

       

39-4. Religious practice is a private 
matter and should be separated from 
socio-economic life  

       

        
40-1.  The government and parliament 
should make laws according to the 
wishes of the people 

       

40-2.  The government should 
implement only the laws of the sharia   

       

40-3.  The government and parliament 
should make laws according to the 
wishes of the people in some areas and 
implement sharia in others  
 

       

 



Fifth Section: Religiosity 
 
 
 
43. Today as in the past, Muslim scholars and jurists sometimes disagree about the proper interpretation of Islam in response to present-day issues. 

For each of the statements listed below, please indicate whether you agree strongly, agree, disagree, or disagree strongly with the interpretation 
of Islam that is presented. 

Issue Strongly 
agree 
 

Agree Neither 
Agree nor 
disagree 

Disagree 
 

Strongly 
disagree 
 

[do not 
read] I 
don’t know 
 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 
 

 

1.Democracy is a Western form of 
government that is not compatible with Islam 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9  

2. Islam requires that in a Muslim country 
the political rights of non-Muslims 
should be inferior to those of Muslims 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9  

 
44. The following questions are your personal opinions about the principles that should determine the behavior and situation of women in our 

society. For each of the statements listed below, please indicate whether you agree strongly, agree, neither agree nor disagree, disagree, or 
disagree strongly. 

Statement Strongly 
agree 
 

Agree Neither 
Agree nor 
disagree 

Disagree 
 

Strongly 
disagree 
 

[do not 
read] I 
don’t know 
 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 
 

 

1. A woman can be a president or prime 
minister of a Muslim country. 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9  

2.A married woman can work outside the 
home if she wishes 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9  

3. Men and women should have equal job 
opportunities and wages 

1 2 3 4 5 8 9  

 
 



Sixth Section: Daily Life 
 
 
 
 
45. During the past week, how many times 

did you visit or go out with friends or 
family?  Count all friends or family, 
including immediate family members 
(“first degree”). 

Not at all 
(0) 
 

1-3 times 
(2) 

4-6 times 
(3) 

7-9 times 
(4) 
 

10 or more 
times 
 (5) 
 

[do not 
read] I 
don’t know 
(8) 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 
(9) 

 

46. Now, how many friends or family 
members did you visit or go out with 
over the past week? Count each person 
once even if you saw them multiple 
times. 

1-3 people 
(0) 

4-6 people 
(1) 

7-9 people 
(2) 

10 or more 
people 
(3) 

Did not 
participate 
in this 
activity (4) 

[do not 
read] I 
don’t know 
(8) 

[do not 
read] 
Decline 
to 
answer 
(9) 

 

 
47. Before President Abbas’ speech at 

the United Nations in September 
2011, did you attend a rally, 
protest, demonstration or other 
event related to the UN initiative? 

1. Yes 
2.  No 
8.  don’t know [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

48. If large peaceful demonstrations for 
Palestinian goals were to take 
place, how likely is it that you 
would participate in such 
demonstrations?  

1. Very likely  
2. Somewhat Likely 
3. Neither likely nor unlikely 
4. Somewhat unlikely 
5. Very unlikely 
8.  don’t know [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

 
49. In the past month, did you 

personally witness any of the 
following:  

1.  Soldiers verbally harassing someone 
2.  Settlers verbally harassing someone 
3.  Soldiers damaging or destroying someone’s property 
4.  Settlers damaging or destroying someone’s property 
5.  Soldiers physically harming someone 

 



6.  Settlers physically harming someone  
7.  None of these  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

52. Do you know anyone who 
experienced any of the following 
over the last year where knowing 
someone means they know you and 
you know them by name? Choose 
as many as apply. 

1. Physical harm by Israeli soldiers or settlers 
2. Arrest by Israeli soldiers  
3. Home demolition  
4. Other damage or destruction of property by Israeli soldiers or settlers 
5. Other:____________ 
6. None of these  
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

54. In the past week, did you read an 
entire news story or watch an entire 
news program about any of the 
following topics?  Circle all that 
apply.   

1. The economic situation and/or unemployment  
2. The recent fighting in Gaza   
3. Can’t choose 
4. Decline to answer  

 

 
Seventh Section: Identity and outlook 
 
55. Which of the following best describes you 1. Above all I am a Palestinian 

2.  Above all I am a Muslim 
3. Above all I am an Arab 
4. Above all I am a Christian 
5. Other (please state)_______________ 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

56. Here are a number of words that may or may not apply to Palestine’s status in the world. Please indicate the extent to which you agree or 
disagree with each statement.  

I see Palestine’s status in the world 
as… 

Disagree 
strongly  

Disagree 
moderately 

Disagree 
a little 

Neither 
agree 
nor 
disagree 

Agree 
a 
little 

Agree 
moderately 

Agree 
strongly  

   

1. Accepted  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
2. Negative   1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
3. Recognized  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
4. Rejected 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  



5. Positive 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
6. Unrecognized 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
57. Here are a number of words that may or may not apply to how you are feeling right NOW.   Please indicate the extent to which you agree 

or disagree with each term.  You should rate the extent to which a word describes the way you are feeling now.  
I feel: Disagree 

strongly  
Disagree 
moderately 

Disagree 
a little 

Neither 
agree 
nor 
disagree 

Agree 
a 
little 

Agree 
moderately 

Agree 
strongly  

   

1. Excited 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
2. Ashamed 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
3. Proud  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
4. Disappointed  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
5. Hopeful  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  
6. Anxious  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  

 
 
Eighth Section: Demographics 

58. Marital status:  1.  Single          2.  Married          3.  Other  
59. What is the highest level of education that 

you have completed?   
1. Illiterate             4.  College diploma – 2 years         9.  Refuse  
2. Elementary        5.  BA                                              [don’t read] 
3. Primary              6.  MA or higher 
4. Secondary          8.  Don’t Know [don’t read]                                                       

 

60. Which of the following best describes 
your current employment status?   

1. Employed full-time (30 hours or more a week) 
2. Employed part-time (Less than 30 hours a week) 
3.  Not employed 

 

61. If you answered not employed, are you:   1. Retired 
2. Housewife 
3.  Student 
4.  Other: ______________________________ 

 

 
62. Employment sector:  1.  Public          2.  Private          3.  Other  
63. In the past month, what was your 

household’s monthly income in Israeli 
shekels?  Include all salaries, wages and 
rents received. 

1. 1-500 NIS 
2.  500 – 1000 NIS 
3.  1001 – 1500 NIA 
4. 1501-2000 NIS 
5.  2001-2500 NIS 

 



6.  2501 – 3000 NIS 
7.  3001 – 3500 NIS 
8.  3501 – 4000 NIS 
9.  4001 – 4500 NIS 
10.  4501 – 5000 NIS 
 

64. Over the last year, has your family’s 
financial situation gotten much better, 
gotten a little better, stayed about the 
same, gotten a little worse or gotten much 
worse? 

1. Much better 
2. A little better 
3. About the same 
4. A little worse 
5. Much worse 
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

65. Do you have any family or friends 
living in the west or other non-Arab 
countries?  

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. [Do not read] Can’t choose 
4. [Do not read]: Decline to answer 

 

67. Have you or anyone in your 
immediate family (first degree) ever 
been a prisoner in an Israeli jail? 

1.  Yes 
2.  No 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

68. Religion:  1.  Muslim          2.  Christian          3.  Other  
69. How often do you read the Quran? 1.  Everyday or almost every day 

2.  Several times a week 
3.  Sometimes 
4.  Rarely 
5.  Never 
5.  I can’t read/am illiterate  
8.  Can’t choose [do not read] 
1. Decline to answer [do not read] 

 

70. Do you pray? 
1. Yes 
2. No 

 

71. Do you pray at:  1.  Mosque          2.  Home          3.  Both          4.  Church  
72. In general, would you describe yourself as:  1.  Religious 

2.  Not religious 
9.  Decline to answer [do not read] 

 



 
 
 
“Thank you.  At this time, we would also like to inform you that the news article presented earlier in the survey questionnaire is based 
on a real news articles that appeared in Al-Jazeera, Ma’an and other sources.” 



References

Beber, Bernd, Philip Roessler, and Alexandra L. Scacco. 2014. “Intergroup Violence and Political

Attitudes: Evidence from a Dividing Sudan.” Journal of Politics 76 (July): 1-17.

Gosling, Samuel D., Peter J. Rentfrow, and William B. Swann. 2003. “A very brief measure of the

Big-Five personality domains.” Journal of Research in Personality 37 (6): 504–528.

Green, Donald P. 2009. “Regression Adjustments to Experimental Data: Do David Freedmans

Concerns Apply to Political Science?” In 26th annual meeting of the Society for Political

Methodology.

Greene, William H. 2003. Econometric analysis. Prentice Hall.

Iacus, Stefano M., Gary King, and Giuseppe Porro. 2012. “Causal inference without balance

checking: Coarsened exact matching.” Political Analysis 20 (1): 1-24.

Lin, Winston. 2013. “Agnostic notes on regression adjustments to experimental data: Reexamining

Freedmans critique.” The Annals of Applied Statistics 7 (1): 295–318.

Moore, Ryan T. 2010. “Blocking political science experiments: Why, how, and then what?” The

Experimental Political Scientist 1 (1): 3-5.

Nachtwey, Jodi, and Mark Tessler. 2002. “The Political Economy of Attitudes toward Peace among

Palestinians and Israelis.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 46 (April): 260-285.

Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS). 2009. Census Final Results population Report-

West Bank. Ramallah: Palestinian National Authority.

Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS). 2012. Census Final Results population Report-

Palestinian Territory. Ramallah: Palestinian National Authority.

50



Shamir, Jacob, and Khalil Shikaki. 2002. “Determinants of Reconciliation and Compromise

Among Israelis and Palestinians.” Journal of Peace Research 39 (2): 185-202.

Shamir, Jacob, and Khalil Shikaki. 2005. “Public Opinion in the Israeli-Palestinian Two-Level

Game.” Journal of Peace Research 42 (May): 311-328.

Shamir, Jacob, and Khalil Shikaki. 2010. Palestinian and Israeli public opinion: The public im-

perative in the second Intifada. Indiana University Press.

Shikaki, Khalil. 2002. “Palestine Divided.” Foreign Affairs 81 (Jan/Feb): 89-105.

Shikaki, Khalil. 2006. “Willing to Compromise: Palestinian Public Opinion and the Peace Pro-

cess.” USIP Special Report 158 (January): 1-16.

Tessler, M., and J. Nachtwey. 1999. “Palestinian Political Attitudes: an Analysis of survey Data

from the West Bank and Gaza.” Israel Studies 4: 22-43.

51


	The Panel
	The Experiment
	Representativeness and Generalizability
	Robustness Checks
	Variable summary and survey question text



