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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In late June and early July 2006, the Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics (BBS)
administered a survey questionnaire to 1,900 households residing in slum areas in Dhaka,
Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi. This activity was carried out to support a broader effort of
the World Food Programme (WFP)-Bangladesh to develop a food security profile of
households residing in these slums that can be maintained through time to permit a better
understanding of the nature of and trends in the food security of these households. As such,
this representative household survey provides baseline information of value to the
government of Bangladesh and its development partners for use in designing programs to
assist such households better meet their food needs. While the BBS implemented the survey,
the International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) was contracted by WFP-Bangladesh
to design the survey, draft the questionnaire, and complete a set of analyses on the survey
data.

This study adopts the commonly accepted definition of household food security that a
household is food secure if it can reliably gain access to food in sufficient quantity and
quality for all household members to enjoy a healthy and active life. A conceptual
framework of the determinants of food security for poor urban households was developed
that pays particular attention to how households secure access to food through the market. As
such, a key feature of this framework is how the urban poor participate in local labor markets
to acquire income by which to purchase food.

The survey questionnaire was modeled on other integrated household consumption
and expenditure surveys, so the results are comparable to information collected from similar
surveys in Bangladesh, such as the Household Income and Expenditure Surveys (HIES). A
broad range of information was collected, including on health, education, employment,
income, expenditures, housing, asset ownership, experience of negative economic shocks,
and subjective assessments of well-being. In terms of food consumption, information was
collected on a one-week list-recall basis. However, no nutritional outcome indicators, such as
child or maternal height and weight measurements, were collected.

Survey results

Food security status of urban slum households

One of the objectives of this study was to assess the heterogeneity of urban slum
households in terms of their relative food security and to identify key characteristics of the
most food insecure.

1. Calorie consumption sufficiency tercile — In order to disaggregate the survey
households based on relative food security, a calorie consumption sufficiency ratio was
computed for each. This is the ratio of the reported calories consumed by household
members over the previous week to the calorie consumption recommended for the
household by nutritionists. Using this ratio to rank all survey households on a weighted
basis, each household was assigned to one of three calorie consumption sufficiency
terciles.

While by definition the proportion of households in the survey population that falls within
each tercile is one-third, the proportion of the population within each city that falls in



each tercile differs. Dhaka urban slum households perform best on this measure, with
only 28.1 percent of households in the lowest tercile, while 39.0 percent are in the highest
tercile. Rajshahi and Chittagong households are disproportionately found in the lowest
tercile, with 47.3 and 41.6 percent, respectively. Only 14.0 percent of Rajshahi’s urban
slum population is found within the highest calorie consumption sufficiency tercile.

Calorie consumption sufficiency is only one of several dimensions of food security,
primarily concerned with the quantity of food consumed. Other important dimensions
include the quality of the diet consumed and the vulnerability of a household or individual
to loss of access to food. Here the food security status of urban slum households is
examined across these dimensions.

2. Proportion of households consuming daily less than certain levels of calories per
capita— Three assessments of food security are made based on the absolute level of
calorie consumption reported by urban slum households. The proportion of the
population that consumes less than 80 percent of its recommended calorie consumption is
found in the literature on household food security as a standard measure of food
insecurity in the population. In Dhaka, 23.6 percent of household fall below this level of
calorie consumption; while in Chittagong, the proportion is 35.5 percent; in Khulna, 3.05
percent; and in Rajshahi, 40.0 percent.

The analysts of the Bangladesh HIES household survey series have used two calorie-
consumption based poverty lines over the past several rounds, including the latest in 2005
— the direct calorie intake poverty line (2,122 kcal/person/day) and the hard-core direct
calorie intake poverty line (1,805 kcal/person/day) (BBS 2003). The proportion of the
urban slum population that fall below these poverty lines is 47.8 and 29.0 percent,
respectively." The proportion of households that are identified as food insecure on the
basis of both measures is lowest in Dhaka. However, the ranking on these measures of
the other three cities varies by measure.

3. Diversity of food groups reported consumed — As a diversified diet is an important
component of household food security, a Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) can
be computed for each households by determining the number out of twelve different food
groups the households consumed food from over the previous week. The survey results
show that urban slum households consume relatively diverse diets, having consumed
foods from an average of 9.6 food groups in the past week. Only small differences in the
diversity of food consumption are seen across the four cities or across the three calorie
consumption sufficiency terciles. Meat & poultry, milk & milk products, and sugar are
the three food groups that are the least regularly consumed.

4. Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) — The HFIAS score, a measure of
the vulnerability in access that a household has to food, is derived from the responses
given to a set of nine standard questions on perceptions of food vulnerability and
responses to food insecurity in the household over the past one month. By examining the
pattern of responses to the nine questions, households can be placed into one of four food
insecurity status categories ranging from ‘food secure’ to ‘severely food insecure’. The
percentage of households in the study population in the ‘severely food insecure’ category
is 61.8 percent. This is a much higher prevalence level than seen in similar studies of

' By way of comparison, the report on the 2005 HIES states that the level of calorie consumption for 43.2
percent of the urban population as a whole fell below the direct calorie intake poverty line. For the hard-core
poverty line, the figure is 24.4 percent.
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food insecure populations, including in Bangladesh. While there likely is some substance
to this finding, the results should be used with some caution.

In examining the patterns in household food security seen in the survey, a relatively
homogeneous pattern is seen. Urban slum households in all four cities face relatively high
levels of food insecurity. Rankings based on one indicator of food security are not
necessarily maintained when the households are ranked using another indicator of food
security. However, the differences in food security status between cities and between
households in these urban slums are relatively small. While there is evidence of reliably food
secure households residing in these slums, the majority of households in the study population
are food insecure and vulnerable to loss of access to sufficient food to meet the needs of
household members.

Other characteristics of urban slum households

A broad range of other household characteristics are investigated using cross-
tabulations to explore possible relationship between an urban slum household’s food security
status and key characteristics of the household. Most of the food security profile tables
provide statistics disaggregated on the basis of the calorie consumption sufficiency terciles,
as well as by city of residence. Overall, while some expected patterns are seen between food
security and household characteristics, in general these relationships are not very strong. For
example, while women head 11.6 percent of urban slum households, these households are not
necessarily the most food insecure. Similarly, recent migrants to a slum are not necessarily
the most or the least food insecure. It is difficult to develop a clear picture of the
characteristics of urban slum households that are relatively more food insecure than their
neighbors.

However, there are some apparent relationships. Larger households and households
with higher dependency ratios are more likely to be found in the lowest calorie consumption
sufficiency tercile. The average household size and dependency ratio for households in the
lowest tercile are 4.95 and 0.79, respectively, while for households in the highest tercile,
these values are 3.81 and 0.55. Similarly, there is a relationship between literacy and food
security. While overall 35.0 percent of heads of urban slum households are literate, this
proportion is 29.3 percent in the lowest tercile. Populations living in the urban slums of
Bangladesh that are more food secure are more likely to be headed by literate heads.
However, this pattern is not fully reflected in Khulna and Rajshahi.

For most urban households, access to food is achieved primarily through the labor
market. However, information on the work status of all individuals aged 5 years and older
and the type of work of those who are workers reveals few significant differences between
the food security tercile groups. The employment characteristics of the more food insecure
workers are very similar to the food secure. Where a key difference can be seen is in the
average hourly wage rate received. Overall, workers who are members of households in the
third food security tercile earn Tk 1.40 more on average hourly than do workers who are
found in the most food insecure first tercile. Moreover, the average male worker earns
Tk 5.70 more than does the average female worker.

Over 140 tables were created to examine how the characteristics of urban slum
households might vary by food security (primarily using the calorie consumption sufficiency
tercile categories) and by city of residence. The characteristics examined included
demographic, food consumption, education and literacy, migration, health, employment,
housing and assets, consumption and expenditure, agriculture, recent shocks to household
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welfare, community participation, and subjective assessments of household welfare. These
tables are included in an annex to the main report.

No qualitative methods, such as focus group discussions, open-ended or semi-
structured interviews, or participatory research methods, were used in this study. Moreover,
the principally bivariate analyses of the characteristics associated with household food
security in the study population presented in the food security profile tables, taken on their
own, provide only a limited, generally two-dimensional understanding of the well-being,
prospects, and livelihood options for the survey households. Consequently, narrative, multi-
variate descriptions of some randomly selected survey households were developed using the
survey data. Two of these are presented in the report, with eight others in the annex to the
report. While these narratives highlight the richness of the survey data, they also make clear
its limitations. It should be expected that many of the interesting questions raised by the
quantitative study of the food security of urban slum household described in this report can
only be answered fully by expanding the research methods used beyond representative survey
methods alone to use qualitative methods to better understand the livelihoods and well-being
of individual households within the slums.

Urban slum households in the broader context of development in Bangladesh

The study was undertaken primarily to examine the food security status of household
residing in urban slums in the four cities and differentiation within this population on the
basis of food security. Consequently, the study was limited to these households. Given this
study design, in order to assess how the urban slum population fits within the broader context
of development efforts among all Bangladeshi households, comparisons were made using
secondary data sources.

What is striking in such comparisons are the poor human development measures of
the individuals and households living in the urban slums. This is most apparent in examining
literacy and educational attainment. Of persons aged 5 years and older, 48.3 percent of
individuals living in the urban slums have never attended school. 63.5 percent of those aged
7 years and above are illiterate. In contrast, recent household surveys of the broader urban
population show that only about 24 percent of those aged 5 years and older have never
attended school, while only 32.4 percent of those aged 7 years and above in the broader urban
population are illiterate. Considering employment, as might be expected, children in urban
slum households enter the workforce earlier than children living elsewhere in urban areas.
This is particularly strongly seen among girls. While 41.1 percent of all girls aged 15 to 19
years in urban slums are employed outside of the home, the rate for the general urban
population is less than half that, 17.7 percent. Moreover, women in slum households are
consistently more likely to be in the workforce than are women in the general urban
population of Bangladesh.

Moreover, the urban slum households are not very likely to be reached by social
programmes run by government or NGOs. Only 4.5 percent of urban slum households
reported receiving any benefits from such programmes in the previous year. This is similar to
rates found for the urban population in general in the 2005 HIES, but is considerably less
than was seen in the rural population surveyed by HIES. In rural Bangladesh, 15.6 percent of
households received some benefit from such programs. Given the poor indicators of human
development in the urban slums, strong considerations should be paid to expanding rural
social programs to target those living in the urban slums.
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Modeling of the determinants of food security of urban slum households

A quantitative modeling exercise was carried out to better identify the household
characteristics that are important determinants of food security and insecurity in these
households. Four separate models were constructed based on indicators of several
dimensions of household food security status. The same set of household-level independent
variables was used in all four models. Ordinary-least-squares regression and maximum
likelihood logit methods were used to develop the models.

The model results highlight the complexity of the determinants of the food security
status of households in urban slums in the cities of Bangladesh. However, several
generalizations can be made.

¢ Households with larger proportions of dependents consistently appear less able to attain
higher levels of food security across all of the dimensions of food security evaluated.

e Migration history does not seem to be related to food security status.

® Qpverall, the food security status of urban slum households is not closely related to the
education levels of these individuals.

e Secure wage employment is central to the food security of these households.

e Agricultural production is not a significant feature of the livelihoods of urban slum
households in the four study cities, except in Rajshahi, and is not significantly associated
with household food security status.

Overall, the population living in urban slum was found to be relatively homogeneous
and food insecure. Among the reasons that the models are not quite as powerful as we might
like is that there is relatively little variation in the food security status and in the
characteristics of urban slum households to explain their food security levels. Thus, in
seeking to assist the food insecure in these urban slums, the fact that one is targeting a
program to the urban slum is likely the most important targeted action a program manager
might take. The evidence from these models and the broad set of information garnered from
the survey is that differentiating the somewhat food insecure from the severely food insecure
within the slums is a difficult and not necessarily productive task.

Mapping intra-urban differences of urban slum households

The survey data enabled the mapping of intra-urban variation in the conditions of the
urban slum households. A set of 24 maps on such elements, including several related to
household food security, is presented in the report. The mapped unit used is groups of
neighboring urban wards in which are located the survey households residing in urban slums.
Interpretation of the spatial patterns seen requires some understanding of the spatial
distribution of poverty, social groups, public services, employment, natural hazards, among
other characteristics, in one or more of these cities. Those readers who possess such
knowledge likely will find that these maps, both individually and in combination, provide
new insights, while, at the same time, they raise new questions that will require further
investigation. The maps also will be useful for programme managers as they plan where
public interventions to assist urban slum households should be located. Finally, these maps
could form the basis of additional spatial analyses. With a broader set of spatial data, spatial
regression analyses that use these maps as either dependent or explanatory variables can
provide further insights into the spatial determinants of various development problems, the
appropriate responses to such problems, or the targeting of programs.



Conclusions

The general results of this study are that the population living in the urban slums of
the four major cities of Bangladesh is relatively food insecure, is characterized by relatively
severe deficiencies in terms of human development, and is relatively homogeneous in these
regards. However, with regards to their food security status, it is clear that the level of food
insecurity that these urban slum households experience is quite typical of many populations
in Bangladesh, both in urban and rural areas. Along certain dimensions of food security, the
urban slum households can be characterized as relatively food secure. However, the
vulnerability of access to food for these households is high.

In contrast, the levels of human capital seen in most of the urban slum households are
at levels that are even lower than that seen in the poorest rural areas of the country. In
consequence, there is likely to be significant intergenerational transmission of poverty within
urban slum households. The resulting poor health and destitution experienced by many
members of these households will result in increased demands for public assistance,
increasing the burden that poverty and ill-health already imposes on the limited resources of
the national government, as well as local governments.

The programming choices that must be made in confronting these development needs
are unlikely to be much different in urban slums than they are in the rural areas of
Bangladesh. There is need for better access to health and environmental services, education,
social and economic infrastructure, and so on. Perhaps a more compelling need in the urban
slums than is seen in rural areas is to build sustainable wage income earning capacity.
Existing public social programs in Bangladesh should be extended to these slum households.
The current design of these programs is flawed if only 4.5 percent of urban slum households
derive any benefit from them. Moreover, food-related programming may be as critical to
improving the well-being of urban slum households as more direct education, health, or
employment related activities.

Whatever the case, a fundamental understanding needed in building the commitment
to carry out such programming is that urban poverty exists at a significant level in
Bangladesh and is equally as debilitating to households, communities, and the economy as a
whole as is rural poverty. Moreover, rural-focused programs are not a solution to the
significant problem of poverty in Bangladesh’s cities. The scope of the problem of human
underdevelopment in the urban slums is such that it cannot be dealt with through addressing
rural poverty issues. Urban programming is needed. These challenges of urban social and
economic development are not going to go away or become easier to address as time goes by.
Government and its development partners can put programs in place now to ensure that these
slums are only a transitional stage in the lives of their residents as they seek better lives for
themselves and for their children.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

The pathways out of poverty and food insecurity for the urban poor in Bangladesh are
not easily followed. Although urbanization generally is interpreted as an indicator of
progress and development, the advantages of urban residence for many Bangladeshis
seemingly are slim, with many unable to maintain or improve their standards of living or to
acquire sufficient affordable food to meet their minimum nutritional requirements. Changing
market conditions can be expected to increase the vulnerability of these poor urban
households as employment opportunities and food prices fluctuate, making it difficult for
them to acquire all of the food that they require to enjoy healthy and active lives.
Unhygienic, crowded living environments with poor access to health care and other public
services exacerbate the health effects of their food insecurity. Moreover, the urban poor may
frequently have a less diverse range of coping strategies to employ in the face of food
insecurity than do their counterparts in rural areas of the country.2

The food security status of the urban poor in Bangladesh warrants further research.
Most development efforts in the country are predominantly rural-based or focus on relatively
high-tech urban development, both of which fail to improve the living conditions of the urban
poor. The existing knowledge base on the welfare and food security of the urban poor is slim
and partial, with no studies that are representative of the broad population of the urban poor.
The limited number and ambiguity of available studies in the country on urban poverty and
food insecurity contributes to inadequate policy development and public sector response to
address the needs of the hungry and undernourished urban poor. It is on this premise that the
World Food Programme commissioned a study to improve knowledge and understanding of
food insecurity in urban slums in Bangladesh and contracted the International Food Policy
Research Institute (IFPRI) and the Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics (BBS) to carry it out.
This document provides a detailed report on the findings of the study.

The objective of the study was, using a logical framework of the linkages between
household resources and livelihoods and food security, to develop a food security profile that
can be maintained through time and that will allow for a better understanding of the nature of
and trends in the food security and nutritional status of residents in slums in four major
metropolitan areas in Bangladesh — Dhaka, Chittagong, Rajshahi, and Khulna. The principal
source of primary data for this study was a representative survey of a random sample of slum
households in the four cities. The questionnaire for the survey was designed by IFPRI in
close communication with WFP-Bangladesh and the survey implementers, BBS. As such,

? Please provide any comments on this report by e-mail to Todd Benson of the International Food Policy
Research Institute (t.benson@cgiar.org) and to the head of the Vulnerability Analysis and Mapping (VAM) Unit
of WFP-Bangladesh, Nusha Yamina Choudhury (nusha.choudhury @wfp.org).



the survey provides new baseline information of value to the government of Bangladesh and
its development partners for use in designing programs to assist such households better meet
their food needs and improve their well-being.

In late June and early July 2006, BBS administered a survey questionnaire to 1,900
households residing in designated slum areas in Dhaka, Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi.
The final clean data set from the survey was made available to IFPRI in early November.
Three principal analyses of the data were conducted by IFPRI.

1) A food security profile of urban slum dwellers — Measures of household food security
were developed for urban slum households using the survey data. These measures
were used to create cross-tabulations of households categorized by food security
status against other key household variables, such as demography, educational
attainment, health and nutrition variables, economic activities, living conditions,
assets, consumption, and income.

2) Modeling the determinants of food security for urban slum households — Using the
measures of household food security developed for each household using the survey
data, exogenous independent variables from the survey were used to quantitatively
model the determinants of household food security status.

3) Mapping of intraurban variation in the characteristics of urban slum households — The
survey data was used to assess spatial variation in the living conditions and food
security status of households living in the urban slums in the four study cities.

As these three analyses were underway, it was evident that the analysis of the study
was limited insofar as it was not possible using the survey results alone to assess the food
security status or various dimensions of the human development of the urban slum
households within the context of and with reference to the broader urban population of
Bangladesh. Consequently, a thorough review of all recent representative studies that offered
comparable information for other both urban and rural populations also was undertaken.

Structure of the report

This report is structured according to the analyses conducted of the survey data.
Following this introductory chapter, the conceptual framework of the determinants of food
security for poor urban households is described. This framework was used both in drafting
the survey questionnaire and in selecting the variables used in the modeling exercise. In
Chapter 3, the survey is described before a select presentation of the survey results is made.
The chapter ends with a brief discussion of how more qualitative methods would lend
additional insight to our understanding of the food security and well-being of households
residing in urban slums. Considerable supplementary material to the contents of Chapter 3 is
presented in sections of the Annex to this report. This includes a set of about 140 food
security profile tables, a handful of multivariate narrative descriptions of randomly selected
survey households, a description of the sample used for the survey, the English version of the
survey questionnaire itself, and the manual provided the survey enumerators to guide their
task.

Chapter 4 provides a thorough review of all recent representative studies that offered
comparable information to that acquired from the urban slum survey. This permits an
assessment to be made of both the relative food security and the relative human development
status of the urban slum households. The quantitative modeling analysis is described in
Chapter 5. Four separate models are constructed using measures of different dimensions of



the food security of households residing in the urban slums. Chapter 6 describes the
intraurban mapping that was carried out of the survey results and provides a set of maps for
two dozen variables from or derived from the survey. Chapter 7 provides a short conclusion
and explores some of the policy implications of the study.

Limitations of the study

Before providing more detail on the study results, three limitations to the study should
be highlighted.

1) The definition used for the target population for the study excludes sizeable portions
of the urban poor in these cities.

First, there are many urban poor who reside outside of the designated slum
areas in these cities within areas in which the general living conditions are better than
those found in the slums. While it can be expected that the characteristics of these
poor households living outside of the slums will be quite similar to the residents in the
slums, this is an assumption and we cannot be certain.

Secondly, this study excludes the floating population in these cities. These are
those individuals and households that do not have permanent residence, but who sleep
on sidewalks, along railway lines, in staircases of public buildings, and in other public
spaces. Typically they will only have plastic sheeting for shelter at best, own very
few material goods, and will move frequently. These households are not resident in
the slum areas identified by the City Corporations, so are not be among the population
from which the survey households will be selected.

2) This survey that is the basis for this study is a cross-section survey at a specific point
in time. Consequently, it provides only limited conclusive information on whether the
urban slum population is stable or transient. Consequently, we are able to only
acquire limited insights as to whether residence in an urban slum is a temporary
stepping stone to better living conditions. Moreover, if indeed the urban slums are
simply a stepping stone, we are unable using the results of the survey for this study
alone to clearly identify the mechanisms by which resident households in these slums
are able to advance themselves socio-economically so that they are in a position to
move on from the slums.

An additional limitation posed by the cross-sectional nature of the survey at
the core of the study is that no seasonal dimensions can be captured in the food
security and well-being of the study population. The survey was conducted at the
start of the monsoon season in late-June and early-July. Users of the results of this
study must assess whether this attribute of the study will be significant in how they
make use of these results.

3) Finally, no information on the nutritional status of members of the urban slum
households is collected in the survey for this study. Food security, the principal focus
of this study, while important is not an end in itself, but is to contribute to improved
nutrition for a healthy and active life. Food security is but one of several determinants
of improved nutritional outcomes.

These limitations should be kept in mind as one evaluates the study findings and their
implications. Additional research is needed on the urban poor and, in particular, those
residing in the urban slums of Bangladesh. Hopefully, this study is only the first in a series of
high quality studies of this population.



CHAPTER 2: CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

The objective of this research was to develop a food security profile that can be
maintained through time and that will allow for a better understanding of the nature of and
trends in the food security of these households. The study was based on a conceptual
framework of the determinants of household food security for poor urban households that is
described in this document.

Food security

This study adopts the commonly accepted definition of household food security that a
household is food secure if it can reliably gain access to food in sufficient quantity and
quality for all household members to enjoy a healthy and active life. A critical feature of
the definition is that food availability does not equal food security (Maxwell &
Frankenberger 1992). If food is in the markets, but families cannot afford to acquire it, then
they are food insecure. Food availability is a necessary but not a sufficient condition to
assure food security for a household. Households must have the resources necessary to
acquire the food they need for consumption. For urban households, sufficient income is
typically required to acquire food in the market.

Additionally, food security has a temporal aspect. Food secure households are to
reliably gain access to food. Reliability in access to food is closely linked to notions of
sustainability and vulnerability. When faced with an inability to acquire sufficient food using
their regular means of access to food — for example, due to a loss of a source of income or a
shortfall in direct food production, households will employ a sequence of coping strategies to
meet their food needs. With an extended shortfall in access, the nature of the coping
strategies employed shifts from those that will have a relatively short-term impact on the
future welfare and access to food of the household — reduction in food consumption levels,
seeking piece work, and the like — to those which compromise the ability of the household to
regain the standard of living they had prior to the crisis — sale of productive assets or
withdrawing children from school to work, for example (Corbett 1988). Food security, then,
incorporates the notion that a household must not have to sacrifice the long-term ability of its
members to acquire sufficient food in order to meet current, short-term food needs.

Finally, this definition extends our assessment of food security to consider the health
of those eating the food — the objective is a healthy and active life. Here nutritional
considerations begin to come to the fore. The quality of the food to which an individual or
household has access must be considered. In order to enjoy a productive, healthy, and active
life, all people require sufficient and balanced levels of carbohydrate, protein, fat, vitamins,
and minerals in their diets. Households or individuals facing deficiencies or other imbalances
in diet due to lack of access to the necessary food to complete a balanced diet are not food
secure.

Conceptual framework

The figure below presents a conceptual framework of the determinants of household
food security for urban households, such as might operate in Bangladesh. While this
framework is organized on the basis of household food security, it is important to recognize
that it laps over several scales from that of the broad economic region of which the urban



Figure 1: Diagram of conceptual framework of determinants of food security for poor urban

households
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center is a part (market systems) down to the level of the individual within the household,
both as a consumer of food and an earner of income. Consequently, any study of household
food security must also examine issues that operate at these different scales.

Three sources of food are identified — purchased food, own production through urban
agriculture, and transfers of food (or resources to acquire food) from private or public sources
(Ruel et al. 1998). The vulnerability of a household to suffer food insecurity in the face of
shocks to household welfare is included as a fourth factor underlying the ability of an urban

household to maintain a state of food security. This factor reflects the reliability element in
the definition of food security we use.

For most urban households, access to food is principally achieved through the market.
Consequently, the conceptual framework highlights the importance both of the characteristics
of the urban food market and of the ability of household members to participate in the urban

labor market to acquire sufficient income to meet their food (and non-food) needs (Ruel et al.
1999).

The urban food market is important to household food security both in a physical and
in an economic sense. Easy physical access to commercial food outlets is not necessarily
assured, particularly in poorer neighborhoods (Ruel et al. 1998). In such areas, aggregate



demand may be less that in other areas of the city, reducing the incentives for merchants to
locate their enterprises there. In an economic sense, the nature of the marketing chain that
makes food available for poor urban households will also determine the degree to which such
households have access to this food. Where markets are inefficient with high transaction
costs or in which food product losses are excessive due to inadequate facilities or which
utilize unreliable sources of supply, the retail price of the food that poor urban households
must bear may render them food insecure.

The participation of household members in the urban labor market is similarly a
critical factor determining household food security. From the demand side, the nature of the
work for which labor is sought — that is, the sectoral make-up of the local urban economy —
will determine to an important degree the wage structure and the security of employment
within the labor market (de Haan 2000). Legislative safeguards will also be important in this
regard, but will typically only apply to the formal sector of the labor market. Of equal
importance is the relatively surplus or scarcity of labor within the local market. Finally, the
local labor market may be segregated for reasons of culture or tradition, denying or giving
preferential access to sections of the labor market for certain members of the working
population in the area.

From the labor supply side, the human capital of household members as they relate to
the local labor market is critical in determining the degree to which the household can assure
its access to food using commercial sources. The knowledge/skill and physical capacity of
household members is most important. The demand for the labor of household members will
be dependent on these characteristics, by and large.

While the focus of this study is on food security, the global conceptual framework of
the determinants of malnutrition — which identifies food security, care, and health as the
underlying determinants of nutritional status — has been incorporated into the framework
here. The nutritional status of members of the household is a direct determinant of the
physical capacity of household members that can enable them to participate in urban labor
markets. Malnourished household members will be physically incapacitated and unlikely to
find remunerative work, resulting in reduced food security for the household. The feedback
loop in the diagram signals this relationship. Any study of food security in households, urban
or otherwise, must consider broader nutritional outcomes, if only for their importance to the
economic productivity of household members (Maxwell et al. 2000; Maxwell &
Frankenberger 1992). Consequently, the Bangladesh study of urban food security will
examine caring practices, health status, access to health and environmental services, and
housing.

Food and income transfers can potentially be an important source of food for poor
urban households. While traditional norms of investing in social relationships through
offering assistance to other households in times of need may be important for urban
households, in the case of Bangladesh both government and non-governmental development
and safety net programs likely will constitute more important sources of food or income for
poor urban households.

Urban agriculture has been shown to make a significant contribution to the food
security of poor urban households, particularly in African cities (Bonnard 2000). Whether
farming for home consumption can make a similar contribution to the food security of poor
urban households in Bangladesh will depend on the degree of access which such households
have to farmland and the opportunity costs that they will face in engaging in agriculture
rather than seeking other employment.



This provides a brief description of the framework. Its many assumptions and the
implications that can be drawn from it could be described in considerably more detail, but
readers are pointed to the more comprehensive overviews of the mechanisms used and the
challenges faced by the urban poor in attaining food security discussed in Ruel et al. 1998,
Ruel et al. 1999, and Bonnard 2000. The framework presented in this chapter was used to
develop the content of the household survey questionnaire for use in the study of household
food security for residents in slums of four major cities in Bangladesh and, as is described
later in this report, to guide the quantitative analysis of the determinants of household food
security among these urban slum households.



CHAPTER 3: HOUSEHOLD SURVEY RESULTS

In this chapter, the survey and the questionnaire used for the survey are described
briefly before the survey results are presented to provide an overview profile of the food
security status of households living in the urban slums in the four study cities. More detailed
descriptions of the survey design, the questionnaire, and the survey results are presented in
sections 5, 6, and 7 of the Annex — the sample selection is described in section 5, the
questionnaire is reproduced in section 6, and the instructions on questionnaire administration
to the survey enumerators is presented in section 7. Finally, section 1 of the Annex consists
of a set of over 140 tables providing considerably more detail than that which is presented in
the tables in this chapter.

Survey design

Sample selection

The study population consists of households residing in designated urban slums in
Dhaka, Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi. The slum areas used to define this population are
those that have been identified by the City Corporations in each of the four cities and which
were recently updated.’ Although the definition of a slum is imprecise, the definition used by
BBS for the Census of Slum Areas in 1997 is appropriate here: “a cluster of compact
settlements of five or more households which generally grow very unsystematically and
haphazardly in an unhealthy condition and atmosphere on government and private vacant
land” (BBS 1999). Among the characteristics of slums are high housing density, poor
housing quality using impermanent materials, poor sewerage and drainage, inadequate and
unhealthy drinking water supply, few paved streets, and an absence of street lighting.

The survey sample is a stratified, two-stage clustered random sample and is
representative of the study population. The required sample size in each city was determined
through analysis of data for poor households in the four cities from the Bangladesh
Household Income Expenditure Survey, 2000. Since city-level statistics were to be generated
from the survey, the sample was stratified by the four urban centers. The clusters were
identified with the probability of a cluster being selected for the survey being proportional to
the number of households resident in it — or Probability Proportionate to Size (PPS) selection.
Clusters were selected from all areas of the cities so that spatial analyses could be undertaken
of the results. Ten sample households were randomly selected from complete listings of
households in each cluster selected. The resultant sample selected for the administration of
the questionnaire is shown in Table 1 below.

The data collected using the questionnaire was entered into a database by BBS. This
data was subjected to checks on logical consistency and on whether the data was within
expected ranges of values. Where necessary, the original questionnaires were consulted to

? However, it is important to highlight that the population living in these identified slum areas are not all of the
population in the four cities that is living in slum-like conditions. There are two particular exceptions.

1. The definition used for the target population for the survey excludes the floating population in these
cities.
2. Secondly, new slum areas are continually being created in the four cities. Those households that are

resident in new slums that have developed since the lists of slum areas were updated also are excluded
from the population from which the survey households were selected.



Table 1: Survey sample characteristics for the Study of Household Food Security in Urban Slum
Areas of Bangladesh, 2006

Est. households Proposed Survey Analytical Expansion

living in slums* | sample size @ clusters sample size  factor (weight)
Dhaka 495,096 1,000 100 998 496
Chittagong 266,581 550 55 550 485
Khulna 37,826 200 20 200 189
Rajshahi 27,665 150 15 150 184
Total 827,168 1,900 190 1,898 436

*Data on estimated number of households in slums provided by City Corporations.

resolve problem cases. For the final data set used in the analysis, two households in Dhaka
were dropped, as, implausibly, no food consumption or income, respectively, were reported
for them. The survey design is described considerably more detail in Annex 5 of this report.

Survey questionnaire

Using the conceptual framework of the determinants of the food security status of the
households residing in these slums just described, a household questionnaire was developed
consisting of the following 20 modules:

A) Household Identification & Survey Staff J) Non-food Expenditures — past 3 months
Details & year

B) Household Composition K) Ownership of Durable Goods

C) Education L) Agriculture

D) Health M) Gifts or Loans Received or Given

E) Time Use and Employment N) Other Income & Participation in Social

F) Occupations in past month Programmes

G) Housing O) Food Purchasing and Eating Habits

H) Food Expenditures in past week P) Subjective Assessment of Well-being

I) Non-food Expenditures — past week & Q) Recent Shocks to Household Welfare
month R) Community Participation

The questionnaire was modeled on other household consumption and expenditure
surveys, so the results are comparable somewhat to information collected from similar
surveys in Bangladesh, such as the series of Household Income and Expenditure Surveys. In
terms of food consumption, information was collected on a one-week recall basis, rather than
the more detailed 24-hour recall used in many food security surveys. In addition, due to
limited resources, no nutritional outcome indicators, such as child or maternal height and
weight measurements, were collected.

The questionnaire was drafted in English in late March 2006. After initial review by
WEFP and BBS, a revised version was translated into Bangla and pretested by BBS survey
supervisors administering the questionnaire to resident households in several Dhaka slums.
The final version of the questionnaire was completed in mid-April and an enumerator manual
was prepared to aid the enumerators as the administered the questionnaire to the sample
households. The English versions of both the questionnaire and the enumerator manual are
reproduced in the Annex to this report. The questionnaire can be found in section 6 of the
Annex, while the enumerator manual is in section 7.

Household listings in the selected clusters were completed, sample households were
selected, and the survey was administered to these households by teams of enumerators from



BBS in the four study cities in late June and early July 2006. The data from the
questionnaires was entered into a database by BBS between July and September. An initial
completed dataset was provided to IFPRI in the first week of October. This was evaluated by
IFPRI for its logical consistency and for out of range responses and data cleaning queries
were provided to BBS for their follow-up. The final dataset used for the analysis presented in
this report was provided by BBS to IFPRI in the first week of November. As the statistical
software routines for the analysis of the dataset were developed using the initial dataset at the
same time as it was being cleaned, the analysis on the final dataset was completed within a
few weeks after it was made available to IFPRI using these routines.

Profile of household food security for urban slum households

Food security

In this section, the food security status of the urban slum households is first
considered before considering characteristics of these households that feature in the
conceptual framework of the determinants of household food security status presented above

A principal objective of this study was to assess the heterogeneity of urban slum
households in terms of their relative food security and to identify key characteristics of the
most food insecure. In order to disaggregate the survey households based on relative food
security, a calorie consumption sufficiency ratio was computed for each. This is the ratio of
the reported calories consumed by household members to the calorie consumption
recommended for the household by nutritionists.” Using this ratio to rank all survey
households on a weighted basis, each household was assigned to one of three terciles. In the
food security profile tables that were constructed from the data, most tables provide statistics
disaggregated based on these terciles, as well as by city of residence. The following table
shows the weighted household population size and number of sample households in each of
the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio terciles, by city.

The food security status of urban slum households is examined from four perspectives
—calorie consumption sufficiency tercile, proportion of households consuming less than
varying levels of calories daily, the diversity of food groups reported consumed by the
household, and the Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) that is based on an
analysis of a standard set of questions on household food vulnerability and responses to food
insecurity over the past month.

Calorie consumption sufficiency tercile — The proportion of households in each city
that fall within each tercile is shown in Table 2. Dhaka households are disproportionately
represented in the third tercile with the highest level of calorie consumption relative to
recommended levels of consumption, while Rajshahi and Chittagong households are
disproportionately found in the lowest tercile. The pattern in Khulna reflects that of the urban
slum population as a whole, albeit with a somewhat higher proportion in the middle tercile
than expected.

* Recommended household calorie requirements were computed using a table of recommended daily calorie
consumption disaggregated by age and sex of household members and whether a woman was pregnant or
breastfeeding. This table was produced by the Institute for Nutrition and Food Science at Dhaka University in
1992.

The calorie content of the foods reported consumed were primarily derived from Damton-Hill et al. 1988.



Table 2: Calorie consumption sufficiency tercile - households in each city that fall within each tercile,

percent
1 food security | 2™ food security | 3™ food security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 334 33.3 33.3 100.0
Dhaka 28.1 33.0 39.0 100.0
Chittagong 416 32.6 25.8 100.0
Khulna 34.0 40.0 26.0 100.0
Rajshahi 47.3 38.7 14.0 100.0

Table 3: Percentage of households who fall beneath calorie consumption-based poverty lines, by city.

Chitta-
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi ALL
Consume less than 80 percent of 236 35.5 305 40.0 28.3

calorie requirements

HIES Direct Calorie Intake poverty
line, household consumes| 42.4 56.0 52.0 61.3 47.8

less than 2,122 kcal/person/day
HIES Direct Calorie Intake hard-core|
poverty line, household consumes| 24.2 35.8 38.5 36.0 29.0
less than 1,805 kcal/person/day

Proportion of households consuming daily less than certain levels of calories per
capita— Three assessments of food security are made based on the absolute level of calorie
consumption reported by urban slum households. The proportion of the population that
consumes less than 80 percent of recommended calorie consumption is found in the literature
on household food security as a standard measure of food insecurity in the population. This
statistic for urban slum households is shown in the first row of statistics in Table 3. The
second and third rows of the table use calorie consumption-based poverty lines that are also
used in the analysis of the 2000 Bangladesh Household Income and Expenditure Survey
(HIES) — the direct calorie intake poverty line (2,122 kcal/person/day) and the hard-core
direct calorie intake poverty line (1,805 kcal/person/day) (BBS 2003). All three measures
show that the proportion of households that are food insecure is least in Dhaka. However, the
ranking of the other three cities in terms of the proportion of the population that is food
insecure varies across these three measures. (By way of comparison, the report on the 2005
HIES states that the level of calorie consumption for 43.2 percent of the urban population as a
whole fell below the direct calorie intake poverty line. For the hard-core poverty line, the
figure is 24.4.)

Diversity of food groups reported consumed — As a diversified diet is an important
component of household food security, a Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) can be
computed for each households by determining the number of different food groups the

Table 4: Average number of 12 food groups reported consumed in past week, by city and food

security tercile.
1 food 2" food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 9.0 9.6 10.2 9.6
Dhaka 8.8 9.5 10.2 9.6
Chittagong 9.2 9.7 10.1 9.6
Khulna 8.8 8.9 9.7 9.1
Rajshahi 8.6 10.0 10.0 9.3




Table 5: Average Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) score (0-secure to 27-insecure),
by city and food security tercile.

1% food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 13.5 12.0 11.1 12.2
Dhakal 142 13.3 12.3 13.1
Chittagong 12.5 10.0 8.3 10.6
Khulna| 15 1 12.7 8.9 125
Rajshahi 154 8.9 10.6 10.8

households consumed food from over the one-week reference period used in the survey
(Swindale & Bilinsky 2005). Food items are divided into twelve different food groups —
cereals, roots & tubers, vegetables, fruits, meat & poultry, eggs, fish, pulses & legumes, milk
& milk products, oils & fats, sugar, and miscellaneous foods. The average number of the food
groups consumed by households in each of the population groups is shown in Table 4.

On the evidence of the HDDS measure, urban slum households consume relatively
diverse diets, having consumed foods from an average of 9.6 food groups over the previous
week. Only small differences in the diversity of food consumption are seen across the four
cities or across the three calorie consumption sufficiency terciles. Meat & poultry, milk &
milk products, and sugar are the three food groups that are least regularly consumed.

Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) — The HFIAS, a measure of the
access that a household has to food, is derived from the responses given to a set of nine
standard questions on perceptions of food vulnerability and responses to food insecurity in
the household over the past one month. The questions ask how frequently over the past
month the respondent or household members either felt or behaved in a particular way in the
face of food vulnerability or insecurity — never (code 0), rarely (1), sometimes (2), or often
(3). Simply by summing up the coded responses, the HFIAS can be derived ranging from
zero (food secure) to 27 (very food insecure). Table 5 presents the average HFIAS score for
households in each of the population groups examined. Some of the rankings of cities based
on household food security shown in previous tables are reversed here — for example, urban
slum households in Chittagong and Rajshahi are shown to be somewhat more food secure
that those in Dhaka and Khulna, based on this indicator.

By examining the pattern of responses to the nine questions used to compute the
HFIAS, households can be places into one of four Food Insecurity Status categories. The
percentage of households in each city and food security tercile that is assigned to each
category is presented in Table 6. It is immediately clear that the HFIAS questions capture a
different dimension of food insecurity than does the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio —
60 percent of households in the highest calorie consumption sufficiency tercile (third tercile)

Table 6: Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) categories, by city and food security
tercile, percent

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Food secure 6.7 15.3 13.5 18.0 7.8 8.3 14.3 10.2
Mildly food insecure 3.9 7.3 6.0 7.3 4.0 6.4 5.2 5.2
Moderately food insecure| 23 1 23.8 16.5 18.0 19.6 25.7 23.2 22.8
Severely food insecure| 66.3 53.6 64.0 56.7 68.7 59.6 57.2 61.8
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0




are categorized as ‘Severely food insecure’ on the basis of this analysis. Moreover, Dhaka
has the largest percentage of urban slum households categorized as ‘Severely food insecure’,
although the proportions of severely food insecure households in Khulna and Rajshahi are not
significantly different from Dhaka.

In this analysis of the survey results to examine patterns in household food security, a
relatively homogeneous pattern is seen. Urban slum households in all four cities face
relatively high levels of food insecurity. Rankings based on one indicator of food security,
such as a calorie consumption sufficiency ratio, are not necessarily maintained when the
households are ranked using another indicator of food security, such as the HFIAS.
However, the differences in food security status between cities and between households in
these urban slums are relatively small. While there is evidence of reliably food secure
households residing in these slums, the majority of households in the study population are
food insecure and vulnerable to loss of access to sufficient food to meet the needs of
household members.

A broader analysis of the food security status of the population of Bangladesh as a
whole is needed to determine whether the food insecurity that urban slum households face is
exceptional. Such a comparative analysis would necessarily rely on secondary sources of
information. Using the reports on the analysis of several recent household surveys and
censuses, such a comparison is presented in the next chapter of this report.

Other characteristics of urban slum households

The remaining tables provide an overview of key characteristics of urban slum
households disaggregated by city of residence or by calorie consumption sufficiency tercile.
While some expected patterns are seen between food security and these household
characteristics, in general these relationships are not very strong. Consequently, it is difficult
to develop a clear picture of the characteristics of urban slum households that are relatively
more food insecure than their neighbors.

Several demographic characteristics of urban slum households are shown in Tables 7
through 10. Table 7 shows that households that are relatively food secure tend to be smaller.
This pattern is consistent across all four cities. A common finding in household poverty
analyses shows similar patterns between welfare levels and household size, so finding a
similar pattern here is not unexpected. Table 8 examines the relationship between the sex of
the household head and food security. In most cities, no statistically significant trend is seen
between the proportion of households that are headed by women and the level of food
insecurity in a population. Sex ratio, the number of males for every 100 females, is shown in
Table 9. Although some sharp differences are seen across the cities in this regard, with the
urban slum population in Chittagong having a decided majority of female members, the
relationship between sex ratio and food security is unclear. Finally, Table 10 presents the
dependency ratios for these populations. There is a consistent pattern in all cities except

Table 7: Mean household size, persons.

1% food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 4.95 4.58 3.81 4.44
Dhaka| 4.67 4.62 3.84 4.32
Chittagong| 5.35 4.60 3.82 4.71
Khulna| 5.15 4.37 3.52 4.41
Rajshahi| 4.25 4.10 3.24 4.05




Table 8: Female-headed households, percent.

15 food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 113 10.9 125 11.6
Dhakal {2 4 10.0 11.8 11.3
Chittagong| g7 12.8 14.1 11.5
Khulna| 476 13.8 13.5 15.0
Rajshahi| g3 5.2 19.0 13.3

Table 9: Sex ratio, number of males per 100 females.

15 food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 1044 96.1 96.0 99.1
Dhaka  gg 4 100.3 101.9 100.5
Chittagong| 1108 86.2 81.0 95.8
Khulna| 1035 100.0 96.8 100.7
Rajshahi| 102 7 118.3 94.3 107.5

Rajshahi of greater food security with a lower dependency ratio. This is an expected
relationship.

The links between migration to an urban slum and household food security are
considered in Table 11. Using the statistic of the prevalence of households in the population
consuming less than 80 percent of their recommended calorie consumption as an indicator of
food security, no clear relationship is seen between length of residence in an urban slum
neighborhood and food security. While one might expect that the longer a household is
resident in an area, the more food secure they will be, the evidence from the survey is
somewhat contrary. More recent immigrants to urban slum neighborhoods tend to be
somewhat more food secure than longer term residents, although this trend is only weakly

Table 10: Dependency ratio, ratio of number of persons aged 14 years and under or 65 years and
over to number of persons aged 15 to 64 years.

15 food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 79 0.68 0.55 0.68
Dhaka .80 0.70 0.56 0.68
Chittagong| .78 0.64 0.50 0.67
Khulna| .97 0.74 0.61 0.79
Rajshahi .64 0.57 0.70 0.62

Table 11: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by length of time
since household head came to current moholla, percent.

Moved here | Moved here | Moved here | Moved here

within past | in past 3-5 |in past6-10 over 10 Always
2 years years years years ago here ALL
Urban slum population| o6 o 26.1 28.4 33.9 28.3 28.3
Dhaka| 208 21.9 25.0 27.1 23.5 23.6
Chittagong| 305 30.4 34.8 37.8 37.7 35.5
Khulna| 400 25.0 20.0 37.8 19.6 30.5
Rajshahil 250 50.0 33.3 55.0 38.0 40.0




Table 12: Literate household heads, percent.

15 food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| o9 3 35.8 39.9 35.0
Dhaka| g2 325 39.6 34.1
Chittagong 31.0 39.7 42.3 36.7
Khulna| 27 g 45.0 32.7 36.0
Rajshahil og > 41.4 33.3 34.0

significant over the entire population and is erratic in several of the cities.

The relationship between education and food security is examined in Tables 12 to 14.
There is a clear relationship between literacy and food security seen in Table 12. Populations
living in the urban slums of Bangladesh that are more food secure are more likely to be
headed by literate heads. However, this pattern is not fully reflected in Khulna and Rajshahi.
In terms of current school enrollment, net enrollment ratios shown in Table 13 tend to be
higher in more food secure households, although, again, Khulna and Rajshahi provide some
contrary evidence. Dhaka has the lowest level of net enrollment, significantly less than the
other three cities. While suggestive patterns are seen in differences in enrollment between
boys and girls, these differences are not statistically significant. Finally, Table 14 shows that,
across the urban slum population as a whole, the heads of households who are more food
secure are more likely to have attained a higher level of education. This finding is in line
with expectations.

Tables 15 to 17 present different dimensions on employment within the urban slum
population. Table 15 and Table 16 present information on the work status of all individuals
aged 5 years and older and the type of work of those who are workers, respectively. In these
relatively detailed tables, very few significant differences are seen between the food security

Table 13: Net enrollment ratio, children of primary school age (6 to 13 years of age) who are currently
attending primary school, percent

1% food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 48.2 53.1 54.4 51.7
Dhaka| 44.4 48.9 51.5 48.5
Chittagong| 49.8 56.5 61.0 54.3
Khulna| 61.6 70.8 67.1 66.5
Rajshahi| 58.1 65.9 50.0 60.3
Male| 45.4 49.0 55.4 48.8
Female| 48.1 55.8 51.0 51.6

Table 14: Educational attainment of household head, percent of all household heads.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
No schooling| g2 2 56.4 51.4 56.7
Some schooling| 373 43.6 48.6 43.3
At least Class 5 completed| 255 315 33.7 29.2
At least Class 9 completed 6.4 8.0 12.4 8.9
At least Class 12 completed 0.6 1.3 1.6 1.2




Table 15: Work status of all individuals aged 5 years and older, by food security tercile, percent.

1*'food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Non-worker, not seeking work| 16.8 14.8 12.2 14.8
Looking for work 2.0 1.7 1.0 1.6
Student| 141 13.3 11.8 13.2
Work at home| 255 25.4 26.5 25.7
Self-employed| 9.5 10.1 11.3 10.2
Worker in family business 2.1 26 3.4 2.6
Employer| 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.2
Employee in another household 3.0 2.9 3.3 3.0
Employee in formal establishment| 125 16.5 16.6 15.1
Day laborer| 8.3 6.5 7.6 7.5
Other 5.9 6.1 6.3 6.1
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

tercile groups. The characteristics of the more food insecure workers are very similar to the
food secure in this regard. Where a key difference can be seen is in the average daily wage
rate received, as shown in Table 17.

Overall, workers who are members of households in the third food security tercile
earn Tk 1.40 more on average daily than do workers who are found in the most food insecure
first tercile. The average male worker earns Tk 5.70 more than the average female worker
does, with the difference being relatively constant across the food security terciles.

Table 18 considers the importance of agricultural activities for household welfare and,
potentially, food consumption in urban slum households. Urban and peri-urban agriculture
has been show in many cities in the developing world to make important contributions to
household food security. However, while one-third of households in Rajshahi engage in
some sort of agricultural production, in the other cities, direct agricultural production is
virtually absent as an element of the livelihood strategies of urban slum households in Dhaka
and Chittagong, and only slightly more important in Khulna.

Table 16: Type of work for all individuals aged 5 years and older whose work status is a worker*, by
food security tercile, percent.

15 food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Agriculture 1.1 0.7 1.0 0.9
Industry| 21.0 29.2 27.0 25.8
Water/Gas/Electric 1.2 1.2 0.8 1.1
Construction 8.9 7.8 8.2 8.3
Transport/Communications| 20.6 18.0 22.1 20.2
Hotel/Restaurant 3.4 24 2.8 2.9
Commercial sales 9.9 11.6 9.2 10.3
Paid domestic work outside home 7.9 6.3 6.1 6.8
Student 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2
Other| 25.9 22.7 22.6 23.8
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

* “Workers” are those who reported being self-employed; worker in family business;
employer; employee in another household; employee in formal establishment; day
laborer; or other



Table 17: Average hourly wage for all workers aged 5 years and older, by city or sex, and food
security tercile, Taka

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 10.69 10.92 12.08 11.20
Dhaka| 10.80 10.62 12.14 11.23
Chittagong| 10.70 11.65 11.92 11.28
Khulna| 9.65 10.79 12.39 10.74
Rajshahi| 10.22 10.28 10.87 10.31
Male| 12.11 12.82 14.28 13.01
Female| 7.45 6.80 7.68 7.30

Table 18: Households with any agricultural activities, by city and food security tercile, percent.

1% food 2™ food 3 food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 2.1 2.1 0.9 1.7
Dhaka 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.2
Chittagong 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Khulna 4.4 8.8 11.5 8.0
Rajshahi 35.2 36.2 38.1 36.0

Table 19: Average value of total daily per capita consumption and expenditure, by city and food
security tercile, Taka.

1% food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 35 67 47.98 73.32 52.32
Dhaka| 3587 47.43 73.81 54.47
Chittagong|  35.52 51.07 73.54 50.82
Khulna| 25 17 38.14 67.84 42.47
Rajshahi 3372 45.39 58.36 41.68

Table 19 presents the value of total daily per capita consumption and expenditure in
the study population. This measure is frequently used in quantitative poverty assessments as
a household welfare indicator that can be evaluated against an absolute poverty line. This is
not done here, but comparisons across the food security terciles show that households in the
most food secure tercile have consumption and expenditure levels about double of those
households in the most food insecure tercile. This pattern is maintained across the cities.

Table 20 disaggregates the total daily per capita consumption and expenditure welfare
indicator somewhat by examining what proportion of it is made up of food consumption and

Table 20: Food as a proportion of total daily consumption and expenditure - average proportion of
total daily per capita food consumption and expenditure to total daily per capita consumption
and expenditure, by city and food security tercile.

1% food 2" food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.58 0.62 0.66 0.62
Dhaka (.53 0.62 0.67 0.63
Chittagong| .57 0.61 0.64 0.60
Khulna| 63 0.63 0.65 0.63
Rajshahi 0.54 0.59 0.64 0.57




Table 21: Gifts or loans received or given in past one month and participation in social programmes
in past year, by city and food security tercile.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Received a gift or loan in
past one month (percent) 21.8 45.5 23.5 42.0 32.7 28.9 28.9 30.2
Average size of gift or loan
received (Tk)| 3,675 2,181 3,307 1,289 2,166 2,887 3,543 2,841
Gave a gift or loan in past
one month (percent) 3.1 7.8 4.0 5.3 3.4 4.5 6.3 4.7
Average size of gift or loan
given (Tk)| 1,807 681 1,700 217 863 933 1,435 1,153

Borrowed from an
institutional lender in
past one year (percent) 7.6 171 34.5 36.0 13.2 13.8 11.5 12.8
Borrowed from a private
money lender in past one
year (percent) 6.4 9.1 10.0 52.7 7.8 9.8 9.4 9.0

Any benefits from social
programmes in past year
(Public Works, Gratuitous 4.5 3.6 3.5 13.3 4.5 43 4.6 4.5
Relief, Open Market Sales,
Education Stipends)

expenditure. Households that are more food secure tend to devote a higher proportion of
their consumption and expenditure to food. From a food security standpoint, particularly in
the case of poor urban households, this relationship might be expected. However, Engel’s
Law suggests that at increasingly higher levels of income, for which total consumption and
expenditure is a reasonable proxy measure, increasingly lower proportions of total
expenditures are made on food.

Table 21 shows the proportion of urban slum households receiving or giving loans or
gifts, or benefiting from participation in the social programs of government. Thirty percent
of households in the study population received a loan or gift in the previous month; however
this figure varies considerably across the four cities. A much smaller proportion of
households gave gifts of loans, and the average amount given was less than half of the
average size of the gifts or loans received. One-eighth of households acquired a loan from an
institutional lender in the past year, while 9 percent borrowed from a private moneylender.

Perhaps most noteworthy, very few urban slum households reported receiving any
benefits from government social programs in the past year. The penetration of these
programs into urban slum areas is clearly very limited.

Finally, Table 22 presents the results obtained from asking respondents their
expectations on the economic well-being of their household in one year. In general, a slightly
optimistic perspective is seen. 35 percent of household heads expect that their well-being
will be improved in a year, while only 24 percent expect their well-being to be worse. Across

Table 22: Subjective expectation of household economic well-being a year from now relative to
current well-being, by city and food security tercile, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Much better 1.2 2.2 1.0 1.3 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.5
Better| 28.7 44.0 35.5 33.3 30.7 34.9 36.6 34.1
No change| 433 34.9 34.0 41.3 43.0 39.8 37.5 40.1
Worse offf 20.8 15.8 235 20.7 20.4 19.5 18.1 19.3
Much worse offf ¢ 3.1 6.0 3.3 4.3 4.2 6.4 5.0
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the four cities, urban slum households in Chittagong are the most optimistic. Households in
Dhaka are the least optimistic.

Multivariate descriptions of households residing in urban slums

The principally bivariate analyses of the characteristics associated with household
food security in the study population presented in the tables in this chapter and in section 1 of
the Annex, taken on their own, provide only a limited, generally two-dimensional
understanding of the well-being, prospects, and livelihood options for the survey households.
Consisting of aggregate statistics and, as such, necessarily generalized, few insights are
gained into the lives led by the members of the study households. This outcome of this
analysis reflects the quantitative survey approach that was adopted to examine the food
security of the households living in the urban slums.

No qualitative methods, such as focus group discussions, open-ended or semi-
structured interviews, or participatory research methods, were used in this study. While
qualitative information is somewhat more difficult to use than quantitative data for replicable
analyses, qualitative methods do allow for a richer examination of the means by which
households meet their material and other needs and the importance to their well-being of the
physical and social context within which these households live. It should be expected that
many of the interesting questions raised by this quantitative study of the food security of
urban slum household can only be answered fully by expanding the research methods used

Box 1: Narrative description of poorly educated four-person household, Dhaka.

This household lives in a slum along Rajnarayan Dhar Road in Lalbag thana in Dhaka. The household is
made up of four people, a man age 49, his wife of 32 years, a 16 year old son, and a 6 year old daughter. The
head has always lived in this neighborhood.

The household head is not literate, nor are any of the other household members. None of them are
reported to have attended school.

The household head is the only worker outside of the home, pulling his own rickshaw every day for 10
hours. He earns on average Tk 90 per day. We have no information for why the teenage son is neither in school
nor working.

The household lives in a rented simple house made of bamboo walls, with roof of tin sheets, and a mud
floor. They cook over gas, but have electricity for lighting. They have access to piped water, but often have to
wait up to 35 minutes to collect water at this source, and sometime there is no water in the pipes. They reported
that they use a shared hanging (katcha) toilet.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of a bed, a fan, an iron for pressing clothes, and the
rickshaw. They do not engage in any agricultural activity. They did not give or receive any gifts or loans in the
past month, nor did they borrow any money in the past year.

The household consumes insufficient calories relative to requirements — their reported food consumed
over the past week only provided about 67 percent of requirements. The household head reported that over the
past month they were always worried that they would not have enough food to eat, often ate food that they would
have preferred not to eat, often limited portions at mealtimes, and sometimes went to bed hungry. The diversity
of the diet they consume is somewhat lower than that for other households in the slums — they only ate food from
eight food groups in the past week, while most households ate from 10 of 12 food groups. He feels that the
amount of food that they had to consume over the past month was ‘less than adequate’, and he viewed his
income as very insufficient, to the extent that they have to borrow to meet the expenses of the household. While
in general, he is neither satisfied nor unsatisfied with life, he feels they are on a downward track, worse off today
than a year ago and expecting to be even worse off a year from now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the poorest in society — on
the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their neighbors primarily on the same step, too.
While they have no relatives living in the neighborhood, they feel that they can rely on their neighbors in case of
need, and they assert that their neighbors can rely on them in case any of their neighbors were in need. They
view their neighbors, with relatives, as their primary source of assistance in case they are in need.

(qno 833)
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beyond representative survey methods alone to use qualitative methods to better understand
individual households within the slums.

As an initial step towards future qualitative studies of urban slum households and as
an attempt to provide some individual or household level understanding of the lives of the
study households, ten survey sample households were randomly selected for closer
examination. All of the data on these households and their members was extracted from the
dataset and examined closely in order to develop narrative descriptions of the household.
Two such descriptions are presented here in Box 1 and Box 2. The narratives describing the
other eight randomly selected survey households are presented in section 2 of the Annex.
While these narratives highlight the richness of the survey data, they also make clear its
limitations — what is noted in the narratives is about as much individual and household level
detail as can be extracted from the survey data of use in constructing such narratives on the
study households.

In considering the food security of the study population and to sum up the material
presented in this chapter, the bivariate analyses of the characteristics associated with
household food security in the study population presented in the food security profile tables
in this chapter and in section 1 of the Annex reveal few household characteristics that are
distinctively and closely correlated on their own with household food security status.
Although a richer perspective on the well-being of households in the study population,
including on their food security, was gained by using the survey data to develop richer

Box 2: Narrative description of five-person household with own business, Chittagong.

This is a household in the Aiysha/Azahar Colony slum in Panchlaish thana in Chittagong made up of five
people, a man age 28, his wife 22 years old, two small children — a boy aged 4 and a girl aged 3, and a 20 year
old male relative. The relative is handicapped, missing a foot, while both the head and his wife report suffering
from gastric ulcers that started about the time they moved to Chittagong. The household moved to this
neighborhood from rural area outside of Chittagong division about 5 years ago.

The household head is literate, having completed 6 years of school. The wife has not attended school.
The male relative has, completing 7 years.

The household head and the male relative both work together in their own garment industry related
business. Both work almost every day for 11 hours a day. The head reported earning Tk 100 per day, while the
relative earns Tk 84.

The household lives in a rented house made of concrete walls, with roof of tin sheets, and a concrete
floor, paying Tk 700 in rent monthly. They cook over gas, but have electricity for lighting. They have access to
piped water, but often have to wait up to 10 minutes to collect water at this source They reported that they use a
shared water-sealed toilet. They experienced no problems with security over the past year.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of furniture - a bed and cupboard, as well as a fan.
They do not engage in any agricultural activity. They reported receiving a gift of Tk 2000 in the past month from
someone in Chittagong. They did not give any gifts or loans to anyone.

The household consumed insufficient calories in the previous week relative to requirements — their
reported food consumed provided three-quarters of requirements. However, examining the perception of the
household head about the vulnerability of the household to food insecurity, he reported that over the past month
they were never worried that they would not have enough food to eat, never ate food that they would have
preferred not to eat, never limited portions at mealtimes, and never went to bed hungry. The diversity of the diet
they consume is similar to that of other households in the slums — they ate from 10 of 12 food groups in the past
week. He feels that the amount of food that they had to consume over the past month was ‘adequate’, but he
viewed his income as very insufficient, to the extent that they have to borrow to meet the expenses of the
household. While in general, he is neither satisfied nor unsatisfied with life, he expects that a year from now the
household will be better off than it is now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, the household members view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their neighbors primarily
on the same step, too. They feel that they can not rely on their neighbors in case of need, and they do not expect
that their neighbors could rely on them in case any of their neighbors were in need.

(gno 1056)
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descriptions of randomly selected households, these descriptions do not provide a generalized
understanding of what determines the food security status of these households. In order to
more fully explore the household characteristics that are associated with household food
security within a multi-variate context, several models of the determinants of household food
security were constructed. These are described in Chapter 5.

However, before considering the models derived from the survey data, the results of
an examination of secondary data on the characteristics of the urban and poor populations in
Bangladesh are presented in Chapter 4. The analysis here is limited in that the study
population is narrowly defined to be those residing in the urban slums of Dhaka, Chittagong,
Khulna, and Rajshahi. While this study shows this population to be relatively homogenous in
terms of food security and to have quite low indicators of human development, it provides no
insights into how exceptional or similar these households are in terms of their food security
or human development to households in other populations of Bangladesh. Without such
comparative information, it is difficult to argue a strong case of policies to be formulated and
programs developed to provide the public goods necessary for these urban slum households
to meet their food and other development needs. WFP-Bangladesh must be able to place the
findings of this study into the broader contexts of household food insecurity and, more
generally, human development across many other populations of Bangladesh before it can
determine how best or even whether to devote its resources to the food security and human
development needs of the urban slum residents. This sort of comparative analysis is
presented next.
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CHAPTER 4: COMPARATIVE STATISTICS FROM SECONDARY DATA

In order to determine whether the food security status and household characteristics of
the urban slum households constituting the study population are somehow exceptional within
the broader context of the urban population of Bangladesh, we examined all recent household
studies that were relatively broad in scope and that allowed comparisons to be made to the
results of this study. In general, we restricted our comparisons to the urban sub-samples of
those studies, though some comparisons to the rural population of Bangladesh are also made.
Few comparisons can be made concerning their food security, however clearer
differentiations can be made on other household characteristics.

The household level studies that were examined are listed in Table 23. Seven
different studies were examined. The particular sub-samples of the study populations that
were used to compare to the results of the study discussed in this report are described in the
third column of this table. None of the sub-populations from the other studies exactly
replicate our study population of household living in delineated slum areas within the City
Corporation Areas.

Three sorts of comparisons are made in this chapter. First, we compare the general
demographic characteristics of the households in these various studies to those of the urban
slum study. This is done in order both to acquire some indication of the quality of the urban
slum study survey data and to assess how the demographic make-up of the households
residing in urban slums may differ from those of broader urban and selected rural
populations. Secondly, several tables are presented to highlight select human development
indicators for the urban slum households, particularly with regard to education, employment,
and living conditions. We also examine in this section the limited comparable data on food
security and participation in public social programmes. Finally, we consider the results of a
parallel study to this study that was commissioned by WFP-Bangladesh in 2006. This study,
carried out by the research firm TANGO (Technical Assistant to NGOs), focused on
households residing in selected rural areas of Bangladesh identified by WFP as highly food

Table 23: Secondary data sources consulted on characteristics of Bangladeshi households.

Portion of the study population

Data source Survey or census title considered here Reference
Urban slum| Study of Household Food Security in Population living in delineated slum This study
survey| Urban Slum Areas of Bangladesh, 2006 areas in City Corporation Areas (CCA)
1997 Slum| Census of Slum Areas and Floating Population living in Statistical BBS 1999
census| Population 1997 Metropolitan Areas (SMA), which are
larger than the CCAs.
2001 Census| Population Census 2001 Population living in CCA as a whole. BBS 2001
urban 2004 DHS| Bangladesh Demographic and Health Urban sub-sample of national population | NIPORT, Mitra, &
Survey 2004 ORC Macro 2005
rural 2004 DHS| Bangladesh Demographic and Health Rural sub-sample of national population | NIPORT, Mitra, &
Survey 2004 ORC Macro 2005
urban 2005 HIES| Bangladesh Household Income & Population living in all urban areas by BBS 2006
Expenditure Survey, 2005 Division
urban HKI / IPHN| Nutritional Surveillance Project, 2005 Households with children under 5 years | HKI & IPHN 2006

of age selected from NGO working
areas in urban slums in Dhaka,
Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi.

SHAHAR project| IFSP Supporting Household Activities for | Households in slums in Tongi (Dhaka CARE-Bangladesh &

Health, Assets, and Revenue Div.) & Jessore (Khulna Div.) IFPRI 2001
(SHAHAR) Project baseline survey municipal areas
WFP/TANGO| Rural Bangladesh Socio-Economic Households in rural areas of TANGO & WFP-
Rural Poor|  Profiles of WFP Operational Areas & Bangladesh identified by WFP as Bangladesh 2006
Beneficiaries study, 2006 highly food insecure
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insecure. Although the two WFP-commissioned studies used quite different methodologies,
some comparisons can be made of the results in order to assess the well-being and food
security of households residing in urban slums compared to the well-being and food security
of households living in poor areas of rural Bangladesh.

Comparative demographic characteristics

Table 24 to Table 27 provide a set of aggregate demographic descriptions of the study
households from the urban slum household survey and several of the other studies consulted.
In terms of the quality of our survey data, the results are quite comparable with household
size and the age structure of the population. For these characteristics, the values found for the
urban slum household population generally fall within the range of values seen in the other
studies. Overall, the household size of the urban slum households is smaller than that found
in the other studies, but not strikingly so. The lower average household size may reflect a
higher proportion of single-person recent migrant households in urban slums, although this
needs investigation.

The age structure of the urban slum population described in Table 25 is similar to
broader populations considered in other studies. The proportion of the urban slum population
found within each age grouping considered falls within the range seen in other studies.
Perhaps the most noteworthy observation is that the disproportionately young population
described in the 1997 Slum Census and, to a more limited extent, in the SHAHAR project
baseline surveys is not seen quite as strongly in our study population. The dependency ratio
for our study population is closer to that found in the 2004 DHS for the urban population as a

Table 24: Mean household size, persons.

Urban slum | 1997 Slum 2001 urban 2004 | urban 2005 | urban HKI/ | SHAHAR | WFP/TANGO
survey census Census DHS HIES IPHN project Rural Poor
Population 4.4 4.16 4.8 4.9 4.72 4.8 4.7 4.8
Dhaka 4.3 4.06 4.8 - 4.57 4.6 -- -
Chittagong 4.7 4.18 4.8 -- 5.21 5.0 - --
Khulna 4.4 4.23 4.5 - 4.62 4.9 - -
Rajshahi 4.0 4.25 5.0 -- 4.57 5.1 - --

Table 25: Age structure of population, percent, and dependency ratio.

Urban slum 1997 Slum | urban 2004 SHAHAR
survey census DHS 2005 HIES project
0-4 years 12.9 (0.37) 13.6 11.4 10.6 11.2
5-9 13.7 (0.41) 16.5 11.7 11.2 13.3
10-14 12.0 (0.37) 12.5 12.2 11.1 13.3
15-19 10.7 (0.37) 8.1 12.0 11.6 10.6
20-24 9.8 (0.36) 8.2 9.9 9.3 9.4
25-29 8.9 (0.30) 10.4 8.3 8.6 8.8
30-34 6.9 (0.27) 8.2 7.5 7.3 8.1
35-39 7.4 (0.28) 7.2 6.4 7.6 6.7
40-44 5.7 (0.22) 5.3 5.7 5.9 5.5
45-49 4.0 (0.23) 3.3 4.5 5.4 3.7
50-54 3.1 (0.17) 2.6 3.0 3.9 3.0
55-59 1.7 (0.14) 1.1 2.1 2.4 1.8
60-64 1.5 (0.14) 1.4 2.1 1.7 4.7 [60+]
65+ 1.9 (0.17) 1.4 3.2 3.4 -
Dependency ratio 0.68 (0.005) 0.79 0.63 0.57 0.74

Standard errors (adjusted for survey sample design) are shown in parentheses.
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Table 26: Sex ratio, number of males per 100 females.

Urban slum | 1997 Slum 2001 urban 2004 | SHAHAR
survey census Census DHS project
Population 99.1 104 120.8 96.7 100.6
Dhaka 100.5 -- 130.6 -- --
Chittagong 95.8 - 124.9 -- --
Khulna 100.7 - 113.9 - -
Rajshahi 107.5 -- 112.3 -- --
Table 27: Female-headed households, percent of households.
Urban slum | urban 2004 | urban HKI /| SHAHAR
survey DHS IPHN project
Population| 11.6 9.4 3.9 13.4
Dhaka 11.3 -- 2.3 -
Chittagong 11.5 - 6.3 --
Khulna 15.0 - 5.4 --
Rajshahi]  13.3 - 3.9 -

whole than to that for the urban slum population considered in the 1997 census.

Sharper differences in the demographic characteristics of the study households are
seen when considering sex ratios and the proportion of households headed by women. In
particular, as shown in Table 26, the 2001 Census found that there are considerably more
males than females in Bangladesh, with even higher proportions of males seen in Dhaka and
Chittagong. However, the other studies considered show sex ratios that are comparable to
those seen in our study with similar numbers of males and females within the population. In
terms of the proportion of households headed by women, as shown in Table 27, our study
population shows somewhat greater prevalence of such households than is seen in other
studies, except for the SHAHAR surveys. This may simply be due to definitional
differences, such as the manner in which absent male spouses are treated by each survey.
However, the differences across the surveys are not disturbingly large. Consequently, our
data appears reasonable when evaluated on this measure, as well as that of the sex ratio.

Comparative human development indicators

Examining the results of other household surveys and censuses enables an assessment
to be made of the degree to which urban slum households are achieving many of the human
development aspirations of the government of Bangladesh in education, health, employment,

Table 28: Persons aged 5 years and older who have never attended school, percent.

Urban slum DHS 2004 DHS 2004
Urban slum survey DHS 2004 urban DHS 2004 rural
survey male| female urban male female rural male female
Never attended school 45.2 51.4 20.1 28.2 28.6 36.2
Table 29: Literate aged 7 years and above, percent.
Urban
slum 2005
survey HIES
Population 36.5 67.6
Male 39.9 72.0
Female 33.1 63.2
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living conditions, food security, and participation in public social programmes. The four
tables starting at Table 28 consider the educational attainment, literacy, enrollment of current
school aged children, and the type of school attended by children going to school. The
achievements of the urban slum households in the educational sector, when compared to the
achievements of other somewhat similar populations in Bangladesh, are very discouraging.
While, as can be seen in Table 28, close to half of all individuals aged 5 years and older
residing in the urban slums have never attended school, other studies show that this
proportion for the urban population of Bangladesh as a whole is closer to one-quarter. Even
in rural areas of the country, only about one-third of the population aged 5 years and above
has never been to school. Literacy levels; as shown in Table 29, follow the same pattern.
Just over one-third of all individuals aged 7 years and above was found to be literate in the
urban slum household survey. In contrast, over two-thirds of the urban population in this age
range was found to be literate in the most recent Household Income and Expenditure survey.

Table 30 examines the pattern of current net enrollment, as well as gross enrollment
in primary school. While the enrollment pattern of higher levels of enrollment by girls than
boys up until age 15 years is seen in the urban slum households as in the other studies, the
obvious difference in the levels of the enrollment by children in the urban slum households is
what is most striking. Close to half of the youngest children of school age in the urban slums
are not enrolled in school. In the broader Bangladeshi population, both urban and rural, only
about 20 percent of such children are not enrolled. At the secondary and post-secondary
school ages the differences are equally dramatic. Less than ten percent of individuals of
secondary school age remain in school if they are members of households residing in urban

Table 30: Enrollment rates for children by age group and primary school gross enrollment rate,

percent.
Urban slum urban 2004 | rural 2004
survey 2005 HIES DHS DHS
Ages 6 to 10 years, all 55.5 84.0 82.1 84.9
Male 53.4 83.4 81.1 83.0
Female 57.8 84.5 83.2 86.9
Ages 11 to 15 years, all 41.8 70.7 64.6 69.2
Male 39.3 68.2 63.0 66.9
Female 44.2 73.0 65.9 71.3
Ages 16 to 20 years, all 8.2 -- 32.7 25.3
Male 11.4 -- 33.3 29.2
Female 6.1 -- 32.2 22.0
Ages 21 to 24 years, all 1.7 -- 17.6 8.8
Male 3.3 -- 26.2 14.5
Female 0.5 -- 11.1 5.1
Male 75.7 108.5
Female 82.0 1064 | -

Table 31: Type of school attended for children attending school, percent.

Urban slum
survey 2005 HIES
Government (incl. govt. subsidized) 60.1 84.3
Private 27.8 9.6
NGO-run 7.8 3.7
Madrasa 2.9 2.4
Other 1.4
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slums, whereas in the broader population, one-third of urban residents and one-quarter of
rural residents in this age category remain in school. Less than two percent of urban slum
residents of post-secondary school age remain in school, while in the broader urban
population this proportion is about 10 times higher and five times higher in rural areas.

The gross enrollment ratio —children in primary school (Class 1 to 5) as a percentage
of children of primary school age (here, ages 6 to 10 years) — shows that there is considerable
demand for primary education in the broader urban population of Bangladesh. The HIES
shows that there are more primary school students enrolled than there are primary school
aged children. Many students continue to attend primary school even when they are older
and may have been forced to repeat a class or dropped out of school for some time.
However, gross enrollment rates are much lower in the urban slums. If there were sufficient
school places for all children of primary school age in the urban slums, 20 percent of these
places are currently not being filled. However, comparing the gross enrollment rate to the
enrollment rate for children ages 6 to 10 years, we see that in the urban slums, the gross
enrollment rate is over 40 percent higher than the net enrollment rate, while in the broader
urban population it is only about 28 percent higher. This suggests a higher proportion of
overage children in the schools serving the urban slum population. Explanations for this
might include a lower quality of instruction in such schools, resulting in greater grade
repetition, or more erratic school attendance by students, resulting in slow educational
progress.

One explanation to consider for the lower enrollment of school age children of urban
slum households is access to educational facilities. Table 31 compares the type of school
attended by students in urban slum households to those in the general urban population.
Students in the broader urban population are more likely to attend government schools. The
cost and educational quality implications of this difference should be examined. It is
plausible that poor access to public education facilities may account for lower educational
enrollment and attainment among members of households residing in urban slums.

Table 32 provides comparisons on access to health care services related to pregnancy.
Overall, women of childbearing age in the urban slum household are only somewhat more
disadvantaged in access to such services than the broader urban population of the country.
Compared to rural women, they have somewhat better access to such health care.

Considering employment and age-specific participation in the workforce, members of
urban slum households are more likely to be working outside of the home at an earlier age
than members of other Bangladeshi households. Similarly, women in urban slum households
are significantly more likely to be in the workforce. As shown in Table 33, the proportion of
males aged 15 to 24 years from households residing in urban slums who are in the workforce
is 10 to 15 percent higher than that of both the general urban and rural populations. For
young women aged 15 to 19, the proportion from urban slum households who are working
outside of the home is almost 25 percent higher than it is for the general urban population.
Although the labor force participation rates for men in the urban slum and the general urban
population are comparable for older age groups, for women from urban slum households,

Table 32: Pregnancy care and delivery for women who recently gave birth, percent.

Urban
slum urban rural WFP/TANGO
survey | 2004 DHS | 2004 DHS | Rural Poor
Attended an antenatal clinic when
pregnant with last child born 61.9 74.8 509 61.6
Delivered child at home 79.9 76.5 93.2
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Table 33: Individuals who are working, by age and sex for individuals 8 years and older, percent.

Urban slum survey | urban 2004 DHS | rural 2004 DHS

Male Female Male | Female | Male | Female
TOTAL 7(1):-39) 22:?9) 68.4 | 199 | 672 | 138
8- years (21:55 ” (21:27) 2.6 23| 23 0.4
10-14 2(11:25) 1:::33) 197 | 104 | 176 3.1
15-19 6(‘;:27) 4(12:;0) 545 | 17.7 | 580 7.4
20-24 8(‘;’:83) 22:25) 712 | 220 | 796 15.4
25-29 9{31:; ” 32:‘;2) 896 | 261 | 925 | 249
30-34 9(‘;’:; ) 32:35) 978 | 307 | 968 | 269
35-39 9(‘;’:35) 22:53) 984 | 323 | 986 | 2638
40-44 9(‘;’:?7) 3(?‘:’7) 973 | 315 | 982 | 245
45-49 9(71:22) 3((3’:38) 98.1 231 | 983 | 215
50-54 9(51222) 35:23) 94.3 19.1 | 94.8 14.7
55-59 9((3’:;8) 1 2:;2) 862 | 129 | 93.8 87
60-64 7(15:j, ) 2(%‘;3) 716 | 113 | 79.4 77
65+ 5(3:26) 1 (Zigs) 49.0 22| 532 42

Standard errors (adjusted for survey sample design) shown in parentheses.

except in their late-30s, they are consistently more likely at all age levels to be in the
workforce than women from the general population.

Some comparisons on the living conditions of the urban slum households can be made
in Table 34 and Table 35. The characteristics of the housing of the urban slum households
differ considerably from city to city. Consequently, one finds that one some indicators of
housing quality, urban slum households in select cities have better quality housing than the
population as a whole. For example, urban slum households in Dhaka and Chittagong are
more likely to use electricity for lighting than the general urban population of the country.
Similarly, most Dhaka households use piped water, whereas less than one-third of all urban
households in Bangladesh have a piped water supply. However, the toilet facilities available
in the urban slums generally are worse than those used by the broader urban population.

The ownership of certain material assets presented in Table 35 generally demonstrates

Table 34: Housing characteristics, percent

Urban slum survey
Chitta- urban 2005
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi All 2004 DHS HIES
Bamboo outer walls 27.3 62.9 43.0 17.3 39.1 30.1 17.4
Tin sheet roofing 89.1 88.4 475 92.0 87.0 721 71.7
Smoothed mud floor 42.0 51.6 775 63.3 47.4 52.5 --
Use wood for cooking 40.0 50.4 82.0 27.3 44.8 40.2 --
Use electricity for lighting 87.5 89.1 60.5 58.7 85.8 76.6 82.6
Piped water supply 86.2 30.7 1.0 13.3 62.0 31.1 28.5
No improved toilet facilities 47.0 26.1 24.5 35.4 38.8 -- 19.3
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Table 35: Assets owned by household, percent.

Urban slum | urban 2004 | rural 2004
survey DHS DHS
Table 27.4 65.5 61.5
Chair, wooden 25.9 67.9 63.7
Cupboard, drawers, bureau 26.0 46.9 241
Clock 48.6 79.3 62.2
Radio (‘wireless') 7.0 36.5 28.6
Television 37.1 49.1 15.5
Sewing machine 4.1 12.6 3.3
Bicycle 2.6 18.3 25.8
Motorcycle / auto-rickshaw 0.7 4.0 1.3

that urban slum households are much less likely to own the items listed than are other
households in the country, both in rural and urban areas. However, the levels of ownership
reported of basic household furnishings, such as a table and chairs, does suggest that some
data quality problems may also be reflected in these statistics for the urban slum households.

Finally, assessing the welfare levels and food security status of the urban slum
households in our study population within the context of the broader population of
Bangladesh should be a key comparison. However, there is only limited comparable data to
use — only the HIES provides such statistics. As shown in Table 36, using total daily
household per capita consumption and expenditure as a welfare measure, the general urban
population has a welfare measure that is about 10 percent higher than that of urban slum
households. This difference is smaller than expected, but also reflects the generally low
levels of consumption across all of the urban population, both those residing in slums and
elsewhere. As indicated by the Gini coefficient, the consumption and expenditure levels of
urban slum households are more similar than are those for the urban population as a whole.
Also of note is that food as a proportion of the value of total household consumption and
expenditure is considerably higher among urban slum households than it is in the general
urban population. While likely some survey method differences account for a portion of the
magnitude of the difference observed, this pattern is not unexpected. A general pattern
observed is that for poorer households, such as those living in the urban slums, food makes
up a greater proportion of their total consumption and expenditure than it does for less poor
households. Comparisons in income between urban slum households and the broader urban
population are similar to the patterns seen with consumption and expenditure, with somewhat
greater differences observed.

The HIES also provides two food security related measures of poverty that can be

Table 36: Consumption & expenditure and income.

Urban slum
survey 2005 HIES
Avgrage value of t_otal daily per capita 52.32 58.32
consumption and expenditure, Taka, nominal (1.09)
Gini coefficient of consumption &
expezditure 0.271 0.365
Food as a proportion of t_otal daily per czflpita 0.62 0.45
consumption and expenditure (0.01) ’
Average value c_)f total daily per capita 55.19 7151
income, Taka, nominal (1.35)
Gini coefficient of income 0.326 0.497

Standard errors (adjusted for survey sample design) are shown in
parentheses.
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Table 37: Households that fall beneath calorie consumption-based poverty lines, percent.

Urban slum survey
Chitta- 2005
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi All HIES
S e, housenold consumes | 424, | 580, | 20 | 13 | 478 | 4,
less than 2,122 kcal/person/day ) ) ) ) ’
HIES Direct Calorie Intake hard-core
poverty line, household consumes 2(;'35) 3(53"28) 3{3'20) 32'26) 2{?'93) 24.4
less than 1,805 kcal/person/day ’ ’ ) ) )

Standard errors (adjusted for survey sample design) are shown in parentheses.

Table 38: Participation in social programmes.

Chitta-
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi ALL
Urban Slum Survey - Any benefits from 4.5 3.6 3.5 13.3 4.5
social programmes in past year (1.27) (1.25) (2.09) (4.10) (0.88)
2005 HIES urban 4.9 5.7 4.2 6.7 5.4
2005 HIES rural | 20.0 12.9 11.0 13.0 15.6

The survey asked specific questions about the following programs: Public Works, Gratuitous Relief,
Open Market Sales, and various Education stipends.

HIES collected information on the following programmes: VGD, IFS, Food for Work, MFW, Test
Relief, VGF, GR, Food for Education, RMP, Old age allowance, and Freedom Fighter
allowance.

Standard errors (adjusted for survey sample design) are shown in parentheses.

compared to the similar statistics from the urban slum household study. As presented in
Table 37, these are the Direct Calorie Intake poverty line of 2,122 kcal/person/day, and the
hard-core Direct Calorie Intake poverty line of 1,805 kcal/person/day. Although overall the
urban slum households have a higher prevalence of poverty (and food insecurity) than the
general urban population on the basis of these poverty lines, disaggregating the results of the
urban slum household survey by city provides a more nuanced picture. Households in Dhaka
are shown to be the best off of the four cities, with poverty prevalences based on these two
poverty lines that are statistically not significantly difference from those of the general urban
population. However, the prevalence of poverty and food insecurity (as measured by this
calorie-based, quantity oriented indicator of food security) observed in the slums in the other
study cities is significantly higher than it is for the HIES urban population.

Finally, in considering the human development levels of the urban slum households,
Table 38 shows the degree to which members of urban slum households participate in public
social programmes aimed at improving their well-being and contributing to the improvement
of their human capital. The level of participation by urban slum households in these
programs over the past year is very low, but not much different from that observed in the
general urban population. There appears to be a distinct rural bias to the provision of social
programmes to the Bangladeshi population. This is evident in the differences seen in the
HIES results on participation in social programmes between rural and urban populations.

Comparison of households living in poor rural areas and urban slums of Bangladesh

Finally, we compare our findings to the results of the parallel study in poor rural areas
of Bangladesh carried out by TANGO in 2006 (WFP & TANGO 2006). Although the
TANGO study used quite different methodologies from the representative household survey
use with the urban slum households, some comparisons can be made. These provide some
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Table 39: Comparison of household characteristics of sub-populations of urban slum households and
households in poor rural areas.

Urban slum survey Rural study (TANGO/WFP)
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food “Non-
security | security | security “Invisible | “Vulner- | “On-the- | vulner-
tercile tercile tercile ALL Poor” able” edge” able”
Female-headed |, 5 10.9 125 11.6 43 27 18 11

households (%)
Dependency ratio | 0.79 0.68 0.55 0.68 0.87 0.76 0.66 0.61
llliterate household

heads (%) 70.7 64.2 60.1 65.0 74.7 66.8 47.5 221
Household heads
completed primary 22.2 31.5 33.7 29.2 12.5 18.7 34.6 64.4
school at least (%)
Use electricity (%) | 84.7 85.8 86.9 85.8 6 11 26 48
Own a bicycle (%) 24 3.7 1.8 2.6 3.0 14.3 25.3 55.3
Daily per capita
expenditures (Tk) 35.67 47.98 73.32 52.32 21.74 25.00 35.13 69.58
Expenditures spent | o 62 66 62 57 55 47 30

on food (%)
Not member of any

community | 71.9 72.4 77.8 74.0 65.9 60.2 51.0 35.3
organization (%)

insights in how the well-being and food security of households residing in urban slums differs
strongly from that of households living in poor areas of rural Bangladesh.

Table 39 provides a diverse set of household characteristics that could be compared
from the two studies. The TANGO study divided up the study population into four discrete
socio-economic groups based on a principal components analysis of several indicators of
household food security, total value of household consumption and expenditure, and asset
ownership. Their groupings are a somewhat more sophisticated disaggregation of their study
population than was done in this analysis of the urban slum households where the calorie
consumption sufficiency terciles were used in a similar fashion. Their results were
aggregated on the basis of these groups. Unfortunately, no statistics aggregating across their
entire study population were presented in the final report of the research project.

Female-headship is shown to be more prevalent in rural households, particularly the
most vulnerable, than is seen in the urban slums. A similar pattern is seen with dependency
ratios, although urban slum households in the lowest food security tercile are similar to the
most insecure rural households on this measure. On literacy and educational attainment, the
urban slum households have similar characteristics to the ‘invisible poor’ and ‘vulnerable’
households in the rural study. Urban households allocate more of their expenditures to food
than do all of the rural households, although, given the importance of own production of food
for many rural households, we cannot exclude that methodological difference may account
for some of these differences. All rural households are more likely than households residing
in the urban slums to participate in community organizations, possibly reflecting a higher
level of social capital in rural communities.

The only direct comparison on food security that could be made between the two
studies is on dietary quality and whether or not household members consumed food from a
particular food group over the previous seven days. However, even here the comparisons are
not perfect, as the two studies used different numbers of food groups. Those that can be
compared are shown in Table 40. Overall, the urban slum households have somewhat more
diverse diets. Differences can be seen in particular with the consumption of fruits and pulses
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Table 40: Comparison of food groups consumed over past seven days by sub-populations of urban
slum households and households in poor rural areas, percent.

Urban slum survey Rural study (TANGO/WFP)
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food “Non-
security | security | security “Invisible | “Vulner- | “On-the- | vulner-
tercile tercile tercile ALL Poor” able” edge” able”
Cereals 98.8 100.0 100.0 99.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Roots & tubers 96.8 98.3 98.7 97.9 75.3 84.2 89.7 93.1
Vegetables 99.3 100.0 100.0 99.8 91.6 94.4 96.8 98.4
Fruits 80.2 87.8 92.5 86.8 19.6 27.8 64.8 90.3
Meat, poultry 24.0 33.0 50.7 35.9 5.6 11.7 40.2 77.5
Eggs 58.4 66.8 80.8 68.7 16.6 32.4 55.5 81.6
Fish 83.2 88.5 92.2 88.0 61.2 80.9 90.3 98.2
Pulses, legumes 89.3 93.2 95.3 92.6 53.2 69.6 83.8 94.2
Milk 329 42.3 52.0 42.4 10.7 21.8 47.0 80.7
Oil, fats 94.5 95.9 96.8 95.7 99.5 99.8 99.8 100.0
Sugar 44.4 52.3 59.7 52.1 3.8 10.6 39.2 74.5

and legumes. Meat and poultry and milk consumption present a more complex pattern,
where urban slum households are less likely to consume these foods than the least food
insecure rural households, but more likely to consume them than the most food insecure rural
households. Sugar consumption also presents a similar pattern.

This comparison of the results of the urban slum household study to all recent
household studies was somewhat more limited than expected. There is a dearth of results
from broadly representative, integrated household surveys in Bangladesh. Information on the
living conditions of households living in the urban slums is even rarer. However, the few
comparisons that could be made do highlight that, while the food security of the urban slum
households may not be strikingly worse than that of many other important populations in the
country, the human development indicators for these urban slum households suggest the need
for direct action to assist these households improve their levels of human capital. Without
such investments, it is likely that the children in these households will ‘inherit’ the poverty of
their parents and live shorter and more difficult lives than is necessary.
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CHAPTER 5: QUANTITATIVE MODELING OF THE DETERMINANTS OF
HOUSEHOLD FOOD SECURITY

In this chapter, the results of a quantitative assessment of the salient determinants of
the food security status of households residing in the urban slums of Bangladesh are
presented. The structure of this chapter is as follows. In the next section, the conceptual
framework used to guide the overall study is revisited to highlight key elements that guide the
development of the quantitative models. This theoretical overview is then used in the second
section to sketch out the components of the quantitative models. The results from the four
models are presented and discussed in the third section. The final section considers the
results of the modeling exercise in light of the broader aims of WFP-Bangladesh to assist
households residing in urban slums in the country better meet their food needs.

Elements of the conceptual framework guiding the analysis

As was discussed in Chapter 2, this study adopts the common definition of household
food security that a household is food secure if it can reliably gain access to food in sufficient
quantity and quality for all household members to enjoy a healthy and active life. The
importance of sufficient income to gain access to food in urban markets was highlighted as a
critical feature when considering the food security of the urban poor. If food is in the
markets, but families cannot afford to acquire it, then they are food insecure.

In both the chapter on the conceptual framework and in the following chapter in
which the results of the survey were presented as a profile of food security for the study
population, it was highlighted that food security has several dimensions — quantity of
nutrients consumed, the quality of the diet consumed (particularly in micronutrients), and
vulnerability to loss of access to food. It is possible for households to be relatively secure on
some dimensions and not on others. For example, households can be meeting their calorie
needs (quantity) while suffering from micronutrient deficiency caused diseases, such as
anemia or night blindness, due to consuming an insufficiently diverse diet. By the same
token, a household may be consuming a sufficient and well-balanced diet at a particular time,
but be at risk of being unable to maintain such a diet due to a high risk of employment loss or
some other negative shock affecting household well-being and, hence, access to food in the
market. These three dimensions of food security are examined separately in modeling the
determinants of household food security for urban slum households. Four separate models
are developed — two using as their dependent variables measures of the quantity of food
consumed by the household, one using a measure of the quality of the diet consumed by the
household, and one using a measure of the vulnerability of the household to loss of access to
food.

The same set of independent variables, or potential determinants, were used to model
these dimensions of food security. The conceptual framework guiding the overall study
presented in Figure 1was used to justify the selection of these explanatory variables. These
variables reflect several different elements of the conceptual framework, as will be described
in more detail in the next section.
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Methods

Quantitative analysis of the survey data was undertaken to identify which of the
determinants of household food security described in the conceptual framework are
significant determinants of the food security status of households within the study population.
Four separate models were constructed based on several different indicators of household
food security status. The same set of household-level independent variables was used in all
four models. Table 41 describes both the dependent and independent variables used in the
national models. (Annex Table 143 describes those used in city-specific models.) Ordinary-
least-squares regression and maximum likelihood logit methods were used to develop the
models.

Dependent variables — indicators of household food security status

The four dependent variables, described in Table 41, are drawn from three measures
of household food security. The first measure is a calorie consumption sufficiency ratio for
each survey household. This is the ratio of the reported calories consumed by household
members to the calorie consumption recommended for the household by nutritionists.
Recommended calorie requirements for each household were computed using a table of
recommended daily calorie consumption for the Bangladesh population, disaggregated by age
and sex of household members and whether a woman was pregnant or breastfeeding. The
Institute for Nutrition and Food Science at Dhaka University produced this table in 1992.
The calorie content of the foods reported consumed was computed primarily using
information on the nutritional content of Bangladeshi food compiled by Damton-Hill et al.
(1988). The resultant ratio has a weighted mean value across the survey households of 1.004
and a median value of 0.995. This ratio is the dependent variable used in constructing the
first model.

Using the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio to rank all survey households on a
weighted basis, each household was assigned to one of three terciles. The second dependent
variable used in the second model is a binary categorical variable (0/1 or dummy variable)
that takes a value of one if a household is in the second or highest terciles (higher sufficiency
of calorie consumption) and zero if in the bottom tercile. A calorie consumption sufficiency
ratio of 0.828 differentiates households in the upper two terciles from those in the lowest.

The definition of food security used in this analysis notes that households should have
access to food in both sufficient quantity and quality. The calorie consumption sufficiency
ratio primarily measures the quantity of food to which a household consumes. The measure
used in constructing the third model, a dummy variable indicating good diversity in the foods
consumed by the household, reflects the quality element of food security. The foods reported
consumed by each household were categorized into 12 groups and a Household Dietary
Diversity Score (HDDS) was computed for each simply by counting the number of different
food groups a household reported having consumed over the previous one week (Swindale &
Bilinsky 2005). The weighted mean HDDS is 9.57, with a median value of 10. The dummy
variable indicating good diversity in the foods consumed by the household was constructed
by assigning a value of one for the variable to all households with an HDDS of nine or more
and zero for those with a score of eight or lower.

The dependent variable for the fourth and final model is a dummy variable that
differentiates households that are not categorized as ‘severely food insecure’ from those that
are using the Household Food Insecurity Access (HFIA) categorization scheme. The
Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS), a measure of the access that a household
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has to food, is derived from the responses given to a set of nine standard questions on
perceptions of food vulnerability and responses to food insecurity in the household over the
past one month (Coates et al. 2006).> The survey questionnaire included these questions in
the module on Food Purchasing and Eating Habits (module O).

As such, HFIAS related measures go beyond empirical measurement of the quantity
and quality of food consumed to more subjective assessments by household members of their
vulnerability to food insecurity and their responses to actual food shortages. Returning to the
definition of food security used in this analysis, this measure provides insights on the
reliability of access to food that is missing in the dependent variables for the other models.

The pattern of the responses given by a household to the nine questions can be used to
categorize the household into one of four ordered food insecurity categories — food secure,
mildly food insecure, moderately food insecure, and severely food insecure. Based on their
responses to these questions, 10.2 percent of the urban slum population was categorized as
food secure, 5.2 percent were mildly food insecure, 22.8 percent were moderately food
insecure, and 61.8 percent were categorized as severely food insecure. Thus, the dependent
variable used for the fourth model is a dummy variable that distinguishes those households
that are not severely food insecure (1) from those that are (0).

Finally, note that the four dependent variables have been constructed so that better
household food security status is reflected in higher dependent variable values — a higher ratio
in the case of the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio and one in the case of the three binary
categorical dependent variables. This is to facilitate comparisons across the models.

Independent variables

The same set of independent variables is used with each of the four measures of
household food security to construct the models. Because the four dependent variables
measure somewhat different facets of food security — quantity of food consumed (the two
calorie consumption sufficiency ratio based measures), quality (the dietary diversity
measure), and vulnerability and response to food shortage (the HFIAS related measure), we
should expect a priori that different models will result for each. In this section, the
independent variables used to construct the four national models are described. (The same
independent variables, without the city dummy variables, are used to construct the city-
specific models presented in section 3 of the Annex.)

> The questions ask how frequently over the past month the respondent or household members either felt or
behaved in a particular way in the face of food vulnerability or insecurity — never (code 0), rarely (1), sometimes
(2), or often (3). Simply by summing up the coded responses, a HFIAS score can be derived ranging from zero
(food secure) to 27 (very food insecure). The nine questions are as follows:

In the past month, how frequently have you:
1. Worried that your household would not have enough food?
Not been able to eat the foods you preferred to eat because of lack of resources?
Ate just a few kinds of food day after day due to lack of resources?
Ate food that you preferred not to eat because you did not have resources to obtain other food?
Limited portions at mealtimes because there was not enough food?
Ate fewer meals in a day because there was not enough food?
Had no food at all in the household because there were no resources to get more?
Gone to sleep at night hungry because there was not enough food?
Gone a whole day without eating anything because there was not enough food?”
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Table 41: Dependent and independent variables for models of the determinants of household food
security for households residing in urban slums in Bangladesh.

Standard

Mean Error
Dependent variables
kcalsuff |Calorie consumption sufficiency ratio 1.004 0.0151

cal3le23 |In top two terciles of households ranked by calorie consumption

sufficiency ratio (0/1) 0.67 0.018
addietdv |Good dietary diversity - reported eating foods from 9 food groups or 0.76 0.014
more of 12 (0/1)
notsevHF |Not in the ‘Severely food insecure’ Household Food Insecurity Access 0.38 0.021
(HFIA) category (0/1)
Independent variables
City dummies
chitgong |Chittagong (0/1) 0.32 0.000
khulna |Khulna (0/1) 0.05 0.000
rajshahi |Rajshahi (0/1) 0.03 0.000
Demographic
hhsize [Household size 4.45 0.055
sghhsize |Squared household size 23.2 0.59
prfemale |Females - proportion of HH members 0.51 0.004
prdepend |Dependents - proportion of HH members (aged < 15 or > 64 years) 0.37 0.005
hhhage |Age of household head, years 39.3 0.36
femhhh |Female headed household (0/1) 0.12 0.008
Migration
resdltSy |Household head resident in neighborhood for less than 5 years (0/1) 0.22 0.017
resdmt5y |Household head resident in neighborhood for 5 years or more, but not 017 0.016
always a resident (0/1) ’ )
Education
hhhlit |Literate household head (0/1) 0.35 0.014
schllt5y [Household head educated for up to 5 years (0/1) 0.14 0.011
schl5_8y [Household head educated between 5 and 8 years (0/1) 0.20 0.011
schigt8y |Household head educated more than 8 years (0/1) 0.09 0.007
ltsenrfm |Senior woman in household is literate (0/1) 0.26 0.012
noadltfm |No adult woman in household (0/1) — control variable for ltsenrfm 0.02 0.004
Employment
frmlest |Household head is an employee in a formal establishment (0/1) 0.21 0.013
daylabor |Household head is employed as a day laborer (0/1) 0.20 0.014
wagehr |Mean hourly wage for household head, Taka 13.34 0.243
wrkngwmn |Prop. of working age women in HH employed (aged 15 - 64 years) 0.30 0.014
noadltwm |No working age woman in HH (0/1) — control variable for wrkngwmn 0.02 0.004
agric |Household engages in agricultural production (0/1) 0.02 0.003
Healthy environment
pipewatr |Piped water source for household (0/1) 0.62 0.024
toiltpuc |Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for household (0/1) 0.61 0.029
Risk & its mitigation
shock |HH reported experiencing negative economic shock in past year (0/1) 0.37 0.024
radiotv |Household owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV (0/1) 0.45 0.017
giftrcvd |HH received gift or loan from another household in past month (0/1) 0.30 0.019
relyothr |HH has relatives in moholla or can rely on neighbors for aid (0/1) 0.70 0.020
Population size (households): 827,168
Observations: 1,898

Means are weighted by population size. Standard errors are corrected for stratified and clustered survey sample
design.

The independent variables were selected with reference to the conceptual framework
presented in Figure 1 and with attention to endogeneity. That is, the household
characteristics specified by the independent variables, insofar as possible, should plausibly
have an effect on the food security status of the household, while not themselves being
influenced in the short to medium term by the household food security status. Moreover, in
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selecting variables to include in the model, the 140 food security profile tables presented in
section 1 of the Annex that disaggregate the characteristics of urban slum households by
calorie consumption sufficiency tercile were examined to identify those variables for which
there was apparent variation across the terciles. That is, where a choice needed to be made
between two variables that could represent an element in the conceptual framework, that
variable which showed greater variability across the calorie consumption sufficiency terciles
was chosen for the model.

As shown in Table 41, the independent variables chosen can be loosely categorized
into six groups — demographic characteristics, migration, education, employment, healthy
environment, and risk and its mitigation.

® Demographic characteristics — These household characteristics include household size,
dependents, the sex composition of the household, and the sex and age of the household
age. These variables define both the demand for food by the household and the potential
ability of the household to meet that demand. The characteristics are important
components of several elements of the conceptual framework, including human capital,
exposure to shocks and the coping strategies that can be employed, differential access to
local labor markets, and the importance of the quality of care within the household to
dietary intake.

® Migration — A set of dummy variables are included in the models to investigate whether
the migration history of a household head is an important determinant of a household’s
food security status. Depending on the context, recent arrivals in a neighborhood may
have impeded access to important economic resources relative to long time residents, e.g.,
employment opportunities, access to community resources, which may have a bearing on
the food security of their household. Leaving households whose head is a permanent
resident of the neighborhood unspecified as the base case, two dummy variables
distinguish households whose head came recently to the neighborhood from those whose
head came more than 5 years ago.

¢ Education — Educational attainment and literacy can be expected to determine the

employment prospects for workers in urban slum households, the ability of households to
manage shocks to their well-being, and the quality of care that can be offered vulnerable
individuals in the household. In addition to the literacy status of the household head, a set
of dummy variables identifies the educational attainment of the household head (leaving
those who did not receive education unspecified in the model as the base case).
Moreover, since women generally are the primary caregivers in a household, the literacy
status of the senior woman in the household is also included as an independent variable.®

¢ Employment — Since wage employment can be expected to be the most important
determinant of access to food in urban households, several employment variables are
included in the model. Households are identified by whether their head is employed in a
formal establishment or whether the head works as a day laborer. Unspecified as the base
case in the model are those households whose head is self-employed, works in a family
business, or works for another household. The mean hourly wage in Taka for the

6 Thirty of the 1,898 households do not have an adult female member. The value for ltsenrfim, the literacy status
of the senior woman variable, for these households is set to zero and a dummy variable, noadltfin, is used to
control for the fact that there is no senior woman in these households.

A similar method is used with the variable the proportion of working women in the household who are
employed, wrkngwmn. The dummy variable, noadltwm, identifies the 43 survey households without a female
member of working age (age 15 to 64 years).
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household head is also included as an independent variable.” In order to examine whether
sex discrimination in the labor market may affect household food security, a variable on
the proportion of working age women in the households who are employed is included in
the models. Finally, since urban and peri-urban agriculture in some parts of the
developing world is an important component of the food security of urban households, a
dummy variable on whether the household engages in any agricultural production is
included in the models.

® Healthy environment — The importance of a healthy environment to food security arises
through its contribution to good health and the human capital of household members.
Two variables are used to consider the importance of these environmental factors on
household food security — whether the household has a protected, piped water source and
whether the household uses improved toilet facilities.

e Risk and its mitigation — Finally four variables are included to consider the exposure of
households to shocks and their potential ability to cope with them. A dummy variable is
used to indicate whether a household reported suffering a negative economic shock in the
past year. Variables on asset ownership (electronics items), social relationships in the
neighborhood, and whether the household received a gift or loan from another household
in the past month are included to assess the importance of material and social assets to
household food security.

Dummy variables also are included in the national models for households that reside
in Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi, respectively, with Dhaka remaining unspecified as the
base case for the models. These variables serve to capture the effect on household food
security of unobserved differing local conditions in these cities such as economic
opportunities, food marketing systems, or effectiveness of government in the provision of
social services.

There were several components of the conceptual framework of the determinants of
food security for poor urban households that could not be adequately represented in these
models. Although questions were asked in the survey on urban food market performance — in
particular, physical access to food markets and shops — the food security profile tables for
these variables showed little variation across the food security terciles. Similarly, urban slum
households participate to a very limited extent in the social programmes of government and
non-governmental organizations — only 4.5 percent of households in the study population
received any benefits from public social programs in the past year. Consequently, the
potential importance assigned to public food and income transfer programs in the conceptual
framework was not borne out. Certainly, additional elements of the conceptual framework
that are poorly represented in the models here can be identified.

Models

Two different methods were used to develop the four models. Since the calorie
consumption sufficiency ratio is a continuous variable, an ordinary-least-squares (OLS)
regression method is used. The results are presented as coefficients on the independent
variables, with the nature of the relationship (direct or inverse) between an independent
variable and the dependent variable signified by the sign of the coefficient (positive or
negative).

7 At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00
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However, the other three dependent variables are binary categorical variables (0/1) for
which OLS regression is not appropriate. Rather a logistic maximum likelihood estimation
method is used to construct the models for these dependent variables. Here we choose to
present the results as odds ratios, rather than as coefficients. The odds ratio is the chance of
the dependent variable changing from 0 to 1 (a positive outcome in statistical terms) as a
result of a one-unit positive change in the independent variable. In contrast to regression
based models where a statistically insignificant coefficient is zero, a statistically insignificant
odds ratio is one — that is, a 1-to-1 or even chance. Odds ratios that are less than one
represent an inverse relationship between the independent and dependent variable, while odds
ratios greater than one represent a direct relationship.

As the data are from a sample survey for which the sample was based on a weighted,
stratified, two-stage clustered design, an adjustment is made in computing the standard errors
for the coefficients and odds ratios for these models to account for the stratification used and
the dependency of the information provided by survey households within the same cluster.
While the point estimates (coefficients and odds ratios) do not change from weighted models
computed without this correction, the standard errors of these estimates do. Consequently,
the independent variables in the models that are identified as being statistically significant
will differ depending upon whether or not this necessary sample-design adjustment is made.®
In general, the size of the standard errors of coefficients and odds ratios increases in models
to which this survey sample adjustment is applied, resulting in fewer statistically significant
independent variables and lower R-squared values for the models.

Results

The four national models are presented in Table 42. Each will be discussed in turn
and, where relevant, comparisons across them will be made. (City-specific models are
presented in section 3 of the Annex starting on page 132.)

Calorie consumption sufficiency ratio

Of the 24 independent variables considered in this OLS regression model (excluding
the three city dummy variables and the two control variables), 11 are shown to be significant
determinants of this measure of household food security. The R? value for the model is
0.197, indicating that about 20 percent of the variability in the sufficiency of calorie
consumption in the study households is explained by the independent variables in the model.

All of the demographic independent variables are significant. Increased household
size reduces the sufficiency of calorie consumption (negative coefficient on hhsize), but at a
declining rate in larger households (positive coefficient on hsghhsize). Somewhat
surprisingly, households with a greater proportion of females in the household tend to have a
greater sufficiency of calorie consumption than do those with more males. Households with
a greater proportion of members who are dependents are more likely to be food insecure, as
are households that are headed by females, although the coefficient on this variable is only
weakly significant. Finally, households headed by older individuals tend to be more food
secure, at least based on the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio measure of food security.

Of the other categories of independent variables, the migration variables are shown to
be insignificantly related to food security, as is, somewhat surprisingly, the literacy and
educational attainment characteristics of the household head. The evidence here is that

¥ The statistical software package, Stata 9.2, was used for the analysis here. The sample design corrections were
made using Stata’s svy suite of commands.
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higher levels of educational attainment by a household head do not necessarily make a
household living in the urban slums of Bangladesh better able to meet its calorie needs.

Significant independent variables are found in some of the other independent variable
categories. Of the employment categories, the mean hourly wage of the household head is

Table 42: Models of the determinants of household food security for households residing in urban slums in

Bangladesh.

Regression
model
coefficients

Dependent variables: kcalsuff

Calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio

-0.127 (3.58)***
-0.137 (2.58)**
-0.273 (4.76) ***
-0.142 (6.79)***
0.008 (5.12)***
0.097 (2.29)**

-0.139 (3.12)**

0.003 (3.55)**
-0.042 (1.66)*

Independent variables
chitgong |Chittagong (0/1)
khulna Khulna (0/1)
rajshahi |Rajshahi (0/1)
hhsize Household size
sghhsize Squared household size
prfemale Females - proportion of HH members
prdepend Dependents - proportion of HH members
(aged < 15 or > 64 years)
hhhage Age of household head, years
femhhh Female headed household (0/1)
resdltSy HH head resident in neighborhood for less

than 5 years (0/1) -0.027 (1.25)
resdmt5y HH head resident in neighborhood for )
5 years or more, but not always (0/1) 0.029 (1.13)
hhhlit |Literate household head (0/1) -0.004 (0.13)
schllty HH head educated for up to 5 years (0/1) 0.021 (0.82)
schl5_8y Household head educated between 5 and 8
years (0/1) 0.051 (1.50)
schigt8y |HH head educated more than 8 years (0/1) | 0.029 (0.70)
ltsenrfm |Senior woman in household is literate (0/1) | 0.001 (0.07)
noadltfm [No adult woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for ltsenrfm -0.116 (0.82)
frmlest |Household head is an employee in a formal 0.013 (0.59)

establishment (0/1)
daylabor HH head is employed as a day laborer (0/1) -0.036 (1.55)

wagehr Mean hourly wage for household head, .
Taka 0.004 (3.89)

wrkngwmn |Prop. of working age women in HH who are

employed (aged 15 - 64 years) 0.002 (0.11)
noadltwm |No working age woman in household (0/1) —
control variable for wrkngwmn 0.121 (1.09)
agric HH engages in agricultural production (0/1) | 0.063 (7.39)

pipewatr Piped water source for household (0/1)

toiltpuc |Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for
household (0/1)

shock HH reported experiencing a negative
economic shock in the past year (0/1)

radiotv |HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV (0/1)

giftrcvd HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1)

relyothr HH has relatives in moholla or can rely on
neighbors for aid (0/1)

_cons Constant

-0.059 (1.67)*
0.049 (1.78)*

0.066 (2.68)***
0.047 (2.22)**
0.014 (0.69)

0.009 (0.41)

1.290 (14.79)***
1,898
0.197

Observations:
R?/ Pseudo-R?:

t-statistics in parentheses
* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%;

kkk

significant at 1%

Logistic model

odds ratios
cal3le23 addietdv notsevHF
Good dietary Not in the
In top two terciles diversity - ‘Severely food
of households | reported eating insecure’

ranked by calorie foods from 9 food| Household Food
consumption groups or more |Insecurity Access

sufficiency ratio of 12 (HFIA) category
0.431 (3.54)** | 0.922 (0.42) 1.376 (1.41)
0.580 (1.63) 0.514 (2.21)** | 0.802 (0.64)
0.262 (3.98)*** | 1.057 (0.17) 1.151 (0.34)
0.634 (3.55)*** | 1.097 (0.74) 1.185 (1.32)
1.021 (2.00)** | 0.997 (0.33) 0.987 (1.23)
3.079 (3.45)*** | 0.999 (0.00) 0.704 (1.22)
0.376 (3.18)*** | 0.563 (1.75)* | 0.424 (3.27)***
1.019 (3.32)*** | 0.989 (2.16)** | 0.996 (0.80)
0.742 (1.46) 0.554 (3.06) *** | 1.066 (0.28)
0.979 (0.13) 1.071 (0.38) 1.229 (1.20)
0.768 (1.37) 0.963 (0.20) 1.173 (0.86)
0.729 (1.37) 0.847 (0.66) 1.256 (1.15)
1.078 (0.40) 1.358 (1.45) 1.075 (0.38)
1.997 (2.69)*** | 1.432 (1.28) 0.998 (0.01)
1.682 (1.60) 2.208 (2.09)** | 1.062 (0.20)
1.239 (1.46) 1.207 (1.28) 1.444 (2.64)***
0.755 (0.31) 1.449 (0.56) 1.068 (0.10)
1.143 (0.96) 1.126 (0.70) 1.035 (0.25)

0.705 (2.02)**
1.020 (2.16)**

0.734 (2.06)**
1.027 (2.25)**

0.651 (2.48)**
1.040 (4.52)***

1.128 (0.83) | 0.926 (0.47) |1.175 (1.14)
2574 (1.24) 0.513 (1.19) 2.759 (1.87)*
1212 (0.60) | 0.990 (0.02) | 1.355 (0.73)
0.756 (1.27) | 1.084 (0.45) | 0.692 (1.76)*
1.420 (2.04)* | 1.403 (2.19)* | 1.102 (0.54)
1.226 (1.40) | 1.206 (1.31) | 0.842 (1.24)
1.303 (2.14)* | 1.745 (4.08)*** | 1.774 (4.67)***
1.023 (0.14) | 1.075 (0.50) | 0.989 (0.07)
1.084 (0.56) | 1.004 (0.03) | 1.451 (2.56)**
1,898 1,898 1,898
0.097 0.078 0.084
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directly related to the sufficiency of calorie consumption; however, the employment situation
of the household head is shown not to be related. Similarly, whether a household engages in
any agricultural production is shown not to be a significant determinant of this measure of
food security. The variables on water source and toilet facilities are both weakly significant.
While the toilet variable gives an expected result, that for the water source variable implies,
contrary to our understanding, that if a household receives its water from a piped and, one
assumes, safe source, it is more likely to be food insecure. Finally, for the variables on risk
and its mitigation, asset ownership is shown to contribute to food security, whereas,
perversely, a household reporting having experienced a negative shock in the past year is
associated with higher food security.

All three of the city dummy variables have significant coefficients for this model,
indicating that some unobserved factors in these cities account for a significant proportion of
the level of sufficiency in calorie consumption for households living in the urban slums of
those cities.

Households in top two calorie consumption sufficiency ratio terciles

Ten of the 24 independent variables considered in this logistic model are statistically
significant. As the dependent variable is a simplification of that used in the model previously
discussed, similarities should be seen between the two models.’ Consequently, we find that,
as in the previous model, all of the demographic variables, except that of female headship, are
significant with similar relationships indicated. However, a few differences are seen in some
of the other groups of independent variables. While migration history remains an
insignificant determinant, at least one educational attainment variable — that of the household
head having between 5 and 8 years of education — is significant with a positive relationship to
this measure of food security status. However, one would also then expect to find a
significant relationship between higher levels of educational attainment and food security, but
this is not the case.

Mean hourly wage also positively determines food security status, but in contrast to
the previous model where it was insignificant, now a significant negative (odds ratio less than
one) relationship is seen between a household head having an informal day laborer
employment situation and food security. This relationship was not observed in the previous
model. In the other categories of explanatory variables, the sanitation variable remains
significant, while the unexpected relationship on water source is not. On risk and its
mitigation, only the asset variable remains significant with the expected relationship. Finally,
the city dummy variable for Khulna is not significant in this model, while Chittagong and
Rajshahi remain significant.

Households with good dietary diversity

Fewer independent variables are significant in explaining whether a household has
good diversity in the food groups they consume. Eight independent variables are significant
and the pattern in these variables changes somewhat from the two models previously
considered. Most notably, fewer demographic variables are significant. Higher proportions
of household members who are dependents reduce the odds that the household’s diet will be

? Note that the R” statistic for the OLS regression model and the pseudo-R? statistics for the logistic models
presented in Table 42 are not comparable. In fact, the pseudo-R” statistics for the three logistic models are not
comparable, since the magnitude of this statistic varies depending on the frequency distribution of the dependent
variable. These pseudo-R” values are comparable to their appropriate city-specific models in the Annex.
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diverse. Households that are headed by older individuals also have reduced odds of having a
diverse diet. The nature of this relationship, negative, differs from the positive relationship
seen between the age of the household head and the sufficiency of calorie consumption —
households with older household heads apparently are more likely to have a diet of sufficient
quantity but insufficient quality. Finally, the odds of female-headed households having
diverse diets are decidedly poor.

Turning to the other independent variables, migration history is an insignificant
determinant of diet quality. While a household having good dietary diversity is independent
of the literacy of either the household head or senior woman in the household, educational
attainment by the household head above 8 years of schooling increases the odds that the
household will have a diverse diet. Lower levels of educational attainment are shown here to
be no different from having no education in terms of the diversity of the diet consumed by the
household. In terms of employment, the wage level of the household head, as was seen in the
other two models, is an important direct determinant of diet diversity, while the odds of a
diverse diet are lower if a household head works as a day laborer. Employment in a formal
establishment, the proportion of women in the household who are employed, and agricultural
activities by the household are all seemingly unrelated to good diversity in the foods
consumed by the household. The only other significant variables are those on toilet facilities
and asset ownership, where the relationship is similar to that in the two models discussed
earlier. In terms of the city dummy variables, the opposite pattern to the previous model
discussed is seen where the dummy variable for Khulna is significant in this model, while
those for Chittagong and Rajshahi are not.

Households not in the ‘Severely food insecure’ HFIA category

It was suggested earlier that the dependent variable used for this model provides
insights on the reliability of access to food. As such, it could be quite different in form from
the other models. This is the case. Only six of the 24 independent variables are significant,
with several not featuring as significant in the other three models. All of the demographic
variables except the proportion of household members who are dependents are insignificant.
The odds that a household with a large proportion of dependents in its membership will not
be in the ‘severely food insecure’ category are quite slim. The nature of this relationship is
the same as that seen with the other measures of household food security status. Migration
history remains an insignificant determinant of household food security here as in the other
models. In considering literacy and education, the characteristics of the household head are
not important in this model. The only variable that is significant is whether the senior woman
in the household is literate. If so, the household has good odds of not being in the ‘severely
food insecure’ category.

The employment related variables present a pattern in this model that is similar to
several of the others whereby a household head working as a day laborer reduces the odds
that the household will not be in the ‘severely food insecure’ category, while a higher average
wage rate for the household head increases those odds. The environmental variables present
a pattern that is difficult to understand, whereby a piped water source reduces the odds that
the household will not be in the ‘severely food insecure’ category, while the type of toilet
used by the household is not a significant determinant in this model, in contrast to the other
models. Finally, the variables for risk and mitigation of that risk provide a pattern not seen in
the other models. Asset ownership, as would be expected from the other models, is a
significant determinant of a household being in a food security category other than the
‘severely food insecure’ category. However, the fact that a household has relatives living in
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the same neighborhood or feels subjectively that they can rely on neighbors to help them in
times of need is also shown to have a significant direct relationship to the food security
measure here. This variable reflects in part the social capital that a household can draw upon
in responding to negative shocks affecting it. Higher levels of social capital seem to enhance
those dimensions of food security for the household reflected in the measure modeled here.

City-specific models

The national model uses city dummy variables to account for any differences in the
determinants of household food security status across the cities. The models for each city,
presented in section 3 of the Annex starting on page 131, provide some insights into how the
cities may differ in the relationship between the various measures of household food security
and their determinants. Here highlights are provided on the city-specific models.

e Dhaka — As Dhaka has the largest population of households residing in slum areas in the
country and makes up over 50 percent of the sample, the Dhaka models are quite similar
to the national models. The one difference of note is in the fourth model. Whereas the
national model shows having a literate senior woman in the household increases the odds
of a household not being in the severely food insecure category, this is not found in the
Dhaka city model. Rather, what is important in this regard is the proportion of women of
working age in the household who are employed — the higher this proportion, the more
likely a household is not to be in the severely food insecure category. The employment
status of adult women, rather than their literacy, appears to be more important for a
household attaining a higher food security status in Dhaka.

* Chittagong — One consistent pattern seen in the national models is that the average hourly
wage of the household head was directly related to household food security status. This
relationship is not seen in Chittagong, except for the fourth model. Why this should be
the case is unclear and bears investigating. However, consistent with the national model,
household heads who are day laborers in Chittagong are more likely to be heading food
insecure households.

e Khulna — The pattern of there being little relationship between the hourly wage of the
household head and household food security seen in Chittagong is also seen in Khulna.
Also of note, eight percent of the urban slum population in Khulna engages in agriculture.
The models show that these households are decidedly more likely to have good dietary
diversity and are unlikely to be categorized as severely food insecure.

e Rajshahi — 38 percent of urban slum households in Rajshahi engage in agricultural
production, whereas no more than eight percent do so in the other cities. However, in
contrast to Khulna, agricultural production appears to have no distinct effect on
household food security.

Discussion

These models of the determinants of the food security status of households living in
urban slums in the cities of Bangladesh highlight the complexity of these determinants.
Although the models leave unexplained much of what determines the food security status of a
household, several generalizations can be made. These include:

¢ Households with larger proportions of dependents (non-working age members)
consistently appear less able to attain higher levels of food security across all of the
measures of food security evaluated. The effect of other household demographic
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characteristics on food security, including those related to gender, vary depending upon
the nature of the measure of food security used.

e Migration history does not seem to be related to food security status. Households whose
heads are recent or earlier arrivals in a slum area are not more disadvantaged from a food
security perspective than are households headed by permanent residents.

e The relationship between household food security status and literacy and educational
attainment by the head or the senior woman in the household is much less clear than
anticipated. Overall, the food security status of urban slum households is not closely
related to the education levels of these individuals. Out-migration may explain this. One
would not expect better educated individuals who are able to use their education to
qualify for more remunerative employment to remain in urban slums. Consequently, one
should not expect to find many food secure households headed by well educated
individuals residing in urban slum study areas.

e Wage employment is central to the food security of these households. The average wage
level of the household head directly determined all of the food security indicators.
Moreover, the security of employment appears important as well — households headed by
individuals who are day laborers, rather than permanent employees, are more likely to
have lower levels of food security.

e Agricultural production is not a significant feature of the livelihoods of urban slum
households in the four study cities, except in Rajshahi. However, in general it is not
significantly associated with household food security status.

e The role of improved water and sanitary services as a determinant of household food
security is mixed and, consequently, unclear in these models.

®*  We have couched the role of asset ownership as a determinant of food security in terms of
the resilience of a household to food security shocks. As such, asset ownership, as might
be expected, is shown to be an important determinant of household food security across
multiple dimensions. In addition, the ability of a household to rely on neighbors or
relatives for assistance constitutes a sort of social safety net and was shown in the fourth
model to be a determinant of the reliability of access to food.

These comments constitute a preliminary evaluation of the model results. They
should be evaluated more rigorously in the future. In doing so, some may be proved
erroneous, while other insights missed here may be gained.

From a programmatic perspective on how an agency might go about identifying food
insecure households living in the urban slums of these cities, these models do provide some
insights. The proportion of household members that are dependents, the wage level of the
household head, the conditions of employment for the head, and some understanding of the
assets owned by the household would all be useful information to have in evaluating whether
a household should be targeted by an intervention seeking to assist households attain a higher
level of food security. However, the models of the determinants of household food security
used here, because these models are limited to exogenous independent variables, will provide
a restricted set of targeting criteria. A broader set could be identified by expanding the
number of independent variables used to include those that may be endogenous to a
household’s level of food security but are readily observable and, so, are ideal for targeting
purposes. The literature on constructing proxy means test would be useful to consult for this
purpose (Ahmed & Bouis 2002; Grosh & Baker 1995).
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Overall, the population living in urban slum is relatively homogeneous and relatively
food insecure. Among the reasons that the models are not quite as powerful as we might like
is that there is relatively little variation in the food security status and in the characteristics of
urban slum households to explain their food security levels. While the findings of this study
need to be placed within the broader context of the characteristics of the entire population of
these cities, the majority of households living in these slums are vulnerable to food insecurity.
Indeed, it is quite possible that when a household is able to attain a sustainable level of food
security it also is then in an economic position to move from the urban slum areas and reside
in better serviced areas of the city.

In any case, in seeking to assist the food insecure in these urban slums, the fact that
one is targeting a program to the urban slum is likely the most important targeted action a
program manager might take. The evidence from these models and the broad set of
information garnered from the survey is that differentiating the somewhat food insecure from
the severely food insecure within the slums is a difficult and not necessarily productive task.
Although, as noted above, households can be differentiated within the slums in terms of their
food security status, from a broader perspective of reaching the food insecure in these cities
in general, geographical targeting appears to be more important than household level
targeting.
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CHAPTER 6: INTRA-URBAN MAPS ON THE FOOD SECURITY AND WELL-
BEING OF URBAN SLUM HOUSEHOLDS

Included among the analyses desired in the initial formulation of the terms of
reference for the study of household food security in urban slum areas of Bangladesh was the
computation of small area — ideally slum-specific — estimates of food security and welfare
and poverty measures. Such an analysis would have required coupling the results of the
household survey from the study with the results of the 2001 census of population and
housing for Bangladesh. However, upon further investigation, it was clear that the spatial
units used to organize the data from the census would be incompatible with the slum
boundaries that defined the study population of this study. Consequently, it would be
impossible to associate the two data sets accurately so that reliable estimations for small-
areas could be made.

Nevertheless, the survey data does allow for the mapping of intra-urban variation in
the conditions of the urban slum households. Consequently, efforts were made to map the
results from the survey of urban slum households at the most local scale possible. This
chapter presents a set of 24 maps on such elements, including several related to household
food security.

The mapped unit used here is groups of neighboring urban wards in which are located
the survey households residing in urban slums. Urban wards were grouped so that a
minimum of 30 survey households were located within each grouped ward unit. Table 43
provides information on the ward groupings for each city. More information on the grouped
wards is presented in section 4 of the Annex. A table showing the wards making up each
grouped wards is presented in Annex Table 148, while a map with each grouped ward labeled
is presented in Annex Figure 1.

Statistics from the survey data were computed based on these grouped wards. Shaded
area maps are used to present the results. A four-category legend is used for each. The
median value for the 51 grouped wards for the element of interest was used as the legend
category cut-off between the 2" and 3" legend categories. Rounded values close to the 25th
and 75th percentile were used to separate the 1* and 2" and 3" and 4" legend categories,
respectively. Note that the darker legend categories reflect higher values and not necessarily
more critical values from a food security standpoint. For example, lower values for dietary
diversity — in Figure 4 given a light shade — are of concern, whereas a higher value for the
HFIAS score in Figure 5 are more critical. The actual values that are mapped are presented
in tabular form in section 4 of the Annex in Annex Table 149.

Given this background, the maps presented below are relatively self-explanatory.
Interpretation of the spatial patterns seen requires some understanding of the social and
physical geography of each city, an understanding that the author of this report does not

Table 43: Grouped wards by city

No. of Avg. no. of Minimum
grouped sample HHs number of
City wards in each sample HHs
Dhaka 26 38.4 (in 1 grofr.?ed ward)

Chittagong 14 39.3 20 (1)
Khulna 6 33.3 20 (1)
Rajshahi 5 30.0 30 (5)
Total 51 37.2 20 (2)
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possess. Consequently, very few insights or explanations can be offered here. Readers who
have a good understanding of the spatial distribution of poverty, social groups, public
services, employment, natural hazards, among other characteristics, in one or more of these
cities likely will find that these maps, both individually and in combination, provide new
insights, while at the same time they raise new questions that will require further
investigation.

These maps also will be useful for programme managers as they contemplate where
public interventions to assist households living in the urban slums should be located.
Literacy or educational interventions should consider where the lowest levels of literacy,
educational attainment, or enrollment are found. Consequently, the maps presented in Figure
13 highlight areas of Dhaka, Chittagong, and Khulna that, as a first attempt at targeting,
should be prioritized. Similarly, those planning child survival interventions in the urban
slums should undertake some further investigations of the survey data and, if then merited, on
the ground to try to understand the higher levels of child morbidity seen in slums in the
northeastern part of Chittagong and in the northeastern part of Rajshahi in Figure 15. Finally,
those planning activities to improve the access that urban slum households have to
commercial sources of food should consider what accounts for the patterns seen in Figure 21
and Figure 22. Constraints on market access, both physical and economic, may underlie
these patterns.

These maps could form the basis of additional spatial analyses. With a broader set of
spatial data, spatial regression analyses that use these maps as either dependent or
explanatory variables could be done. Such analyses can provide further insights into the
spatial determinants of various development problems, the appropriate responses to such
problems, or the spatial targeting of the programs mounted in response.
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Figure 2: Intra-urban maps of calorie consumption
sufficiency ratio, average.
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Figure 3: Intra-urban maps of households in lowest
calorie consumption sufficiency ratio
tercile, percent.
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Figure 4: Intra-urban maps of dietary diversity in past
week.
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Figure 5: Intra-urban maps of Household Food

Insecurity Access Score (HFIAS), average.
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Figure 6: Intra-urban maps of households in the

'severely food insecure' HFIAS category.
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Figure 7: Intra-urban maps of households that
reported often not having enough food in
past month.
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Figure 8: Intra-urban maps of household reporting
having to eat less desired quality foods in
past month.
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Figure 9: Intra-urban maps of Months of Inadequate
Household Food Provisioning (MIHFP) in
past 12 months, average.
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Figure 10: Intra-urban maps of whether a household
acquired a loan for food in past month.
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Figure 11: Intra-urban maps of female headed
household prevalence.
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Figure 12: Intra-urban maps of household heads that
migrated to current area of residence.
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Figure 13: Intra-urban maps of household heads who
never attended school.
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Figure 14: Intra-urban maps of individuals who were
ill in past two weeks.

Individuals who were reported as being ill
in previous two weeks
percent

Chittagong

Characteristcs of households living in urban slum areas
of Dhaka, Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi
- by groups of neighboring wards -

Dhm t
@ -

|:| < 22 percent Rajshahi
[ 22-268"
B 263-32
- > 32 percent

Figure 15: Intra-urban maps of children under five
years of age who were reported as being ill
in past two weeks.
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Figure 16: Intra-urban maps of household heads
employed as day-labourers.
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Figure 17: Intra-urban maps of average hourly wage
for household heads.
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Figure 18: Intra-urban maps of crowding - persons
per 100 sq. ft. of living space.
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Figure 19: Intra-urban maps of households with
improved toilet facilities.
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Figure 20: Intra-urban maps of average value of
household daily per capita consumption
and expenditure.
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Figure 21: Intra-urban maps of food consumption as
a proportion of value of total consumption
and expenditure.
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Figure 22: Intra-urban maps of access to staple food
sellers - households that primarily
purchase rice outside of their
neighborhood.
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Figure 23: Intra-urban maps of group membership for
household members.
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Figure 24: Intra-urban maps of households that are
optimistic about their well-being for the
coming year.

Households that are optimistic about
their well-being for the comin ar
9 9 ye: Chittagong

percent of household heads who thought their well-being

would be better or much better in one year
of housenolds living in
of Dhaka, Ghitiagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi
~by groups of neighboring wards -
Dhaka

Khulna

I:l < 25 percent

Rajshahi
“edany H E i

- > 45 percent

Figure 25: Intra-urban maps of households that are
generally satisfied with their current well-
being.
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CHAPTER 7: CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR ACTION

In this brief final chapter, some suggestions are presented for programming to assist
households living in urban slums to better meet their food needs in a sustainable manner and
to improve their well-being.

Food security and human development

The general results of this study are that the population living in the urban slums of
the four major cities of Bangladesh is relatively food insecure, is characterized by relatively
severe deficiencies in terms of human development, and is relatively homogeneous in these
regards.

However, with regards to their food security status, it is clear that the level of food
insecurity that these urban slum households experience is quite typical of many populations
in Bangladesh, both in urban and rural areas. Along certain dimensions of food security, the
urban slum households can be characterized as relatively food secure. Although there are
large numbers of households in the study that are unable to meet their calorie requirements,
the more surprising finding of the study was the numbers of households that actually did meet
their calorie requirements in the previous week. Similarly, the urban slum households
consume relatively diverse diets, although the balance of actual nutrients consumed could not
be evaluated. Certainly these households consume higher quality diets than many poor rural
Bangladeshi households. However, the vulnerability of access to food for these households is
high. Although the results in this regard (using the HFIAS measure) should be confirmed
through further studies, the modeling results suggest that the principal source of vulnerability
in food security is linked to employment. As might be expected, households that have
members with stable, well paying jobs are less likely to be vulnerable to loss of access to
food. It is this dimension of food insecurity that is particularly noteworthy among urban slum
households.

In assessing different levels of food security between slum households, distinctions
between the relatively food insecure and the food secure were not very sharp. Within the
bivariate analysis presented in Chapter 3, fewer obvious correlates of household food security
were identified than expected. However, in the modeling analysis, some consistent
determinants of the various dimensions of food security evaluated were found, with high
proportions of dependent household members, employment security, and wage levels being
the most consistently observed.

With regards to the levels of human development achieved by members of urban slum
households, however, these households are clearly disadvantaged both in a global context and
within the context of Bangladesh. Levels of human capital seen in most of the urban slum
households are even lower than those found among residents of some of the poorest rural
areas of the country. Many adults in the urban slums are not literate or have received only
minimal schooling. The study has shown that many young people in the urban slums who
should still be attending school already have entered the workforce. The trade-off that they
have exercised through entry into the workforce between investing in their own education
and meeting their material needs can be understood given the levels of need these households
face. However, the longer-term implications of this choice are stark. With low educational
attainment, these young people are unlikely to ever find employment that will be sufficiently
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remunerative to allow them to build savings and other assets. Such employment typically
requires specialized skills for which higher levels of education are needed.

In consequence, there is likely to be significant intergenerational transmission of
poverty within households residing in the urban slums of the four study cities, given the low
levels of human capital being built. Poor, uneducated parents will raise children who end
their schooling too soon and begin work too early. Moreover, with lower levels of education,
a common pattern one finds is that the quality and level of health and nutritional care
provided these children is often deficient. Both physically and cognitively, these children
will face challenges that children raised outside of the slums of these cities are less likely to
face, with the principal economic effect of this being less remunerative employment and little
advancement within the job market. Moreover, later in life, poor parents will be unable to
effectively rely on their children for social support as they age and grow dependent on their
offspring. The poor health and destitution experienced by many members of these
households will result in increased demands for public assistance, increasing the burden that
poverty and ill-health already imposes on the limited resources of the national government, as
well as local governments.

Development programming

The implications of this study for program design require the comparative perspective
adopted in Chapter 4 where all available secondary data sources with information on
comparable characteristics of Bangladeshi households were examined. This exercise allowed
us to assess the significance of the food insecurity and the poor human development observed
in urban slums as an issue of public policy concern. Our finding, as noted above, is that
while the urban slum households are clearly food insecure, they are not notably so within the
context of Bangladesh. However, the level of underdevelopment along basic dimensions —
health, education, employment, and so on — is such that they must be considered among the
most in need of supportive action to improve their well-being. Urban slum households merit
the allocation of the limited resources and assistance that the government of Bangladesh and
its development partners can offer to assist them address these deficiencies.

The programming choices that must be made in confronting these development needs
are unlikely to be much different in urban slums than they are in the rural areas of
Bangladesh that currently receive the largest proportion of resources for human and
community development. There is need for better access to health and environmental
services, education, social and economic infrastructure, and so on. Perhaps a more
compelling need in the urban slums than is seen in rural areas is to build sustainable wage
income earning capacity.

One obvious area of intervention in addressing the needs of households living in the
urban slums is to extend existing public social programs in Bangladesh to these slum
households. Both development and social safety net programs should be extended to the
urban slums. The current design of these programs can certainly be considered flawed if only
4.5 percent of urban slum households derive any benefit from them. The objectives,
operations, and target populations of these programs should be reevaluated in light of the
needs of the residents of urban slums. It has been noted that many of these programs have a
distinctly rural bias in their implementation. If there is good reason for maintaining this rural
bias in their design, then development programmers in Bangladesh should consider creating
parallel urban-focused programs that draw on the successes in the design of the rural
programs, but which are adapted to the context of the urban slums.

48



Whatever the case, a fundamental understanding needed in building the commitment
to carry out such programming is that urban poverty exists at a significant level in
Bangladesh and is equally as debilitating to households, communities, and the economy as a
whole as is rural poverty. Moreover, rural-focused programs are not a solution to the
significant problem of poverty in Bangladesh’s cities. The scope of the problem of human
underdevelopment in the urban slums is such that it cannot be dealt with by continuing
primarily to address rural poverty issues (Maxwell et al. 2000). Urban programming is
needed.

Moreover, drawing a distinction between the food security status of these households
— characterized as relatively similar to that of most poor Bangladeshis — and their levels of
human development — which is among the poorest in the nation — should not be interpreted to
mean that food insecurity and poor human development are unrelated. The food insecurity
faced by the urban slum households plausibly is an important element of the causal structure
explaining the poor state of human development in these slums. As noted, immediate food
needs may force the trade-offs for households that result in reduced investment in the health,
knowledge, and skills of household members. Consequently, food-related programming,
such as that currently being used in rural Bangladesh, may be as critical to improving the
well-being of urban slum households as more direct education, health, or employment related
activities. For example, Food for Education programs may be of greater value to increase
enrollment rates in the urban slum than is the case in rural areas. Certainly the much lower
enrollment rates in the urban slums make a compelling case for such action to increase school
attendance.

Finally, this study provides some insights for the targeting of development and social
safety net programs. The relative homogeneity observed in urban slum population makes it
challenging to target sub-groups within slums. The survey analysis shows that differentiating
the somewhat food insecure households from the severely food insecure within the slums is a
difficult and not necessarily productive task. However, as was noted at the end of Chapter 5,
as slum residents tend to be poor, food insecure households, the fact that one is targeting a
program to the urban slums is likely the most important targeted action a program manager
might take. Further refinements in targeting at the household level can be done, but will
likely differ between programs depending on the nature and focus of each.

All four of the study cities can be expected continued growth in the coming decades.
Other cities in Bangladesh are likely to soon exhibit many of the development and food
security challenges that are seen in the urban slums of Dhaka, Chittagong, Khulna, and
Rajshahi. These challenges are not going to go away or become easier to address as time
goes by, regardless of the levels of economic growth achieved in Bangladesh. With
considerable certainty, we can expect for the foreseeable future that there will be households
living in slum-like conditions in Bangladesh’s cities. Government and its development
partners can put programs in place now to ensure that these slums are only a transitional stage
in the lives of their residents, serving as a stepping stone as they build better lives for
themselves and for their children.
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ANNEXES

Annex 1: COMPLETE FOOD SECURITY PROFILE TABLES

This section of the annex consists of over 140 tables developed from the survey data.
Statistics are presented on the characteristics of the urban slum survey population in the four
cities as a whole, as well as disaggregated by city, by calorie consumption sufficiency
terciles, and by sex, where appropriate. These tables provide a detailed overview of the
information provided by the survey.

The tables are presented according to the following organization:

SUFVEY ACSTGN c.vveveeeveecieeete et ere e 53
Demographic CharacteriStiCS.....cuuuvuievereeecreeicreeereeesenens 54
Food consumption and food security..............ccoveecuevannn.. 60
Education and literacy............coceceevcuievceieccieniieeeeeeennnn 67
MUEGFALION ...t 73
HeEQItN. ...ttt 75
EMPLOYMENL.....coooeeiiiiiiiiieiiieeiieeiie ettt 81
Housing, utilities, and household assets........................... 99
Consumption, expenditure, and income...............c........... 108
AGFICUITUTE .ot sine e 111
Subjective assessment of well-being ............cocovvvveevennnne. 112
Recent shocks to household welfare ..............ccccvvevennn.n. 118
Community pArtiCIPALION ...........eeeeveeeeeeereeeeecreeeeesinreeenns 120

Two points will assist the reader in better understanding the statistics presented:

1. The calorie consumption sufficiency terciles, or ‘food security terciles’, serve as a relative
measure of household food security. They were constructed by first calculating the daily
calorie consumption of each survey household. In the questionnaire, a one-week list-
recall method was used to collect data on food consumption by the household. The
calorie content of the quantity of food consumed was computed using information on the
nutritional content of Bangladeshi food drawn primarily from Damton-Hill et al. (1988).
Secondly, the calorie consumption recommended for each household was computed using
tables of recommended individual daily calorie consumption disaggregated by age and
sex of household members and whether a woman was pregnant or breastfeeding. These
tables were published in 1992 by the Institute for Nutrition and Food Science at Dhaka
University. A calorie consumption sufficiency ratio for each survey household then was
computed by dividing the figure of calories reported consumed by the recommended
calorie consumption for the household. Using this ratio to rank all survey households,
each household was assigned to one of three equal sized (population-weighted) terciles.

2. In most of the tables here, in addition to the point estimates, standard errors are provided
on each estimate. This is the value in parentheses and italics under each estimate. These
standard errors have been corrected for the clustered sample design of the survey.
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Readers can create a confidence interval from the standard error to determine if a statistic
is statistically significantly different from zero. The bounds of a 95 percent confidence
interval for a statistic, x, can be computed as x * (1.96 x standard error) (or roughly the
statistic plus or minus two times the standard error). To compute the 99 percent
confidence interval, use 2.58 in place of 1.96.

Similarly, two estimates can be compared using their standard errors to determine if they
are significantly different from each other statistically. If the 95 percent confidence
intervals on the estimates do not overlap, they are statistically different at the 95 percent
level of confidence.

However, overlapping confidence intervals do not necessarily mean that the estimates are
not statistically different from each other. To check this, the difference between the two
estimates must be compared to the result of the following computation:

2 2
\s.e, t+sep

that is, the square-root of the sum of the squares of the standard errors of the two
estimates (A and B). If the absolute value of the difference between the two estimates is
greater than 1.96 times the result of this computation, the estimates are different with at
least a 95 percent probability — that is,

. . [ 2 2
| estimate 5 —estimate g | > 1.964/5.€., +5.e.p, .

Survey design

Annex Table 1: Weighted household population size and number of sample households in each of
the calorie consumption sufficiency ratio terciles, by city.

Weighted household population Sample households

1 food 2" food 3" food 1%food 2"food 3" food

security = security | security security = security = security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Dhaka 138,905 163,213 192,978 495,096 280 329 389 998
Chittagong 110,995 86,760 68,826 @ 266,581 229 179 142 550
Khulna, 12,861 15,130 9,835 37,826 68 80 52 200
Rajshahi| 13,095 10,697 3,873 27,665 71 58 21 150
Total 275,855 275,801 @ 275,513 827,168 648 646 604 1,898

53



Demographic characteristics

Annex Table 2: Mean household size, persons.

1%'food | 2" food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 4.95 4.58 3.81 4.44
(0.09) (0.08 (0.08) (0.05)
Dhaka| 4.67 4.62 3.84 4.32
(0.12) (0.10) (0.10) (0.07)
Chittagong 5.35 4.60 3.82 4.71
(0.15) (0.16) (0.16) (0.11)
Khulna| 5.15 4.37 3.52 4.41
(0.27) (0.18) (0.22) (0.16)
Rajshahi 4.25 4.10 3.24 4.05
(0.28) (0.21) (0.25) (0.19)

Annex Table 3: Female-headed households, percent of households.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 11.3 10.9 12.5 11.6
(1.27) (1.37) (1.45) (0.84)
Dhaka 12.1 10.0 11.8 11.3
(1.85) (1.82) (1.77) (1.16)
Chittagong 8.7 12.8 14.1 11.5
(2.00) (2.58) (2.81) (1.36)
Khulna| 17.6 13.8 13.5 15.0
(4.82) (3.73) (5.95) (3.03)
Rajshahi| 18.3 5.2 19.0 13.3
(5.29) (2.70) (7.14) (3.19)

Annex Table 4: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by sex of
household head, percent of households.

Male Female

headed headed
household | household ALL
Urban slum population 28.2 29.5 28.3
(1.80) (3.31) (1.75)
Dhaka 23.2 27.4 23.6
(2.29) (4.19) (2.26)
Chittagong 36.6 27.0 35.5
(3.47) (6.57) (3.34)
Khulna 28.8 40.0 30.5
(4.48) (8.65) (4.44)
Rajshahi 36.2 65.0 40.0
(4.50) (9.93) (4.14)




Annex Table 5: Sex ratio, number of males per 100 females.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 104.4 96.1 96.0 99.1
(0.67) (0.81) (0.81) (0.42)
Dhaka| 99.1 100.3 101.9 100.5
(1.07) (1.11) (0.93) (0.58)
Chittagong| 110.8 86.2 81.0 95.8
(0.91) (1.42) (1.75) (0.73)
Khulna| 103.5 100.0 96.8 100.7
(2.42) (1.58) (2.91) (1.32)
Rajshahi| 102.7 118.3 94.3 107.5
(2.38) (1.90) (3.80) (1.42)

Annex Table 6: Dependency ratio, ratio of number of persons aged 14 years and under or 65 years
and over to number of persons aged 15 to 64 years.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 0.79 0.68 0.55 0.68
(0.009) (0.008) (0.010) (0.005)
Dhaka| 0.80 0.70 0.56 0.68
(0.012) (0.010) (0.013) (0.007)
Chittagong| 0.78 0.64 0.50 0.67
(0.016) (0.014) (0.019) (0.010)
Khulna 0.97 0.74 0.61 0.79
(0.020) (0.018) (0.029) (0.012)
Rajshahi 0.64 0.57 0.70 0.62
(0.031) (0.021) (0.036) (0.018)

Annex Table 7: Mean number of persons in household by age category.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 4.95 4.58 3.81 4.44
(0.09) (0.08) (0.08) (0.05)
Under 5 years| 0.71 0.55 0.46 0.57
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
5to 14 years| 1.39 1.22 0.81 1.14
(0.06) (0.05) (0.05) (0.03)
15t0 29 years| 1.35 1.39 1.18 1.31
(0.05) (0.04) (0.05) (0.03)
30 to 44 years| 0.98 0.86 0.82 0.89
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
4510 64 years| 0.44 0.48 0.45 0.46
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
65 years and over|  0.09 0.08 0.08 0.08
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Dhaka 4.67 4.62 3.84 4.32
(0.12) (0.10) (0.10) (0.07)
Under 5 years| 0.70 0.58 0.48 0.57
(0.04) (0.04) (0.03) (0.02)
5to 14 years| 1.29 1.25 0.84 1.10
(0.08) (0.06) (0.06) (0.04)
15to 29 years| 1.19 1.34 1.17 1.23
(0.06) (0.05) (0.06) (0.03)
30to 44 years| 0.98 0.86 0.84 0.89
(0.04) (0.04) (0.04) (0.02)
4510 64 years| 0.43 0.51 0.45 0.46
(0.04) (0.04) (0.03) (0.02)
65 years and over|  0.09 0.08 0.07 0.08
(0.02) (0.02) (0.01) (0.01)




Chittagong 5.35 4.60 3.82 4.71
(0.15) (0.16) (0.16) (0.11)

Under 5 years| 0.76 0.54 0.43 0.60
(0.05) (0.05) (0.05) (0.03)

5to 14 years| 1.50 1.20 0.74 1.20
(0.12) (0.08) (0.08) (0.06)

15to 29 years| 1.57 1.53 1.30 1.49
(0.10) (0.10) (0.09) (0.06)

30 to 44 years| 1.00 0.86 0.79 0.90
(0.06) (0.06) (0.07) (0.03)

4510 64 years| 0.44 0.41 0.46 0.44
(0.04) (0.05) (0.05) (0.03)

65 years and over|  0.08 0.06 0.11 0.08
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.01)

Khulna 5.15 4.37 3.52 4.41
(0.27) (0.18) (0.22) (0.16)

Under 5 years| 0.71 0.40 0.37 0.50
(0.08) (0.06) (0.09) (0.06)

5to 14 years| 1.66 1.25 0.81 1.28
(0.15) (0.13) (0.11) (0.09)

15t0 29 years| 1.25 1.19 0.88 1.13
(0.13) (0.08) (0.08) (0.06)

30 to 44 years| 0.82 0.75 0.87 0.81
(0.05) (0.09) (0.09) (0.05)

4510 64 years| 0.54 0.58 0.44 0.53
(0.07) (0.05) (0.08) (0.04)

65 years and over| 0.16 0.21 0.15 0.18
(0.04) (0.05) (0.07) (0.03)

Rajshahi 4.25 4.10 3.24 4.05
(0.28) (0.21) (0.25) (0.19)

Under 5 years| 0.35 0.47 0.48 0.41
(0.07) (0.07) (0.11) (0.05)

5to 14 years| 1.25 0.83 0.81 1.08
(0.17) (0.15) (0.26) (0.09)

15to 29 years| 1.24 1.28 0.81 1.19
(0.10) (0.15) (0.11) (0.08)

30 to 44 years| 0.93 0.93 0.81 0.91
(0.08) 0.11) (0.09) (0.06)

4510 64 years| 0.42 0.41 0.29 0.40
(0.06) (0.07) (0.08) (0.04)

65 years and over|  0.06 0.19 0.05 0.11
(0.02) (0.04) (0.04) (0.02)

Annex Table 8: Age of household head, percent of all household heads.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population
Under 20 years| 0.8 0.8 1.4 1.0
(0.35) (0.36) (0.48) (0.23)
20to 29 years| 18.0 20.8 21.2 20.0
(1.66) (1.71) (1.86) (1.10)
30 to 44 years| 50.6 44.6 442 46.4
(2.16) (2.18) (2.03) (1.30)
4510 64 years| 26.9 29.6 28.6 28.4
(1.70) (1.89) (1.76) (1.14)
65 years and over 3.7 4.2 4.6 4.2
(0.82) (0.78) (0.93) (0.51)
Dhaka
Under 20 years| 1.1 0.6 1.5 1.1
(0.58) (0.43) (0.61) (0.32)
15to0 29 years| 15.7 19.8 18.5 18.1
(2.06) (2.15) (2.10) (1.27)
30 to 44 years| 52.9 441 46.8 47.6
(3.18) (2.93) (2.49) (1.76)
4510 64 years| 26.1 31.9 28.8 291
(2.57) (2.57) (2.10) (1.50)
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65 years and over 43 3.6 4.4 4.1
(1.24) (1.07) (1.05) (0.67)
Chittagong
Under 20 years| 0.4 1.1 0.7 0.7
(0.44) (0.76) (0.70) (0.35)
15to 29 years| 21.0 22.9 29.6 23.8
(3.18) (3.54) (4.39) (2.43)
30to 44 years| 48.5 46.9 36.6 44.9
(3.51) (4.00) (3.88) (2.28)
4510 64 years| 27.1 25.7 28.2 26.9
(2.58) (3.45) (3.76) (2.11)
65 years and over 3.1 3.4 4.9 3.6
(1.26) (1.30) (2.19) (0.91)
Khulna
Under 20 years| 0.0 1.3 3.8 1.5
(0.00) (1.24) (3.41) (1.09)
15to 29 years| 17.6 17.5 17.3 17.5
(3.80) (3.53) (4.94) (2.04)
30to 44 years| 44.1 38.8 42.3 41.5
(5.65) (5.56) (6.88) (3.10)
4510 64 years| 33.8 33.8 28.8 32.5
(5.92) (3.63) (6.09) (2.89)
65 years and over 4.4 8.8 7.7 7.0
(2.44) (2.62) (4.08) (1.79)
Rajshahi
Under 20 years| 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.7
(1.37) (0.00) (0.00) (0.67)
15to 29 years| 18.3 241 19.0 20.7
(3.64) (5.29) (7.14) (1.82)
30 to 44 years| 50.7 41.4 52.4 47.3
(5.22) (6.51) (8.06) (4.73)
4510 64 years| 28.2 20.7 28.6 25.3
(4.69) (5.61) (8.03) (2.91)
65 years and over 1.4 13.8 0.0 6.0
(1.41) (4.03) (0.00) (1.90)

Annex Table 9: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by age of

household head, percent.

Under 20 15 to 29 30 to 44 45 to 64 65 years

years years years years and over ALL
Urban slum population 26.5 25.9 30.0 27.1 29.4 28.3
(10.65) (2.81) (2.06) (2.37) (5.46) (1.75)
Dhaka 27.3 22.1 242 22.8 29.3 23.6
(13.50) (3.68) (2.67) (2.83) (6.98) (2.26)
Chittagong|  25.0 30.5 39.7 33.1 35.0 35.5
(21.85) (5.04) (3.76) (5.10) (12.28) (3.34)
Khulna 0.0 314 31.3 323 21.4 30.5
(0.00) (6.82) (6.34) (6.06) (10.01) (4.44)
Rajshahi| 100.0 29.0 45.1 44.7 11.1 40.0
(0.00) (7.31) (4.65) (8.21) (9.73) (4.14)
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Annex Table 10: Marital status of household head, by sex, percent of all household heads.

ALL 1* food security tercile
Male Female Total Male Female Total
Never married 3.6 0.6 4.2 2.0 0.7 2.7
(0.50) (0.18) (0.55) (0.55) (0.35) (0.63)
Married| 84.2 6.4 90.5 86.3 5.6 91.9
(0.99) (0.71) (0.80) (1.42) (0.95) (1.11)
Divorced 0.1 1.6 1.7 0.0 1.6 1.6
(0.09) (0.30) (0.31) (0.00) (0.47) (0.47)
Widowed 0.5 3.1 3.6 0.4 3.4 3.9
0.17) (0.43) (0.46) (0.26) (0.78) (0.81)
Totall 88.4 11.6 100.0 88.7 11.3 100.0
(0.84) (0.84) (1.27) (1.27)
2™ food security tercile 3" food security tercile
Never married 41 0.7 4.8 4.7 0.4 5.1
(0.82) (0.34) (0.87) (0.96) (0.25) (1.01)
Married| 84.2 6.2 90.4 82.0 7.3 89.3
(1.59) (1.14) (1.30) (1.76) (1.15) (1.40)
Divorced 0.4 1.6 2.1 0.0 1.6 1.6
(0.26) (0.50) (0.55) (0.00) (0.57) (0.57)
Widowed 0.4 2.4 2.7 0.7 3.4 41
(0.25) (0.59) (0.63) (0.35) (0.72) (0.79)
Totall 89.1 10.9 100.0 87.5 12.6 100.0
(1.37) (1.37) (1.45) (1.45)
Dhaka Chittagong
Never married 3.6 0.3 3.9 3.6 1.3 4.9
(0.64) (0.17) (0.70) (0.95) (0.45) (1.07)
Married| 84.4 6.6 91.0 84.4 6.4 90.7
(1.32) (1.02) (1.06) (1.74) (1.08) (1.39)
Divorced 0.2 1.8 2.0 0.0 0.7 0.7
(0.14) (0.44) (0.45) (0.00) (0.35) (0.35)
Widowed 0.5 2.6 3.1 0.6 3.1 3.6
(0.22) (0.56) (0.58) (0.31) (0.73) (0.84)
Totall 88.7 11.3 100.0 88.6 11.5 100.0
(1.16) (1.16) (1.36) (1.36)
Khulna Rajshahi
Never married 4.0 0.0 4.0 2.7 0.0 2.7
(1.52) (0.00) (1.52) (1.18) (0.00) (1.18)
Married|  81.0 4.5 85.5 82.7 4.7 87.3
(3.15) (1.53) (3.03) (3.58) (1.92) (3.30)
Divorced 0.0 3.5 3.5 0.7 3.3 4.0
(0.00) (1.50) (1.50) (0.67) (1.59) (1.63)
Widowed 0.0 7.0 7.0 0.7 5.3 6.0
(0.00) (2.06) (2.06) (0.67) (2.74) (2.73)
Totall 85.0 15.0 100.0 86.7 13.3 100.0
(3.03) (3.03) (3.19) (3.19)

Annex Table 11: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by marital
status of household head and sex, percent.

Never married Married Divorced Widowed ALL
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Urban slum| 15 1 40.2 28.8 26.7 0.0 32.6 28.6 315 28.1 29.5
population| (4.11) (15.58) (1.84) (4.30) (0.00) (8.20) (15.09) (5.77) (1.79) (3.31)
Dhaka| 13.9 66.7 23.5 24.2 0.0 27.8 40.0 30.8 23.2 27.4
(5.46) (27.35) (2.32) (4.97) (0.00) (10.24) (22.02) (8.49) (2.29) (4.19)
Chittagong| 15.0 28.6 37.7 28.6 0.0 25.0 0.0 23.5 36.6 27.0
(7.07) (17.23) (3.61) (8.89) (0.00) (21.85) (0.00) (9.95) (3.47) (6.57)
Khulna| 12.5 0.0 29.6 22.2 0.0 42.9 0.0 50.0 28.8 40.0
(12.42) (0.00) (4.37) (13.04) (0.00) (12.56) (0.00) (8.98) (4.48) (8.65)
Rajshahi| 50.0 0.0 35.5 71.4 0.0 80.0 100.0 50.0 36.2 65.0
(25.88) (0.00) (4.67) (19.59) (0.00) (19.42) (0.00) (18.30) (4.50) (9.93)
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Annex Table 12: Household heads that are Muslim, percent.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 95.2 95.6 95.4 95.4
(1.51) (1.36) (1.25) (1.17)
Dhaka| 98.2 97.6 98.7 98.2
(1.17) (1.59) (0.68) (1.03)
Chittagong| 91.7 91.6 85.9 90.2
(3.30) (2.97) (4.47) (2.99)
Khulna| 100.0 98.8 94.2 98.0
(0.00) (1.26) (2.62) (0.92)
Rajshahi| 88.7 93.1 100.0 92.0
(8.22) (6.89) (0.00) (6.63)

Annex Table 13: Household heads for whom Bangla is their mother tongue, percent.

1% food | 2"food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 98.1 97.5 98.4 98.0
(0.79) (1.11) (0.78) (0.81)
Dhaka| 97.1 95.7 97.9 97.0
(1.49) (1.88) (1.09) (1.34)
Chittagong| 99.1 100.0 99.3 99.5
(0.60) (0.00) (0.69) (0.31)
Khulna| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Rajshahi| 97.2 100.0 100.0 98.7
(1.86) (0.00) (0.00) (0.91)




Food consumption and food security

Annex Table 14: Food groups, households reporting having consumed food in food group in past
week, by city and food security tercile, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Cereals 99.5 99.8 100.0 98.7 98.8 100.0 100.0 99.6
(0.22) (0.18) (0.00) (0.91) (0.44) (0.00) (0.00) (0.15)
97.9 98.7 96.5 92.7 96.8 98.3 98.7 97.9
Roots & tubers) ') (0.45) (1.67) (2.06) (0.67) (0.55) (0.47) (0.36)
99.7 100.0 100.0 98.7 99.3 100.0 100.0 99.8
Vegetables| ", (0.00) (0.00) (0.91) (0.32) (0.00) (0.00) (0.11)
Fruits 87.1 86.7 82.5 89.3 80.2 87.8 92.5 86.8
(1.65) (1.84) (3.47) (3.30) (2.21) (1.63) (1.16) (1.17)
37.5 33.1 39.0 30.7 24.0 33.0 50.7 35.9
Meat, poultry| > ) 2.71) (4.03) (4.92) (2.12) 2.11) (2.78) (1.71)
Eggs 72.5 63.1 57.0 70.0 58.4 66.8 80.8 68.7
(2.27) (3.53) (4.11) (3.24) (2.74) (2.50) (2.04) (1.78)
Fish 87.9 90.4 80.5 76.7 83.2 88.5 92.2 88.0
(1.31) (1.47) (3.80) (5.04) (1.76) (1.45) (1.19) (0.95)
94.7 90.4 84.5 87.3 89.3 93.2 95.3 92.6
Pulses, legumes| ;o (1.78) (3.80) (3.16) (1.78) (1.09) (1.01) (0.89)
Milk  44.9 4141 27.5 30.7 329 423 52.0 42.4
(2.52) (4.17) (3.07) (3.71) (3.09) (2.84) (2.66) (2.03)
Oil. fats 94.4 97.5 99.0 98.7 94.5 95.9 96.8 95.7
’ (1.25) (0.79) (0.69) (0.91) (1.76) (0.84) (0.79) (0.79)
Sugar 48.2 60.4 39.5 60.0 44.4 52.3 59.7 52.1
(2.76) (4.38) (5.35) (5.77) (3.51) (2.83) 2.78) (2.20)
Prepared foods| 63.9 89.3 70.0 52.7 67.7 72.0 76.3 72.0
outside household| (3.24) (2.39) (6.45) (7.46) (2.80) (2.55) (2.88) (2.12)

Annex Table 15: Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) — average number of 12 food groups
reported consumed in past week, by city and food security tercile (Swindale & Bilinsky

2005).
1 food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 9.0 9.6 10.2 9.6
(0.08) (0.09) (0.08) (0.06)
Dhaka 8.8 9.5 10.2 9.6
(0.12) (0.12) (0.10) (0.09)
Chittagong 9.2 9.7 10.1 9.6
0.12) (0.16) (0.15) (0.11)
Khulna 8.8 8.9 9.7 9.1
(0.28) (0.21) (0.15) (0.16)
Rajshahi 8.6 10.0 10.0 9.3
(0.24) (0.25) (0.22) (0.17)

Annex Table 16: Number of food groups reported consumed in past week, by city and food security
tercile, percent of households.

1%food | 2™ food | 3" food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Less than eight food] 9.8 6.4 19.5 13.3 14.7 8.7 4.5 9.3
groups| (1.27) (1.17) (4.07) (3.19) (1.47) (1.33) (0.93) (0.87)
Eight food groups| 13.9 16.4 18.5 10.0 211 16.2 71 14.8
(1.33) (1.77) (2.44) (3.09) (1.85) (1.61) (1.07) (0.99)
More than eight food| 76.3 77.3 62.0 76.7 64.3 751 88.4 75.9
groups| (2.02) (2.27) (4.14) (4.44) (2.27) (2.16) (1.38) (1.43)




Annex Table 17: Average Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) score (0-secure to 27-
insecure), by city and food security tercile (Coates et al. 2006).

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 13.5 12.0 111 12.2
(0.50) (0.39) (0.47) (0.34)
Dhaka 14.2 13.3 12.3 13.1
(0.70) (0.54) (0.56) (0.43)
Chittagong 12.5 10.0 8.3 10.6
(0.84) (0.62) (0.92) (0.65)
Khulna 15.1 12.7 8.9 125
(1.30) (1.23) (1.39) (1.08)
Rajshahi 12.4 8.9 10.6 10.8
(1.47) (1.34) (1.90) (1.26)

Annex Table 18: Households that fall beneath calorie consumption-based poverty lines, percent.

Chitta-

Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi ALL
Consume less than 80 percent of calorie] 23.6 355 30.5 40.0 28.3
requirements| (2.26) (3.34) (4.44) (4.14) (1.75)
HIES Direct Calorie Intake poverty line, 424 56.0 500 613 478
household consumes| 2.72) (3.69) (4.62) (5.76) (2.04)

less than 2,122 kcal/person/day ’ ’ ' ’ ’
HIES Direct Calorle_ Intake hard-core poverty| 249 358 385 36.0 29.0
line, household consumes (2.25) (3.28) (4.60) (4.86) (1.73)

less than 1,805 kcal/person/day ’ ’ ' ' ’

Annex Table 19: Purchase source for foods and other items, percent of households.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Rice

Neighbor| 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.4 0.1

(0.10) (0.18) (0.00) (0.67) (0.07) (0.00) (0.25) (0.09)

Street vendor| 0.2 0.7 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.4

(0.20) (0.44) (0.50) (0.00) (0.26) (0.39) (0.18) 0.19)

Market in the mohollaj 74.0 23.6 44.0 21.3 49.6 51.5 62.7 54.6
(2.86) (4.44) (7.27) (7.80) (3.15) (2.99) (3.14) (2.27)

Local shop in the moholla] 18.1 61.6 33.5 54.0 38.5 36.4 27.3 34.1
(2.38) (5.02) (6.66) (7.16) (3.36) (2.80) (2.70) (2.19)

Market outside the mohollg 6.7 11.5 20.0 16.0 9.8 9.7 8.0 9.2
(1.62) (3.53) (6.03) (5.05) (2.10) (1.91) (1.83) (1.53)

Shop outside the mohollg 0.6 1.8 2.0 4.0 1.0 1.2 1.3 1.2
(0.28) (0.86) (1.17) (1.63) (0.38) (0.50) (0.52) (0.33)

Other| 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.2

(0.10) (0.25) (0.00) (0.67) (0.00) (0.31) (0.00) (0.10)

Do not purchase 0.2 0.2 0.0 3.3 0.5 0.1 0.3 0.3

(0.14) (0.18) (0.00) (1.59) (0.27) (0.09) (0.19) 0.12)

Lentils (mashur)

Neighbor| 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1

(0.10) (0.18) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.08)

Street vendor| 0.3 0.7 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.4

(0.22) (0.35) (0.50) (0.00) (0.26) (0.35) (0.18) 0.18)

Market in the moholla|  70.0 19.8 38.5 20.7 43.3 49.0 59.9 50.8
(3.06) (4.20) (7.41) (8.42) (3.18) (2.97) (3.43) (2.32)

Local shop in the moholla] 22.8 62.9 35.5 60.0 43.3 38.8 304 375
(2.76) (4.74) (7.38) (8.28) (3.39) (2.77) (3.17) (2.29)

Market outside the moholla 5.5 11.3 19.5 8.7 9.1 8.3 7.0 8.1
(1.43) (3.57) (5.91) (3.50) (2.12) (1.71) (1.80) (1.46)

Shop outside the moholla| 0.5 1.5 2.0 3.3 0.5 1.2 1.3 1.0
(0.26) (0.75) (1.17) (1.59) (0.22) (0.50) (0.52) (0.30)

Other| 0.1 0.4 0.0 1.3 0.1 0.6 0.0 0.2

(0.10) (0.25) (0.00) (0.91) (0.07) (0.31) (0.00) 0.11)
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Do not purchase 0.7 3.3 4.0 6.0 3.3 1.4 0.9 1.9
(0.29) (1.16) (2.22) (1.90) (0.89) (0.55) (0.37) (0.43)
Dried small fish
Neighbor| 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1
(0.00) (0.18) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.06)
Street vendor| 6.3 2.9 2.0 0.0 3.2 4.6 6.7 4.8
(1.92) (1.53) (1.17) (0.00) (1.19) (1.67) (2.14) (1.25)
Market in the moholla] 64.1 47.6 26.0 4.0 54.5 54.0 56.7 55.1
(3.45) (5.08) (7.16) (2.35) (3.43) (3.32) (3.58) (2.66)
Local shop in the moholla] 10.5 20.6 8.5 4.7 13.5 15.4 11.5 13.5
(1.91) (3.62) (3.72) (2.36) (2.29) (2.08) (2.06) (1.64)
Market outside the moholla| 10.2 18.6 7.5 3.3 11.9 11.3 14.4 12.6
(2.13) (3.87) (2.39) (1.59) (2.41) (2.02) (2.76) (1.79)
Shop outside the moholla 0.6 2.9 0.5 0.0 1.1 1.6 1.3 1.3
(0.31) (1.71) (0.50) (0.00) (0.50) (0.96) (0.54) (0.58)
Other| 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2
(0.10) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.18) (0.00) (0.10)
Do not purchase 8.1 6.9 55.5 88.0 15.5 12.9 9.3 12.6
(2.12) (2.06) (7.56) (2.96) (2.28) (1.71) (1.87) (1.48)
Chicken
Neighbor| 0.5 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.2 0.5 0.4
(0.33) (0.18) (0.50) (0.67) (0.27) (0.18) (0.40) (0.21)
Street vendor| 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.6
(0.22) (0.35) (0.50) (0.00) (0.30) (0.25) (0.36) (0.18)
Market in the moholla| 61.6 37.3 25.0 12.0 45.4 50.5 55.5 50.4
(3.31) (4.87) (5.87) (5.87) (3.67) (3.15) (3.36) (2.55)
Local shop in the moholla] 11.5 11.1 10.0 2.7 11.5 10.4 11.1 11.0
(1.91) (2.99) (3.63) (1.18) (2.57) (1.80) (1.92) (1.50)
Market outside the moholla 9.9 16.2 17.5 29.3 12.7 13.2 12.9 12.9
(2.06) (3.44) (5.71) (9.02) (2.51) (1.90) (2.33) (1.71)
Shop outside the moholla| 0.4 4.0 2.0 0.0 1.7 2.2 1.0 1.6
(0.24) (2.32) (1.38) (0.00) (1.27) (1.03) (0.48) (0.76)
Other| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Do not purchase| 15.5 30.6 44.5 55.3 27.7 23.3 18.1 23.0
(2.93) (4.77) (7.09) (10.09) (3.47) (2.76) (2.76) (2.38)
Milk (fresh)
Neighbor| 0.2 1.3 25 6.7 0.9 0.7 1.0 0.9
(0.20) (0.78) (1.60) (2.70) (0.43) (0.30) (0.54) (0.30)
Street vendor| 1.1 0.7 5.5 2.0 0.6 1.6 1.4 1.2
(0.42) (0.35) (2.11) (2.00) (0.31) (0.49) (0.53) (0.30)
Market in the moholla| 47.5 20.7 15.5 12.0 33.7 34.7 40.2 36.2
(3.53) (4.13) (5.45) (4.70) (3.48) (3.07) (3.54) (2.52)
Local shop in the moholla] 29.5 38.2 10.5 9.3 29.3 31.1 31.9 30.7
(3.34) (4.70) (4.20) (3.30) (3.47) (2.86) (3.32) (2.52)
Market outside the moholla 5.7 5.6 7.0 10.7 5.9 5.6 6.3 5.9
(1.45) (1.87) (2.72) (5.21) (1.50) (1.18) (1.51) (1.08)
Shop outside the moholla| 0.7 1.6 1.0 0.7 0.8 1.3 1.0 1.0
(0.33) 0.77) (0.69) (0.67) (0.36) (0.52) (0.48) (0.32)
Other| 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.2
(0.14) (0.18) (0.00) (0.91) (0.00) (0.32) (0.00) (0.11)
Do not purchase| 15.1 31.6 58.0 57.3 28.9 24.3 18.2 23.8
(2.84) (4.76) (7.24) (8.42) (3.50) (2.86) (2.75) (2.33)
Vegetable oil
Neighbor| 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.1
(0.10) (0.18) (0.00) (0.67) (0.00) (0.07) (0.25) (0.09)
Street vendor| 0.2 0.9 0.5 0.0 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.4
(0.14) (0.39) (0.50) (0.00) (0.25) (0.40) (0.00) (0.15)
Market in the moholla| 59.9 22.4 33.5 20.7 42.3 43.0 50.6 45.3
(3.40) (4.18) (7.44) (8.25) (3.26) (3.01) (3.57) (2.48)
Local shop in the moholla] 33.0 66.4 40.5 60.0 48.3 46.5 40.2 45.0
(3.29) (4.56) (7.76) (8.16) (3.48) (2.91) (3.47) (2.50)
Market outside the moholla 5.8 7.5 21.5 12.0 6.9 7.6 7.2 7.3
(1.31) (2.37) (6.66) (4.16) (1.39) (1.38) (1.69) (1.14)
Shop outside the moholla 0.6 2.6 2.0 3.3 1.5 1.4 1.3 1.4
(0.28) (0.98) (1.17) (1.59) (0.53) (0.53) (0.51) (0.36)
Other| 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.2
(0.14) (0.18) (0.50) (0.67) (0.19) (0.26) (0.00) (0.11)
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Do not purchase 0.2 0.0 1.5 2.7 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.3
(0.14) (0.00) (0.82) (2.06) (0.22) (0.09) (0.25) 0.12)
Sugar
Neighbor| 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.2
(0.14) (0.18) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.00) (0.25) (0.10)
Street vendor| 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.1
(0.00) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.00) (0.08)
Market in the moholla| 50.9 18.9 15.5 12.0 33.5 36.0 43.6 37.7
(3.61) (4.22) (3.44) (5.62) (3.34) (3.19) (3.61) (2.56)
Local shop in the moholla] 32.6 55.5 26.0 49.3 40.7 42.3 37.6 40.2
(3.47) (4.71) (6.17) (8.81) (3.50) (3.08) (3.50) (2.60)
Market outside the moholla 5.2 5.1 17.5 8.0 5.1 6.4 6.0 5.8
(1.32) (1.92) (5.61) (4.05) (1.32) (1.25) (1.53) (1.04)
Shop outside the moholla 0.3 24 2.0 2.7 0.9 1.2 1.3 1.1
(0.17) (0.93) (1.17) (1.53) (0.36) (0.50) (0.51) (0.33)
Other| 0.4 0.2 0.0 1.3 0.1 0.8 0.2 0.3
(0.32) (0.18) (0.00) (0.91) (0.07) (0.57) (0.18) (0.20)
Do not purchase| 10.4 17.5 39.0 26.7 19.5 13.0 11.1 14.5
(2.40) (3.81) (6.88) (7.73) (3.01) (2.15) (2.05) (1.93)
Salt
Neighbor| 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.2
(0.17) (0.18) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.30) 0.12)
Street vendor| 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.2 0.3
(0.10) (0.35) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.30) (0.18) (0.13)
Market in the moholla] 57.5 19.5 35.5 22.0 39.7 40.8 48.7 43.1
(3.52) (4.20) (8.03) (8.79) (3.31) (3.11) (3.66) (2.55)
Local shop in the moholla] 36.4 70.4 415 64.7 52.6 49.9 43.0 48.5
(3.54) (4.58) (8.41) (8.33) (3.49) (3.17) (3.60) (2.63)
Market outside the moholla 4.7 71 20.0 8.0 6.2 6.5 6.1 6.3
(1.21) (2.42) (6.32) (3.27) (1.42) (1.27) (1.61) (1.11)
Shop outside the moholla| 0.4 2.0 2.0 3.3 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.1
(0.20) (0.91) (1.17) (1.59) (0.38) (0.50) (0.49) (0.33)
Other| 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.2
(0.14) (0.18) (0.00) (0.67) (0.18) (0.26) (0.00) 0.11)
Do not purchase 0.4 0.0 1.0 1.3 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.3
(0.24) (0.00) (0.69) (0.91) (0.11) (0.37) (0.25) (0.15)
Kerosene
Neighbor| 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.7 0.8 0.5 0.4 0.6
(0.24) (0.31) (0.00) (0.67) (0.36) (0.31) (0.25) (0.18)
Street vendor| 0.8 0.9 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.7 1.4 0.8
(0.71) (0.47) (0.50) (0.00) (0.19) (0.35) (1.26) (0.45)
Market in the moholla] 28.1 14.7 30.5 16.0 23.9 23.6 22.9 23.5
(3.20) (3.60) (6.71) (6.75) (2.99) (2.77) (2.86) (2.27)
Local shop in the moholla] 18.0 48.9 425 46.0 32.8 29.2 28.2 30.0
(2.96) (4.65) (7.07) (9.35) (3.19) (2.93) (3.39) (2.36)
Market outside the moholla 2.2 4.2 17.0 6.0 3.5 3.1 4.4 3.7
(0.75) (1.81) (5.43) (4.12) (1.12) (0.88) (1.25) (0.79)
Shop outside the moholla| 0.1 1.3 1.5 2.0 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.6
(0.10) (0.74) (0.82) (1.45) (0.21) (0.44) (0.40) (0.25)
Other| 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1
(0.10) (0.18) (0.00) (0.67) (0.18) (0.19) (0.00) (0.09)
Do not purchase| 50.1 29.3 8.0 28.7 38.3 41.8 421 40.8
(3.70) (4.45) (3.29) (8.78) (3.50) (3.26) (3.43) (2.66)

Annex Table 20: Households that acquired a loan for food in past month, percent of households.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 36.4 29.2 28.7 314
(2.92) (2.43) (2.79) (1.84)
Dhaka 171 155 15.2 15.8
(3.31) (2.74) (2.63) (1.91)
Chittagong 63.8 55.9 67.6 62.2
(4.97) (5.51) (5.72) (4.36)
Khulna 13.2 16.3 11.5 14.0
(4.45) (7.22) (5.04) (4.61)
Rajshahi 324 39.7 571 38.7
(7.18) (9.16) (13.21) (7.68)

63




Annex Table 21: Average food loan amount for households that acquired a loan for food in past

month, Taka.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 717.79 934.95 1,015.84 875.65
(98.34) (91.14) (127.93) (73.37)
Dhaka| 882.92 1,269.61 1,641.53 1,291.01
(209.13) (224.97) (246.26) (170.07)
Chittagong| 645.79 764.43 674.84 688.63
(121.87) (90.76) (88.69) (81.34)
Khulna| 1,110.00 1,198.46 283.33 973.93
(542.51) (624.18) (79.97) (343.63)
Rajshahi| 834.57 734.65 285.92 681.43
(241.95) (252.66) (150.86) (175.85)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 22: Households that experienced months in the past year in which there was not always
enough food to meet household needs, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Households that experienced
a month in which there was| 59.6 65.1 71.5 79.3 65.2 64.4 58.2 62.6
not always enough food to| (3.07) (4.36) (5.44) (5.89) (3.32) (2.72) (2.99) (2.31)
meet household needs
January| 14.4 10.2 10.0 10.7 12.5 13.0 12.6 12.7
(2.27) (1.75) (3.48) (3.45) (1.96) (1.94) (2.46) (1.48)
February| 13.1 10.4 9.0 8.7 14.0 10.8 10.9 11.9
(2.09) (1.64) (3.47) (3.07) (1.89) (1.77) (2.15) (1.87)
March| 16.4 11.6 15.5 8.0 15.4 14.0 14.3 14.6
(2.11) (1.87) (3.80) (3.12) (1.81) (1.84) (2.26) (1.41)
Aprill  18.6 12.0 15.5 11.3 16.5 15.3 16.5 16.1
(2.10) (1.95) (4.26) (3.07) (2.22) (1.77) (2.40) (1.42)
May| 19.1 16.2 21.5 18.7 20.4 18.7 15.7 18.3
(2.24) (2.61) (4.94) (4.87) (2.19) (2.20) (2.36) (1.61)
June| 16.4 20.2 26.5 38.7 20.5 19.8 16.2 18.8
(1.97) (3.18) (4.88) (6.24) (2.18) (2.15) (2.39) (1.59)
July| 154 18.5 33.5 52.7 20.5 19.0 16.0 18.5
(2.21) (2.69) (6.34) (8.25) (2.21) (2.25) (2.49) (1.63)
August| 14.6 7.1 31.5 44.0 15.4 14.9 11.5 14.0
(2.15) (1.41) (6.21) (9.60) (2.17) (1.89) (2.08) (1.43)
September| 13.5 5.5 23.0 20.0 14.8 10.5 9.5 11.6
(2.13) (1.18) (4.48) (3.90) (2.28) (1.60) (2.16) (1.85)
October| 14.6 6.5 15.0 11.3 14.9 11.1 9.8 11.9
(2.28) (1.47) (3.03) (3.76) (2.39) (1.89) (2.04) (1.45)
November| 13.9 8.9 15.5 10.0 15.6 11.3 9.9 12.3
(2.15) (1.85) (4.00) (2.93) (2.42) (1.70) (2.09) (1.43)
December| 12.7 8.7 10.0 12.7 11.7 10.8 11.4 11.3
(2.07) (1.76) (3.16) (4.31) (1.69) (1.73) (2.37) (1.38)

64




Annex Table 23: Mean number of months with inadequate food provision (MIFHP score) in the past

year (Bilinsky & Swindale 2005).

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.9 1.7 1.5 1.7
(0.17) (0.16) (0.22) (0.13)
Dhaka 2.1 1.9 1.6 1.8
(0.29) (0.25) (0.31) (0.21)
Chittagong 1.5 1.3 1.3 1.4
(0.21) (0.16) (0.17) (0.14)
Khulna 3.1 2.2 1.3 2.3
(0.47) (0.33) (0.43) (0.33)
Rajshahi 2.8 2.0 2.6 25
(0.42) (0.27) (1.03) (0.32)

Annex Table 24: Inequality in calorie consumption per adult equivalent.

Share (percent) consumed by

quintile with
lowest highest
Gini consumption | consumption

coefficient levels levels
Urban slum population 0.169 12.6 29.4
Dhaka 0.171 12.4 29.4
Chittagong 0.157 13.2 28.7
Khulna 0.155 13.1 28.8
Rajshahi|  0.165 12.0 28.6

Annex Table 25: Average protein sufficiency ratio (ratio of protein consumed to recommended protein

consumption for household), percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 101.8 141.9 207.5 150.4
(1.22) (1.02) (2.52) (2.43)
Dhaka 101.7 142.4 210.1 157.4
(2.03) (1.41) (3.14) (3.50)
Chittagong 103.1 143.3 201.2 141.5
(1.61) (1.80) (4.54) (3.68)
Khulna 98.6 132.2 204.0 139.5
(2.87) (1.60) (5.83) (6.44)
Rajshahi 94.8 135.3 198.8 125.0
(3.28) (3.63) (9.42) (4.97)

Annex Table 26: Households that reported running out of food at some time in the previous month,

percent.
1 food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 52.9 41.6 43.1 45.9
(3.03) (2.79) (3.10) (2.17)
Dhaka 53.6 45.0 47.3 48.3
(4.22) (3.91) (3.88) (2.88)
Chittagong 52.8 35.2 33.8 42.2
(5.17) (4.64) (5.57) (3.92)
Khulna 60.3 52.5 28.8 49.0
(7.67) (6.48) (8.33) (5.93)
Rajshahi 39.4 25.9 38.1 34.0
(8.52) (8.14) (11.80) (7.02)
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Annex Table 27: Households that reported running out of food frequently (more than three times a
week) in the previous month, percent.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 13.9 9.4 10.6 11.3
(1.92) (1.46) (1.64) (1.21)
Dhaka 14.6 10.6 13.1 12.7
(2.73) (2.14) (2.20) (1.75)
Chittagong 11.8 7.8 4.2 8.5
(3.21) (1.91) (1.66) (1.69)
Khulna 22.1 8.8 7.7 13.0
(6.85) (7.20) (3.61) (5.08)
Rajshahi 16.9 5.2 4.8 10.7
(5.30) (2.76) (5.09) (2.84)

Annex Table 28: Households that reported not being able to eat food of preferred quality at some
time in the previous month, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 90.6 90.5 83.9 88.3
(2.19) (1.49) (2.23) (1.41)
Dhaka 92.1 95.1 88.7 91.8
(3.35) (1.29) (2.02) (1.45)
Chittagong 89.1 83.8 71.8 82.9
(3.32) (3.79) (6.32) (3.31)
Khulna 91.2 88.8 75.0 86.0
(4.20) (4.06) (9.33) (3.93)
Rajshahi 85.9 77.6 81.0 82.0
(8.14) (7.71) (9.26) (6.70)

Annex Table 29: Households that reported not being able to eat food of preferred quality frequently
(more than three times a week) in the previous month, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 64.1 56.9 48.1 56.4
(3.18) (2.88) (3.00) (2.27)
Dhaka 64.3 61.7 51.2 58.3
(4.33) (3.90) (3.61) (2.85)
Chittagong 63.8 49.7 40.1 53.1
(5.59) (5.09) (6.00) (4.51)
Khulna 69.1 57.5 42.3 57.5
(7.42) (5.92) (11.28) (6.48)
Rajshahi 60.6 41.4 52.4 52.0
(9.30) (8.08) (11.98) (6.98)

Annex Table 30: Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS) categories, percent of
households (Coates et al. 2006).

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Food secure 6.7 15.3 13.5 18.0 7.8 8.3 14.3 10.2
(1.17) (3.11) (3.99) (6.70) (1.79) (1.42) (2.09) (1.26)
Mildly food insecure 3.9 7.3 6.0 7.3 4.0 6.4 5.2 5.2
(0.86) (1.46) (1.97) (3.58) (1.03) (1.15) (1.14) (0.71)
Moderately food insecure| 23.1 23.8 16.5 18.0 19.6 25.7 23.2 22.8
(2.19) (2.60) (3.35) (4.70) (1.92) (2.49) (2.58) (1.57)
Severely food insecure| 66.3 53.6 64.0 56.7 68.7 59.6 57.2 61.8
(2.61) (3.98) (5.68) (7.28) (2.76) (2.87) (3.04) (2.05)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Education and literacy

Annex Table 31: Literate household heads, percent.

1%'food | 2" food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 29.3 35.8 39.9 35.0
(2.32) (2.11) (2.27) (1.37)
Dhaka| 28.2 32.5 39.6 34.1
(3.07) (2.73) (2.74) (1.76)
Chittagong| 31.0 39.7 42.3 36.7
(4.23) (4.13) (4.69) (2.62)
Khulna| 27.9 45.0 32.7 36.0
(5.18) (5.92) (7.72) (4.32)
Rajshahi| 28.2 41.4 33.3 34.0
(3.43) (5.30) (7.35) (2.54)

Annex Table 32: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by whether
household head is literate, percent.

Not
literate Literate ALL
Urban slum population| 30.5 24.2 28.3
(2.07) (2.16) (1.75)
Dhaka| 25.8 19.4 23.6
(2.66) (2.66) (2.26)
Chittagong| 37.6 31.7 35.5
(3.94) (4.26) (3.34)
Khulna| 33.6 25.0 30.5
(5.66) (5.16) (4.44)
Rajshahi| 44.4 31.4 40.0
(4.78) (4.71) (4.14)

Annex Table 33: Literate senior woman in the household, percent of households with adult female

members.
st nd rd Sample
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food households
security | security | security with adult
tercile tercile tercile ALL females
Urban slum population| 20.3 29.9 29.5 26.6 976
(1.66) (1.91) (2.40) (1.24)
Dhaka 21.7 29.0 29.3 27.0 544
(2.38) (2.49) (3.04) (1.72)
Chittagong| 17.1 29.9 29.5 24.4 199
(2.68) (3.65) (4.33) (2.04)
Khulna| 30.9 375 33.3 34.2 149
(6.21) (5.49) (6.71) (3.86)
Rajshahi| 22.9 32.8 33.3 28.2 1,868
(4.11) (7.97) (8.38) (4.00)




Annex Table 34: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by whether the
senior woman in the household is literate, percent of households with adult female members

Not
literate Literate ALL
Urban slum population| 31.3 211 28.3
(1.98) (2.15) (1.75)
Dhaka| 25.7 19.3 23.6
(2.50) (2.84) (2.26)
Chittagong| 39.9 22.6 35.5
(3.82) (4.01) (3.34)
Khulna| 32.1 27.9 30.5
(5.76) (5.62) (4.44)
Rajshahi| 43.9 28.6 40.0
(5.53) (6.95) (4.14)

Annex Table 35: Persons aged 5 years and older who have ever attended school, percent.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 48.2 53.1 54.4 51.7
(1.90) (1.83) (2.22) (1.35)
Dhaka| 44.4 48.9 51.5 48.5
(2.65) (2.27) (2.81) (1.86)
Chittagong| 49.8 56.5 61.0 54.3
(3.16) (3.68) (3.43) (2.30)
Khulna| 61.6 70.8 67.1 66.5
(4.20) (3.58) (6.10) (3.33)
Rajshahi| 58.1 65.9 50.0 60.3
(4.68) (5.15) (9.27) (3.62)

Annex Table 36: Persons aged 5 years and older consuming less than 80 percent of calorie
requirements, by whether or not they ever attended school, percent.

Have never Have
attended attended
school school ALL
Urban slum population 33.9 28.6 28.3
(2.36) (1.92) (1.75)
Dhaka 27.1 23.3 23.6
(2.86) (2.35) (2.26)
Chittagong 45.4 34.7 355
(4.57) (3.90) (3.34)
Khulna 39.5 32.8 30.5
(6.73) (4-30) (4.44)
Rajshahi 47.0 41.6 40.0
(6.56) (4.39) (4.14)

Annex Table 37: Average educational attainment for all persons aged 5 years and older, school years
successfully completed.

1% food | 2"food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 2.1 2.4 2.7 2.4
(0.11) (0.10) (0.14) (0.08)
Dhaka 1.8 2.1 25 2.2
(0.14) (0.12) (0.16) (0.10)
Chittagong 2.3 2.7 3.4 2.7
(0.18) (0.21) (0.25) (0.13)
Khulna 25 3.6 3.3 3.1
(0.25) (0.38) (0.40) (0.26)
Rajshahi| 2.9 3.7 2.4 3.1
(0.27) (0.48) (0.56) (0.23)
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Annex Table 38: Average educational attainment for persons aged 5 years and older who have ever
attended school, school years successfully completed.

1% food | 2"food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 4.4 4.6 5.0 4.7
(0.12) (0.11) (0.13) (0.08)
Dhaka| 4.1 4.3 4.9 45
(0.18) (0.14) (0.17) (0.11)
Chittagong 47 4.8 5.5 4.9
(0.18) (0.18) (0.20) (0.12)
Khulna 4.1 5.1 5.0 4.7
(0.25) (0.42) (0.36) (0.24)
Rajshahi 5.0 5.5 47 5.2
(0.22) (0.52) (0.31) (0.27)

Annex Table 39: Average days of attendance per week for those who are currently attending school.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 5.5 5.5 5.5 55
(0.07) (0.06) (0.08) (0.04)
Dhaka| 5.5 5.6 5.6 5.6
(0.10) (0.09) (0.10) (0.06)
Chittagong 5.4 5.4 5.3 5.4
(0.11) (0.11) (0.13) (0.08)
Khulna| 5.7 5.7 5.8 5.7
(0.11) (0.19) (0.11) (0.10)
Rajshahi| 5.5 5.4 5.3 5.4
(0.20) (0.21) (0.41) (0.17)

Annex Table 40: Net enrollment ratio, percent of children of primary school age (6 to 13 years of age)
who are currently attending primary school.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 46.6 52.4 53.1 50.2
(2.57) (2.59) (3.30) (1.77)
Dhaka| 45.4 49.9 51.5 48.8
(3.49) (3.11) (4.04) (2.22)
Chittagong 45.8 52.2 53.6 491
(4.55) (5.34) (6.41) (3.46)
Khulna| 60.2 71.3 84.8 68.2
(3.99) (5.64) (4.99) (3.29)
Rajshahi| 50.7 80.6 53.3 59.1
(4.44) (6.72) (11.75) (4.30)

Annex Table 41: Net enrollment ratio by sex, percent of children of primary school age (6 to 13 years
of age) who are currently attending primary school.

Male Female
45.4 48.1
1* food security tercile | (3.09) (3.02)
g 49.0 55.8
2" food security tercile | (3.37) (3.44)
J 55.4 51.0
3" food security tercile (4.63) (3.73)
ALL 48.8 51.6
(2.25) (2.01)
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Annex Table 42: Gross enrollment ratio, number of primary school students for every 100 children of
primary school age (6 to 13 years of age) in the population.

1% food | 2"food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 50.3 58.3 58.6 55.1
(2.78) (2.76) (3.73) (1.88)
Dhaka| 48.4 55.8 56.3 53.5
(3.62) (3.30) (4.48) (2.39)
Chittagong 48.9 56.0 60.7 53.1
(4.98) (5.60) (7.79) (3.61)
Khulna| 68.4 78.8 93.9 76.3
(5.54) (6.11) (8.63) (3.70)
Rajshahi| 60.9 112.9 53.3 73.9
(6.70) (15.39) (11.75) (6.37)

Annex Table 43: Gross enroliment ratio by sex, number of primary school students for every 100

children of primary school age (6 to 13 years of age) in the population.

Male Female
49.2 51.5
1* food security tercile | (3.36) (3.20)
54.0 62.6
2" food security tercile | (3.67) (3.77)
60.8 56.6
3" food security tercile | (5.15) (4.37)
ALL 53.4 56.8
(2.40) (2.19)

Annex Table 44: Percent of children currently attending school, by age category.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
5 to 7 years 31.4 39.1 44.2 37.3
(3.27) (3.44) (4.55) (2.38)
8 to 10 years 58.9 66.4 64.9 63.1
(3.59) (3.59) (4.35) (2.46)
11 to 13 years 49.5 53.1 55.2 52.0
(3.67) (3.97) (5.27) (2.72)
14 to 16 years 22.3 215 26.6 23.1
(3.00) (3.42) (4.16) (2.09)
17 to 19 years 6.3 10.6 4.2 7.3
(1.69) (2.19) (1.81) (1.13)
20 to 22 years 1.8 3.5 3.0 2.8
(0.89) (1.23) (1.25) (0.64)

Annex Table 45: Percent of children currently attending school, by sex and age category.

1% food security

2" food security

3" food security

tercile tercile tercile ALL

Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
5to 7 years 33.0 29.7 37.2 411 48.7 40.1 38.1 36.4
(4.15) (4.22) (4.59) (5.19) (6.34) (4.92) (3.12) (2.97)
8to 10 years| 53.6 65.7 59.7 72.7 62.8 67.1 57.9 68.8
(4.52) (4.69) (5.14) (4.12) (5.57) (5.66) (3.24) (2.85)
11 to 13 years 49.7 49.2 48.6 57.6 47.3 62.1 48.8 55.1
(4.79) (4.73) (5.20) (5.56) (7.74) (6.86) (3.45) (3.59)
14 to 16 years 22.4 22.2 23.7 19.6 27.2 26.2 241 22.4
(3.94) (4.48) (4.95) (4.07) (7.17) (5.54) (2.84) (2.69)
17 to 19 years 8.7 4.2 15.2 7.6 2.1 5.7 9.3 59
(3.11) (1.87) (4.02) (2.53) (2.07) (2.70) (1.95) (1.37)
20 to 22 years 2.4 1.3 5.9 2.0 9.1 0.0 5.6 1.1
(1.56) (1.04) (2.50) (1.15) (3.51) (0.00) (1.48) (0.51)
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Annex Table 46: Educational attainment of household head, percent of all household heads.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population
No schooling 62.2 56.4 51.4 56.7
(2.51) (2.40) (2.63) (1.67)
Some schooling 37.8 43.6 48.6 43.3
(2.51) (2.40) (2.63) (1.67)
At least Class 5 completed 22.2 31.5 33.7 29.2
(1.99) (2.09) (2.27) (1.34)
At least Class 9 completed 6.4 8.0 12.4 8.9
(1.09) (1.07) (1.41) (0.74)
At least Class 12 0.6 1.3 1.6 1.2
completed|  (0.40) (0.45) (0.52) (0.29)
Dhaka
No schooling 65.4 61.1 54.8 59.8
(3.42) (3.06) (3.12) (2.17)
Some schooling 34.6 38.9 45.2 40.2
(3.42) (3.06) (3.12) (2.17)
At least Class 5 completed 19.6 25.8 31.6 26.4
(2.51) (2.62) (2.76) (1.76)
At least Class 9 completed 5.7 5.2 12.1 8.0
(1.42) (1.17) (1.74) (0.98)
At least Class 12 0.0 0.3 1.3 0.6
completed|  (0.00) (0.31) (0.57) (0.24)
Chittagong
No schooling 59.6 52.0 43.0 52.8
(4.33) (4.68) (5.26) (3.08)
Some schooling 40.4 48.0 57.0 47.2
(4.33) (4.68) (5.26) (3.08)
At least Class 5 completed 25.0 39.1 40.1 33.5
(3.66) (4.23) (4.36) (2.45)
At least Class 9 completed 7.0 12.8 13.4 10.6
(1.96) (2.49) (2.70) (1.34)
At least Class 12 1.3 2.8 2.8 2.2
completed|  (0.97) (1.19) (1.35) 0.77)
Khulna
No schooling 57.4 40.0 42.3 46.5
(7.64) (6.66) (9.45) (5.95)
Some schooling 42.6 60.0 57.7 53.5
(7.64) (6.66) (9.45) (5.95)
At least Class 5 completed 23.5 43.8 32.7 34.0
(5.72) (6.57) (6.60) (4.72)
At least Class 9 completed 5.9 8.8 11.5 8.5
(2.73) (3.32) (4.77) (2.21)
At least Class 12 0.0 25 0.0 1.0
completed|  (0.00) (1.79) (0.00) (0.69)
Rajshahi
No schooling 54.9 43.1 57.1 50.7
(7.99) (6.41) (8.79) (5.39)
Some schooling 451 56.9 429 49.3
(7.99) (6.41) (8.79) (5.39)
At least Class 5 completed 23.9 39.7 28.6 30.7
(4.07) (6.86) (5.45) (3.45)
At least Class 9 completed 9.9 10.3 14.3 10.7
(2.76) (5.52) (4.98) (2.06)
At least Class 12 1.4 3.4 0.0 2.0
completed|  (1.39) (3.45) (0.00) (1.45)
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Annex Table 47: Educational attainment of household head, by sex, percent.

Male Female
No schooling 54.3 74.4
(1.80) (3.31)
Some schooling 45.7 25.6
(1.80) (3.31)
Atleast Class 5| 31,0 15.2
completed| (1.47) (2.63)
At least Class 9 9.6 3.8
completed| (0.79) (1.50)
At least Class 12 1.3 0.0
completed| (0.33) (0.00)

Annex Table 48: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by maximum
educational attainment and sex of household head, percent.

Female-
Male-headed headed
ALL households | households

No education| 30.9 30.5 33.6
(2.18) (2.31) (3.93)
Some, but less than| 29 3 29.3 29.1
Class 5| (3.42) (3.45) (9.22)
Class5t0 8 224 23.1 12.5
(2.52) (2.62) (6.56)
Class 9 & over| 23.1 24.3 0.0
(3.58) (3.81) (0.00)




Migration

Annex Table 49: Household heads whose place of origin is elsewhere than current moholla, percent.

1%'food | 2" food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 41.4 40.3 35.8 39.2
(3.52) (3.18) (3.32) (2.64)
Dhaka| 37.1 39.2 30.3 35.2
(4.76) (4.43) (3.74) (3.40)
Chittagong 44 1 40.8 47.9 44.0
(6.28) (5.50) (7.34) (5.14)
Khulna| 82.4 66.3 67.3 72.0
(4.33) (6.56) (7.69) (4.74)
Rajshahi 225 17.2 14.3 19.3
(8.39) (7.04) (9.34) (7.00)

Annex Table 50: Average years since household head moved to current moholla, for household

heads whose place of origin is elsewhere than current moholla.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 8.7 71 71 7.7
(0.68) (0.56) (0.63) (0.47)
Dhaka 7.5 6.4 5.9 6.6
(1.08) (0.78) (0.70) (0.69)
Chittagong 7.0 4.9 7.4 6.5
(0.92) (0.56) (1.33) (0.69)
Khulna| 19.0 17.5 16.8 17.9
(2.44) (2.41) (2.40) (1.84)
Rajshahi| 22.2 19.5 4.0 19.4
(2.64) (4.80) (4.07) (3.56)

Annex Table 51: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by length of

time since household head came to current moholla, percent.

Moved here | Moved here | Moved here | Moved here
within past | in past 3-5 | in past6-10| over 10 Always
2 years years years years ago here ALL
Urban slum population 26.0 26.1 28.4 33.9 28.3 28.3
(3.48) (4.16) (4.27) (4.77) (2.04) (1.75)
Dhaka 22.8 21.9 25.0 271 23.5 23.6
(4.10) (5.16) (5.94) (6.83) (2.58) (2.26)
Chittagong 30.5 30.4 34.8 37.8 37.7 35.5
(6.78) (7.15) (6.32) (11.33) (3.75) (3.34)
Khulna 40.0 25.0 20.0 37.8 19.6 30.5
(10.05) (12.82) (12.08) (6.51) (5.50) (4.44)
Rajshahi 25.0 50.0 33.3 55.0 38.0 40.0
(24.21) (36.60) (32.53) (9.29) (4.01) (4.14)

73



Annex Table 52: Place of origin, household heads whose place of origin is elsewhere than current
moholla, by food security tercile, percent.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Another mohollain| 256 23.7 21.9 23.8 37.8 34.2 28.0 100.0
this city| (3.61) (3.68) (3.69) (2.77) (3.80) (3.75) (3.64)
Another urban center| 6.1 3.5 4.0 4.6 47.4 26.0 26.7 100.0
in this division| (1.74) (1.13) (1.62) (0.98) (10.39) (7.36) (8.64)
Rural village in this| 240 25.6 23.8 245 345 35.9 29.6 100.0
division| (3.58) (3.65) (3.59) (2.58) (4.79) (4.27) (3.99)
Urban center in| 52 6.8 71 6.3 28.9 37.1 34.1 100.0
another division| (1.67) (2.05) (2.01) (1.35) (8.46) (6.83) (7.34)
Rural village in| 388 40.3 43.3 40.7 33.6 34.0 324 100.0
another division| (4.76) (4.11) (4.31) (3.06) (4.15) (2.77) (3.75)
Outside Bangladesh 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.2 66.7 33.3 0.0 100.0
(0.21) (0.17) (0.00) (0.12) (16.97) (16.97) (0.00)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 35.2 34.3 30.5 100.0
(2.81) (1.96) (2.41)

Annex Table 53: Place of origin, household heads whose place of origin is elsewhere than current
moholla, by city, percent.

Another
Another urban Rural Urban Rural
moholla | center in | village in | center in | village in
in this this this another | another Outside
city division | division | division | division |Bangladesh| Total
Urban slum population| 23.8 4.6 24.5 6.3 40.7 0.2 100.0
(2.77) (0.98) (2.58) (1.85) (3.06) 0.12)
Dhaka| 25.9 4.3 22,5 71 40.2 0.0 100.0
(4.16) (1.18) (3.54) (2.01) (4.09) (0.00)
Chittagong| 20.3 5.8 25.2 6.2 42.6 0.0 100.0
(4.26) (2.03) (4.64) (2.20) (5.69) (0.00)
Khulna| 22.9 2.1 31.3 2.8 41.0 0.0 100.0
(6.99) (1.14) (5.48) (1.32) (6.10) (0.00)
Rajshahi| 37.9 0.0 37.9 0.0 13.8 10.3 100.0
(7.27) (0.00) (9.24) (0.00) (8.00) (5.46)

Annex Table 54: Households consuming less than 80 percent of calorie requirements, by place of
origin of household heads whose place of origin is elsewhere than current moholla, percent.

Another
urban Urban Rural
Another center in |Rural village| centerin village in
moholla in this in this another another
this city division division division division ALL

Urban slum population 33.3 34.2 28.0 21.6 26.0 28.3
(3.57) (10.70) (4.56) (8.42) (3.89) (1.75)
Dhaka 26.4 13.3 241 16.0 24.8 23.6
(4.34) (9.19) (6.11) (9.56) (5.59) (2.26)
Chittagong 46.9 57.1 31.1 33.3 23.3 35.5
(6.11) (18.65) (8.48) (15.90) (6.26) (3.34)
Khulna 24.2 33.3 35.6 0.0 42.4 30.5
(6.95) (27.92) (7.36) (0.00) (9.53) (4.44)
Rajshahi 54.5 0.0 27.3 0.0 75.0 40.0
(13.06) (0.00) (14.34) (0.00) (25.26) (4.14)

74



Health

Annex Table 55: lliness, individuals reporting being ill in the past two weeks, percent of all individuals.

1%'food | 2" food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 27.8 25.6 28.6 27.3
(1.56) (1.41) (1.68) (1.11)
Dhaka| 20.3 21.8 25.7 22.7
(2.11) (1.78) (1.93) (1.37)
Chittagong| 35.7 32.7 36.5 34.9
(2.71) (2.81) (3.42) (2.20)
Khulna| 27.4 26.6 26.2 26.8
(3.35) (3.59) (6.26) (3.12)
Rajshahi| 30.8 25.6 36.8 29.4
(3.34) (3.39) (6.94) (2.00)

Annex Table 56: Morbidity of children under 5 years of age, children reported as being ill in the past
two weeks, percent of all children under 5 years of age.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security

tercile tercile tercile ALL
ALL| 35.3 38.7 44.6 38.9

(2.87) (2.96) (3.91) (2.11)
Boys| 36.3 39.1 46.6 40.1

(3.23) (4.04) (4.95) (2.38)
Girls| 34.2 38.4 421 37.7

(4.12) (4.12) (4.86) (2.80)

Annex Table 57: Debilitating illness, individuals reporting being ill in the past two weeks to the extent

that they had to stop normal activities, percent of all individuals.

1% food | 2"food | 3™ food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 8.0 8.2 10.2 8.7
(1.00) (0.80) (1.02) (0.67)
Dhaka 5.0 6.8 8.4 6.8
(0.84) (0.89) (1.04) (0.62)
Chittagong| 11.3 10.6 15.3 11.9
(2.08) (1.82) (2.62) (1.63)
Khulna 8.9 9.7 8.7 9.2
(1.99) (1.99) (3.28) (1.32)
Rajshahi 8.3 7.6 19.1 9.2
(1.67) (2.08) (6.53) (1.06)

Annex Table 58: Severe debilitating illness, individuals reporting being ill in the past two weeks to the

extent that others in the household had to stop their normal activities to provide care,

percent of all individuals.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.4 1.7 2.7 1.9
(0.37) (0.34) (0.67) (0.32)
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Annex Table 59: Handicapped individuals, percent of all individuals.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security

tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.3 0.9 1.2 1.1
(0.24) (0.21) (0.30) (0.17)

Annex Table 60: Chronic iliness, individuals reporting suffering from a chronic illness, percent of all

individuals.

1% food | 2" food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 13.4 15.4 15.2 14.6
(1.06) (1.20) (1.43) (0.91)
Dhaka 6.6 8.9 8.8 8.2
(1.19) (1.20) (1.29) (0.94)
Chittagong| 20.7 26.6 31.3 24.8
(1.89) (2.82) (3.47) (2.11)
Khulna| 14.0 19.4 24.0 18.2
(3.25) (2.89) (5.38) (2.61)
Rajshahi| 15.2 18.9 25.0 17.8
(2.54) (2.94) (3.18) (2.02)

Annex Table 61: Pregnancy and delivery, percent.

1% food | 2™ food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Women aged 15 to 49 who gave birth in past 12 9.4 7.4 8.1 83
months| (1.27) (1.10) (1.20) (0.73)
Went regularly to a health clinic during pregnancy,| 576 63.6 65.5 61.9
percent of women who gave birth| (7.55) (6.59) (6.92) (4.33)

Where child was delivered, percent of births?
Hospital or maternity| 4.9 12.8 19.4 11.7
(2.40) (4.81) (5.45) (2.51)
Health clinic 3.1 6.3 10.8 6.4
(2.18) (3.07) (4.83) (1.94)
At home| 92.0 77.3 67.1 79.9
(3.20) (6.19) (6.91) (3.52)
Other| 0.0 3.7 2.7 2.0
(0.00) (2.64) (2.09) (1.06)
Who delivered the child, percent of births?,

Doctor or of medical clinic officer| 5.8 7.0 19.8 10.3
(2.76) (3.13) (6.49) (2.82)
Nurse 2.1 10.9 8.9 6.9
(1.59) (4.65) (3.89) (2.12)
Midwife| 63.5 54.4 41.2 54.1
(6.10) (7.85) (7.71) (4.35)
Friend or relative| 24.9 25.9 28.0 26.1
(6.18) (7.12) (6.72) (3.94)
Self 3.1 0.0 0.0 1.2
(2.17) (0.00) (0.00) (0.85)
Other 0.6 1.9 2.0 1.4
(0.59) (1.85) (1.98) (0.86)




Annex Table 62: Type of illness, percent of illnesses reported.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Diarrhoea 4.7 4.3 5.0 4.7 38.0 29.9 32.2 100.0
(0.75) (0.87) (0.95) (0.53) (6.73) (4.99) (5.48) )
Fever| 49.8 50.1 43.8 48.1 39.0 33.5 27.5 100.0
(1.96) (2.41) (2.38) (1.46) (2.80) (2.18) (2.27) )
Dysentery 2.8 2.2 52 3.4 31.9 21.2 47.0 100.0
(0.56) (0.54) (1.13) (0.48) (6.50) (4.69) (7.09) )
Pain/Headache| 15.7 12.2 14.2 141 41.9 27.8 30.3 100.0
(1.49) (1.50) (1.48) (0.96) (3.72) (3.18) (3.46) )
Injury| 2.3 3.0 4.0 3.0 29.0 31.1 39.9 100.0
(0.52) (0.56) (0.90) (0.41) (5.65) (5.26) (6.49) '
High blood pressure 2.9 2.6 3.2 2.9 37.4 29.3 33.3 100.0
(0.67) 0.77) (0.70) (0.46) (7.39) (6.47) (5.62) )
Heart disease 1.2 1.5 1.5 1.4 31.8 36.2 32.0 100.0
(0.40) (0.45) (0.57) (0.28) (8.85) (9.48) (9.98) '
Breathing trouble 3.5 2.7 3.6 3.3 40.4 26.5 33.1 100.0
(0.58) (0.55) (0.92) (0.43) (6.61) (5.14) (6.49) )
Weakness 4.8 4.9 4.3 4.7 38.5 33.6 27.9 100.0
(0.78) (0.85) (0.83) (0.54) (5.31) (4.69) (5.23) '
Dizziness 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.2 25.3 74.7 0.0 100.0
0.11) (0.22) (0.00) (0.08) (21.84) (21.84) (0.00) )
Pneumonia 0.6 0.3 1.2 0.7 32.3 13.1 54.6 100.0
(0.24) (0.19) (0.43) (0.19) (12.90) (7.51) (11.60) '
Typhoid 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.5 31.1 50.3 18.6 100.0
(0.34) (0.30) (0.20) (0.20) (17.86) (21.95) (9.00) )
Tuberculosis 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.4 32.0 46.6 21.5 100.0
(0.19) (0.27) (0.20) (0.13) (15.23) (16.10) (13.42) '
Malaria 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.2 25.4 49.7 24.9 100.0
0.12) 0.27) (0.14) (0.10) (23.59) (30.80) (23.45) )
Jaundice 2.6 2.2 1.8 2.2 441 31.7 243 100.0
(0.63) (0.54) (0.55) (0.32) (8.19) (7.14) (6.97) '
Female diseases 2.0 3.4 2.9 2.7 28.4 39.7 31.9 100.0
(0.66) (1.05) (0.75) (0.60) (6.95) (6.86) (7.84) )
Paralysis 0.2 0.8 0.9 0.6 141 43.0 43.0 100.0
(0.16) (0.32) (0.45) (0.19) (9.56) (13.76) (14.78) :
Hysteria 0.2 0.0 0.3 0.2 49.4 0.0 50.6 100.0
(0.23) (0.00) (0.20) 0.11) (30.56) (0.00) (30.56) )
Other 5.6 7.8 7.6 6.9 30.7 36.1 33.2 100.0
(0.88) (1.13) (1.19) (0.68) (4.14) (4.12) (4.36) :
Total 37.7 32.1 30.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.65) (1.65) 2.21) 100.0
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Annex Table 63: Who diagnosed the iliness, percent of illnesses reported.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Government Health| 14,1 18.4 18.9 16.9 31.3 34.8 33.8 100.0
Worker| (2.13) (2.58) (2.99) (1.91) (3.93) (2.98) (4.12) )
NGO Health Worker 2.0 2.3 3.1 2.4 31.2 30.7 38.2 100.0
(0.63) (0.93) (1.04) (0.51) (8.36) (9.92) (10.36) )
Private Health Worker| 21.0 20.5 21.0 20.9 38.0 31.5 30.4 100.0
(2.71) (2.33) (2.72) (1.89) (3.60) (2.78) (3.27) )
Homeopath 1.2 1.2 2.3 1.5 29.0 255 455 100.0
(0.40) (0.43) (0.95) (0.39) (8.74) (7.87) (12.61) )
Ayurved; Kabiraji; or 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.6 21.5 39.4 39.1 100.0
Hekim| (0.18) (0.30) (0.31) (0.15) (10.72) (13.50) (13.54) )
Spirit Healer 2.4 2.1 2.6 2.4 38.0 28.1 33.9 100.0
0.71) (0.59) (0.70) (0.43) (9.14) (7.09) (7.72) )
Pharmacist| 18.6 20.3 20.8 19.8 35.4 32.8 31.8 100.0
(2.66) (2.98) (2.96) (2.22) (4.44) (3.54) (3.74) )
Family member| 12.0 12.2 7.5 10.7 42.3 36.5 21.3 100.0
(2.16) (2.20) (1.61) (1.51) (5.03) (4.40) (4.35) )
Selff 27.8 21.5 22.8 24.3 43.3 28.3 28.4 100.0
(3.04) (2.30) (3.08) (2.02) (4.71) (2.95) (3.83) )
Other 0.7 0.9 0.3 0.6 41.3 451 13.7 100.0
(0.31) (0.46) (0.20) 0.21) (14.42) (15.30) (9.45) )
Total 37.7 32.0 30.3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.66) (1.85) (2.22) 100.0
Annex Table 64: Action taken to find relief from illness, percent of illnesses reported.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Did nothing, not serious| 6.4 5.1 6.0 5.9 41.2 27.9 30.9 100.0
(1.78) (1.19) (1.23) (0.89) (8.74) (6.41) (6.71) )
Did nothing, no money| 5.3 5.1 4.1 4.8 40.9 33.6 25.5 100.0
(1.02) (1.03) (1.07) (0.68) (6.57) (5.34) (5.36) )
Used medicine already| 5.2 5.2 6.9 5.7 34.3 29.3 36.4 100.0
had| (1.66) (1.27) (1.59) (1.09) (6.51) (4.82) (7.99) ’
Used own treatment 2.8 2.1 4.8 3.2 33.3 21.3 45.5 100.0
(0.79) (0.55) (1.68) (0.65) (8.85) (5.43) (9.96) )
Sought treatment at 9.6 13.6 13.9 12.2 29.7 35.8 34.5 100.0
health facility| (1.63) (1.81) (2.50) (1.39) (4.01) (3.57) (4.64) )
Went to local pharmacy| 60.8 59.1 54.9 58.5 39.1 32.5 28.4 100.0
for medicine| (3.31) (2.81) (2.98) (2.17) (2.98) (2.22) (2.35) )
Went to local grocery for 4.9 3.9 4.5 4.5 41.6 28.1 30.4 100.0
medicine| (1.81) (0.99) (1.47) (0.94) (10.61) (6.61) (8.93) )
Treated by Homeopath 1.2 1.8 2.3 1.8 26.3 33.8 39.9 100.0
(0.40) (0.51) (1.08) (0.44) (8.43) (8.29) (12.57) )
Treated by Ayurved, 1.9 1.6 1.0 1.5 45.9 34.0 20.1 100.0
Kabiraji, or Hekim| (0.56) (0.54) (0.36) (0.30) (9.38) (8.91) (7.35) )
Treated by Spirit Healer 1.2 1.7 1.3 1.4 33.6 38.4 28.0 100.0
(0.59) (0.54) (0.44) (0.33) (13.07) (10.01) (8.54) )
Other 0.7 0.9 0.4 0.7 41.3 411 17.7 100.0
(0.37) (0.47) (0.21) (0.21) (15.82) (16.28) (9.67) )
Total 37.7 32.1 30.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.65) (1.66) 2.21) 100.0
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Annex Table 65: Type of illness of children under 5 years of age, percent of illnesses reported.

1% food | 2™ food | 3" food

security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Diarrhoea 8.5 12.3 9.5 10.0
(2.35) (3.02) (3.10) (1.75)
Fever| 68.3 69.2 58.2 65.4
(3.70) (3.94) (5.46) (2.75)
Dysentery 4.9 29 10.5 6.0
(1.68) (1.32) (3.53) (1.40)
Pain/Headache 1.3 2.6 1.6 1.8
(0.91) (1.34) (1.11) 0.72)
Injury| 0.7 0.3 1.6 0.8
(0.67) (0.30) (1.11) (0.43)
Heart disease 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.3
(0.00) (0.00) (0.79) (0.25)
Breathing trouble 4.2 2.1 3.4 3.3
(1.57) (1.16) (1.51) (0.83)
Weakness 0.7 0.0 0.8 0.5
(0.65) (0.00) (0.74) (0.33)
Pneumonia 3.3 0.8 3.4 25
(1.36) (0.78) (1.57) (0.74)
Typhoid 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.3
(0.00) (0.81) (0.00) (0.26)
Jaundice 2.0 1.1 0.0 1.1
(1.10) (0.81) (0.00) (0.49)
Other 6.1 7.6 10.3 7.9
(1.85) (2.14) (3.48) (1.49)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Annex Table 66: Chronic illness, percent of chronic illnesses reported.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Chronic fever 3.9 4.3 2.7 3.7 35.9 41.5 22.6 100.0
(0.99) (1.07) (0.97) (0.70) (6.93) (6.31) (7.58) )
Gastric ulcer| 37.6 37.3 38.0 37.6 33.5 35.1 31.4 100.0
(2.82) (3.04) (2.85) (1.99) (3.70) (2.80) (3.25) )
Other stomach 9.0 8.7 11.1 9.6 31.6 32.1 36.2 100.0
disorder| (1.51) (1.38) (1.77) (1.03) (5.14) (4.60) (5.60) )
Tuberculosis 1.6 0.8 1.0 1.1 47.9 24.0 28.1 100.0
(0.57) (0.41) (0.77) (0.33) (15.45) (11.84) (17.20) '
HIV/AIDS 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.22) (0.00) (0.08) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Diabetes 3.9 2.7 3.6 3.4 38.3 28.5 33.2 100.0
(0.89) (0.75) (1.13) (0.59) (7.52) (6.45) (8.06) )
Asthma 7.5 6.3 6.2 6.7 37.7 33.5 28.8 100.0
(1.20) (1.27) (1.49) (0.88) (6.08) (4.88) (5.42) )
Arthritis/Rheumatism| 13.1 12.7 14.3 13.3 33.0 33.6 33.4 100.0
(1.69) (1.78) (1.80) (1.10) (4.75) (4.28) (4.02) '
Anemia 0.1 0.5 0.5 0.4 8.6 454 46.0 100.0
(0.09) (0.31) (0.35) (0.16) (8.80) (23.33) (23.40) )
Night blindness 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.7 29.0 21.8 49.2 100.0
(0.34) (0.28) (0.51) (0.24) (16.16) (11.85) (14.77) '
Headaches 7.6 9.3 8.7 8.5 29.8 38.6 31.6 100.0
(1.24) (1.54) (1.74) (0.96) (5.46) (4.93) (5.90) )
Nerve disorder 1.2 0.5 0.3 0.7 60.2 27.9 11.8 100.0
(0.49) (0.33) (0.26) (0.21) (16.06) (14.67) (11.07) '
Heart problems 6.1 3.5 3.2 43 47.8 29.1 23.1 100.0
(1.15) (0.84) (0.84) (0.61) (6.76) (6.07) (5.48) )
Sores that do not heal 1.0 1.1 0.8 1.0 35.8 39.3 249 100.0
(0.45) (0.45) (0.44) (0.30) (14.55) (10.89) (10.02) '
Cancer 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.23) (0.00) (0.00) (0.08) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Other 6.6 11.6 8.7 9.0 24.4 45.5 30.0 100.0
(1.36) (1.89) (1.85) (1.20) (4.41) (4.73) (4.25) '
Total 33.6 35.3 31.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.95) 2.01) (2.74) 100.0

Annex Table 67: Characteristics of those suffering from chronic illnesses.

1% food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Average age (yrs.) 38.5 35.6 37.2 37.1
(0.94) (0.89) (1.22) (0.66)
Period over which have suffered 5.1 4.9 5.0 5.0
from illness (yrs) (0.25) (0.28) (0.31) (0.19)
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Employment

Annex Table 68: Average hours spent by household heads on domestic tasks daily, by sex.

Male Female

1.6 3.2

1* food security tercile | (0.06) (0.15)
1.5 3.0

2™ food security tercile | (0.09) (0.25)
15 3.4

3" food security tercile | (0.07) (0.22)
ALL| 1.7 3.2

(0.08) (0.23)

Annex Table 69: Work status of all individuals aged 5 years and older, percent.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Non-worker, not| 16.8 14.8 12.2 14.8 41.5 34.7 23.8 100.0
seeking work| (7.17) (1.05) (1.04) (0.73) (3.02) (2.56) (2.26) )
Looking for work| 2.0 1.7 1.0 1.6 46.1 35.8 18.1 100.0
(0.40) (0.29) (0.28) (0.21) (6.25) (5.28) (4.85) )
Student| 14.1 13.3 11.8 13.2 39.1 35.0 25.9 100.0
(1.02) (0.93) (1.06) (0.69) (2.83) (2.05) (2.51) '
Work at home| 25.5 25.4 26.5 25.7 36.1 34.2 29.7 100.0
(0.93) (0.83) (1.10) (0.65) (2.16) (1.57) (1.99) )
Self-employed 9.5 10.1 11.3 10.2 34.0 34.2 31.8 100.0
(0.79) (0.78) (0.97) (0.58) (2.59) (2.26) (2.95) '
Worker in family| 2.1 2.6 3.4 2.6 28.5 34.7 36.8 100.0
business| (0.35) (0.43) (0.53) (0.28) (4.20) (4.68) (4.60) )
Employer 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.2 55.4 31.4 13.3 100.0
(0.26) (0.10) (0.08) (0.10) (20.47) (16.25) (10.01) )
Employee in another 3.0 2.9 3.3 3.0 36.0 32.6 31.4 100.0
household| (0.39) (0.49) (0.61) (0.34) (4.59) (4.22) (4.34) )
Employee in formal| 12,5 16.5 16.6 15.1 30.4 37.9 31.7 100.0
establishment| (7.00) (1.18) (1.38) (0.79) (2.63) (2.30) (2.71) )
Day laborer 8.3 6.5 7.6 7.5 40.6 30.0 29.4 100.0
0.77) (0.69) (0.94) (0.52) (3.43) (2.70) (3.30) )
Other 5.9 6.1 6.3 6.1 35.4 34.8 29.8 100.0
(0.79) (0.75) (0.86) (0.56) (3.70) (3.34) (3.45) )
Total 36.5 34.6 28.8
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.97) (1.44) (1.76) 100.0
Annex Table 70: Work status of all individuals aged 5 years and older, by sex, percent.
Column totals | | Row totals
MALES
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Non-worker, not| 18.1 15.8 12.2 15.6 43.3 34.9 21.8 100.0
seeking work| (7.39) (1.16) (1.11) (0.79) (3.13) (2.81) (2.35) )
Looking for work| 3.2 25 1.3 2.4 49.2 35.2 15.5 100.0
(0.71) (0.49) (0.40) (0.35) (7.09) (6.31) (4.64) '
Student| 15.0 12.8 12.0 13.4 41.9 32.9 25.2 100.0
(1.15) (1.10) (1.17) (0.74) (3.05) (2.46) (2.60) )
Work at home 4.5 4.5 4.6 4.5 37.4 34.5 28.1 100.0
(0.68) (0.69) (0.84) (0.46) (5.00) (4.52) (4.41) '
Self-employed| 17.1 17.9 21.3 18.6 34.5 33.3 32.2 100.0
(1.47) (1.50) (1.85) (1.11) (2.70) (2.35) (3.06) )
Worker in family| 3.4 4.9 5.7 4.5 27.6 37.0 35.4 100.0
business| (0.65) (0.81) (0.98) (0.54) (4.41) (4.99) (4.78) )




Employer 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.3 454 36.3 18.3 100.0
(0.27) (0.18) (0.16) (0.13) (19.45) (16.70) (12.41) :
Employee in another| 0.5 0.8 1.1 0.7 22,5 37.9 39.6 100.0
household| (0.19) (0.26) (0.35) (0.16) (8.26) (9.33) (10.43) :
Employee in formal| 15.0 20.1 17.7 17.5 32.0 39.7 28.4 100.0
establishment| (1.20) (1.62) (1.58) (0.96) (2.67) (2.44) (2.56) :
Day laborer| 14.7 11.7 13.9 134 40.9 30.2 28.9 100.0
(1.40) (1.16) (1.55) (0.90) (3.42) (2.69) (3.10) :
Other| 8.2 8.7 10.1 8.9 34.6 33.7 31.7 100.0
(1.22) (1.16) (1.26) (0.85) (3.94) (3.37) (3.59) :
Total 37.4 34.5 28.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.98) (1.51) (1.78) 100.0
FEMALES
Non-worker, not| 15.4 13.8 12.2 13.9 39.5 34.5 26.0 100.0
seeking work| (1.37) (1.40) (1.43) (0.96) (3.64) (3.17) (2.82) :
Looking for work| 0.9 0.9 0.7 0.8 37.3 37.4 25.3 100.0
(0.30) (0.29) (0.34) (0.19) (10.40) (9.12) (9.83) :
Student| 13.2 13.9 11.6 13.0 36.4 371 26.5 100.0
(1.24) (1.23) (1.35) (0.84) (3.30) (2.68) (3.20) :
Work at home| 46.9 45.6 46.8 46.4 36.0 34.2 29.8 100.0
(1.82) (1.81) (2.04) (1.30) (2.10) (1.54) (1.98) :
Self-employed 1.7 2.6 1.9 2.1 29.7 42.8 27.6 100.0
(0.41) (0.51) (0.45) (0.30) (5.87) (5.93) (5.44) :
Worker in family] 0.7 0.5 1.2 0.8 33.7 21.2 45.1 100.0
business| (0.24) (0.19) (0.38) (0.15) (9.66) (8.19) (10.72) :
Employer| 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.1 81.6 18.4 0.0 100.0
(0.26) (0.07) (0.00) (0.10) (18.84) (18.84) (0.00) :
Employee in another] 56 4.8 5.4 5.3 37.8 31.9 30.3 100.0
household| (0.79) (0.93) (1.09) (0.65) (4.94) (4.70) (4.70) :
Employee in formal| 10.0 12.9 15.5 12.6 28.3 35.5 36.2 100.0
establishment| (1.16) (1.38) (1.75) (0.92) (3.40) (3.31) (3.79) :
Day laborer 1.8 1.4 1.9 1.7 38.1 28.9 329 100.0
(0.41) (0.40) (0.72) (0.32) (7.61) (7.07) (9.22) :
Other 3.5 3.6 2.8 3.3 37.6 37.5 249 100.0
(0.66) (0.72) (0.79) (0.46) (5.96) (6.26) (5.48) :
Total 35.7 34.8 29.6
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.04) (1.51) (1.84) 100.0
Annex Table 71: Work status of all household heads, percent.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Non-worker, not| 3.3 1.8 35 2.9 38.6 20.5 40.9 100.0
seeking work| (0.73) (0.54) (0.71) (0.43) (6.85) (5.29) (6.14) :
Looking for work| 0.8 0.6 0.0 0.5 56.6 43.5 0.0 100.0
(0.36) (0.32) (0.00) (0.16) (17.33) (17.33) (0.00) ]
Student 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.06) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) :
Work athome| 2.4 3.2 25 2.7 30.1 39.4 30.5 100.0
(0.60) (0.73) (0.62) (0.38) (6.52) (6.82) (6.44) ]
Self-employed| 32.0 31.3 30.9 31.4 34.0 33.2 32.9 100.0
(2.55) (2.38) (2.80) (1.84) (2.57) (2.19) (3.03) :
Worker in family] 4.6 6.2 6.1 5.6 27.4 36.5 36.1 100.0
business| (0.97) (1.16) (1.18) (0.75) (4.81) (5.48) (4.91) :
Employer| 0.3 0.8 0.2 0.4 20.5 64.7 14.8 100.0
(0.19) (0.36) (0.18) (0.15) (14.07) (17.27) (13.72) ]
Employee in another 2.8 4.2 4.0 3.7 25.9 37.9 36.2 100.0
household| (0.63) (0.94) (0.93) (0.52) (5.57) (6.54) (6.79) :
Employee in formal| 17.0 23.1 21.7 20.6 27.6 37.3 35.2 100.0
establishment| (1.72) (1.98) (2.01) (1.28) (2.66) (2.48) (2.86) :
Day laborer| 24.3 16.4 18.3 19.7 41.2 27.8 31.0 100.0
(2.46) (1.86) (2.18) (1.43) (3.73) (2.76) (3.36) :
Other| 12.4 12.5 12.7 12.6 33.0 33.3 33.7 100.0
(1.83) (1.68) (1.78) (1.28) (3.83) (3.18) (3.97) ]
Total 33.4 33.3 33.4
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.83) (1.32) (1.86) 100.0
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Annex Table 72: Work status of all household heads, by sex, percent.

Column totals | | Row totals
MALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Non-worker, not| 3.8 1.8 3.2 2.9 43.0 20.6 36.4 100.0
seeking work| (0.82) (0.50) (0.74) (0.43) (7.14) (5.24) (6.67) )
Looking for work| 0.9 0.7 0.0 0.5 56.6 43.5 0.0 100.0
(0.41) (0.35) (0.00) (0.18) (17.33) (17.33) (0.00) )
Student 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.21) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Work at home 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.5 25.2 50.0 24.9 100.0
(0.28) (0.39) (0.28) (0.20) (16.08) (15.46) (13.30) )
Self-employed| 34.6 33.3 34.0 34.0 34.1 32.9 33.1 100.0
(2.78) (2.64) (2.98) (1.98) (2.62) (2.25) (3.09) )
Worker in family| 5.2 6.7 6.9 6.3 27.7 35.8 36.5 100.0
business| (7.09) (1.26) (1.34) (0.83) (4.80) (5.50) (5.01) )
Employer 0.2 0.8 0.2 0.4 16.7 66.5 16.7 100.0
(0.20) (0.40) (0.21) (0.16) (15.33) (19.36) (15.33) )
Employee in another| 0.6 0.8 1.3 0.9 22,5 29.8 47.7 100.0
household| (0.35) (0.40) (0.57) (0.27) (10.82) (11.93) (15.54) )
Employee in formal| 16.8 23.7 20.8 20.4 27.5 38.9 33.6 100.0
establishment| (7.73) (2.11) (2.16) (1.32) (2.66) (2.66) (2.95) )
Day laborer| 26.4 17.9 20.0 21.4 41.2 28.0 30.8 100.0
(2.75) (1.97) (2.40) (1.58) (3.82) (2.79) (3.44) )
Other| 11.2 13.5 13.0 12.5 29.9 36.0 341 100.0
(1.77) (1.83) (1.88) (1.31) (3.94) (3.36) (4.08) )
Total 33.5 33.5 33.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.90) (1.32) (1.93) 100.0
FEMALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
Non-worker, not| 0.0 1.6 5.7 2.6 0.0 19.7 80.3 100.0
seeking work| (0.00) (1.61) (2.78) (1.32) (0.00) (13.76) (13.76) )
Looking for work| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Student 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Work at home| 18.3 22.6 16.8 19.1 31.2 371 31.7 100.0
(4.31) (5.26) (4.29) (2.65) (7.10) (7.57) (7.26) ’
Self-employed| 11.8 14.9 9.6 12.0 32.0 39.1 28.9 100.0
(3.83) (4.24) (3.44) (2.40) (9.14) (9.43) (8.36) )
Worker in family| 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.5 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
business| (0.00) (1.61) (0.00) (0.51) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Employer 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.4 50.0 50.0 0.0 100.0
(0.61) (0.63) (0.00) (0.39) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Employee in another| 20.3 31.4 225 246 26.9 40.1 33.0 100.0
household| (4.67) (6.65) (4.91) (3.45) (6.28) (7.04) (6.56) )
Employee in formal| 18.8 17.8 28.4 22.0 27.9 25.5 46.6 100.0
establishment| (5.55) (4.50) (5.47) (3.06) (7.68) (6.80) (7.99) )
Day laborer 8.1 4.5 6.2 6.3 41.9 224 35.6 100.0
(3.14) (2.46) (2.83) (1.74) (11.97) (11.29) (11.82) )
Other| 22.0 4.9 10.8 12.6 56.9 12.3 30.9 100.0
(5.09) (3.58) (3.76) (2.42) (10.69) (8.47) (9.82) ’
Total 32.5 31.4 36.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (3.50) (3.61) (3.41) 100.0
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Annex Table 73: Type of work for all individuals aged 5 years and older whose work status is a
worker®, percent.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Agriculture 1.1 0.7 1.0 0.9 39.9 24.7 35.4
(0.39) (0.27) (0.32) (0.20) (9.87) (8.80) (9.57) 100.0
Industry| 21.0 29.2 27.0 25.8 27.7 39.4 32.8
(1.84) (2.22) (2.15) (1.47) (2.87) (2.63) (2.99) 100.0
Water/Gas/Electric 1.2 1.2 0.8 1.1 37.7 39.6 22.7
(0.48) (0.31) (0.31) (0.21) (10.97) (9.67) (8.64) 100.0
Construction 8.9 7.8 8.2 8.3 36.5 32.7 30.9
(1.21) (0.97) (1.54) (0.75) (4.45) (3.91) (5.15) 100.0
Transport/| 20.6 18.0 221 20.2 34.8 31.0 34.3
Communications| (1.62) (1.40) (1.68) (1.08) (2.74) (1.92) (2.75) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 3.4 2.4 2.8 2.9 40.3 28.8 30.9
(0.64) (0.46) (0.58) (0.35) (5.72) (4.48) (5.39) 100.0
Commercial sales 9.9 11.6 9.2 10.3 32.8 39.2 28.1
(1.34) (1.21) (1.18) (0.74) (3.86) (3.62) (3.25) 100.0
Paid domestic work| 7.9 6.3 6.1 6.8 39.5 32.4 28.1
outside the home| (0.94) (1.06) (1.18) (0.71) (4.81) (4.30) (4.28) 100.0
Student 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 39.7 40.2 20.1
(0.14) (0.20) (0.11) (0.09) (24.67) (27.87) (18.92) 100.0
Other| 25.9 22.7 22.6 23.8 371 33.1 29.8
(2.27) (1.86) (2.29) (1.56) (2.95) (2.22) (2.65) 100.0
Total 34.0 34.7 31.3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.97) (1.54) (1.95) 100.0
* “Workers” are those who reported being self-employed; worker in family business; employer; employee in another
household; employee in formal establishment; day laborer; or other.
Annex Table 74: Type of work for all individuals aged 5 years and older whose work status is a
worker®, by sex, percent.
Column totals | | Row totals
MALES
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Agriculture 0.9 0.6 0.8 0.8 41.9 26.3 31.8
(0.37) (0.27) (0.35) (0.20) (11.28) (9.62) (12.25) 100.0
Industry| 14.8 20.8 171 17.6 29.1 41.2 29.7
(1.70) (1.95) (1.56) (1.20) (3.39) (2.90) (2.96) 100.0
Water/Gas/Electric 1.5 1.7 1.0 1.4 36.0 43.0 211
(0.64) (0.45) (0.43) (0.29) (11.69) (10.49) (8.91) 100.0
Construction| 11.3 9.7 9.6 10.2 38.2 33.0 28.7
(1.63) (1.25) (1.50) (0.90) (4.48) (3.91) (4.37) 100.0
Transport/| 281 25.2 31.9 28.3 34.4 31.0 34.6
Communications| (2.21) (1.87) (2.23) (1.42) (2.75) (1.93) (2.79) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 4.0 2.4 3.6 3.3 41.7 25.2 33.2
(0.75) (0.53) (0.78) (0.45) (5.88) (4.40) (5.77) 100.0
Commercial sales| 12.2 14.6 12.3 13.1 324 38.8 28.8
(1.59) (1.62) (1.51) (0.98) (3.78) (3.68) (3.37) 100.0
Paid domestic work| 0.3 0.7 0.5 0.5 19.7 50.1 30.2
outside the home| (0.19) (0.36) (0.27) (0.17) (12.70) (17.42) (15.18) 100.0
Student 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.2 66.4 0.0 33.6
(0.20) (0.00) (0.16) (0.08) (27.41) (0.00) (27.41) 100.0
Other| 26.6 24.3 23.2 24.8 37.2 341 28.7
(2.43) (2.01) (2.63) (1.67) (3.10) (2.50) (2.90) 100.0
Total 34.6 34.8 30.7
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.94) (1.50) (1.92) 100.0
FEMALES
Agriculture 1.4 0.8 1.6 1.3 36.9 22.4 40.7
(0.70) (0.50) (0.72) (0.36) (14.50) (12.17) (14.72) 100.0
Industry| 36.9 49.6 49.5 45.4 26.5 37.8 35.7
(3.78) (4.31) (4.49) (2.87) (3.43) (3.52) (3.91) 100.0
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Water/Gas/Electric 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.3 58.0 0.0 42.0
(0.39) (0.00) (0.36) (0.17) (30.96) (0.00) (30.96) 100.0
Construction 2.7 3.1 5.0 3.6 24.3 30.1 45.6
(1.01) (1.30) (2.23) (0.92) (9.71) (11.43) (13.95) 100.0
Transport/| 15 0.5 0.0 0.6 74.2 25.8 0.0
Communications| (0.88) (0.36) (0.00) (0.31) (18.99) (18.99) (0.00) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 1.9 2.3 1.1 1.8 34.3 455 20.2
(0.89) (0.86) (0.61) (0.48) (12.41) (12.45) (10.71) 100.0
Commercial sales 3.9 43 2.3 3.5 35.9 42.6 215
(1.40) (1.09) (0.89) (0.65) (9.85) (9.83) (7.32) 100.0
Paid domestic work| 27.3 20.0 18.8 22.0 40.5 31.5 28.0
outside the home| (2.99) (3.32) (3.40) (2.17) (4.89) (4.46) (4.38) 100.0
Student 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.68) (0.00) (0.24) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
Other| 24.0 18.8 21.4 21.4 36.7 30.5 32.9
(3.21) (2.96) (3.32) (2.14) (4.77) (3.68) (4.01) 100.0
Total 32.6 34.7 32.8
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.65) (2.42) (2.68) 100.0
* “Workers” are those who reported being self-employed; worker in family business; employer; employee in another
household; employee in formal establishment; day laborer; or other.
Annex Table 75: Type of work for household heads whose work status is a worker*, percent.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Agriculture 1.1 0.8 0.8 0.9 40.2 30.4 29.4
(0.40) (0.36) (0.38) (0.24) (10.79) (10.43) (12.64) 100.0
Industry| 10.9 15.3 14.7 13.6 26.5 37.6 36.0
(1.51) (1.65) (1.70) (1.01) (3.69) (3.27) (3.78) 100.0
Water/Gas/Electric 1.1 1.6 1.2 1.3 28.3 421 29.7
(0.51) (0.50) (0.52) (0.29) (10.94) (11.32) (11.38) 100.0
Construction| 10.9 9.4 10.4 10.2 354 30.7 33.9
(1.94) (1.33) (1.72) (1.02) (5.09) (4.05) (5.19) 100.0
Transport/| 30.0 26.0 30.9 29.0 34.4 30.1 35.6
Communications| (2.42) (1.93) (2.35) (1.53) (2.83) (1.93) (2.86) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 4.1 3.3 4.0 3.8 35.9 29.1 35.0
(0.88) (0.71) (0.88) (0.53) (6.01) (5.14) (6.08) 100.0
Commercial sales| 11.8 141 11.4 12.4 31.6 37.8 30.6
(1.46) (1.51) (1.44) (0.95) (3.55) (3.26) (3.22) 100.0
Paid domestic workl 3.8 41 2.8 3.6 34.9 38.8 26.3
outside the home| (0.74) (0.95) (0.77) (0.51) (6.51) (6.60) (5.98) 100.0
Student 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.19) (0.06) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
Other| 26.4 25.4 23.8 25.2 34.8 33.8 31.4
(2.62) (2.22) (2.53) (1.75) (3.07) (2.42) (2.82) 100.0
Total 33.2 33.5 33.3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.87) (1.34) (1.90) 100.0

* “Workers” are those who reported being self-employed; worker in family business; employer; employee in another

household; employee in formal establishment; day laborer; or other.
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Annex Table 76: Type of work for all household heads whose work status is a worker*, by sex,

percent.
Column totals | | Row totals
MALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Agriculture 1.0 0.9 0.6 0.8 38.5 35.6 26.0
(0.40) (0.40) (0.37) (0.25) (11.02) (11.37) (13.11) 100.0
Industry 9.6 14.5 12.8 12.3 25.9 39.8 34.3
(1.50) (1.72) (1.70) (1.03) (3.95) (3.54) (3.92) 100.0
Water/Gas/Electric 11 1.8 11 1.3 28.3 45.2 26.5
(0.55) (0.55) (0.55) (0.31) (11.58) (12.04) (11.69) 100.0
Construction| 11.9 9.9 111 10.9 36.0 30.5 33.6
(2.13) (1.41) (1.91) (1.11) (5.18) (4.10) (5.34) 100.0
Transport/| 331 28.5 34.5 32.0 34.2 30.1 35.6
Communications| (2.61) (2.08) (2.56) (1.65) (2.83) (1.93) (2.87) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 4.3 3.3 4.2 3.9 36.3 28.4 35.4
(0.96) (0.75) (0.96) (0.57) (6.19) (5.22) (6.28) 100.0
Commercial sales| 12.9 14.3 12.5 13.2 32.2 36.5 31.3
(1.60) (1.59) (1.57) (1.02) (3.64) (3.36) (3.28) 100.0
Paid domestic work| 0.2 0.6 0.2 0.4 19.7 60.1 20.2
outside the home| (0.21) (0.36) (0.21) (0.16) (17.74) (22.03) (18.06) 100.0
Student 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.21) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
Other| 25.9 26.2 22.8 25.0 34.3 35.5 30.2
(2.75) (2.39) (2.60) (1.81) (3.21) (2.58) (3.06) 100.0
Total 33.1 33.8 33.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.90) (1.32) (1.94) 100.0
FEMALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
Agriculture 1.9 0.0 1.8 1.3 50.0 0.0 50.0
(1.86) (0.00) (1.80) (0.90) (35.68) (0.00) (35.68) 100.0
Industry| 21.9 23.5 31.3 25.8 28.9 27.8 43.3
(5.85) (5.94) (6.51) (3.64) (7.82) (7.17) (8.32) 100.0
Water/Gas/Electric 0.7 0.0 1.9 0.9 27.6 0.0 72.4
(0.75) (0.00) (1.81) (0.69) (28.26) (0.00) (28.26) 100.0
Construction 1.9 4.6 4.4 3.6 17.9 38.6 43.5
(1.89) (2.55) (2.69) (1.39) (15.94) (18.19) (19.34) 100.0
Transport / 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 0.0 0.0
Communications| (1.90) (0.00) (0.00) (0.65) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
Hotel/Restaurant 2.0 3.0 1.9 2.2 29.6 40.9 29.6
(1.90) (2.32) (1.78) (1.13) (24.57) (25.46) (24.57) 100.0
Commercial sales 2.6 11.5 1.9 5.0 17.7 69.3 13.1
(2.03) (4.41) (1.85) (1.70) (12.69) (15.97) (12.11) 100.0
Paid domestic work|  36.0 40.6 25.4 33.6 36.4 36.7 26.9
outside the home| (6.66) (7.71) (5.73) (4.17) (6.89) (6.83) (5.97) 100.0
Student 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 0.0
Other| 31.0 16.8 31.6 26.9 39.1 19.0 41.9
(5.52) (5.23) (6.97) (3.52) (6.76) (6.11) (7.40) 100.0
Total 33.9 30.4 35.7
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (3.99) (4.12) (3.86) 100.0

* “Workers” are those who reported being self-employed; worker in family business; employer; employee in another
household; employee in formal establishment; day laborer; or other.
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Annex Table 77: Occupation of all workers aged 5 years and older, percent.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security ALL security | security | security ALL
tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile
: 12.6 7.8 9.1 9.9 43.7 27.4 28.9
Day labor (unskilled)  ,’7, (1.02) (1.65) (0.91) (4.29) (3.13) (4.40) 100.0
: 14.0 13.1 147 13.9 34.6 32.5 32.9
Rickshaw puller| ~ , -, (1.24) (1.50) (0.94) (3.02) (2.35) (3.12) 100.0
House help/maid] 9.4 9.2 10.1 9.5 33.6 33.3 33.1 100.0
(salaried)| (0.97) (1.26) (1.36) (0.79) (3.77) (3.55) (3.64) :
Washerwoman / 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.3 22.1 33.6 44.3 100.0
laundryman| (0.13) (0.16) (0.20) (0.09) (13.90) (15.75) | (16.61) :
Helper (transport, 8.4 6.7 7.3 7.5 38.7 30.9 30.5 100.0
shop, other activities)| (1.17) (0.87) (0.99) (0.63) (4.30) (3.44) (4.04) :
Simple trades (potter,
smith, tailor, barber, (05;-7‘3 (05;-2(3 {05;-52) (05;82) (3655 {gsgg {3‘;-47) 100.0
construction, etc.) ) ) ) ) ) )
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 3.8 3.2 2.9 3.3 39.8 33.3 26.9 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.77) (0.67) (0.62) (0.44) (6.02) (5.47) (4.99) :
repair, etc.)
20.0 27.5 22,5 23.4 29.3 40.7 30.0
Garments worker| g, (2.21) (2.05) (1.43) (3.12) (2.84) (3.13) 100.0
. 3.0 2.3 4.2 3.1 32.6 25.0 42.4
Motor transport driver| ", (0.48) (0.63) (0.33) (5.25) (4.59) (5.45) 100.0
1.5 0.6 0.7 0.9 52.8 23.6 23.6
Street food vendor| , - (0.23) (0.30) (0.19) (10.53) (8.09) (8.96) 100.0
6.0 6.2 5.1 5.8 35.6 37.1 27.3
Hawker/peddler) ;5 (0.93) (0.87) (0.56) (4.14) (4.42) (3.95) 100.0
Petty retail business /| 2.2 3.5 4.7 3.4 22.2 35.6 42.2 100.0
shop owner| (0.47) (0.71) (0.71) (0.39) (4.43) (5.33) (5.43) :
. 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.3 51.7 0.0 48.3
Medical, healer| -, (0.00) (0.26) 0.11) (20.58) ©0.00) | (20.58) 100.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
Farmer| ;50 (0.00) (0.00) (0.01) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
: 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 46.1 34.5 19.4
Agricultural laborer 0.14) ©0.11) (0.10) (0.08) (15.27) (13.41) (18.06) 100.0
Fisherman/Fish| 16 1.2 0.6 141 49.1 35.4 155 100.0
farmer| (0.72) (0.43) (0.35) (0.45) (7.46) (9.23) (4.85) :
: 0.7 0.9 0.3 0.6 35.0 49.8 15.3
Apprentice| .~ (0.30) (0.18) (0.14) (10.51) (11.49) (8.18) 100.0
1.9 0.6 0.7 141 58.8 20.2 21.0
Beggar| ;5 (0.28) (0.31) (0.25) (8.29) (8.02) (7.05) 100.0
8.3 11.3 10.5 10.0 28.4 39.0 32.5
Other| > (1.51) (1.50) (1.00) (3.66) (3.86) (3.52) 100.0
: 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 22.6 38.7 38.7
Jute industry worker| ") (0.15) (0.28) (0.13) (8.75) (11.51) | (14.95) 100.0
34.3 34.6 31.2
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.96) (1.55) (1.93) 100.0
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Annex Table 78: Occupation of all workers aged 5 years and older, by sex, percent.

Column totals | | Row totals
MALES
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security ALL security | security | security ALL
tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile
: 15.0 9.7 10.1 1.6 44.9 28.7 26.4
Day labor (unskilled) ;o7 (1.22) (1.66) (1.04) (4.34) (3.31) (3.91) 100.0
. 19.1 18.8 21.5 19.7 33.8 33.0 33.2
Rickshaw puller| ", (1.74) (2.02) (1.28) (2.95) (2.37) (3.11) 100.0
House help/maid 0.3 1.5 0.9 0.9 12.4 56.3 31.3 100.0
(salaried)| (0.20) (0.46) (0.37) (0.23) (6.90) (10.43) | (10.53) :
Washerwoman/ 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.0 25.1 74.9 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (0.14) (0.27) (0.09) (0.00) (21.83) | (21.83) :
Helper (transport,) 11.3 9.2 10.0 10.2 38.8 31.3 29.9 100.0
shop, other activities)| (1.58) (1.17) (1.40) (0.87) (4.45) (3.60) (4.18) :
Simple trades (potter,
smith, tailor, barber, (171'12) (12'063 (172-4% (067653 (33-72) (2%90) {2%553 100.0
construction, etc.) ) ) i ) . .
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher,| 52 4.1 3.5 4.3 42.4 32.9 24.8 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (1.05) (0.93) (0.74) (0.59) (6.49) (5.68) (4.67) :
repair, etc.)
12.6 17.1 11.9 14.0 31.5 42.5 26.0
Garments worker| ., (1.90) (1.41) (1.14) (3.92) (3.71) (3.22) 100.0
. 4.1 3.3 6.4 4.5 31.9 25.2 42.9
Motor transport driver (0.80) (0.70) (0.92) (0.47) (5.16) (4.61) (5.46) 100.0
1.8 0.5 0.7 1.0 61.8 17.6 20.6
Street food vendor| , ;) (0.25) (0.32) (0.23) (10.71) (7.90) (8.83) 100.0
7.3 8.4 7.0 7.6 33.6 38.3 28.1
Hawker/peddler ;. (1.27) (1.11) ©0.71) (4.25) (4.58) (4.06) 100.0
Petty retail business / 2.8 4.2 6.5 4.4 22.3 32.6 45.1 100.0
shop owner| (0.60) (0.90) (1.04) (0.54) (4.53) (5.29) (5.67) :
. 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.0 0.0
Medical, healer| 7o (0.00) (0.00) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
Farmer|  , o5) (0.00) (0.00) (0.02) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
: 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.2 57.2 42.8 0.0
Agricultural laborer| ") (0.16) (0.00) 0.11) (13.75) (13.75) (0.00) 100.0
Fisherman/Fish 2.3 1.6 0.6 1.5 51.1 36.6 12.3 100.0
farmer| (1.03) (0.63) (0.49) (0.65) (7.96) (9.83) (5.49) :
: 0.7 1.2 0.5 0.8 29.4 52.6 18.0
Apprentice| .~ (0.43) (0.27) (0.19) (10.67) (12.44) (9.50) 100.0
1.2 0.6 0.5 0.7 54.3 26.1 19.6
Beggar| 5 (0.28) (0.27) (0.19) (11.78) (11.48) (9.46) 100.0
8.2 12.3 11.9 10.8 26.8 39.5 33.7
Other| ;73 (1.75) (1.76) (1.08) (3.55) (4.19) (3.97) 100.0
: 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.5 22.2 40.7 37.0
Jute industry worker| ", 0.21) (0.38) (0.18) (10.08) (10.87) | (15.88) 100.0
34.9 34.6 30.5
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.93) (1.50) (1.91) 100.0
FEMALES
. 7.1 3.9 7.3 6.0 38.4 221 39.5
Day labor (unskilled)  , /., (1.24) (2.27) (1.07) (7.33) (5.85) (8.67) 100.0
; 2.3 0.5 1.0 1.3 60.7 145 24.8
Rickshaw puller|  ~, (0.33) (0.54) (0.33) (13.58) 8.90) | (12.34) 100.0
House help/maid| 30.1 25.8 28.6 28.1 35.1 31.6 33.2 100.0
(salaried)| (2.65) (3.32) (3.39) (2.07) (3.89) (3.58) (3.79) :
Washerwoman /| 0.6 0.6 0.3 0.5 39.9 40.4 19.7 100.0
laundryman| (0.44) (0.42) (0.31) (0.23) (22.03) (21.95) (17.74) )
Helper (transport, 1.8 1.2 1.9 1.6 36.4 25.3 38.3 100.0
shop, other activities)| (0.71) (0.58) (0.76) (0.41) (12.28) (10.22) (11.29) )
Simple trades (potter,
smith, tailor, barber, (016; (0163 (01795) (0143 {112375-34) {325-5 (1?(;.5(; 100.0
construction, etc.) ) i i
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Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher,| 0.7 1.3 1.6 1.2 20.2 37.0 4238 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.46) (0.58) (0.84) (0.37) (11.50) (14.49) | (15.78) :
repair, etc.)
37.1 50.1 43.9 43.8 27.8 39.4 32.8
Garments worker| ./, (4.19) (4.05) (2.62) (3.43) (3.38) (3.73) 100.0
. 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.0 0.0
Motor transport driver (0.31) (0.00) (0.00) (0.10) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
0.6 0.9 0.8 0.8 27.1 40.7 32.2
Street food vendor| /) (0.52) (0.47) (0.27) (16.36) (17.98) | (16.70) 100.0
3.2 1.5 1.3 2.0 52.6 26.8 20.7
Hawker/peddler| >, (0.76) (0.78) (0.49) (12.93) (11.52) | (11.12) 100.0
Petty retail business / 0.9 2.2 0.9 1.3 21.4 57.1 215 100.0
shop owner| (0.47) (0.88) (0.47) (0.37) (10.68) (14.09) | (10.74) :
. 0.6 0.0 1.3 0.6 32.8 0.0 67.2
Medical, healer| /., (0.00) (0.77) (0.29) (20.44) 0.00) | (20.44) 100.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Farmer| o) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 0.0
. 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0
Agricultural laborer| ), (0.00) (0.31) (0.10) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) 100.0
Fisherman/Fish| 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.2 18.0 18.0 64.1 100.0
farmer| (0.12) (0.12) (0.33) (0.13) (14.68) (18.38) | (20.65) :
. 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.3 66.2 33.9 0.0
Apprentice| %) (0.30) (0.00) (0.18) (27.34) (27.34) (0.00) 100.0
35 0.8 1.3 1.9 62.6 15.2 22.2
Beggar| (0.48) (0.63) (0.49) (9.83) (8.20) (8.84) 100.0
8.5 9.2 7.5 8.4 33.1 37.7 29.3
Other| o5 (2.25) (1.89) (1.45) (6.43) (6.13) (5.68) 100.0
: 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 25.0 25.0 50.0
Jute industry worker) %) ©.11) (0.24) (0.09) (23.99) (23.99 | (31.41) 100.0
329 345 32.7
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.54) (2.35) (2.57) 100.0
Annex Table 79: Occupation of all workers aged 5 years and older, by city, percent.
Column totals | | Row totals
DHAKA
15'food | 2™ food | 3™ food 1% food | 2™ food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Day labor (unskilled)] 12.3 6.7 9.6 9.3 36.9 25.6 37.5 100.0
(2.22) (1.26) 2.17) (1.20) (6.02) (4.29) (6.76) :
Rickshaw puller] 14.2 12.8 15.4 14.1 28.1 322 39.7 100.0
(1.79) (1.55) (1.89) (1.22) (3.73) (3.15) (4.37) :
House help/maid| 11.2 12.3 12.1 11.9 26.2 36.9 36.9 100.0
(salaried)| (1.36) (1.83) (1.76) (1.16) (4.14) (4.29) (4.35) )
Washerwoman / 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.3 16.7 50.0 33.3 100.0
laundryman| (0.19) (0.26) (0.20) (0.13) (15.29) (20.52) (19.34) )
Helper (transport,, 5.7 6.5 7.0 6.5 24.6 36.1 39.3 100.0
shop, other activities)| (7.11) (1.08) (1.20) (0.74) (4.42) (4.87) (5.45) )
SimietadeoGoter 4o | 4o | 5 | 51 | | 2 | 593 | 35 | o
construction. eta]| (0% (1.05) (1.21) (0.69) (5.53) (5.41) (6.92)
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 3.4 21 2.9 2.8 34.6 26.9 38.5 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.90) (0.66) 0.77) (0.48) (7.64) (7.04) (7.65) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker| 19.9 25.0 20.5 21.9 25.4 40.6 34.1 100.0
(2.82) (2.73) (2.55) (1.93) (3.66) (3.51) (4.47) :
Motor transport driver, 2.3 2.7 3.6 2.9 21.8 32.7 455 100.0
(0.78) (0.68) (0.69) (0.41) (6.38) (6.81) (7.46) :
Street food vendor 2.3 0.7 0.7 1.2 54.6 22.7 22.7 100.0
(0.77) (0.32) (0.38) (0.28) (12.68) (9.56) | (10.69) :
Hawker/peddler 7.2 6.4 4.5 5.9 33.9 38.4 27.7 100.0
(1.25) (1.19) (0.99) (0.72) (5.71) (5.65) (5.31) :
Petty retail business /| 2.1 3.6 5.2 3.8 15.5 33.8 50.7 100.0
shop owner| (0.70) (0.99) (0.89) (0.56) (5.06) (6.96) (7.13) :
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Medical, healer 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.35) (0.13) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Fisherman/Fish 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2 25.0 50.0 25.0 100.0
farmer| (0.19) (0.21) (0.15) (0.10) (21.76) (25.13) (21.76) )
Apprentice 0.4 1.0 0.3 0.6 18.2 63.6 18.2 100.0
(0.27) (0.38) (0.20) 0.17) (11.69) (14.58) (11.69) )
Beggar 25 0.7 0.9 1.3 54.2 20.8 25.0 100.0
(0.85) (0.39) (0.39) (0.36) (10.05) (10.19) (8.63) '
Other| 11.5 14.0 10.6 12.1 26.8 41.2 32.0 100.0
(2.18) (2.29) (1.88) (1.52) (4.58) (4.79) (4.26) )
Total 28.0 35.6 36.4
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2.44) (2.03) (2.70) 100.0
CHITTAGONG
Day labor (unskilled)] 12.9 9.0 7.8 10.5 55.3 27.2 17.5 100.0
(2.38) (1.97) (1.94) (1.57) (6.33) (5.05) (3.79) )
Rickshaw puller| 13.3 12.3 11.3 12.5 48.0 30.9 21.1 100.0
(2.23) (2.36) (2.47) (1.67) (5.95) (3.82) (4.53) ’
House help/maid 7.0 3.6 4.8 5.4 58.5 20.8 20.8 100.0
(salaried) (1.21) (1.03) (1.72) (0.85) (7.81) (5.16) (6.62) )
Washerwoman / 0.2 0.0 0.9 0.3 33.3 0.0 66.7 100.0
laundryman| (0.22) (0.00) (0.60) (0.17) (27.47) (0.00) (27.47) )
Helper (transport,| 11.7 6.8 9.1 9.6 55.3 22.3 22.3 100.0
shop, other activities)| (2.36) (1.74) (1.90) (1.36) (7.25) (5.18) (6.03) )
Simple trades (potter,
i, talor barber,| 63 | 42 | 43 | sz g9 | 28 | 196 | o
construction, etc.) ) i i
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 4.7 4.8 2.6 4.3 50.0 35.7 14.3 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (7.48) (1.75) (1.09) (1.00) (10.34) (9.72) (5.74) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker| 23.7 39.4 31.6 30.5 35.0 40.7 24.3 100.0
(2.97) (4.05) (3.55) (2.42) (5.54) (4.80) (4.08) )
Motor transport driver 3.8 1.6 6.1 3.7 47.2 13.9 38.9 100.0
(0.98) (0.70) (1.52) (0.65) (9.32) (5.42) (8.77) ’
Street food vendor 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(0.32) (0.32) (0.43) (0.20) (25.23) (21.85) (21.85) '
Hawker/peddler 3.8 5.2 6.9 5.0 34.7 32.7 32.7 100.0
(0.98) (1.71) (2.03) (0.98) (6.60) (9.18) (6.91) )
Petty retail business / 2.0 3.2 1.7 2.3 39.1 43.5 17.4 100.0
shop owner| (0.67) (1.03) (0.82) (0.49) (10.36) (10.46) (8.26) )
Medical, healer 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.4 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.52) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(0.31) (0.33) (0.43) (0.25) (17.84) (15.45) (23.60) )
Fisherman/Fish 2.9 2.6 1.7 2.5 52.0 32.0 16.0 100.0
farmer| (1.69) (1.39) (1.37) (1.37) (9.12) (11.25) (5.45) )
Apprentice 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.6 50.0 33.3 16.7 100.0
(0.38) (0.62) (0.42) (0.27) (23.79) (25.07) (15.86) '
Beggar 0.9 0.3 0.4 0.6 66.7 16.7 16.7 100.0
(0.54) (0.32) (0.44) (0.28) (20.98) (15.86) (15.86) )
Other 4.1 5.8 9.5 5.9 31.0 31.0 37.9 100.0
(0.91) (1.14) (2.60) (0.98) (6.31) (6.46) (6.92) )
Total 45.0 31.5 23.5
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (3.86) (2.78) (2.92) 100.0
RAJSHAHI
Day labor (unskilled)] 16.0 17.0 9.0 14.7 12.9 9.0 7.8 10.5
(4.71) (4.95) (5.07) (3.56) (2.38) (1.97) (1.94) (1.57)
Rickshaw puller| 17.9 21.4 16.4 19.0 13.3 12.3 11.3 12.5
(4.20) (5.88) (4.50) (3.58) (2.23) (2.36) (2.47) (1.67)
House help/maid 7.6 5.4 6.0 6.3 7.0 3.6 4.8 5.4
(salaried) (3.85) (2.15) (4.10) (2.13) (1.21) (1.03) (1.72) (0.85)
Helper (transport,, 5.7 5.4 1.5 4.6 0.2 0.0 0.9 0.3
shop, other activities)| (2.25) (2.07) (1.50) (1.26) (0.22) (0.00) (0.60) (0.17)
Simple trades (potter,
smith, tailor, barber, (2%97) (223 (1%2(3 (1‘33 (;13'67) {167'2 {1%01) (1933
construction, etc.) ) . .
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Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 2.8 3.6 45 3.5 6.3 4.2 4.3 5.2
electrician, mechanic,| (1.45) (1.68) (2.64) (0.94) (1.60) (1.45) (1.48) (1.19)
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 1.9 0.9 1.5 1.4 4.7 4.8 2.6 4.3
(1.77) (0.86) (1.48) (0.80) (1.48) (1.75) (1.09) (1.00)
Motor transport driver, 0.9 0.0 1.5 0.7 23.7 39.4 31.6 30.5
(0.90) (0.00) (1.50) (0.48) (2.97) (4.05) (3.55) (2.42)
Street food vendor 0.0 0.9 1.5 0.7 3.8 1.6 6.1 3.7
(0.00) (0.85) (1.41) (0.49) (0.98) (0.70) (1.52) (0.65)
Hawker/peddler 8.5 8.0 6.0 7.7 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4
(3.96) (3.35) (3.83) (2.59) (0.32) (0.32) (0.43) (0.20)
Petty retail business / 47 3.6 14.9 6.7 3.8 5.2 6.9 5.0
shop owner| (1.72) (2.09) (7.20) (2.09) (0.98) (1.71) (2.03) (0.98)
Agricultural laborer 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.7 2.0 3.2 1.7 23
(0.00) (1.26) (0.00) (0.49) (0.67) (1.03) (0.82) (0.49)
Fisherman/Fish 3.8 1.8 1.5 25 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.4
farmer| (2.23) (1.28) (1.55) (1.48) (0.52) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25)
Apprentice 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4
(1.29) (0.00) (0.00) (0.47) (0.31) (0.33) (0.43) (0.25)
Beggar 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.7 29 2.6 1.7 2.5
(1.32) (0.00) (0.00) (0.49) (1.69) (1.39) (1.37) (1.37)
Other| 14.2 13.4 14.9 14.0 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.6
(4.89) (3.79) (5.26) (2.82) (0.38) (0.62) (0.42) (0.27)
Jute industry worker 6.6 10.7 17.9 10.9 0.9 0.3 0.4 0.6
(3.59) (3.85) (8.45) (3.85) (0.54) (0.32) (0.44) (0.28)
Total 4.1 5.8 9.5 5.9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (0.91) (1.14) (2.60) (0.98)
KHULNA
Day labor (unskilled) 9.4 8.1 8.3 8.7 52.6 36.8 10.5 100.0
(3.42) (3.16) (4.71) (2.40) (11.03) (9.63) (7.10) )
Rickshaw puller| 15.0 14.9 37.5 17.4 421 34.2 23.7 100.0
(3.19) (4.93) (12.25) (2.77) (10.87) (10.55) (9.04) '
House help/maid| 13.1 1.2 8.3 7.8 82.4 5.9 11.8 100.0
(salaried) (3.74) (1.08) (6.63) (2.04) (11.78) (6.14) (10.77) '
Helper (transport,) 12.2 10.3 4.2 10.6 56.5 39.1 4.4 100.0
shop, other activities)| (3.77) (3.55) (4.33) (2.65) (10.39) (9.80) (4.21) )
Simple trades (potter,
it talor, barber| 58 | [81 | 42 | 98 I A S T
construction, etc.) ’ ’ i
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 0.9 10.3 0.0 4.6 10.0 90.0 0.0 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.94) (3.80) (0.00) (1.39) (10.04) (10.04) (0.00) :
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 0.9 5.8 8.3 3.7 12.5 62.5 25.0 100.0
(0.95) (3.01) (7.50) (2.01) (13.53) (15.00) (15.17) )
Motor transport driver, 4.7 2.3 12.5 4.6 50.0 20.0 30.0 100.0
(1.83) (1.53) (7.23) (1.13) (14.64) (13.42) (13.42) )
Street food vendor 2.8 1.2 4.2 2.3 60.0 20.0 20.0 100.0
(2.01) (1.17) (3.31) (1.47) (15.49) (10.14) (21.11) )
Hawker/peddler| 12.2 10.3 0.0 10.1 59.1 40.9 0.0 100.0
(3.74) (2.61) (0.00) (2.47) (8.49) (8.49) (0.00) )
Petty retail business / 3.7 5.8 4.2 4.6 40.0 50.0 10.0 100.0
shop owner| (2.39) (2.83) (4.50) (1.71) (18.52) (17.93) (10.35) )
Medical, healer 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.5 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.92) (0.00) (0.00) (0.45) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Farmer 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.5 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.95) (0.00) (0.00) (0.47) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.5 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.94) (0.00) (0.00) (0.46) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Fisherman/Fish 3.7 4.6 0.0 3.7 50.0 50.0 0.0 100.0
farmer| (2.20) (2.00) (0.00) (1.68) (12.94) (12.94) (0.00) )
Apprentice 2.8 2.3 0.0 2.3 60.0 40.0 0.0 100.0
(2.07) (1.53) (0.00) (1.10) (25.52) (25.52) (0.00) )
Beggar 4.7 2.3 0.0 3.2 71.4 28.6 0.0 100.0
(2.66) (2.16) (0.00) (1.96) (15.81) (15.81) (0.00) )
Other 5.6 4.6 8.3 5.5 50.0 33.3 16.7 100.0
(3.09) (2.78) (3.59) (1.73) (19.29) (17.25) (12.20) )
Total 491 39.9 11.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (4.43) (2.92) (3.86) 100.0
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Annex Table 80: Occupation of all household heads that are workers, percent.

Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Day labor (unskilled)| 16.3 10.3 10.6 12.4 44.0 27.6 28.4 100.0
(2.33) (1.47) (1.81) (1.22) (4.71) (3.54) (4.33) )
Rickshaw puller| 22.2 20.9 22.8 22.0 33.8 31.7 34.4 100.0
(2.04) (1.91) (2.24) (1.38) (3.07) (2.44) (3.28) )
House help/maid 4.1 4.6 4.6 4.4 30.7 34.6 34.7 100.0
(salaried) (0.77) (0.99) (0.94) (0.57) (5.50) (5.61) (5.45) )
Washerwoman / 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.0 50.3 49.7 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (0.27) (0.26) 0.12) (0.00) (25.06) (25.06) )
Helper (transport, 6.5 6.9 7.7 7.0 31.1 32.6 36.3 100.0
shop, other activities)| (7.17) (1.05) (1.22) (0.75) (4.53) (4.05) (4.68) )
Simple trades (potter,
s, tallor, barver| 62 | 68 | 67 | 68 a3 | s | a@e | g
construction, etc.) ) ) ) ) ) ) ’
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 4.2 3.6 3.5 3.8 37.4 31.7 31.0 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.94) (0.83) (0.84) (0.54) (6.57) (5.85) (6.01) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 8.8 11.9 9.9 10.2 28.9 38.8 32.3 100.0
(1.49) (1.62) (1.35) (0.93) (4.34) (4.18) (4.34) )
Motor transport driver 4.7 3.3 6.1 4.7 33.3 23.6 43.1 100.0
(0.99) (0.77) (0.99) (0.53) (5.95) (4.93) (5.79) :
Street food vendor 2.2 1.1 1.1 1.5 50.5 24.7 247 100.0
(0.69) (0.42) (0.42) (0.30) (10.92) (8.87) (8.95) )
Hawker/peddler 8.0 9.5 6.2 7.9 33.8 40.1 26.2 100.0
(1.08) (1.47) (0.98) (0.74) (4.02) (4.53) (3.73) '
Petty retail business /| 2.9 5.0 6.7 4.9 19.9 34.2 45.9 100.0
shop owner| (0.69) (1.04) (1.15) (0.61) (4.32) (5.42) (6.01) )
Medical, healer 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.26) (0.00) (0.00) (0.09) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Farmer 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.02) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.3 46.1 34.5 19.4 100.0
(0.26) (0.21) (0.18) (0.15) (15.27) (13.41) (18.06) )
Fisherman/Fish 1.8 1.8 0.6 1.4 441 42.5 13.4 100.0
farmer| (0.82) (0.68) (0.42) (0.50) (9.97) (13.61) (6.71) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar 25 0.8 0.9 1.4 58.5 19.4 221 100.0
(0.61) (0.38) (0.41) (0.30) (8.97) (7.71) (8.43) )
Other 8.4 12.2 11.2 10.6 26.5 38.4 35.1 100.0
(1.40) (1.62) (1.73) (1.06) (4.12) (3.86) (4.03) )
Jute industry worker) 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.6 24.0 36.0 40.0 100.0
(0.26) (0.25) (0.45) (0.23) (10.33) (12.01) (15.96) )
Total 33.5 33.3 33.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.86) (1.33) (1.88) 100.0
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Annex Table 81: Occupation of all household heads that are workers, by sex, percent.

Column totals Row totals
MALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Day labor (unskilled)] 17.0 10.9 11.0 13.0 43.7 28.3 28.0 100.0
(2.55) (1.55) (1.97) (1.30) (4.91) (3.73) (4.55) )
Rickshaw puller| 24.7 23.1 25.6 24.4 33.7 31.8 34.5 100.0
(2.24) (2.06) (2.42) (1.49) (3.07) (2.44) (3.28) ’
House help/maid 0.3 0.8 0.4 0.5 19.5 52.4 28.2 100.0
(salaried)| (0.23) (0.37) (0.30) (0.17) (13.73) (17.73) (16.52) )
Washerwoman / 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.0 33.6 66.4 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (0.21) (0.30) (0.12) (0.00) (27.41) (27.41) )
Helper (transport, 7.2 7.4 8.4 7.7 31.4 324 36.1 100.0
shop, other activities)| (1.32) (1.15) (1.37) (0.84) (4.59) (4.05) (4.66) )
St taitor, vber| 66 7.3 7.3 71 31.2 34.9 339 | 400.0
construction, etc.) (1.22) (1.25) (1.30) (0.86) (4.42) (4.02) (5.33)
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 4.7 3.8 3.5 4.0 39.3 31.6 29.1 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (71.04) (0.86) (0.86) (0.58) (6.69) (5.68) (5.77) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 7.4 10.9 7.7 8.7 28.3 42.3 29.4 100.0
(1.33) (1.67) (1.25) (0.91) (4.55) (4.61) (4.50) ’
Motor transport driver, 5.2 3.7 6.9 5.2 33.3 23.6 43.1 100.0
(1.09) (0.85) (1.11) (0.59) (5.95) (4.93) (5.79) )
Street food vendor 2.3 0.8 0.9 1.3 56.9 19.9 23.2 100.0
(0.70) (0.37) (0.43) (0.30) (11.44) (8.76) (9.67) ’
Hawker/peddler 8.4 10.2 6.8 8.5 33.0 40.6 26.5 100.0
(1.17) (1.60) (1.07) (0.80) (4.23) (4.61) (3.91) )
Petty retail business / 3.2 4.9 7.3 5.1 21.1 32.2 46.8 100.0
shop owner| (0.77) (1.07) (1.26) (0.66) (4.60) (5.45) (6.10) )
Medical, healer 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.22) (0.00) (0.00) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Farmer 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.08) (0.00) (0.00) (0.03) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.3 57.2 42.8 0.0 100.0
(0.30) (0.23) (0.00) (0.16) (13.75) (13.75) (0.00) ’
Fisherman/Fish 2.0 2.0 0.6 1.6 441 42.5 13.4 100.0
farmer| (0.92) (0.75) (0.47) (0.56) (9.97) (13.61) (6.71) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar 1.3 0.6 0.4 0.8 55.9 26.5 17.7 100.0
(0.50) (0.36) (0.30) (0.23) (14.63) (13.10) (11.35) ’
Other 8.3 12.6 12.0 11.0 25.2 38.7 36.0 100.0
(1.40) (1.71) (1.91) (1.11) (4.06) (3.95) (4.34) )
Jute industry worker) 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.6 26.1 39.1 34.8 100.0
(0.29) (0.27) (0.43) (0.23) (11.83) (11.26) (16.22) ’
Total 33.3 33.7 33.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.90) (1.32) (1.94) 100.0
FEMALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLD
Day labor (unskilled)) 10.0 4.3 6.9 7.2 48.3 18.0 33.7 100.0
(3.66) (2.39) (3.30) (2.05) (12.25) (9.54) (12.21) ’
Rickshaw puller 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.6 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(1.70) (0.00) (0.00) (0.60) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
House help/maid| 35.2 41.3 38.5 38.2 32.0 32.6 35.4 100.0
(salaried) (5.84) (7.59) (5.37) (3.90) (5.86) (5.88) (5.58) )
Washerwoman / 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (1.99) (0.00) (0.60) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Helper (transport,, 0.7 2.0 1.7 1.4 15.8 41.6 426 100.0
shop, other activities)| (0.64) (1.95) (1.65) (0.86) (16.32) (30.78) (30.93) )
Simple trades (potter,
smith, talor, barber, (3 | 25 (RS ED o0 | 2od | s | 1000
construction, etc.) ) ) i |
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Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 0.0 2.0 3.4 1.8 0.0 33.3 66.7 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.00) (1.91) (2.32) (1.01) (0.00) (27.35) (27.35) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker| 20.6 21.6 27.7 23.4 30.6 27.9 41.6 100.0
(5.55) (5.56) (6.23) (3.32) (8.01) (7.19) (8.37) ’
Motor transport driver, 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Street food vendor 1.7 4.0 2.4 2.6 229 45.8 31.4 100.0
(1.70) (2.80) (1.82) (1.19) (20.03) (23.39) (20.94) ’
Hawker/peddler 47 2.7 1.7 3.0 53.6 27.0 19.4 100.0
(2.52) (2.04) (1.67) (1.20) (20.59) (18.07) (17.27) )
Petty retail business / 0.0 5.9 2.4 2.6 0.0 68.3 31.7 100.0
shop owner| (0.00) (3.29) (1.79) (1.19) (0.00) (20.99) (20.99) )
Medical, healer 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.6 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(1.67) (0.00) (0.00) (0.59) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Farmer 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (1.67) (0.59) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Fisherman/Fish 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
farmer| (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar| 11.9 2.7 51 6.8 61.2 12.2 26.6 100.0
(3.65) (2.13) (2.87) (1.80) (13.59) (8.74) (13.08) ’
Other 9.3 8.8 51 7.7 421 34.4 23.6 100.0
(3.60) (3.62) (2.88) (2.07) (12.25) (13.46) (10.93) )
Jute industry worker) 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (1.29) (0.46) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
Total 34.7 30.2 35.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (3.99) (4.01) (3.87) 100.0
Annex Table 82: Occupation of all workers aged 5 years and older, by city, percent.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Day labor (unskilled), 16.7 9.3 11.4 12.2 38.5 25.6 35.9 100.0
(3.54) (1.92) (2.44) (1.62) (6.65) (4.83) (6.68) ’
Rickshaw puller| 22.6 20.7 255 23.1 27.5 30.2 42.3 100.0
(2.90) (2.44) (2.90) (1.89) (3.71) (3.12) (4.54) )
House help/maid 4.8 5.6 5.4 5.3 25.5 35.3 39.2 100.0
(salaried)| (1.21) (1.46) (1.26) (0.86) (6.23) (6.71) (6.71) )
Washerwoman / 0.0 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.0 66.7 33.3 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (0.44) (0.27) (0.18) (0.00) (27.35) (27.35) )
Helper (transport,| 4.4 6.8 71 6.2 20.0 36.7 43.3 100.0
shop, other activities)| (7.21) (1.31) (1.42) (0.89) (4.62) (5.54) (6.11) )
Spletssespoterl ss | 77 | 78 | 7
construction, etc.) (1.39) (1.62) (1.54) (1.02) (4.81) (5.32) (6.74)
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 3.7 2.8 3.5 3.3 31.3 28.1 40.6 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (7.19) (0.97) (1.05) (0.64) (9.19) (7.92) (9.25) :
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 8.5 9.3 6.5 8.0 29.9 39.0 31.2 100.0
(2.00) (2.04) (1.33) (1.20) (5.84) (5.77) (6.04) )
Motor transport driver, 3.3 3.7 5.2 4.2 225 30.0 47.5 100.0
(1.19) (1.07) (1.08) (0.61) (7.36) (7.50) (8.12) )
Street food vendor 3.3 1.2 1.1 1.8 52.9 23.5 23.5 100.0
(1.23) (0.61) (0.53) (0.44) (13.38) (10.71) (10.71) )
Hawker/peddler 8.5 9.9 5.7 7.9 30.3 421 27.6 100.0
(1.66) (2.02) (1.16) (0.96) (5.58) (6.28) (5.21) )
Petty retail business /| 3.3 5.3 7.9 5.7 16.4 30.9 52.7 100.0
shop owner| (1.08) (1.50) (1.55) (0.92) (4.93) (6.77) (7.48) )
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Medical, healer 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) '
Fisherman/Fish 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.4 25.0 50.0 25.0 100.0
farmer| (0.37) (0.43) (0.27) (0.20) (21.76) (25.13) (21.76) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar 3.0 1.2 1.1 1.7 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(0.97) (0.61) (0.53) (0.44) (10.88) (10.42) (10.42) '
Other| 11.9 15.4 11.4 12.9 25.8 40.3 33.9 100.0
(2.39) (2.40) (2.22) (1.57) (5.15) (4.86) (4.89) )
Total 28.1 33.7 38.3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 2.37) (1.80) (2.64) 100.0
CHITTAGONG
Day labor (unskilled), 16.6 111 8.1 12.6 55.4 27.7 16.9 100.0
(3.65) (2.75) (2.28) (2.21) (7.52) (5.92) (4.32) )
Rickshaw puller| 21.7 21.0 14.7 19.6 46.5 33.7 19.8 100.0
(3.43) (3.64) (3.40) (2.34) (6.31) (4.43) (4.53) )
House help/maid 2.3 3.1 2.2 25 38.5 38.5 23.1 100.0
(salaried) (0.96) (1.27) (1.23) (0.62) (13.62) (13.62) (11.79) )
Washerwoman / 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
laundryman| (0.00) (0.00) (0.73) (0.19) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Helper (transport, 8.8 7.4 10.3 8.7 42.2 26.7 31.1 100.0
shop, other activities)| (2.39) (2.20) (2.79) (1.60) (8.64) (6.70) (7.94) )
Simple trades (potter,
i, talor, barber,| ;74| 48 | 52 | 6o ste | 8 | 2o |y
construction, etc.) ) ) ’ ) ) i i
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher,, 55 4.9 3.7 4.9 48.0 32.0 20.0 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (1.78) (1.88) (1.58) (1.17) (9.71) (9.77) (7.31) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker| 11.1 20.4 20.6 16.5 28.2 38.8 32.9 100.0
(2.72) (3.25) (3.43) (1.81) (6.50) (6.17) (6.32) )
Motor transport driver 6.5 3.1 8.8 6.0 452 16.1 38.7 100.0
(1.89) (1.30) (2.41) (1.20) (10.16) (6.39) (9.20) )
Street food vendor 0.9 0.6 0.7 0.8 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(0.65) (0.61) (0.73) (0.38) (25.23) (21.85) (21.85) '
Hawker/peddler 6.0 8.0 8.1 7.2 35.1 35.1 29.7 100.0
(1.45) (2.52) (2.19) (1.35) (6.60) (8.15) (6.43) )
Petty retail business / 2.3 4.3 2.9 3.1 31.3 43.8 25.0 100.0
shop owner| (0.99) (1.49) (1.34) (0.72) (10.94) (11.71) (11.15) )
Medical, healer 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.4 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(0.63) (0.00) (0.00) (0.27) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) '
Agricultural laborer 0.9 0.6 0.7 0.8 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(0.63) (0.62) (0.73) (0.47) (17.84) (15.45) (23.60) )
Fisherman/Fish 3.2 3.7 1.5 2.9 46.7 40.0 13.3 100.0
farmer| (1.97) (2.03) (1.49) (1.50) (13.09) (18.65) (7.92) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) '
Beggar 1.4 0.0 0.7 0.8 75.0 0.0 25.0 100.0
(0.78) (0.00) (0.74) (0.38) (21.85) (0.00) (21.85) )
Other 4.6 6.8 11.0 7.0 27.8 30.6 41.7 100.0
(1.47) (2.03) (3.07) (1.43) (7.58) (6.53) (8.27) '
Total 42.1 31.5 26.4
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (3.66) (2.33) (2.99) 100.0
RAJSHAHI
1st 2nd 3rd 1st 2nd 3rd
food food food food food food
securi securi securi ALL securi securit securi ALL
ty ty ty ty y ty
tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile tercile
Day labor (unskilled)| 16.9 16.2 12.0 15.3 37.9 41.4 20.7 100.0
(4.91) (5.17) (6.75) (3.67) (7.08) (9.10) (10.43) )
Rickshaw puller| 23.1 24.3 18.0 22.2 35.7 42.9 21.4 100.0
(5.62) (7.95) (5.55) (4.51) (7.61) (10.68) (7.86) '
House help/maid 7.7 5.4 6.0 6.4 4.7 33.3 25.0 100.0
(salaried)| (4.27) (2.92) (3.91) (2.25) (17.10) (18.47) (14.81) )
Helper (transport, 3.1 4.1 2.0 3.2 33.3 50.0 16.7 100.0
shop, other activities)| (2.13) (2.90) (1.99) (1.72) (24.18) (17.10) (9.87) )
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Simple trades (potter,
it talor barber,| 48 | 41| 20| o7 oo | a9 | 143 |00
construction, etc.) ) ) ’
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 3.1 2.7 4.0 3.2 33.3 33.3 33.3 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (2.02) (1.96) (2.79) (1.36) (21.33) (16.12) (16.12) )
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
(0.00) (0.00) (1.95) (0.53) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Motor transport driver, 1.5 0.0 2.0 1.1 50.0 0.0 50.0 100.0
(1.50) (0.00) (1.99) (0.74) (36.27) (0.00) (36.27) '
Street food vendor 0.0 1.4 2.0 1.1 0.0 50.0 50.0 100.0
(0.00) (1.30) (1.86) (0.72) (0.00) (36.27) (36.27) )
Hawker/peddler| 10.8 9.5 6.0 9.0 41.2 41.2 17.7 100.0
(5.12) (3.74) (4.22) (3.07) (12.82) (9.79) (12.49) )
Petty retail business /| 4.6 5.4 12.0 6.9 23.1 30.8 46.2 100.0
shop owner| (2.33) (3.10) (5.04) (2.19) (8.28) (11.74) (15.67) )
Agricultural laborer 0.0 2.7 0.0 1.1 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
(0.00) (1.87) (0.00) (0.73) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Fisherman/Fish 3.1 1.4 0.0 1.6 66.7 33.3 0.0 100.0
farmer| (2.13) (1.34) (0.00) (1.16) (16.12) (16.12) (0.00) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar 3.1 0.0 0.0 1.1 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(2.09) (0.00) (0.00) (0.73) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Other 9.2 10.8 12.0 10.6 30.0 40.0 30.0 100.0
(3.86) (4.42) (4.08) (2.81) (8.46) (11.33) (12.27) )
Jute industry worker 9.2 12.2 20.0 13.2 24.0 36.0 40.0 100.0
(5.38) (4.80) (9.55) (4.94) (10.33) (12.01) (15.96) )
Total 34.4 39.2 26.5
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (4.14) (4.73) (5.98) 100.0
KHULNA
Day labor (unskilled) 8.6 111 9.1 9.6 42.9 42.9 14.3 100.0
(4.25) (3.77) (5.13) (2.43) (15.01) (13.93) (8.58) )
Rickshaw puller| 21.4 18.5 40.9 23.3 441 29.4 26.5 100.0
(4.81) (6.61) (12.50) (3.49) (10.90) (10.26) (9.51) )
House help/maid 7.4 0.0 4.6 4.1 83.3 0.0 16.7 100.0
(salaried)| (3.32) (0.00) (3.69) (1.93) (13.49) (0.00) (13.49) )
Helper (transport,) 12.9 7.4 4.6 9.6 64.3 28.6 71 100.0
shop, other activities)| (3.40) (3.43) (4.66) (2.65) (11.59) (9.21) (6.20) )
Simple trades (potter,
s, tallor, barver] 43 | [30 | 48 | 78 T3 | s |91 | gy
construction, etc.) ' : : -
Specialized trades
(clerk, teacher, 0.0 7.4 0.0 2.7 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
electrician, mechanic,| (0.00) (3.18) (0.00) (1.19) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) ’
repair, etc.)
Garments worker 1.4 3.7 9.1 3.4 20.0 40.0 40.0 100.0
(1.43) (3.61) (8.40) (2.75) (23.42) (11.71) (11.71) )
Motor transport driver 71 3.7 13.6 6.9 50.0 20.0 30.0 100.0
(2.51) (2.60) (7.89) (1.62) (14.64) (13.42) (13.42) )
Street food vendor 2.9 1.9 4.6 2.7 50.0 25.0 25.0 100.0
(1.85) (1.88) (3.69) (1.55) (18.30) (15.85) (24.21) :
Hawker/peddler| 15.7 14.8 0.0 13.0 57.9 421 0.0 100.0
(4.80) (4.04) (0.00) (3.44) (8.32) (8.32) (0.00) )
Petty retail business / 1.4 5.6 4.6 3.4 20.0 60.0 20.0 100.0
shop owner| (1.41) (3.11) (4.87) (1.32) (18.52) (22.68) (18.52) )
Medical, healer 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(1.41) (0.00) (0.00) (0.68) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Farmer 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(1.43) (0.00) (0.00) (0.69) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Agricultural laborer 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
(1.45) (0.00) (0.00) (0.68) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Fisherman/Fish 4.3 5.6 0.0 4.1 50.0 50.0 0.0 100.0
farmer| (2.16) (2.91) (0.00) (1.95) (12.20) (12.20) (0.00) )
Apprentice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Beggar 5.7 1.9 0.0 34 80.0 20.0 0.0 100.0
(3.24) (1.80) (0.00) (2.14) (10.14) (10.14) (0.00) :
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Other 2.9 5.6 4.6 41 33.3 50.0 16.7 100.0
(1.81) (3.11) (3.69) (1.66) (16.27) (17.25) (16.27) '
Total 48.0 37.0 15.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (4.66) (2.34) (4.66) 100.0
Annex Table 83: Employer of all workers aged 5 years and older, percent.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Self| 34.0 35.1 35.3 34.8 33.5 34.9 31.6 100.0
(2.02) (1.98) (2.32) (1.47) (2.17) (1.82) (2.50) )
Household head 6.3 6.0 8.3 6.8 31.8 30.5 37.7 100.0
(1.01) (0.90) (1.49) (0.85) (4.31) (3.23) (4.40) )
Private individual| 41.0 35.2 36.1 37.5 37.5 32.5 30.0 100.0
(2.50) (2.33) (2.46) (1.75) (2.61) (2.10) (2.46) )
Private company| 15.1 20.9 16.1 17.4 29.7 41.4 28.9 100.0
(1.90) (2.20) (1.93) (1.43) (3.77) (3.34) (3.32) )
Government 1.3 1.2 1.6 1.4 31.6 31.6 36.9 100.0
(0.50) (0.34) (0.47) (0.28) (9.51) (7.98) (7.66) )
State-owned 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.5 24.9 37.9 37.2 100.0
enterprise (parastatal)| (0.18) (0.23) (0.30) (0.16) (10.98) (12.68) (12.16) )
NGO 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 30.2 34.9 34.9 100.0
(0.11) (0.13) (0.15) (0.09) (18.64) (15.51) (15.51) )
Public Works 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 16.2 0.0 83.8 100.0
Program| (0.04) (0.00) (0.15) (0.05) (16.60) (0.00) (16.60) )
Other 1.8 0.9 1.6 1.4 44.2 21.2 34.7 100.0
(0.67) (0.31) (0.49) (0.30) (10.64) (7.03) (9.07) )
Total 34.3 34.6 31.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.96) (1.55) (1.93) 100.0
Annex Table 84: Employer of all household heads who are workers, percent.
Column totals Row totals
1% food | 2™ food | 3" food 1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL tercile tercile tercile ALL
Self| 49.1 48.8 48.1 48.7 33.8 33.4 32.8 100.0
(2.65) (2.34) (3.02) (1.86) (2.22) (1.73) (2.49) '
Household head 1.8 3.1 3.5 2.8 21.7 36.6 4.7 100.0
(0.54) (0.68) (0.98) (0.52) (4.85) (6.34) (7.63) )
Private individual| 36.7 34.1 32.8 34.5 35.6 32.9 31.5 100.0
(2.70) (2.25) (2.68) (1.80) (2.77) (2.04) (2.50) '
Private company 8.3 10.5 9.7 9.5 29.3 36.8 33.9 100.0
(1.35) (1.44) (1.51) (0.84) (4.50) (4.28) (4.80) )
Government 1.8 1.8 25 241 29.7 29.7 40.6 100.0
(0.66) (0.61) (0.72) (0.41) (8.66) (8.54) (8.07) '
State-owned 0.5 0.8 1.0 0.8 22.3 35.2 425 100.0
enterprise (parastatal)| (0.29) (0.32) (0.49) (0.26) (10.96) (11.46) (11.25) )
NGO 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.2 57.4 0.0 42.6 100.0
(0.19) (0.00) (0.19) (0.09) (30.93) (0.00) (30.93) )
Public Works| 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
Program| (0.00) (0.00) (0.19) (0.06) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) )
Other 1.5 1.0 241 1.5 33.4 21.2 454 100.0
(0.62) (0.40) (0.76) (0.37) (11.49) (7.70) (11.30) '
Total 33.5 33.3 33.2
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 (1.86) (1.33) (1.88) 100.0




Annex Table 85: Average hourly wage for all workers aged 5 years and older, by city or sex, Taka

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 10.69 10.92 12.08 11.20
(0.34) (0.25) (0.34) (0.21)
CITY
Dhaka| 10.80 10.62 12.14 11.23
(0.60) (0.28) (0.44) (0.30)
Chittagong| 10.70 11.65 11.92 11.28
(0.32) (0.57) (0.50) (0.32)
Khulna| 9.65 10.79 12.39 10.74
(0.37) (0.68) (0.65) (0.40)
Rajshahi| 10.22 10.28 10.87 10.31
(1.24) (0.92) (1.77) (0.89)
SEX
Male| 12.11 12.82 14.28 13.01
(0.28) (0.30) (0.38) (0.22)
Female| 7.45 6.80 7.68 7.30
(0.81) (0.24) (0.43) (0.33)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 86: Average hourly wage for all household heads who are workers, by city or sex, Taka

1% food | 2" food | 3" food
security | security | security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 13.29 13.79 15.10 14.06
(0.35) (0.35) (0.41) (0.26)
CITY
Dhaka| 13.25 13.68 15.76 14.36
(0.51) (0.35) (0.53) (0.32)
Chittagong| 13.72 14.62 13.77 14.01
(0.54) (0.90) (0.64) (0.50)
Khulna| 10.99 11.33 13.12 11.69
(0.53) (0.52) (0.70) (0.40)
Rajshahi| 12.43 12.34 11.54 12.26
(1.74) (1.12) (1.64) (1.15)
SEX
Male| 14.05 14.42 15.74 14.73
(0.37) (0.36) (0.42) (0.26)
Female| 7.04 7.69 9.94 8.26
(0.48) (0.80) (1.34) (0.59)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00
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Housing, utilities, and household assets

Annex Table 87: Housing tenure, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Owned 9.8 13.1 19.5 38.0 12.9 12.3 11.5 12.3
(2.03) (2.85) (7.01) (8.79) (2.25) (1.92) (1.88) (1.59)
Being purchased 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.67) (0.00) (0.07) (0.00) (0.02)
Employer provides 0.5 0.2 4.0 0.0 0.4 0.7 0.6 0.5
(0.26) (0.18) (4.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.42) (0.33) (0.25)
Free, authorized 2.4 1.5 8.5 7.3 2.9 2.8 2.0 25
0.71) (0.55) (4.99) (3.71) (0.70) (0.72) (0.63) (0.53)
Free, not authorized 4.0 2.7 3.0 2.7 4.0 4.0 25 3.5
(1.38) (1.57) (2.52) (1.82) (1.13) (1.26) (0.91) (0.98)
Rented| 76.4 80.6 55.0 19.3 711 74.7 78.7 74.8
(2.74) (3.35) (8.54) (4.08) (2.96) (2.46) (2.26) (2.01)
Squatting 6.9 2.0 10.0 32.0 8.8 5.4 4.8 6.3
(1.84) (1.08) (5.08) (9.96) (2.22) (1.22) (1.23) (1.22)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Annex Table 88: Average monthly value of housing (monthly rent payment for households paying
rent or estimated rent could receive for residence for other households), Taka

1% food 2" food 3" food
security security security

tercile tercile tercile ALL

Urban slum population| 767.98 841.09 855.13 822.10

(30.59) (27.41) (34.24) (22.21)

Dhaka| 798.70 909.03 895.20 874.22

(39.79) (39.27) (45.27) (31.45)

Chittagong| 798.88 811.93 836.69 812.89

(54.60) (40.02) (48.95) (34.61)

Khulna| 339.84 373.90 366.88 359.92

(31.00) (43.86) (44.27) (29.05)

Rajshahi| 539.57 543.42 361.11 509.51

(62.31) (40.33) (51.01) (37.73)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00
Annex Table 89: Type of housing, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security

Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Single house| 54.4 46.9 64.0 56.0 58.4 47.6 51.5 52.5
(3.87) (4.92) (6.63) (5.76) (3.72) (3.21) (3.82) (2.83)
Several separate| 26.0 324 32,5 40.7 26.3 30.8 29.4 28.8
structures| (3.13) (4.38) (6.52) (5.97) (3.12) (2.79) (3.52) (2.37)
Apartment/flat 0.3 0.2 1.0 1.3 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.3
(0.17) (0.18) (1.00) (0.91) (0.27) (0.18) (0.22) (0.13)
Roominalarger| 17.9 20.2 2.0 1.3 14.2 20.4 17.5 17.4
dwelling| (3.45) (4.82) (0.92) (0.91) (2.58) (3.17) (3.37) (2.59)
Improvised housing 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.9 0.9 0.7
(0.39) (0.25) (0.00) (0.67) (0.26) (0.40) (0.39) (0.25)
Other 0.4 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.3
(0.28) (0.00) (0.50) (0.00) (0.18) (0.18) (0.26) (0.17)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0




Annex Table 90: Material of outer walls of dwelling, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Grass/straw| 0.6 1.8 17.0 20.7 23 3.0 1.9 2.4
(0.24) (0.86) (4.05) (7.20) (0.50) (0.69) (0.62) (0.44)
Bamboo| 27.3 62.9 43.0 17.3 43.4 37.9 36.1 39.1
(2.95) (3.85) (6.77) (5.11) (3.08) (2.78) (3.21) (2.19)
Mud or unfired mud| 0.9 2.6 0.5 10.0 2.1 1.9 1.1 1.7
brick| (0.29) (0.91) (0.50) (4.58) (0.63) (0.54) (0.43) (0.37)
Fired brick (red)| 15.5 16.9 17.0 42.0 14.7 17.9 18.2 16.9
(2.51) (3.06) (4.82) (9.22) (2.38) (2.23) (2.56) (1.84)
Concrete 4.9 6.4 1.0 2.0 4.9 4.6 5.8 5.1
(1.35) (1.90) (0.69) (2.00) (1.13) (1.11) (1.64) (1.01)
Wood 0.2 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.6
(0.14) (0.00) (4.41) (0.00) (0.28) (0.30) (0.31) (0.22)
Tin sheets| 47.0 9.3 5.0 4.7 29.8 31.8 32.9 31.5
(3.52) (2.55) (1.54) (1.92) (3.23) (2.89) (3.23) (2.26)
Plastic sheeting| 34 0.2 0.0 2.0 2.2 1.4 2.9 2.2
(Polythene)| (1.35) (0.18) (0.00) (2.00) (0.91) (0.71) (1.27) (0.81)
Cardboard/paper 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
(0.00) (0.00) (1.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.14) (0.00) (0.05)
Other 0.2 0.0 55 1.3 0.2 0.7 0.3 0.4
(0.14) (0.00) (5.00) (1.33) (0.15) (0.51) (0.21) (0.25)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Annex Table 91: Material of roof of dwelling, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Grass/straw 0.4 55 40.0 0.0 4.7 4.2 2.6 3.8
(0.20) (1.74) (6.53) (0.00) (1.04) (1.11) (0.72) (0.65)
Bamboo 3.8 2.2 0.5 0.0 3.0 3.1 2.9 3.0
(1.51) (1.39) (0.50) (0.00) (1.37) (1.04) (1.07) (1.01)
Concrete 1.4 2.0 25 6.0 1.8 1.9 1.7 1.8
(0.43) (0.75) (1.23) (2.14) (0.59) (0.59) (0.57) (0.36)
Wood 0.4 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.1 0.7 0.8
(0.20) (0.77) (0.00) (0.00) (0.30) (0.48) (0.43) (0.27)
Tin sheets| 89.1 88.4 47.5 92.0 86.6 86.4 88.2 87.0
(2.09) (2.73) (6.48) (2.62) (2.06) (2.01) (2.07) (1.56)
Plastic sheeting 1.9 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.7 1.1 1.8 1.2
(1.07) (0.00) (0.00) (2.00) (0.44) (0.76) (1.12) (0.65)
Cardboard/paper 1.6 0.2 1.5 0.0 1.4 1.2 0.7 1.1
(0.56) (0.18) (1.09) (0.00) (0.59) (0.56) (0.36) (0.35)
Clay tiles 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1
(0.00) (0.18) (0.50) (0.00) (0.18) (0.00) (0.07) (0.06)
Other 1.4 0.0 7.5 0.0 1.1 1.1 1.3 1.2
(0.75) (0.00) (4.69) (0.00) (0.53) (0.51) (0.70) (0.50)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Annex Table 92: Material of floor of dwelling, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Earth/sand 5.1 3.6 0.0 0.7 7.2 3.4 2.2 4.3
(1.39) (1.31) (0.00) (0.67) (1.90) (0.92) (0.68) (0.93)
Smoothed mud| 42.0 51.6 77.5 63.3 50.8 47.6 43.9 47.4
(3.32) (4.18) (4.58) (6.52) (3.56) (2.83) (3.30) (2.42)
Smooth cement| 39.4 44.0 22.0 33.3 36.3 40.9 42.4 39.9
(3.31) (4.01) (4.68) (7.15) (3.34) (2.78) (3.44) (2.39)
Wood| 11.5 0.4 0.5 0.0 4.6 6.7 9.9 7.0
(2.44) (0.25) (0.50) (0.00) (1.35) (1.81) (2.40) (1.46)
Tile 0.1 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.1
(0.10) (0.00) (0.00) (1.45) (0.07) (0.20) (0.00) (0.08)
Other 1.9 0.4 0.0 0.7 1.1 1.1 1.7 1.3
(0.56) (0.36) (0.00) (0.67) (0.50) (0.50) (0.58) (0.36)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Annex Table 93: Average number of rooms per dwelling.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.31 1.32 1.24 1.29
(0.04) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
Dhaka 1.17 1.19 1.14 1.17
(0.03) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
Chittagong 1.48 1.48 1.51 1.49
(0.09) (0.07) (0.09) (0.06)
Khulna 1.21 1.44 1.17 1.29
(0.05) (0.10) (0.08) (0.07)
Rajshahi 1.46 1.74 1.29 1.55
(0.07) (0.08) (0.10) (0.04)

Annex Table 94: Average number of rooms per household member.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.29 0.32 0.38 0.33
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Dhaka 0.28 0.29 0.35 0.31
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Chittagong 0.30 0.36 0.44 0.35
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
Khulna 0.25 0.35 0.40 0.33
(0.01) (0.03) (0.03) (0.02)
Rajshahi 0.38 0.46 0.50 0.43
(0.02) (0.05) (0.06) (0.03)

Annex Table 95: Average number of household members per 100 square feet of dwelling space.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 5.9 5.0 4.7 5.2
(0.40) (0.27) (0.44) (0.31)
Dhaka 6.0 5.4 5.2 5.5
(0.63) (0.43) (0.61) (0.48)
Chittagong 6.0 4.8 3.7 5.0
(0.58) (0.27) (0.37) (0.34)
Khulna 4.4 3.2 3.1 3.6
(0.36) (0.33) (0.42) (0.31)
Rajshahi 4.2 2.9 2.4 35
(0.56) (0.25) (0.32) (0.36)
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Annex Table 96: Cooking fuel, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Wood| 40.0 50.4 82.0 27.3 45.2 44.8 44.4 44.8
(3.95) (4.52) (6.22) (6.58) (3.54) (3.43) (3.64) (2.80)
Kerosene 25 1.8 0.5 0.7 1.9 1.4 3.1 2.1
(1.10) (0.78) (0.50) (0.67) (0.66) (0.80) (1.15) (0.70)
Electricity 3.4 1.5 0.0 0.7 1.5 2.2 3.9 25
(0.91) (0.95) (0.00) (0.67) (0.56) (0.70) (1.11) (0.63)
Gas| 36.8 25.5 0.0 0.0 22.8 32.0 35.9 30.2
(3.89) (3.79) (0.00) (0.00) (3.25) (3.05) (3.62) (2.63)
Charcoal 7.7 3.1 3.0 1.3 5.9 6.0 5.6 5.8
(2.00) (1.24) (3.00) (0.91) (1.53) (1.48) (1.75) (1.27)
Straw/Leaves/Husks 6.5 8.0 3.5 19.3 111 6.4 4.3 7.3
(1.70) (2.22) (1.50) (7.53) (2.07) (1.49) (1.19) (1.27)
Animal waste 0.1 0.4 2.5 45.3 3.0 2.1 0.4 1.8
(0.10) (0.25) (0.99) (8.50) (0.62) (0.42) (0.19) (0.31)
Jute plants 0.2 2.7 0.5 0.7 2.2 0.8 0.2 1.0
(0.20) (1.63) (0.50) (0.67) (0.99) (0.56) (0.18) (0.54)
Other 2.8 6.7 8.0 4.7 6.5 4.4 2.2 4.4
(1.30) (2.71) (4.45) (4.01) (2.16) (1.51) (0.72) (1.19)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Annex Table 97: Lighting fuel, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Kerosene| 12.1 10.7 39.5 41.3 15.3 13.9 12.6 13.9
(2.09) (2.43) (7.24) (8.72) (2.05) (2.07) (2.06) (1.54)
Electricity| 87.5 89.1 60.5 58.7 84.7 85.8 86.9 85.8
(2.10) (2.42) (7.24) (8.72) (2.05) (2.07) (2.07) (1.54)
Candles 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.2
(0.30) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.36) (0.18)
Other 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.1
(0.10) (0.18) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.17) (0.08)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Annex Table 98: Frequency of electrical cuts for those using electricity, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Never 0.7 0.6 0.0 34 0.8 0.5 0.8 0.7
(0.27) (0.35) (0.00) (2.46) (0.38) (0.30) (0.41) (0.21)
Rarely| 36.0 25.5 0.0 40.9 32.2 28.9 33.1 31.4
(4.18) (5.19) (0.00) (12.43) (4.08) (3.43) (3.98) (3.10)
Less than half the| 459 41.0 39.7 51.1 41.4 49.4 41.8 44.2
time| (3.87) (4.77) (8.36) (12.71) (3.95) (3.59) (3.59) (2.88)
About half the time 8.1 22.0 34.7 34 15.3 10.5 14.8 13.5
(1.54) (3.93) (6.10) (2.65) (2.99) (1.62) (2.18) (1.65)
More than half 8.8 10.0 19.0 1.1 10.0 8.9 9.2 9.4
(2.24) (2.90) (6.12) (1.18) (2.04) (2.26) (1.84) (1.69)
Almost always 0.5 0.8 6.6 0.0 0.3 1.7 0.3 0.8
(0.28) (0.83) (3.49) (0.00) (0.22) (0.83) (0.22) (0.34)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Annex Table 99: Cell phone, households with a member owning a cell phone, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 8.8 10.1 12.8 10.6
(1.28) (1.83) (1.58) (0.88)
Dhaka 10.7 10.3 121 111
(1.94) (1.85) (1.92) (1.19)
Chittagong 7.4 8.9 14.8 9.8
(2.04) (2.27) (3.22) (1.57)
Khulna 7.4 12.5 17.3 12.0
(2.52) (3.65) (4.64) (2.13)
Rajshahi 1.4 13.8 4.8 6.7
(1.41) (4.25) (5.09) (2.32)
Annex Table 100: Rubbish disposal, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Collected from 11,0 5.8 6.0 2.0 6.1 8.4 11.9 8.8
rubbish bin| (2.65) (2.15) (2.94) (1.45) (1.64) (2.09) (2.86) (1.74)
Personal rubbish pit 9.6 8.0 25 4.7 5.4 7.8 12.6 8.6
(2.46) (2.59) (1.23) (2.36) (1.43) (2.02) (2.65) (1.69)
Burning 0.4 0.4 0.0 1.3 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.4
(0.20) (0.25) (0.00) (0.91) (0.31) (0.25) (0.19) (0.15)
Public rubbish heap| 222 17.6 11.5 12.7 224 19.2 18.3 20.0
or pit| (3.55) (4.43) (5.82) (8.19) (3.40) (2.97) (3.08) (2.59)
Put in drain / ditch| 47.7 53.3 53.0 67.3 50.1 52.1 49.0 50.4
(4.23) (5.31) (8.40) (9.49) (4.04) (3.59) (3.87) (3.10)
Other 5.6 24 15.5 8.0 5.2 6.4 3.7 5.1
(1.93) (1.04) (6.34) (4.90) (1.61) (1.78) (1.33) (1.25)
None 34 12.6 11.5 4.0 10.2 5.9 4.2 6.7
(1.58) (3.78) (5.25) (2.14) (2.88) (1.53) (1.24) (1.56)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Annex Table 101: Water source, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Piped supply water| 86.2 30.7 1.0 13.3 58.9 59.4 67.7 62.0
(2.75) (5.21) (0.69) (6.81) (3.60) (2.99) (3.27) (2.36)
Tube well| 12.3 65.6 99.0 85.3 39.0 38.1 30.7 35.9
(2.71) (5.37) (0.69) (6.82) (3.62) (2.98) (3.21) (2.38)
Ring well / Indara 0.6 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 1.1 1.1 1.0
(0.37) (1.82) (0.00) (0.00) (0.46) (0.75) (0.90) (0.63)
Pond or river 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1
(0.00) (0.36) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.18) (0.00) 0.12)
Other 0.9 1.3 0.0 1.3 1.1 1.3 0.5 1.0
(0.32) (0.69) (0.00) (0.91) (0.43) (0.47) (0.39) (0.30)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Annex Table 102: Average wait to collect water, for those households who use a public source of
water, minutes.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 19.6 14.0 15.1 16.2
(2.48) (1.54) (1.77) (1.56)
Dhaka 21.2 14.4 15.6 16.8
(4.35) (1.83) (2.28) (2.25)
Chittagong 20.9 15.9 16.0 18.0
(2.83) (3.47) (3.02) (2.45)
Khulna 8.2 8.2 5.9 7.6
(1.87) (1.72) (1.03) (1.39)
Rajshahi 1.6 1.4 1.4 1.5
(0.70) (0.83) (1.03) (0.64)

Annex Table 103: Frequency of piped water supply cuts, percent of households relying on a piped

water supply.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Never| 13.9 12.4 0.0 16.4 15.0 11.0 14.9 13.7
(2.59) (3.84) (0.00) (11.06) (3.31) (2.18) (3.08) (2.18)
Rarely| 47.2 42.4 571 49.3 43.7 47.4 47.9 46.4
(3.89) (6.23) (32.65) (12.58) (4.58) (3.93) (4.45) (3.29)
Less than half the| 21.6 33.3 28.6 32.9 25.2 25.1 22.1 24.1
time| (3.11) (6.40) (25.60) (11.00) (3.65) (3.40) (3.64) (2.74)
About half the time 7.3 9.1 14.3 1.4 7.4 6.0 8.8 7.5
(1.41) (2.37) (17.32) (1.42) (2.04) (1.78) (1.91) (1.20)
More than half 9.5 2.4 0.0 0.0 8.5 10.2 5.5 8.0
(2.57) (1.22) (0.00) (0.00) (2.93) (2.73) (2.01) (2.04)
Almost always 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.5
(0.22) (0.47) (0.00) (0.00) (0.28) (0.27) (0.43) (0.20)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Annex Table 104: Toilet type for household, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
16.1 38.2 32.0 19.3 21.6 23.0 27.6 241
Water-sealed| ;%) (5.47) (7.42) (6.93) (3.08) 277) | (376) (2.63)
. : 36.8 35.8 43.5 41.3 34.6 38.3 37.9 36.9
Pit-latrine (pucca) 5, (4.83) (8.47) (8.39) (3.64) (3.29) (3.89) (2.86)
: : 23.4 14.6 17.0 20.7 23.5 20.1 16.8 20.1
Pit-latrine (temporary) %) (3.41) (6.07) (5.81) (3.22) (2.90) (3.24) (2.43)
; : 21.9 1.3 6.5 10.0 18.7 16.9 16.6 17.4
Hanging latrine (katcha) ;5o (3.29) (2.44) (3.38) (3.27) (263 | (3.24) (2.38)
None 1.7 0.2 1.0 4.7 1.5 1.4 1.0 1.3
(1.07) (0.18) (0.69) (3.36) (0.71) (0.69) (0.65) (0.65)
Other 0.1 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.2
(0.10) (0.00) (0.00) 2.14) (0.15) (0.19) (0.13) (0.09)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
H°“:$R,‘:&stx::: 5.4 10.8 17.7 427 9.3 8.6 8.8 8.9
(not shared with ofher HHg)| %9 (2.35) (4.05) (8.32) (1.54) (1.61) (1.68) (1.15)
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Annex Table 105: Flooding, households whose dwelling flooded at least once in previous year,

percent.
1 food 2" food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 28.5 23.4 33.5 28.5
(3.46) (2.74) (3.86) (2.61)
Dhaka 33.6 25.5 36.8 32.2
(5.34) (3.88) (5.05) (3.74)
Chittagong 21.4 15.6 21.8 19.6
(5.09) (4.33) (5.62) (3.93)
Khulna 41.2 45.0 48.1 44.5
(9.21) (7.79) (10.22) (7.27)
Rajshahi 22.5 241 42.9 26.0
(7.66) (8.22) (7.97) (7.35)

Annex Table 106: Average days house flooded in past year for households whose dwelling flooded at

least once in previous year, days.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 13.7 11.5 12.9 12.8
(1.67) (1.33) (2.01) (1.32)
Dhaka 15.7 12.7 14.8 14.5
(2.46) (1.83) (2.62) (1.89)
Chittagong 9.8 6.5 5.1 7.6
(2.51) (1.62) (1.23) (1.60)
Khulna 10.6 9.7 10.7 10.3
(2.09) (1.83) (2.32) (1.68)
Rajshahi 19.8 22.9 25.0 22.1
(2.50) (4.53) (8.99) (3.65)

Annex Table 107: Bed nets, household with any members who regularly sleep under bed nets to
protect against mosquitoes at some time during the year, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 88.9 92.4 91.6 91.0
(1.93) (1.59) (1.63) (1.32)
Dhaka 87.5 90.9 91.8 90.3
(2.93) (2.44) (2.12) (1.95)
Chittagong 89.5 93.3 89.4 90.7
(3.00) (2.09) (2.69) (1.87)
Khulna 92.6 98.8 100.0 97.0
(2.45) (1.21) (0.00) (1.05)
Rajshahi 95.8 98.3 100.0 97.3
(4.16) (1.75) (0.00) (2.67)
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Annex Table 108: Sleeping arrangement for household head, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Bed & mattress| 53.7 26.2 27.5 44.7 36.3 46.8 47.0 43.3
(3.37) (3.56) (5.98) (7.68) (3.03) (3.07) (3.23) (2.35)
Bed or choki and grass| 32.0 49.3 485 33.3 437 36.6 34.8 38.3
mat| (3.03) (3.70) (5.04) (7.01) (3.02) (2.90) (3.08) (2.19)
Bed or choki alone 2.7 4.4 4.5 8.0 2.9 3.6 4.0 3.5
(1.06) (2.09) (3.12) (4.70) (1.20) (1.10) (1.33) (0.95)
Mattress on floor 1.8 2.4 1.0 0.0 1.7 1.8 2.1 1.9
(0.48) (0.73) (1.00) (0.00) (0.53) (0.60) (0.60) (0.37)
Grass mat on floor 7.8 14.7 15.5 12.0 12.6 8.8 10.2 10.5
(1.38) (2.18) (3.59) (3.93) (1.82) (1.29) (1.63) (1.10)
Cloth or plastic sheeton| 1.1 2.2 2.0 2.0 1.9 1.7 0.9 1.5
floor| (0.35) (1.06) (0.92) (1.45) (0.60) (0.67) (0.39) (0.40)
Floor (nothing else) 0.1 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.2
(0.10) (0.36) (0.50) (0.00) (0.07) (0.35) (0.18) (0.13)
Other 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.9 0.7
(0.39) (0.31) (0.50) (0.00) (0.36) (0.25) (0.47) (0.26)
Annex Table 109: Crime over past year, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Opinion of crime
trends
71 3.8 1.0 14.7 6.3 6.9 4.9 6.0
Increased) ;) (1.02) (0.69) (6.01) (1.60) (1.97) (1.77) (1.28)
78.6 68.2 89.5 54.0 72.5 75.6 76.6 74.9
Decreased| 5 29) (5.03) (4.00) (8.99) (3.51) (3.06) (8.15) (2.53)
: 14.3 28.0 9.5 31.3 21.2 17.5 18.5 19.1
Remained the same| , ;) (4.92) (4.07) (8.56) (3.01) (240) | (2.79) (2.17)
No. of times house
was broken into
Never 76.1 84.4 83.0 74.7 78.4 79.5 79.2 79.0
(2.55) (2.10) (3.56) (4.96) (2.46) (2.06) (2.57) (1.68)
Once 19.9 12.4 15.0 21.3 18.0 17.3 16.6 17.3
(2.10) (1.83) (2.86) (4.56) (2.09) (1.84) (2.19) (1.40)
; 3.5 2.7 2.0 2.7 3.3 2.6 3.7 3.2
2-3times| ') (0.80) (1.17) (1.18) (0.90) (0.76) (0.92) (0.58)
; 0.5 0.6 0.0 1.3 0.4 0.7 0.5 0.5
More than 4 times|  , >, (0.31) (0.00) (0.91) (0.25) (0.32) (0.31) (0.19)
Respondent was a| 16.7 13.5 15.5 20.0 15.3 15.0 17.0 15.7
victim of petty theft| (2.09) (2.32) (3.66) (3.65) (2.08) (1.77) (2.20) (1.47)
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Annex Table 110: Assets owned by household, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security

Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL

Cot (choki)| 89.6 84.1 90.9 91.3 87.6 88.1 88.1 87.9

(1.42) (2.28) (2.44) (3.50) (1.59) (1.69) (1.67) (1.13)

Bed| 85.3 86.4 85.9 93.3 83.0 87.6 87.2 85.9

(2.02) (3.02) (4.12) (2.32) (2.59) (1.78) (2.15) (1.57)

Table| 20.8 34.7 45.0 50.7 241 28.0 30.3 27.4

(1.62) (3.00) (4.13) (5.47) (2.13) (1.92) (2.26) (1.40)

Chair, wooden| 19.7 32.3 40.9 54.0 24.2 27.6 26.0 25.9
(1.86) (3.10) (2.72) (4.56) (2.25) (2.11) (2.50) (1.51)

Cupboard, drawers,| 224 30.1 33.3 40.7 26.3 24.7 26.9 26.0
bureau| (2.16) (3.47) (3.11) (7.07) (2.67) (2.05) (2.78) (1.73)
Upholstered chair,, 27 4.2 4.0 2.7 2.9 3.1 3.7 3.2
sofa set| (0.52) (1.04) (1.70) (1.53) (0.71) (0.68) (0.87) (0.47)

Lantern (kerosene)| 25.7 41.9 71.2 45.3 35.4 33.1 32.6 33.7
(2.95) (4.34) (8.47) (7.55) (3.06) (2.90) (3.03) (2.30)

Clock| 43.2 56.8 52.0 59.3 45.0 48.6 52.1 48.6

(2.41) (3.40) (4.35) (5.21) (2.76) (2.34) (2.79) (1.83)

Electric Fan| 74.8 72.3 52.0 50.0 68.6 74.6 731 721

(2.50) (2.83) (5.64) (8.78) (2.84) (2.11) (2.63) (1.80)

Iron (for pressing| 6.0 6.3 6.6 8.0 5.6 6.3 6.7 6.2
clothes)| (1.00) (1.30) (2.10) (2.23) (1.01) (1.05) (1.28) (0.74)

Pressure cooker 0.2 0.2 2.0 14.0 0.5 0.9 0.8 0.8
(0.14) (0.18) (1.18) (4.12) (0.22) (0.25) (0.34) (0.18)

Kerosene stove 6.3 6.5 5.6 9.3 5.1 6.4 7.9 6.4
(1.45) (2.09) (2.26) (3.58) (1.14) (1.26) (1.83) (1.11)

Electric or gas stove;| 3.2 10.5 1.5 0.0 4.9 4.4 6.8 5.4
hot plate| (0.88) (2.42) (1.10) (0.00) (1.26) (1.03) (1.52) (0.94)
Refrigerator 1.7 1.7 2.0 1.3 0.7 1.8 2.6 1.7

(0.50) (0.63) (1.18) (0.91) (0.36) (0.59) (0.69) (0.37)

Radio ('wireless’) 7.0 6.6 9.6 7.3 5.4 6.2 9.3 7.0
(1.28) (1.09) (2.97) (2.67) (0.83) (1.04) (2.05) (0.85)

Tape or CD player| 17.9 19.4 15.7 20.0 17.2 18.0 19.8 18.3
(1.64) (2.06) (2.67) (4.98) (1.73) (1.62) (2.09) (1.20)

Television| 35.6 39.9 35.9 40.0 33.3 39.4 38.7 371

(2.23) (2.77) (3.86) (6.62) (2.13) (2.44) (2.79) (1.63)

Sewing machine 3.7 3.7 121 4.7 2.9 5.1 4.3 41
(0.64) (0.96) (2.13) (2.15) (0.66) (0.91) (0.84) (0.51)

Thela gari (cart) 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.6
(0.35) (0.31) (0.00) (0.67) (0.25) (0.25) (0.60) (0.23)

Bicycle 1.7 1.1 71 26.7 24 3.7 1.8 2.6

(0.41) (0.43) (2.07) (5.23) (0.56) (0.66) (0.50) (0.35)

Rickshaw / van 6.5 4.6 14.7 16.0 6.7 6.7 6.4 6.6
(1.21) (1.23) (4.50) (3.35) (1.03) (1.14) (1.56) (0.85)

Motorcycle / auto-| 0.3 1.3 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.7
rickshaw| (0.18) (0.65) (0.69) (0.67) (0.30) (0.41) (0.36) (0.24)

Boat or canoe 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.3
(0.00) (0.76) (0.00) (0.67) (0.36) (0.19) (0.36) (0.25)

Fishing net 0.2 1.9 1.5 3.3 1.2 0.7 0.7 0.9

(0.20) (1.02) (0.83) (1.59) (0.50) (0.33) (0.44) (0.36)

Hoe 1.5 0.7 0.5 2.0 0.8 1.8 1.1 1.2

(0.96) (0.44) (0.50) (1.07) (0.45) (0.87) (0.68) (0.59)

Axe 1.2 0.6 111 8.7 1.4 2.0 1.7 1.7

(0.39) (0.31) (4.31) (4.67) (0.43) (0.61) (0.62) (0.36)

Ox-cart 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.67) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.02)
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Consumption, expenditure, and income

Annex Table 111: Average value of total daily per capita consumption and expenditure, Taka.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 35.67 47.98 73.32 52.32
(0.86) (0.98) (1.81) (1.09)
Dhaka| 35.87 47.43 73.81 54.47
(1.26) (1.28) (2.39) (1.52)
Chittagong| 36.52 51.07 73.54 50.82
(1.42) (1.92) (2.58) (1.82)
Khulna| 28.17 38.14 67.84 42.47
(1.86) (1.74) (4.62) (2.56)
Rajshahi|  33.72 45.39 58.36 41.68
(2.42) (2.46) (4.64) (2.30)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 112: Average value of total daily per capita food consumption and expenditure
(including for non-household members), Taka.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 19.92 28.50 4711 31.84
(0.41) (0.48) (1.12) (0.75)
Dhaka| 20.08 28.36 47.72 33.59
(0.60) (0.61) (1.46) (1.08)
Chittagong| 20.39 30.25 46.86 30.44
(0.65) (0.93) (1.75) (1.17)
Khulna 17.00 22.67 41.37 25.61
(1.22) (0.75) (2.04) (1.67)
Rajshahi 17.07 24.62 35.73 22.60
(1.17) (0.86) (2.30) (1.12)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 113: Average proportion of total daily per capita food consumption and expenditure
(including for non-household members) to total daily per capita consumption and

expenditure.
1 food 2" food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.58 0.62 0.66 0.62
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Dhaka 0.58 0.62 0.67 0.63
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Chittagong 0.57 0.61 0.64 0.60
(0.01) (0.01) (0.01) (0.01)
Khulna 0.63 0.63 0.65 0.63
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.02)
Rajshahi 0.54 0.59 0.64 0.57
(0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01)
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Annex Table 114: Average value of total daily per capita non-food consumption and expenditure,

Taka.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 15.75 19.49 26.20 20.48
(0.62) (0.76) (1.07) (0.55)
Dhaka| 15.79 19.07 26.09 20.89
(0.84) (1.04) (1.42) (0.74)
Chittagong| 16.13 20.82 26.68 20.38
(1.08) (1.36) (1.45) (0.95)
Khulna| 11.17 15.47 26.47 16.87
(1.03) (1.33) (3.82) (1.41)
Rajshahi 16.65 20.77 22.64 19.08
(1.71) (1.95) (2.73) (1.47)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 115: Average value of total daily per capita income, Taka.

1% food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 42.39 51.88 71.32 55.19
(1.24) (1.67) (2.69) (1.85)
Dhaka 44.42 53.77 70.61 57.71
(1.83) (2.49) (3.47) (1.85)
Chittagong| 41.56 52.29 76.50 54.07
(2.02) (2.37) (4.41) (2.35)
Khulna| 31.16 35.85 59.08 40.30
(2.92) (2.19) (3.74) (2.10)
Rajshahi 39.02 42.32 45.48 41.20
(3.91) (3.37) (4.00) (3.04)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 116: Average proportion of household wage income to total income.

1* food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.86 0.84 0.77 0.82
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Dhaka 0.89 0.89 0.81 0.86
(0.01) (0.01) (0.02) (0.01)
Chittagong 0.83 0.77 0.67 0.77
(0.02) (0.02) (0.03) (0.02)
Khulna 0.86 0.77 0.74 0.79
(0.03) (0.03) (0.05) (0.03)
Rajshahi 0.80 0.82 0.74 0.80
(0.04) (0.03) (0.07) (0.02)

Annex Table 117: Average ratio of household consumption and expenditure to total income.

1% food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.03 1.15 1.26 1.15
(0.03) (0.05) (0.03) (0.03)
Dhaka 0.96 1.15 1.29 1.15
(0.03) (0.09) (0.04) (0.04)
Chittagong 1.10 1.13 1.14 1.12
(0.06) (0.05) (0.07) (0.04)
Khulna 1.07 1.23 1.35 1.21
(0.09) (0.08) (0.11) (0.07)
Rajshahi 1.05 1.27 1.47 1.19
(0.07) 0.12) (0.14) (0.08)
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Annex Table 118: Inequality in value of per capita total consumption and expenditure, food
consumption by household members, and income.

total household consumption &

total food consumption by

total household income

expenditure per capita household members per capita per capita
lowest highest lowest highest lowest highest
Gini consump- | consump- Gini consump- | consump- Gini consump- | consump-
coefficient | tion levels | tion levels | coefficient | tion levels | tion levels | coefficient | tion levels | tion levels
Urban slum
population 0.271 9.7 36.8 0.267 9.5 36.3 0.326 7.9 40.9
Dhaka 0.276 9.7 37.3 0.269 9.5 36.3 0.326 8.2 411
Chittagong 0.250 10.1 35.1 0.254 10.1 35.8 0.319 7.9 39.9
Khulna 0.300 8.7 38.7 0.258 9.7 35.7 0.326 7.8 40.6
Raishahil 0.263 9.3 35.9 0.225 10.0 32.2 0.303 8.0 38.3
Annex Table 119: Gifts or loans received or given in past one month.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Received a gift or loanin| 21.8 455 23.5 42.0 32.7 28.9 28.9 30.2
past one month (percent) (2.26) (4.16) (4.49) (7.76) (2.96) (2.58) (2.63) (1.93)
Average size of gift of loan| 3,675 2,181 3,307 1,289 2,166 2,887 3,543 2,841
received (Tk)| (548) (365) (711) (329) (309) (558) (590) (298)
Gave a gift or loan in past| 3.1 7.8 4.0 5.3 3.4 45 6.3 4.7
one month (percent)| (0.65) (1.85) (1.52) (2.91) (0.75) (0.98) (1.26) (0.72)
Average size of gift of loan| 1,807 681 1,700 217 863 933 1,435 1,153
given (Tk)| (536) (205) (1,220) (120) (349) (338) (454) (255)
Borrowed from an
institutional lenderin| 7.6 17.1 34.5 36.0 13.2 13.8 11.5 12.8
past one year (percent)| (1.18) (2.71) (5.50) (5.67) (1.75) (1.70) (1.57) (1.17)
Borrowed from a private
money lender in pastone| 6.4 9.1 10.0 52.7 7.8 9.8 9.4 9.0
year (percent) (1.21) (2.18) (2.71) (9.49) (1.26) (1.52) (1.55) (1.07)
Annex Table 120: Other income or participation in social programmes.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Received any other regular
income in past 3 months 59 8.5 7.5 15.3 6.0 7.7 7.8 71
(savings interest, pension,| (7.00) (1.71) (2.16) (3.07) (1.01) (1.34) (1.28) (0.83)
rental receipts, other)
Any benefits from social
rogrammes in past year
(Pubic Works, Gratutous| (45 | 38 | 38 | 132 A5 | 43| as | as
Relief, Open Market Sales, ’ ’ ’ ' ' ’ ’ '
Education Stipends)
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Agriculture

Annex Table 121: Households with any agricultural activities, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 2.1 2.1 0.9 1.7
(0.44) (0.40) (0.30) (0.28)
Dhaka 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.2
(0.35) (0.30) (0.00) (0.14)
Chittagong 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Khulna 4.4 8.8 11.5 8.0
(2.64) (4.24) (6.19) (3.60)
Rajshahi 35.2 36.2 38.1 36.0
(7.09) (7.46) (11.60) (6.46)

Annex Table 122: Households growing any crops, percent

1% food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.3
(0.20) (0.22) (0.07) (0.10)
Dhaka 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.2
(0.35) (0.30) (0.00) (0.14)
Chittagong 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Khulna 0.0 25 1.9 1.5
(0.00) (1.65) (1.91) (0.82)
Rajshahi 2.8 3.4 0.0 2.7
(1.95) (2.35) (0.00) (1.18)

Annex Table 123: Households raising livestock (other than poultry), percent.

1* food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 0.6 0.7 0.2 0.5
(0.24) (0.19) (0.11) (0.14)
Dhaka 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Chittagong 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Khulna 0.0 25 1.9 1.5
(0.00) (1.65) (1.91) (1.09)
Rajshahi 12.7 13.8 9.5 12.7
(4.93) (4.55) (4.75) (3.84)

Annex Table 124: Households raising poultry, percent.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 1.8 1.5 0.7 1.3
(0.40) (0.34) (0.29) (0.26)
Dhaka 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Chittagong 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
Khulna 2.9 6.3 9.6 6.0
(2.18) (3.89) (6.08) (3.58)
Rajshahi 35.2 29.3 28.6 32.0
(7.09) (7.21) (11.57) (6.11)




Subjective assessment of well-being

Annex Table 125: Subjective assessment of adequacy of food consumption over past month,

housing, clothing, and health care, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Food consumption over
|past month
Less than adequate for| g0.5 64.7 725 62.7 78.6 74.6 70.1 74.4
household needs| (2.41) (3.81) (5.84) (6.58) (2.64) (2.20) (2.92) (1.93)
Just adequate| 19.1 34.7 27.5 37.3 20.9 24.9 29.8 25.2
(2.37) (3.76) (5.84) (6.58) (2.63) (2.16) (2.88) (1.89)
More than adequate 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.2 0.4
(0.32) (0.31) (0.00) (0.00) (0.40) (0.31) (0.18) (0.21)
Housing
Less than adequate for| 850 62.4 68.0 68.7 78.4 77.0 73.7 76.4
household needs| (2.22) (4.09) (7.13) (7.23) (2.76) (2.24) (2.71) (1.92)
Just adequate| 14.0 37.3 32.0 31.3 20.5 225 25.8 229
(2.11) (4.07) (7.13) (7.23) (2.67) (2.18) (2.72) (1.87)
More than adequate 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.5 0.5 0.7
(0.64) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00) (0.66) (0.40) (0.31) (0.39)
Clothin
Less than adequate for| g1.8 62.7 68.0 62.7 75.6 76.7 70.8 74.4
household needs| (2.41) (4.13) (6.22) (6.72) (2.96) (2.24) (2.87) (1.99)
Just adequate| 17.4 371 31.0 37.3 23.1 229 29.2 25.1
(2.32) (4.12) (5.98) (6.72) (2.80) (2.22) (2.87) (1.95)
More than adequate 0.8 0.2 1.0 0.0 1.3 0.4 0.0 0.6
(0.51) (0.18) (0.69) (0.00) (0.81) (0.26) (0.00) (0.31)
Health care
Less than adequate for| g6.3 73.5 77.5 72.0 83.4 83.0 77.4 81.3
household needs| (2.00) (3.47) (5.93) (6.03) (2.36) (1.86) (2.56) (1.67)
Just adequate| 11.9 25.8 21.0 27.3 15.5 15.9 20.7 17.3
(1.89) (3.47) (6.15) (6.05) (2.25) (1.83) (2.56) (1.63)
More than adequate 1.8 0.7 1.5 0.7 1.1 1.2 2.0 1.4
(0.58) (0.57) (0.82) (0.67) (0.55) (0.42) (0.65) (0.39)

Annex Table 126: Subjective assessment of own and neighbor’s relative wealth status by wealth

quintile, cross-tabulation, percent.

Neighbor | Neighbor | Neighbor | Neighbor | Neighbor —
—Poorest| -2™ -3¢ —4" Wealthiest | Total
quintile | quintile | quintile | quintile quintile
ALL HOUSEHOLDS
Self — Poorest| 57.4 9.4 1.9 N 68.7
quintile] (2.57) (1.36) (0.62) (0.12) (2.05)
- 10.1 13.5 3.0 26.7
Self — 2nd quintile (1.05) (1.66) (0.68) (0.06) - (1.86)
— 0.8 2.0 1.5 44
Self — 3rd quintile (0.24) (0.38) (0.37) (0.03) - (0.62)
- 0.1 0.1 0.2
Self — 4th quintile - (0.08) (0.06) (0.06) B (0.12)
Self — Wealthiest _ B _ N N
quintile
68.3 251 6.4 .
Total /o) (2.28) (1.13) (0.15) - 100.0
Dhaka
Self — Poorest| 64.7 9.2 1.7 . N 75.9
quintile| (3.39) (2.08) (0.88) (0.20) (2.56)
P 9.2 11.2 0.5 . 21.0
Self — 2nd quintile (1.32) @.11) (0.22) (0.10) - (2.32)
o 0.7 1.3 0.9 2.9
Self - 3rd quintile (0.29) (0.37) (0.35) B (0.63)
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o 0.2 0.2
Self — 4th quintile - (0.14) - - (0.14)
Self — Wealthiest _ » - - -

quintile
74.7 21.9 3.1 0.3
Totall 5 35 (3.15) | (0.96) (0.22) 1000
Chittagong
Self — Poorest| 426 10.7 24 - 55.6
quintile| (4.82) (1.70) (1.00) (4.11)
T 11.3 18.0 8.0 37.3
Self — 2nd quintile (2.08) (3.23) (2.05) - (3.72)
- 0.9 3.3 2.6 6.7
Self — 3rd quintile (0.47) (0.90) (0.91) - (1.42)
A 0.2 0.2 0.4
Self — 4th quintile - - (0.18) (0.18) (0.25)
Self — Wealthiest ~ . . - -
quintile
54.7 32.0 13.1 0.2
Total (5.25) (3.87) (2.98) (0.18) 1000
Khulna
Self — Poorest| 71.0 1.5 1.0 _ 73.5
quintile| (6.32) (1.09) (1.00) (5.44)
Lo | 14.0 8.5 22.5
Self — 2nd quintile (3.03) (2.54) - - (4.46)
_— 0.5 2.0 15 4.0
Self — 3rd quintile (0.50) (2.00) (1.09) - (2.85)
Self — 4th quintile - - - . -
Self — Wealthiest _ » - - -
quintile
85.5 12.0 25
Total -7 (4.01) (1.76) - 1000
Rajshahi
Self — Poorest| 493 10.7 0.7 - 60.7
quintile| (9.33) (3.30) (0.67) (7.46)
P 9.3 18.7 3.3 31.3
Self — 2nd quintile (3.00) (6.46) (1.87) - (5.93)
- 2.0 2.7 2.0 1.3 8.0
Self - 3rd quintile| ‘7, (1.18) (2.00) (0.91) (4.05)
Self — 4th quintile -- -- - - -
Self — Wealthiest _ » - - -
quintile
60.7 32.0 6.0 1.3
Totall 97 (8.12) (3.49) (0.91) 1000
1st food security tercile
Self — Poorest| 58.6 10.6 1.7 - 70.9
quintile| (3.69) (1.72) (0.58) (3.16)
P 6.3 14.7 41 0.2 25.3
Self — 2nd quintile (1.22) (2.35) (1.34) (0.18) (2.73)
. 0.4 1.7 1.6 3.6
Self — 3rd quintile (0.25) (0.56) (0.61) - (0.92)
- 0.2 0.2
Self — 4th quintile - -- - (0.17) (0.17)
Self — Wealthiest _ » - - -
quintile
65.3 27.0 7.4 0.4
Total .~ (3.15) (1.76) (0.25) 100.0
2nd food security tercile
Self — Poorest| 61.4 6.0 2.0 ~ 69.3
quintile| (2.88) (1.38) (0.85) (2.52)
P 10.5 12.9 2.7 26.2
Self — 2nd quintile (1.47) (1.85) (0.90) - (2.42)
- 0.6 25 1.3 0.1 4.5
Self — 3rd quintile (0.27) (0.66) (0.45) (0.09) (0.88)
Self — 4th quintile - - - - —
Self — Wealthiest ~ . . - -
quintile
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725 21.4 6.0 0.1

Totall %) (2.49) (1.40) (0.09) - 1000
3rd food security tercile
Self — Poorest| 52.0 11.6 1.9 0.4 B 65.9
quintile| (3.43) (2.28) (0.84) (0.36) (2.81)
_— 13.5 12.9 2.1 28.5
Self — 2nd quintile (1.87) 2.21) (0.66) - B (2.59)
—_— 15 1.9 1.6 5.0
Self — 3rd quintile (0.50) (0.63) (0.61) - B (1.08)
- 0.4 0.2 0.5
Self — 4th quintile - (0.25) (0.18) - - (0.31)
Self — Wealthiest _ - - - - -
quintile

67.0 26.8 59 0.4

Total ;) (3.10) (1.38) (0.36) - 100.0

Annex Table 127: Subjective assessment of adequacy of current income, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Allows building off 2.4 2.6 1.5 4.0 2.3 25 2.6 25
savings| (0.88) (0.70) (0.82) (3.35) (0.62) (0.78) (1.09) (0.58)
Allows household to save| 10.5 18.6 17.0 15.3 10.7 13.1 16.9 13.6
just a little| (7.33) (2.41) (4.05) (3.89) (1.32) (1.70) (2.00) (1.14)
Only just meets expenses| 53.2 52.0 47.0 58.0 52.1 54.5 51.5 52.7
(2.83) (3.42) (5.43) (6.85) (2.57) (2.88) (2.95) (2.05)
Not s:;gcs'ngnZ‘s’ ?:‘;feg: 3.2 2.2 3.0 2.7 25 35 26 2.9
expenses (0.84) (0.89) (1.28) (1.18) (0.75) (1.00) (0.71) (0.58)
very '"St%fg‘;'ﬁgmg ;Zee‘: 30.7 24.7 31.5 20.0 32.4 26.5 26.4 28.4
expenses (2.73) (3.12) (6.12) (4.68) (2.68) (2.54) (2.81) (1.95)

Annex Table 128: Subjective assessment of household economic well-being relative to same time a
year ago, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Much better 0.6 1.3 1.0 1.3 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.9
(0.24) (0.94) (0.69) (0.91) (0.47) (0.32) (0.47) (0.34)
Better|] 17.5 33.6 26.5 247 19.1 24.2 26.8 23.4
(1.90) (3.34) (5.09) (3.63) (2.07) (2.23) (2.69) (1.59)
No change| 49.2 39.3 36.5 40.7 47.3 46.1 42.0 45.1
(3.03) (3.68) (4.94) (4.52) (2.84) (2.97) (3.19) (2.19)
Worse off| 26.5 20.7 31.0 27.3 26.6 24.3 23.6 24.9
(2.36) (2.59) (4.41) (4.19) (2.26) (2.35) (2.62) (1.66)
Much worse off 6.2 5.1 5.0 6.0 6.1 4.8 6.5 5.8
(1.34) (1.85) (2.12) (1.90) (1.22) (1.25) (1.29) (0.92)
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Annex Table 129: Subjective expectation of household economic well-being a year from now relative
to current well-being, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Much better 1.2 2.2 1.0 1.3 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.5
(0.36) (1.06) (1.00) (0.91) (0.56) (0.55) (0.65) (0.41)
Better| 28.7 44.0 35.5 33.3 30.7 34.9 36.6 34.1
(2.82) (4.03) (6.63) (6.45) (2.77) (2.77) (3.16) (2.16)
No change| 43.3 34.9 34.0 41.3 43.0 39.8 37.5 40.1
(3.06) (3.87) (5.73) (7.74) (2.99) (2.75) (3.35) (2.24)
Worse off 20.8 15.8 23.5 20.7 20.4 19.5 18.1 19.3
(2.39) (2.54) (5.86) (6.36) (2.20) (2.26) (2.75) (1.68)
Much worse off 6.0 3.1 6.0 3.3 4.3 4.2 6.4 5.0
(1.48) (0.89) (2.55) (1.59) (0.96) (1.22) (2.04) (0.94)

Annex Table 130: Comparison of subjective assessment of current household economic well-being
relative to same time a year ago to expectation of household economic well-being a year

from now relative to current household economic well-being, cross-tabulation, percent.

Next year Next year
compared Next year | Nextyear | compared
to now — Next year | compared | compared to now —
much compared to| to now —no | to now — much
better now —better | change worse off | worse off Total
ALL HOUSEHOLDS
Now compared to last year 0.3 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.9
— much better (0.20) (0.18) (0.02) (0.06) (0.00) (0.34)
Now compared to last year 0.6 16.5 4.4 1.8 0.1 234
— better (0.21) (1.54) (0.67) (0.52) (0.08) (1.59)
Now compared to last year 0.5 11.5 26.7 58 0.7 451
— no change| (0.19) (1.21) (2.07) (0.90) (0.21) (2.19)
Now compared to last year 0.1 5.1 7.8 10.2 1.6 24.9
— worse off (0.09) (0.72) (0.84) (1.21) (0.44) (1.66)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.5 1.3 15 2.6 5.8
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.18) (0.38) (0.37) (0.59) (0.92)
1.5 341 401 19.3 5.0
Total ;1) (2.16) (2.24) (1.68) (0.94) 100.0
Dhaka
Now compared to last year 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.6
— much better (0.10) (0.20) (0.00) (0.10) (0.00) (0.24)
Now compared to last year, 0.3 13.9 2.4 0.8 0.1 17.5
— better 0.17) (1.81) (0.52) (0.47) (0.10) (1.90)
Now compared to last year 0.7 9.0 31.9 6.8 0.8 49.2
— no change| (0.29) (1.50) (3.00) (1.42) (0.27) (3.03)
Now compared to last year 0.1 5.0 7.8 11.9 1.6 26.5
— worse off (0.10) (1.01) (1.17) (1.82) (0.62) (2.36)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.3 1.2 1.2 3.5 6.2
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.22) (0.56) (0.48) (0.95) (1.34)
1.2 28.7 43.3 20.8 6.0
Totall ;35 (2.82) (3.06) (2.39) (1.48) 100.0
Chittagong
Now compared to last year 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
— much better (0.57) (0.40) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.94)
Now compared to last year 1.1 20.9 7.8 3.6 0.2 33.6
— better (0.56) (3.34) (1.79) (1.33) (0.18) (3.34)
Now compared to last year 0.2 16.9 17.6 4.0 0.6 39.3
— no change (0.18) (2.47) (3.01) (0.88) (0.40) (3.68)
Now compared to last year 0.2 4.9 8.0 6.0 1.6 20.7
— worse off| (0.18) (1.07) (1.38) (1.44) (0.72) (2.59)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.7 1.5 2.2 0.7 5.1
— much worse off] (0.00) (0.35) (0.55) (0.72) (0.35) (1.35)
2.2 44.0 349 15.8 3.1
Total ‘o) (4.03) (3.87) (2.54) (0.89) 100.0
Khulna
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Now compared to last year 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.0
— much better (0.00) (0.50) (0.50) (0.00) (0.00) (0.69)
Now compared to last year 0.5 19.0 55 15 0.0 26.5
— better (0.50) (4.70) (2.11) (0.82) (0.00) (5.09)
Now compared to last year 0.0 7.5 22.0 6.5 0.5 36.5
— no change| (0.00) (1.76) (5.69) (1.96) (0.50) (4.94)
Now compared to last year 0.5 8.0 5.0 15.0 25 31.0
— worse off (0.50) (3.74) (1.36) (4.32) (0.99) (4.41)
Now compared to last year, 0.0 0.5 1.0 0.5 3.0 5.0
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.50) (0.69) (0.50) (1.64) (2.12)
1.0 35.5 34.0 23.5 6.0
Total ;) (6.63) (5.73) (5.86) (2.55) 100.0
Rajshahi
Now compared to last year 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3
— much better (0.67) (0.67) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.91)
Now compared to last year 0.0 17.3 4.7 2.7 0.0 24.7
— better (0.00) (3.00) (2.36) (1.53) (0.00) (3.63)
Now compared to last year 0.7 9.3 26.7 4.0 0.0 40.7
— no change| (0.67) (3.16) (5.23) (2.14) (0.00) (4.52)
Now compared to last year 0.0 4.7 9.3 12.7 0.7 27.3
— worse off (0.00) (2.15) (2.28) (4.52) (0.67) (4.19)
Now compared to last year 0.0 1.3 0.7 1.3 2.7 6.0
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.91) (0.67) (0.91) (1.53) (1.90)
1.3 33.3 41.3 20.7 3.3
Totall  »o%) (6.45) (7.74) (6.36) (1.59) 100.0
1* food security tercile
Now compared to last year 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
— much better (0.25) (0.31) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.47)
Now compared to last year 0.5 11.6 4.8 2.2 0.0 19.1
— better (0.31) (1.76) (1.28) (0.88) (0.00) (2.07)
Now compared to last year 0.4 13.2 27.9 5.4 0.4 47.3
— no change| (0.26) (1.93) (2.88) (1.02) (0.26) (2.84)
Now compared to last year 0.2 4.6 9.2 10.8 1.8 26.6
— worse off| (0.19) (1.08) (1.28) (1.44) (0.67) (2.26)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.7 1.2 2.1 2.1 6.1
— much worse off] (0.00) (0.41) (0.51) (0.64) (0.61) (1.22)
1.6 30.7 43.0 20.4 4.3
Totall 5 2.77) (2.99) (2.20) (0.96) 100.0
2™ food security tercile
Now compared to last year, 0.0 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.6
— much better (0.00) (0.31) (0.07) (0.00) (0.00) (0.32)
Now compared to last year 0.6 16.5 4.1 2.8 0.2 24.2
— better (0.31) (2.15) (0.86) (0.97) (0.18) (2.23)
Now compared to last year 0.7 11.2 26.5 6.5 1.1 46.1
— no change| (0.43) (1.63) (2.51) (1.45) (0.43) (2.97)
Now compared to last year 0.2 6.2 7.6 9.4 0.9 24.3
— worse off (0.18) (1.09) (1.13) (1.61) (0.37) (2.35)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.4 1.5 0.9 2.0 4.8
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.25) (0.67) (0.37) (0.88) (1.25)
1.5 34.9 39.8 19.5 4.2
Totall 55 (2.77) (2.75) (2.26) (1.22) 100.0
3" food security tercile
Now compared to last year 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.0
— much better (0.40) (0.19) (0.00) (0.18) (0.00) (0.47)
Now compared to last year 0.5 21.4 4.2 0.5 0.2 26.8
— better (0.30) (2.55) (1.01) (0.27) (0.18) (2.69)
Now compared to last year 0.4 10.0 25.6 55 0.5 42.0
— no change| (0.25) (1.48) (3.12) (1.23) (0.31) (3.19)
Now compared to last year 0.0 4.5 6.6 10.4 2.2 23.6
— worse off (0.00) (0.87) (1.30) (2.33) (1.02) (2.62)
Now compared to last year 0.0 0.4 1.1 1.5 3.6 6.5
— much worse off| (0.00) (0.25) (0.42) (0.49) (1.08) (1.29)
1.5 36.6 37.5 18.1 6.4
Total (0.65) (3.16) (3.35) (2.75) (2.04) 100.0

116



Annex Table 131: Subjective assessment of household daily income level that is absolutely minimal,

below which household could not make ends meet, Taka.

1 food 2" food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population| 173.71 191.40 183.83 182.98
(5.53) (6.79) (5.62) (4.75)
Dhaka| 186.50 212.28 196.23 198.79
(9.11) (10.12) (7.39) (7.20)
Chittagong| 169.48 171.28 157.32 166.93
(7.56) (8.51) (7.12) (5.97)
Khulna| 127.94 129.88 150.67 134.63
(11.14) (9.15) (16.80) (9.30)
Rajshahi| 118.77 123.02 120.95 120.72
(12.78) (11.78) (17.99) (10.38)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 132: Subjective assessment of per capita daily income level that is absolutely minimal,

below which household could not make ends meet, Taka.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 37.85 44.81 52.97 45.20
(1.40) (1.60) (1.45) (1.12)
Dhaka 43.18 49.48 56.36 50.39
(2.48) (2.42) (1.85) (1.71)
Chittagong 33.60 39.92 44.70 38.53
(1.38) (1.95) (2.14) (1.33)
Khulna 26.16 32.17 49.39 34.60
(2.36) (2.57) (8.74) (3.58)
Rajshahi 28.75 30.94 39.94 31.16
(2.23) (2.06) (3.68) (1.75)

At the time of the survey, US $1.00 = Tk 69.00

Annex Table 133: Subjective assessment of satisfaction with life, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Very unsatisfied 71 4.7 14.0 6.7 7.3 5.6 71 6.6
(1.38) (0.97) (3.43) (2.52) (1.13) (1.13) (1.86) (0.90)
Unsatisfied| 30.6 271 20.0 22.7 31.3 28.4 26.4 28.7
(2.71) (2.71) (4.23) (6.13) (2.56) (2.76) (2.85) (1.86)
Neither unsatisfied or| 515 415 43.0 52.7 46.7 49.2 47.8 47.9
satisfied| (2.85) (2.84) (5.14) (7.65) (2.67) (2.90) (2.94) (1.97)
Satisfied 9.7 25.3 225 16.7 13.9 15.4 17.3 15.6
(1.36) (3.21) (5.17) (4.22) (1.88) (1.80) (2.21) (1.34)
Very satisfied 1.1 1.5 0.5 1.3 0.8 1.4 1.4 1.2
(0.37) (0.48) (0.50) (0.91) (0.36) (0.49) (0.47) (0.27)
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Recent shocks to household welfare

Annex Table 134: Number of shocks to household welfare in past year reported by household,

percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
None| 62.6 65.3 62.0 51.3 64.8 64.4 60.0 63.1
(3.38) (3.96) (7.35) (7.16) (3.36) (2.68) (3.63) (2.43)
One| 31.0 29.1 31.0 39.3 29.2 30.5 32.3 30.6
(2.97) (3.30) (5.75) (6.28) (2.92) (2.39) (3.01) (2.10)
Two or more| 6.4 5.6 7.0 9.3 6.0 5.2 7.7 6.3
(1.45) (1.49) (3.56) (4.08) (1.31) (1.06) (2.04) (1.01)

Annex Table 135: Households that experienced a type of shocks in past year, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Household business 5.3 4.0 25 4.0 3.6 4.7 5.8 4.7
failure, non-agricultural| (1.35) (1.15) (0.99) (1.63) (1.01) (1.00) (1.44) (0.89)
: : 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.5 1.3 0.7
Agricultural crop failure, (0.39) (0.25) (0.00) (0.67) (0.26) (0.31) (0.58) (0.25)
Loss of employment or 45 10.6 0.5 4.0 6.0 7.2 55 6.3
non-payment of salary| (7.04) (2.21) (0.50) (1.63) (1.50) (1.30) (1.17) (0.95)
End of regular
assistance, aid, or 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.0 0.7 0.3
remittances from outside| (0.22) (0.25) (0.00) (0.67) (0.19) (0.00) (0.35) (0.16)
household
Major illness or accident 6.8 10.2 13.0 12.7 9.0 8.1 8.1 8.4
of household member| (71.18) (2.31) (3.91) (3.00) (1.65) (1.19) (1.62) (1.05)
: : 2.4 5.1 1.0 2.0 3.8 3.2 2.6 3.2
Birth in the household ", (1.10) (0.69) (1.07) (0.83) (0.73) 0.72) (0.49)
Death of working member 0.4 0.7 1.5 0.7 0.4 0.4 0.9 0.6
of household| (0.24) (0.35) (0.82) (0.67) (0.25) (0.26) (0.45) (0.19)
Death of other family 1.0 1.3 1.0 1.3 1.6 0.8 0.9 1.1
member| (0.36) (0.64) (0.69) (0.91) (0.57) (0.33) (0.47) (0.30)
Break-up of the 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.4
household| (0.26) (0.25) (0.00) (0.00) (0.25) (0.31) (0.25) (0.18)
Dowry / marriage 2.1 1.8 3.0 1.3 1.4 2.2 2.5 2.0
expenses| (0.57) (0.74) (1.28) (0.91) (0.54) (0.68) (0.75) (0.42)
Loss of property due to
. . 4.6 24 4.0 3.3 3.5 3.6 4.4 3.8
theft / decoity, flood, 2:2’ (1.20) (0.82) (1.69) @11) (0.81) (0.97) (1.76) 0.77)
- : 1.1 0.2 0.0 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.5 0.7
Eviction from residence| -, (0.18) (0.00) (0.67) (0.57) (0.59) (0.30) (0.44)
Dwelling damaged,| 11.9 1.6 15.0 18.0 6.8 7.4 12.7 9.0
destroyed| (2.61) (0.62) (5.96) (7.12) (2.04) (1.43) (3.08) (1.61)
Family member arrested, 0.9 0.4 0.0 0.7 1.0 0.4 0.7 0.7
imprisoned| (0.38) (0.25) (0.00) (0.67) (0.47) (0.24) (0.36) (0.24)
Extortion by mastaans,
corrupt officigls required (02'15) (0%'57) (0%(3 (0%'0(3 (03'47) (02'05) (0%5[3 (02'75)
bribe, etc. ) ) ) ) ) ) ' )
Other 1.8 1.3 4.0 8.7 2.8 1.6 1.5 2.0
(0.56) (0.52) (2.10) (4.96) (0.76) (0.49) (0.56) (0.42)
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Annex Table 136: Strategies used to cope with a shock reported employed by households that
experienced a shock to household welfare in past year, percent of strategies reported.”

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security

Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL

Did not do anything 9.2 4.6 16.1 7.2 7.0 5.7 10.8 7.9
(2.04) (2.14) (6.61) (3.76) (1.79) (1.34) (2.43) (1.45)

Spent savings| 6.4 8.7 11.0 18.0 5.6 10.0 7.6 7.8

(1.49) (1.42) (4.39) (7.75) (1.25) (1.74) (1.72) (1.07)

Sold assets 5.0 2.3 3.7 4.5 5.1 4.1 2.9 4.0

(1.21) (1.18) (2.56) (1.95) (1.85) (1.11) (0.83) (0.85)

Borrowed money from a 6.3 71 7.3 9.9 7.3 5.3 7.6 6.7
moneylender| (1.27) (1.92) (3.16) (3.58) (1.65) (1.54) (1.50) (1.00)

Borrowed money from an 57 9.7 11.7 9.0 8.2 7.3 6.7 7.4
institution (bank, NGO)| (7.46) (1.83) (3.58) (3.76) (1.93) (1.51) (1.54) (1.10)
Borrowed money from| 28.1 29.5 13.9 24.3 26.5 28.2 28.6 27.8
relatives or friends| (2.85) (3.05) (2.08) (5.78) (2.42) (2.66) (3.00) (1.98)
Workers in HH took on 8.6 8.9 15.3 9.0 8.6 8.9 9.6 9.0
more work| (2.25) (1.80) (5.85) (3.89) (1.62) (1.69) (2.76) (1.48)

Previous non-workers in 6.7 4.8 2.2 0.0 6.0 6.7 4.4 5.6
HH began working| (2.03) (1.24) (1.62) (0.00) (1.65) (1.88) (1.61) (1.29)
Reduced consumption| 15.1 14.0 9.5 11.7 15.8 14.7 12.8 14.4
(2.54) (2.29) (4.00) (5.23) (2.44) (1.95) (2.44) (1.70)

Sent dependents in HH to 1.3 2.0 1.5 0.0 2.2 0.4 2.0 1.5
live with relatives| (0.38) (0.88) (0.87) (0.00) (0.86) (0.27) (0.62) (0.38)
Moved elsewhere to find 1.9 2.8 0.0 0.9 2.7 1.8 1.7 2.1
work| (0.71) (1.21) (0.00) (0.92) (1.01) (0.83) (0.59) (0.59)
Re;e;;’if:ﬂ';"z,\jg’g: 1.0 13 4.4 18 0.8 1.4 16 13
religious, govt., etc.) (0.38) (0.54) (2.33) (1.11) (0.49) (0.58) (0.55) (0.30)
Other 4.8 4.3 3.7 3.6 4.3 5.6 3.8 4.6

(1.73) (1.46) (1.60) (3.69) (1.48) (1.76) (1.16) (1.14)

Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

* Some households reported using more than one coping strategy to respond to a shock. 713 survey households reported

857 shocks. For these 857 shocks, 1,328 coping strategies were reported.
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Community participation

Annex Table 137: Households that have relatives who live in other households in the neighborhood,

percent.
1 food 2™ food 3" food
security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 53.3 53.0 50.9 52.4
(2.76) (2.68) (3.37) (2.09)
Dhaka 48.9 49.5 49.6 49.4
(3.78) (3.72) (4.27) (2.85)
Chittagong 54.1 54.2 51.4 53.5
(4.78) (4.57) (5.99) (3.67)
Khulna 721 67.5 67.3 69.0
(5.59) (7.24) (7.38) (4.75)
Rajshahi 73.2 75.9 66.7 73.3
(5.94) (6.12) (14.13) (4.65)

Annex Table 138: Average number of related households in the neighborhood, percent.

1 food 2™ food 3" food

security security security
tercile tercile tercile ALL
Urban slum population 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.2
(0.22) (0.25) (0.32) (0.18)
Dhaka 1.7 2.2 2.4 2.1
(0.20) (0.40) (0.43) (0.25)
Chittagong 2.3 1.8 1.7 2.0
(0.46) (0.29) (0.35) (0.28)
Khulna 2.6 2.1 2.9 25
(0.51) (0.36) (0.59) (0.30)
Rajshahi 4.6 4.3 4.5 4.5
(0.86) (0.90) (1.03) (0.71)
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Annex Table 139: Subjective assessment of whether household can rely on neighbors and whether
neighbors can rely on household for assistance through difficult periods, cross-tabulation,

percent.
Neighbors
Neighbors Neighbors Neighbors cannot rely
can rely on |cannot rely on can rely on on
household household Total household household Total
ALL HOUSEHOLDS Dhaka
Household can rely| 38.7 7.7 46.3 34.3 6.1 40.4
on neighbors (2.41) (0.85) (2.46) (3.30) (0.90) (3.35)
Household cannot 6.2 47.5 53.7 6.3 53.3 59.6
rely on neighbors (0.69) (2.44) (2.46) (0.85) (3.32) (3.35)
44.9 55.1 40.6 59.4
Total (2.40) (2.40) 100.0 (3.28) (3.28) 100.0
Chittagong Khulna
Household can rely 42.6 10.4 52.9 56.0 8.0 64.0
on neighbors (4.09) (1.98) (4.25) (6.74) (2.36) (6.09)
Household cannot 55 41.6 471 9.0 27.0 36.0
rely on neighbors (1.37) (4.30) (4.25) (2.61) (5.08) (6.09)
48.0 52.0 65.0 35.0
Total (4.15) (4.15) 100.0 (6.26) (6.26) 100.0
Rajshahi 1°! food security tercile
Household can rely 56.0 8.7 64.7 37.7 9.3 47.0
on neighbors (7.86) (3.07) (7.92) (3.03) (1.47) (3.18)
Household cannot 8.0 27.3 35.3 5.0 48.0 53.0
rely on neighbors (2.23) (6.21) (7.92) (0.96) (3.24) (3.18)
64.0 36.0 42.7 57.3
Total (6.38) (6.38) 100.0 (3.13) (3.13) 100.0
2" food security tercile 3" food security tercile
Household can rely| 40.3 7.2 47.5 38.0 6.4 44.5
on neighbors (2.91) (1.13) (2.92) (3.33) (1.01) (3.36)
Household cannot 55 47.0 52.5 8.2 47.4 55.5
rely on neighbors (0.88) (2.89) (2.92) (1.23) (3.37) (3.36)
45.7 54.3 46.2 53.8
Total (2.90) (2.90) 100.0 (3.32) (3.32) 100.0

Annex Table 140: Participation in community associations by household members, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food

Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Trade associationor| 33 6.5 17.0 12.7 4.1 4.9 6.8 5.3
labor union| (0.64) (1.25) (3.63) (2.67) (0.76) (0.92) (1.05) (0.59)
Women’s association 4.3 12.0 34.5 42.0 10.5 10.2 7.6 9.4
(0.78) (2.36) (4.20) (7.76) (1.33) (1.35) (1.33) (0.95)
Slum-dwellers| 17 47 6.5 6.0 35 25 3.1 3.0
association (basti bashi)| (0.45) (1.42) (2.44) (1.90) (0.87) (0.66) (0.91) (0.55)
Credit or savings group| 10.5 26.5 26.0 45.3 19.5 19.3 13.9 17.6
(1.31) (3.41) (4.44) (6.16) (2.08) 2.11) (1.59) (1.38)
Other effectivel 1.8 3.6 12.0 13.3 3.1 3.4 3.3 3.2
community association| (0.52) (1.05) (5.46) (5.58) (0.76) (0.83) (0.82) (0.56)
Not member of any| 84.0 63.3 44.0 40.0 71.9 72.4 77.8 74.0
community associations| (1.57) (3.79) (5.40) (6.09) (2.30) (2.31) (2.11) (1.57)
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Annex Table 141: Most effective community leaders in assisting household overcome difficulties in
getting enough food, in the opinion of household head, percent.

1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Pourshava chairman 0.9 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.7 2.2 1.0
(0.41) (0.80) (0.00) (0.00) (0.18) (0.42) (0.76) (0.35)
Ward commissioner| 19.4 20.0 23.5 37.3 17.5 21.8 22.0 20.4
(3.36) (3.81) (7.04) (10.62) (2.76) (2.85) (3.29) (2.40)
Mastaan (gang leader) 1.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.4 1.0 0.5 0.6
(0.36) (0.00) (0.50) (0.00) (0.25) (0.40) (0.31) (0.22)
Community organization| 4.0 11.3 4.5 5.3 5.5 6.5 7.2 6.4
leader| (1.41) (3.24) (3.12) (4.13) (1.27) (1.73) (1.92) (1.36)
Imam or other religious 0.7 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.8 0.1 0.5 0.5
leader| (0.54) (0.00) (0.69) (0.00) (0.57) (0.07) (0.40) (0.32)
Local NGO staff 1.6 1.1 4.5 3.3 1.3 1.5 2.1 1.6
(0.68) (0.50) (2.35) (2.70) (0.52) (0.48) (0.99) (0.46)
National or international 15 1.3 3.0 0.7 2.5 1.3 0.7 1.5
NGO staff| (0.85 (0.64) (2.52) (0.67) (1.02) (0.78) (0.34) (0.56)
Other| 11.3 19.6 10.5 10.0 13.7 14.6 13.5 13.9
(2.41) (4.29) (4.89) (6.32) (2.42) (2.65) (2.63) (2.02)
NONE| 59.5 45.3 52.5 43.3 58.2 52.6 51.4 54.1
(4.11) (5.32) (8.73) (10.31) (3.99) (3.62) (3.96) (3.05)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Annex Table 142: Second most effective community leaders in assisting household overcome
difficulties in getting enough food, in the opinion of household head, percent.
1st food | 2nd food | 3rd food
Chitta- security | security | security
Dhaka gong Khulna | Rajshahi tercile tercile tercile ALL
Pourshava chairman 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2
(0.22) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.23) (0.26) (0.24) (0.14)
Ward commissioner 3.9 7.0 6.5 9.8 5.2 4.6 5.7 5.2
(1.78) (2.76) (4.39) (8.15) (1.69) (1.91) (1.72) (1.43)
Mastaan (gang leader) 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.4
(0.39) (0.37) (0.74) (0.00) (0.24) (0.25) (0.72) (0.27)
Community organization| 40 8.0 2.9 3.3 4.3 3.4 7.7 5.2
leader| (1.38) (2.64) (1.69) (2.46) (1.72) (1.02) (2.24) (1.18)
Imam or other religious| 0.8 2.1 5.1 0.0 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.3
leader| (0.55) (1.57) (2.83) (0.00) (0.61) (0.76) (0.98) (0.60)
Local NGO staff 5.7 6.7 4.4 16.3 3.3 7.3 8.6 6.3
(1.87) (3.03) (2.66) (7.31) (1.10) (2.13) (2.12) (1.50)
National or international 43 4.4 15 15.5 4.3 4.8 4.7 4.6
NGO staff| (1.82) (2.12) (1.48) (6.94) (1.38) (1.85) (1.50) (1.32)
Other 3.4 7.2 2.9 2.4 7.2 3.9 2.2 4.5
(1.17) (2.25) (2.35) (1.78) (1.87) (1.02) (0.91) (1.00)
NONE| 77.1 64.2 76.1 52.9 74.0 74.2 68.7 72.3
(4.11) (6.24) (8.88) (12.54) (4.01) (3.71) (4.33) (3.23)
Total| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Annex 2: QUALITATIVE DESCRIPTIONS OF RANDOMLY SELECTED SURVEY HOUSEHOLDS

As described in the last section of Chapter 3, these descriptions were drawn from the
information collected in the household survey. No specific qualitative work was done with
these households.

Unmarried man with mother, Dhaka

This is a household in a slum in the Mirpur section of Pallabi thana in Dhaka made up
only of a single man aged 25 and his 50 year old married mother. We have no information on
where the father of the man or husband of the mother is currently residing. The household
head has always lived in the neighborhood where he was interviewed.

The household head is literate, but reports never having attended school. His mother
never attended school

He works as a helper in a commercial establishment owned by a private individual,
working 6 days a week for 12 hours a day. His daily wage is Tk 50. His mother is not
employed outside of the home.

The household lives in a rented house, paying Tk 800 per month in rent. It is quite
high quality with brick walls, tin sheet roof, and concrete floor. While they cook over wood,
they have electricity for lighting. They have ready access to piped water and use a shared
water-sealed toilet facility. They place their rubbish in a public rubbish heap. While they feel
that security has improved, nevertheless over the past year they experienced a break-in in
their house and lost some items in another incident of petty theft. To cope with the loss to
theft, they borrowed money from relatives or friends.

They have several material assets, including a bed, table, fan, tape player, and a
television. They do not engage in any agricultural activity. They did not give or receive any
gifts or loans in the past month, nor did they borrow any money in the past year.

The household consumes sufficient calories relative to requirements and is in the top
calorie sufficiency ratio tercile. The household head reported that over the past month they
sometimes were worried that they would not have enough food to eat, but they never went to
bed hungry. He said that no month in the past twelve was exceptionally difficult from a food
security standpoint. Nevertheless, he feels that the amount of food that they had to consume
over the past month was ‘less than adequate’. However, he viewed his income as sufficient
to just meet the expenses of the household. In general, he is neither satisfied nor unsatisfied
with life, does not see that he is any worse off today than a year ago, and does not expect to
be any better off a year from now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — just as their
neighbors are. They do not have strong links with other households in the neighborhood.
They have no relatives living there and do not feel that they can rely on their neighbors in
case of need. Similarly, they do not feel that their neighbors should rely on them in case they
are in need. They are not members of any community organizations.

(qno 67)
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Middle-age couple who are recent migrants to city, Dhaka

This is a household in the large Karail slum in Gulshan thana in Dhaka made up of a
married couple of a man aged 48 and his 32 year old wife. The couple only came to this
location in the past one year from another town in Dhaka Division.

The household head is not literate, although he attended government school for 2
years. His wife never attended school.

The man is self-employed as a petty retailer. He works 6 days a week for 10 hours a
day, earning on average Tk 100 per day. The wife is a domestic worker in another
household, where she works 5 hours a day, 6 days a week, earning Tk 50 per day, plus a
meal.

The man reports that he has suffered from an unspecified chronic illness over the
past 4 years, but it is unclear whether this is sufficiently serious to restrict his work.

The household lives in a small rented house made of tin sheets with a mud floor.
They cook over wood, but have electricity for lighting. They have ready access to piped water
and use a shared improved (pucca) latrine for their toilet. While they feel that security has
improved over the past year, they still had a break-in in their house, but this apparently did not
cause them serious hardship.

They have very few material assets, only noting ownership of a bed. They did not
give to or receive any gifts or loans from another household in the past month, nor did they
borrow any money in the past year.

The household consumes sufficient calories relative to requirements — about 110
percent of requirements. However, the household head reported that over the past month
they were often worried that they would not have enough food to eat and often limited
portions at mealtimes, but that they never went to bed hungry. Nevertheless, he feels that the
amount of food that they had to consume over the past month was ‘adequate’, and he viewed
his income as sufficient to just meet the expenses of the household. In general, he is neither
satisfied nor unsatisfied with life and does not see that he is any worse off today than a year
ago. However, he does expect to be better off a year from now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as a bit better off
than the poorest in society — on the second from bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in
society — while their neighbors are primarily on the bottom step. They have good links with
other households in the neighborhood, and feel that they can rely on their neighbors in case
of need and their neighbors can rely on them. However, they are not members of any
community organizations.

(qno 418)
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Three-generation household, Dhaka

This is a household in a slum in the Lalmatia area of Muhammadpur thana in Dhaka
made up of five people, a man age 30, his wife of 28 years, twin son and daughter aged 10
years, and the windowed mother of the head, aged 70. The head has always lived in this
neighborhood. Notably, the mother tongue of this household is Urdu, rather than Bangla.

The household head is literate, having completed primary school when he was
younger. His wife also completed primary school. Both children are now attending primary
school. The mother never attended school.

The household head is the only worker outside of the home, working as a day laborer
in simple trades such as construction. He works daily for about 10 hours, earning about Tk
50 per day.

The household lives in their own house made of brick, with roof of tin sheets, and a
concrete floor. They cook over kerosene, but have electricity for lighting. They have access
to piped water, but often have to wait up to 15 minutes to collect water at this source. They
reported that they did not have access to any toilet facilities.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of a bed, a fan, an iron for
pressing clothes, and kerosene lantern and stove. They do not engage in any agricultural
activity. They did not give or receive any gifts or loans in the past month, nor did they borrow
any money in the past year.

The household consumes insufficient calories relative to requirements — their
reported food consumed over the past week only provided about 85 percent. The household
head reported that over the past month they were sometimes worried that they would not
have enough food to eat and sometimes went to bed hungry. He feels that the amount of
food that they had to consume over the past month was ‘less than adequate’, and he viewed
his income as just sufficient to meet the expenses of the household. In general, he is neither
satisfied nor unsatisfied with life, although he does feel that he is worse off today than a year
ago. However, he does not expect to be any worse off a year from now, but no better off
either.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors primarily on the same step, too. While they have no relatives living in the
neighborhood, they feel that they can rely on their neighbors in case of need. However,
perversely, they felt that their neighbors could not rely on them in case any of their neighbors
were in need. They are not members of any community organizations.

(gno 704)
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Young couple who are recent migrants, Chittagong

This is a two-person household in the Sardar Nagar slum in Kulshi thana in
Chittagong — a man age 22 and his wife aged 19, who is pregnant. The household moved to
this neighborhood from rural area in Chittagong division a year ago.

The household head is not literate, not having attended school. However, his wife
completed eight years of school.

Both work outside of the home. The head is a rickshaw puller working for himself.
He works 6 days a week for 7 hours a day, making about Tk 100 per day. His wife is a
garments worker for a private company. She works 6 days a week, 8 hours a day, and earns
Tk 40 per day.

The household lives in a rented house of bamboo walls, with roof of tin sheets, and a
mud floor, paying Tk 450 in rent monthly. They cook over wood, but have electricity for
lighting. They collect water from a tube well. They reported that they use a shared simple,
unimproved latrine for their toilet facilities.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of a bed and a fan. They do not
engage in any agricultural activity.

The household consumed sufficient calories in the previous week relative to
requirements — their reported food consumed provided slightly above requirements. In line
with this, the household head reported that over the past month they were never worried that
they would not have enough food to eat, never ate food that they would have preferred not to
eat, never limited portions at mealtimes, and never went to bed hungry. The diversity of the
diet they consume is similar to that of other households in the slums — they ate from 11 of 12
food groups in the past week. He feels that the amount of food that they had to consume
over the past month was ‘adequate’, and his income was sufficient, to the extent that it
allowed some savings. In general, he is satisfied with life, better off than a year ago and
expecting that a year from now the household will be better off than it is now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as not among the
poorest in society — on the second step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors primarily on the same step, too. They feel that they can rely on their neighbors in
case of need, and expect that if their neighbors were in need, he would help them.

(gno 1276)
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Large two-generation household, Chittagong

This is a six-person household in the Pangi Para slum in Halishahar thana in
Chittagong — a man aged 55, his wife aged 46, two daughters aged 19 and 7, and two sons
aged 11 and 5. The household moved to this neighborhood from another town in Chittagong
division 7 years ago. The head reports that he suffers from a gastric ulcer that started about
5 years ago.

The household head is not literate, not having attended school. None of the
household members was reported as having attended any school.

The head is a rickshaw puller working for another individual. He works almost every
day for 7 hours a day, making about Tk 100 per day. The wife and oldest daughter do not
work outside of the home.

The household lives in a rented dwelling of several structures built of concrete walls,
with roofs of tin sheets, and mud floors, paying Tk 950 in rent monthly. They cook over gas,
but have electricity for lighting. They collect water from a tube well, where they often have to
wait up to 25 minutes before getting water. They reported that they use a shared water-
sealed toilet for their toilet facilities.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of a bed, chair, cupboard, clock,
fan, and television. They do not engage in any agricultural activity. They reported receiving a
gift of Tk 500 in the past month from someone in Chittagong, but they did not give any gifts or
loans to anyone in the past month.

The household did not consume sufficient calories in the previous week relative to
requirements — their reported food consumed provided only about 60 percent of requirements.
In line with this, the household head reported that over the past month they were sometimes
worried that they would not have enough food to eat, sometimes ate food that they would
have preferred not to eat, often limited portions at mealtimes, and sometimes went to bed
hungry. The diversity of the diet they consume is similar to that of other households in the
slums. He feels that the amount of food that they had to consume over the past month was
‘less than adequate’, and his income was very insufficient, to the extent that they would have
to borrow to get by. In general, he is neither satisfied nor unsatisfied with life, and does not
see any changes in the well-being of the household relative to the past or in the future.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors primarily on the step above them. They feel that they can not rely on their
neighbors in case of need, and expect that if their neighbors were in need, he would be
unable and unwilling to help them.

(qno 1395)
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Rickshaw puller with young wife and mother, Khulna

This is a three-person household in the Dakshin Majugunni slum in Khalishpur thana
in Khulna —a man aged 20, his wife aged 18, and his married mother age 50. The household
moved to this neighborhood from a rural area not in Khulna division 5 years ago.

The household head is not literate, in spite of having completed 2 years of school in a
madrasa. His wife completed primary school, while his mother had three years of schooling.

The head is a rickshaw puller working for himself. He works almost every day for 6
hours a day, making about Tk 80 per day. The wife and mother do not work outside of the
home. The household reported receiving Tk 1200 in other unspecified income over the past
three months. They did not receive or give any gifts or loans to anyone in the past month.

The household lives in a rudimentary rented dwelling built of grass walls, with roof of
grass, and mud floors, paying Tk 100 in rent monthly. They cook over charcoal, and use
kerosene for lighting. They collect water from a tube well. They use a shared unimproved
latrine for their toilet facilities. In the past twelve months, they experienced flooding — for six
days they had water in their dwelling.

They have a few material assets, noting ownership of a bed only. They do not
engage in any agricultural activity.

The household consumed sufficient calories in the previous week relative to
requirements — their reported food consumed provided just above 100 percent of
requirements. However, they feel they are vulnerable to food insecurity. The household head
reported that over the past month they were always worried that they would not have enough
food to eat, sometimes ate food that they would have preferred not to eat, often limited
portions at mealtimes, and sometimes went to bed hungry. The diversity of the diet they
consume is worse than that of other households in the slums — they ate from only seven of 12
food groups in the past week. He feels that the amount of food that they had to consume
over the past month was ‘less than adequate’, and his income was very insufficient, to the
extent that they would have to borrow to get by. In general, he is neither satisfied nor
unsatisfied with life, but is optimistic about their well-being, feeling that they are better off than
a year ago and expecting to be even better off a year from now.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors primarily on the same step. They have relatives in the neighborhood and also feel
that they can rely on their neighbors in case of need, and expect to do the same for their
neighbors if they are in need.

(qno 1609)
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Middle-age couple, Khulna

This is a two-person household in the Purba Bagmara slum in Khulna Sadar thana in
Khulna — a man aged 42 and his wife aged 36. The household moved to this neighborhood
from a rural area in Khulna division about 20 years ago. The head reports that he suffers
from a stomach disorder (not a gastric ulcer) that started about 6 years ago, while his wife has
been suffering from frequent headaches over the past eight years.

Neither the household head nor his wife is literate, and neither ever attended school.

The head works for a private individual in an unspecified industry. He works every
day for 12 hours a day, making Tk 120 per day. The wife does not work outside of the home.

The household did not receive from or give any gifts or loans to any other households
in the past month. However, the household did receive a loan from an NGO in the past year
for an unspecified amount and purpose.

The household lives in a rented dwelling built of grass walls, with a tin roof, and mud
floors, paying Tk 160 in rent monthly. They cook over wood, and use kerosene for lighting.
They collect water from a tube well, waiting about 12 minutes for their turn to collect water.
They use a shared improved (pucca) latrine for their toilet facilities. In the past twelve
months, they experienced flooding — for 12 days they had water in their dwelling.

They have few material assets, noting ownership of a bed and a lantern only. They
do not engage in any agricultural activity.

The household members consumed more calories in the previous week than their
requirements — their reported food consumed provided about 145 percent of requirements.
Similarly, they feel they are not very vulnerable to food insecurity. The household head
reported that over the past month they were never worried that they would not have enough
food to eat. While they sometimes ate food that they would have preferred not to eat, they
never limited portions at mealtimes and never went to bed hungry. The diversity of the diet
they consume is similar to that of other households in the. However, the household head
feels that the amount of food that they consumed over the past month was ‘less than
adequate’. Nevertheless, he feels that his income is just sufficient to meet expenses. In
general, he is neither satisfied nor unsatisfied with life, and does not see their well-being as
being any better or worse now than a year ago, with no change expected in the coming year.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors on the same step. They have relatives in the neighborhood and also feel that they
can rely on their neighbors in case of need, and expect to do the same for their neighbors if
they are in need.

(qno 1730)
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Female-headed household, Rajshahi

This is a five-person, female-headed, Hindu household in the Rajarhate slum in
Boalia thana in Khulna. The head is a married permanent resident of the neighborhood aged
31. We have no information on where her spouse is currently. Also in the household are her
three daughters aged 1, 13, and 18. The 18 year old is married and pregnant. The fifth
member of the household is a male relative aged 28. This individual possibly could be the
spouse of the eldest daughter, but we do not have sufficient information on this.

The household head is not literate. However, all of the daughters have received
schooling — the older two both completing primary school and stopping their education at that
point, while the youngest is now in primary school. The male relative is relatively well
educated, having attained a level of schooling beyond secondary school.

The household did not receive from or give any gifts or loans to any other households
in the past month. However, they did borrow an unspecified amount of money from a
traditional money lender in the past year.

The head is a salaried domestic worker in another household. She works every day
for 6 hours a day, and makes Tk 20 per day, without food. Similarly, the 13 year old daughter
also is a salaried domestic worker in another household. She works almost every day for 6
hours a day, and makes Tk 15 per day, without food. The male relative in the household is an
employee in a formal commercial sales establishment, where he works as a helper. He works
every day for 10 hours, making Tk70 per day. The eldest daughter does not work outside of
the home.

The household owns their dwelling of several structures built of fired brick, with tin
roofs, and concrete floors. They cook over animal waste, but use electricity for lighting. Their
water is from a piped source. They use a shared improved (pucca) latrine for their toilet
facilities.

They have some material assets, noting ownership of a bed, chair, cupboard, clock,
fan, pressure cooker, tape player, television, and some agricultural tools. However, they
reported that they did not engage in any agricultural activity in the past cropping season.

The household consume insufficient calories in the previous week to meet their
requirements — their reported food consumed provided about 80 percent of requirements.
Similarly, they feel they are vulnerable to food insecurity. The household head reported that
over the past month they were often worried that they would not have enough food to eat,
sometimes ate food that they would have preferred not to eat, sometimes limited portions at
mealtimes, but never went to bed hungry. However, the diversity of the diet they consume is
similar or even better than that of other households in the slums — they ate from 11 of 12 food
groups in the past week. Nevertheless, the household head feels that the amount of food that
they had to consume over the past month was ‘adequate’, but that their income was very
insufficient, forcing them to borrow to meet expenses. In general, she is neither satisfied nor
unsatisfied with life, and does not see their well-being as being any better or worse now than
a year ago, with no change expected in the coming year.

Subjectively assessing their condition in life, they view themselves as among the
poorest in society — on the bottom step of a five-step model of welfare in society — with their
neighbors on the same step. They feel that they can rely on their neighbors in case of need,
and expect to do the same for their neighbors if they are in need. The household head
reported that she is a member of a women’s organization as well as a neighborhood credit
and savings group.

(qno 1800)
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Annex 3: CITY-SPECIFIC MODELS OF THE DETERMINANTS OF HOUSEHOLD FOOD SECURITY

Annex Table 143: Dependent and independent variables for city-specific models of the determinants
of household food security for households residing in urban slums in Bangladesh.

Dependent variables

kcalsuff
cal3le23

addietdv

notsevHF

Calorie consumption sufficiency ratio

In top two terciles of households ranked by
calorie consumption sufficiency ratio

Good dietary diversity - reported eating foods
from 9 food groups or more (of 12)

Not in the ‘Severely food insecure’ Household
Food Insecurity Access (HFIA) category

Independent variables

hhsize
sghhsize
prfemale
prdepend

hhhage
femhhh
resdlt5y

resdmt5y

hhhlit
schlltsy
schl5_8y

schigt8y
ltsenrfm
noadltfm

frmlest

daylabor
wagehr
wrkngwmn

noaditwm

agric
pipewatr
toiltpuc
shock

radiotv
giftrcvd

relyothr

Means are weighted by population size. Standard errors are corrected for stratified and clustered survey sample design.

Household size

Squared household size

Females - proportion of HH members

Dependents - proportion of HH members (aged
< 15 or > 64 years)

Age of household head, years

Female headed household (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for less than
5 years (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for 5 years
or more, but not always a resident (0/1)

Literate household head (0/1)

HH head educated for up to 5 years (0/1)

Household head educated between 5 and 8
years (0/1)

HH head educated more than 8 years (0/1)

Senior woman in household is literate (0/1)

No adult woman in household (0/1) — control variable
for ltsenrfm

Household head is an employee in a formal
establishment (0/1)

HH head is employed as a day laborer (0/1)

Mean hourly wage for household head, Taka

Prop. of working age women in HH who are
employed (aged 15 - 64 years)

No working age woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for wrkngwmn

HH engages in agricultural production (0/1)
Piped water source for household (0/1)
Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for HH (0/1)

HH reported experiencing a negative economic
shock in the past year (0/1)

HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV (0/1)

HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1)

HH has relatives in moholla or can rely on
neighbors for aid (0/1)

Population size (households):
Observations:

Dhaka

Wt.

Stnd.
mean error

1.046 0.0215
0.72  0.024
0.76 = 0.020
0.34 0.026
4.33 | 0.070

21.8 0.70
0.50 0.006
0.37 = 0.007

39.6 0.46
0.11  0.012
0.21 | 0.022
0.14 | 0.021
0.34  0.018
0.14  0.015
0.18 = 0.013
0.08 0.010
0.26 0.017
0.02 0.005
0.18 @ 0.016
0.21 ' 0.019

13.79 = 0.311
0.33 | 0.021
0.03 0.006
0.00 = 0.001
0.86 0.027
0.53 @ 0.042
0.37  0.034
0.43  0.023
0.22  0.023
0.66 = 0.029

495,096
998

Chittagong

Wt.

Stnd.

mean error

0.945 0.0233
0.58 0.035
0.77 = 0.023
0.46  0.040
4.71 | 0.105

26.2 1.25
0.52 0.007
0.36  0.009

38.3 0.69
0.11  0.013
0.27  0.036
0.17 = 0.030
0.37  0.026
0.14  0.016
0.23 = 0.022
0.11 = 0.013
0.24  0.020
0.01 0.006
0.26 = 0.024
0.17 = 0.025

13.06 | 0.464
0.27 = 0.020
0.01 0.007
0.00 0.000
0.31  0.052
0.74 | 0.044
0.35  0.039
0.48 0.028
0.45 | 0.041
0.73 = 0.030

266,581
550

Khulna

Wt.

Stnd.

mean error

0.960 0.0373
0.66 = 0.041
0.62 = 0.040
0.36  0.056
4.42  0.160

23.1 1.84
0.52 0.016
0.40 0.017

42.0 0.86
0.15  0.030
0.16 = 0.031
0.57  0.037
0.36  0.042
0.20 = 0.025
0.26 = 0.036
0.09 0.022
0.34 0.038
0.01 0.005
0.21  0.044
0.19 ' 0.036

10.82 = 0.341
0.18  0.033
0.02 0.009
0.08 0.035
0.01 = 0.007
0.76 = 0.067
0.38  0.072
0.42  0.040
0.24 0.044
0.88  0.039

37,826
200

Rajshahi

Wt.

Stnd.

mean error

0.874 0.0337
0.53 @ 0.044
0.77 = 0.043
0.43 @ 0.071
4.05  0.182
19.3 1.74
0.51  0.018
0.35 0.020
39.4 0.74
0.13 | 0.031
0.04 = 0.021
0.15  0.057
0.34 0.025
0.19 = 0.036
0.20  0.033
0.11 = 0.020
0.28 0.038
0.01 0.006
0.15  0.038
0.18 = 0.040
11.34 | 1.073
0.17 = 0.050
0.01 0.009
0.36  0.063
0.13 = 0.066
0.61 | 0.071
0.49  0.069
0.49 0.056
0.42 0.075
0.87  0.036
27,665
150
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Annex Table 144: Models of the determinants of household food security for households residing in

urban slums in Dhaka.

Dependent variables:

Independent variables

Household size

Squared household size

Females - proportion of HH members

Dependents - proportion of HH
members (aged < 15 or > 64 years)

Age of household head, years

Female headed household (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for
less than 5 years (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for
5 years or more, but not always a
resident (0/1)

Literate household head (0/1)

HH head educated for up to 5 years
(0/1)

Household head educated between 5
and 8 years (0/1)

HH head educated more than 8 years
(0/1)

Senior woman in household is literate
(0/1)

No adult woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for ltsenrfm

Household head is an employee in a
formal establishment (0/1)

HH head is employed as a day laborer
(0/1)

Mean hourly wage for household head,
Taka

Prop. of working age women in HH who
are employed (aged 15 - 64 years)

No working age woman in household (0/1) —
control variable for wrkngwmn

HH engages in agricultural production
(0/1)

Piped water source for household (0/1)

Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for
household (0/1)

HH reported experiencing a negative
economic shock in the past year
(0/1)

HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV
(0/1)

HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1)

HH has relatives in moholla or can rely
on neighbors for aid (0/1)

Constant

hhsize
sghhsize
prfemale
prdepend

hhhage
femhhh
resditsy

resdmt5y
hhhlit
schlltsy
schi5_8y
schigt8y
Itsenrfm
noaditfm
frmlest
daylabor
wagehr
wrkngwmn
noadltwm
agric

pipewatr
toiltpuc

shock

radiotv
giftrcvd
relyothr

_cons
Observations:
R? / Pseudo-R?:

t statistics in parentheses
* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%;

*kk

Regression
model
coefficients

kcalsuff

Calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio

-0.163 (4.48)***
0.011 (3.64)***
-0.019 (0.32)

(2.23)**

(2.16) **
(0.74)

(1.47)

-0.152

0.002
-0.027

-0.043

-0.056 (1.63)

0.015 (0.39)

0.023 (0.58)

0.054 (1.17)
0.026 (0.45)
-0.033 (1.32)
0.145 (0.72)
0.006 (0.19)
-0.039 (1.23)
0.007 (4.40)***
0.014 (0.56)
0.129 (0.73)

-0.480 (3.04)***
-0.073 (1.24)
0.032 (0.82)

0.081 (2.19)*

0.025 (0.86)
0.011 (0.33)

0.013 (0.47)

1.399 (10.98) ***
998
0.177

significant at 1%

cal3le23

In top two
terciles of
households

ranked by calorie

consumption

sufficiency ratio

0.607
1.035
1.308

(2.38) **
(1.92)*
(0.61)

(2.54)**

(1.99) **
(0.81)

(0.05)

0.343

1.014
0.790

0.989

0.782 (0.84)

0.950 (0.18)

0.953 (0.19)

1.499 (1.17)
1.181 (0.39)
1.132 (0.63)
0.829 (0.18)
1.010 (0.05)
0.720 (1.39)
1.035 (3.28)**
1.316 (1.41)

1.849 (0.67)

0.101 (1.35)
0.853 (0.45)
1.380 (1.39)

1.215 (0.91)

1.145 (0.77)
0.991 (0.04)

1.168 (0.87)

998
0.057

Logistic model

odds ratios
addietdv

Good dietary
diversity -
reported eating
foods from 9
food groups or
more (of 12)

1.434 (1.80)*
0.975 (1.46)
0.988 (0.02)

(2.52)**

(2.29)**
(2.59)**

(0.53)

0.324

0.984
0.514

1.134

1.025 (0.09)

0.823 (0.63)

1.197 (0.63)

2517 (2.36)*
2.453 (1.90)*
0.929 (0.38)
0.934 (0.08)
1.001 (0.00)
0.637 (2.18)**
1.028 (1.88)*
0.936 (0.32)

0.853 (0.20)

0.083 (0.72)
0.907 (0.39)
1.225 (1.07)

1549 (2.01)**

1.669 (2.79) ***
1.369 (1.34)

0.908 (0.56)

998
0.096

notsevHF

Not in the
‘Severely food
insecure’
Household Food
Insecurity
Access (HFIA)
category
1.215 (0.90)
0.988 (0.65)

0.779 (0.68)
(2.03)**

(0.71)
(0.54)

(1.79) *

0.488

0.996
0.844

1.437

1.432 (1.48)

1557 (1.70)*

0.964 (0.14)

1.011 (0.03)
1.003 (0.01)
1.135 (0.65)
1.164 (0.18)
0.762 (1.44)
0.670 (1.81)*
1.042 (3.74)***
1.488 (2.19)**
2.308 (1.10)

0.504 (0.23)
0.850 (0.49)
1.068 (0.29)

0.866 (0.76)

1.858 (3.65)***
1.035 (0.18)

1.693 (2.86)***

998
0.078
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Annex Table 145: Models of the determinants of household food security for households residing in

urban slums in Chittagong.

Regression
model
coefficients

Dependent variables: kcalsuff

Calorie
consumption

Independent variables sufficiency ratio

hhsize Household size -0.149 (5.86) ***
sghhsize |Squared household size 0.008 (3.96) ***
prfemale [Females - proportion of HH members 0.323 (4.75)***
prdepend |Dependents - proportion of HH : "
members (aged < 15 or > 64 years) 0.096 (1.76)
hhhage |Age of household head, years 0.004 (3.13)***
femhhh |Female headed household (0/1) -0.042 (1.01)
resdltby |HH head resident in neighborhood for
less than 5 years (0/1) 0.005 (0.15)
resdmt5y |HH head resident in neighborhood for
5 years or more, but not always a 0.027 (0.61)
resident (0/1)
hhhlit |Literate household head (0/1) -0.059 (0.98)
schlltby |HH head educated for up to 5 years 0.025 (0.80)
(0/1) ' ’
schl5_8y Household head educated between 5
and 8 years (0/1) 0.085 (1.64)
schigt8y |HH head educated more than 8 years 0.030 (0.44)
(0/1) ’ ’
Itsenrfm |Senior woman in household is literate 0.058 (1.76) *
(0/1) ) ’
noaditfm |No adult woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for ltsenrfm 0247 (1.54)
frmlest |Household head is an employee in a
formal establishment (0/1) 0.011 (0.35)
daylabor |HH head is employed as a day laborer -0.045 (1.76)*
(0/1) ' ’
wagehr Mean hourly wage for household head, 0.002 (1.20)
Taka ' ’
wrkngwmn Prop. of working age women in HH who |
are employed (aged 15 - 64 years) 0.026 (1.01)
noadltwm |No working age woman in household (0/1) — .
control variable for wrkngwmn 0219 (1.79)
agric |HH engages in agricultural production __
(0/1)
pipewatr Piped water source for household (0/1) | -0.063 (1.79)*
toiltpuc \Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for .
household (0/1) 0.102 (2.95)
shock |HH reported experiencing a negative
economic shock in the past year 0.035 (1.47)
(0/1)
radiotv |HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV 0.065 (2.06)**
(0/1) ) ’
giftrcvd |HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1) 0.027 (0.97)
relyothr |HH has relatives in moholla or can rely
on neighbors for aid (0/1) 0.003 (0.70)
_cons |Constant 1.012 (11.49) ***
Observations: 550
R? / Pseudo-R?: 0.266

t statistics in parentheses
* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%;

*kk

significant at 1%

cal3le23

In top two
terciles of
households
ranked by calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio
0.438 (4.21)***

1.041 (2.60) ***

26.093 (5.20) ***

0.420 (1.56)

(2.16) **
(0.29)

(0.22)

1.025
0.903

0.941

0.766 (0.84)

0.332 (2.10)**

1.262 (0.61)
4.334 (2.75)**
3.515 (2.06) **
1.406 (1.24)
0.000 (14.10) ***
1.166 (0.63)
0.599 (1.70)*
1.011 (0.79)

0.756 (1.21)

0.612 (1.63)
1.772 (1.85)*

1.255 (0.89)

1.532 (2.42)*
1.150 (0.49)

0.939 (0.22)

550
0.184

Logistic model

odds ratios
addietdv

Good dietary
diversity -

notsevHF
Not in the

‘Severely food
insecure’

reported eating | Household Food

foods from 9
food groups or
more (of 12)

0.844 (0.79)
1.017 (1.04)
1.092 (0.13)

(0.18)

(1.01)
(1.12)

(0.40)

0.885

0.990
0.694

0.871

0.842 (0.49)

0.915 (0.16)

1.691 (1.43)

0.744 (0.51)

1534 (0.56)

1.869 (2.13)**

3.270 (0.66)
1.413 (1.12)
0.986 (0.06)
1.031 (1.49)

0.820 (0.62)

0.274 (0.98)

1.248 (0.84)
1.758 (1.84)*

0.779 (1.17)

1.959 (2.94)***

0.846 (0.69)

1.180 (0.69)

550
0.089

Insecurity
Access (HFIA)
category
0.987 (0.07)
0.999 (0.10)
0.564 (1.00)

(2.15)**

(0.32)
(1.08)

(0.23)

0.346

0.997
1.526

0.925

0.828 (0.55)

0.938 (0.15)

1.241 (0.60)

1.012 (0.02)
0.878 (0.25)

2.339 (3.79)***

1.378 (1.37)
0.556 (1.84)*
1.037 (2.45)**

0.652 (1.58)

0.539 (2.08)**
1.035 (0.10)

0.764 (1.13)

1.779 (2.64)**
0.948 (0.19)

1.135 (0.49)

550
0.103
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Annex Table 146: Models of the determinants of household food security for households residing in

hhsize
sghhsize
prfemale
prdepend

hhhage
femhhh
resdltby

resdmtby
hhhlit
schlltsy
schi5_8y
schigt8y
Itsenrfm
noaditfm
frmlest
daylabor
wagehr
wrkngwmn
noadltwm
agric

pipewatr
toiltpuc

shock

radiotv
giftrcvd
relyothr

_cons

urban slums in Khulna.

Dependent variables:

Independent variables

Household size

Squared household size

Females - proportion of HH members

Dependents - proportion of HH
members (aged < 15 or > 64 years)

Age of household head, years

Female headed household (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for
less than 5 years (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for

5 years or more, but not always a
resident (0/1)

Literate household head (0/1)

HH head educated for up to 5 years
(0/1)

Household head educated between 5
and 8 years (0/1)

HH head educated more than 8 years
(0/1)

Senior woman in household is literate
(0/1)

No adult woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for ltsenrfm

Household head is an employee in a
formal establishment (0/1)

HH head is employed as a day laborer
(0/1)

Mean hourly wage for household head,
Taka

Prop. of working age women in HH who
are employed (aged 15 - 64 years)

No working age woman in household (0/1) —
control variable for wrkngwmn

HH engages in agricultural production
(0/1)

Piped water source for household (0/1)

Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for
household (0/1)

HH reported experiencing a negative
economic shock in the past year
(0/1)

HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV
(0/1)

HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1)

HH has relatives in moholla or can rely
on neighbors for aid (0/1)

Constant

Observations:
R?/ Pseudo-R?:

t statistics in parentheses
* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%

Regression
model
coefficients

kcalsuff

Calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio

-0.136 (4.38)**
0.007 (3.06)***
0.166 (1.66)*

-0.289 (2.96) ***

(0.86)
(1.05)

(0.73)

0.002
-0.082

-0.037

-0.038 (0.81)

-0.068 (1.61)

0.057 (1.29)

0.037 (0.83)
0.127 (1.26)
-0.018 (0.42)
-0.109 (0.60)
-0.020 (0.39)
-0.081 (2.11)*
0.007 (1.31)
-0.042 (0.80)
0.175 (1.04)

0.132 (2.51)*
0.567 (4.24)***
0.004 (0.12)

0.053 (1.23)

0.119 (3.23)***
-0.025 (0.64)

0.074 (1.75)*

1.211 (5.65)**
200
0.391

cal3le23

In top two
terciles of
households
ranked by calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio

0.521 (1.45)
1.014 (0.49)
6.417 (1.30)

0.166 (1.65)*

1.045 (2.60) ***
0.322 (1.21)

0.467 (1.18)
0.356 (2.37)*

0.762 (0.37)
1.294 (0.47)

4132 (2.20)*
2.160 (0.70)

0.637 (1.07)

0.988 (0.03)
0.517 (1.71)*
1.024 (0.49)

1.111 (0.26)

3.393 (2.31)*

0.896 (0.21)

1.632 (1.15)

2.196 (1.80)*
1.486 (0.81)

1.313 (0.60)

200
0.214

Logistic model
odds ratios

addietdv

Good dietary
diversity -
reported eating
foods from 9
food groups or
more (of 12)

0.752 (0.68)
1.052 (1.36)
2.776 (1.12)

(1.05)

(0.46)
(0.03)

(2.01)**

2.879

0.992
1.032

3.354

1.720 (0.90)

0.866 (0.19)

0.655 (0.67)

0.223 (1.68)*
3.364 (0.84)
3.503 (2.24)*
0.848 (0.37)
0.323 (2.28)*
1.007 (0.22)
0.316 (2.41)*
1.811 (0.36)

3.296 (1.37)

4.753 (3.62) ***

0.793 (0.58)

5.308 (3.14)***
1.201 (0.46)

6.627 (3.05)***

200
0.303

notsevHF

Not in the
‘Severely food
insecure’
Household Food
Insecurity
Access (HFIA)
category
1.198 (0.56)
0.981 (0.92)
0.455 (0.60)

0.142 (3.03)***

0.968 (1.46)
4390 (1.75)*

1.720 (0.89)
0.928 (0.15)

1.073 (0.14)
1.118 (0.20)

0.859 (0.23)
16.549 (2.36)**

1.109 (0.27)

1.564 (0.79)
0.247 (2.60)**
1.064 (1.93)*

0.356 (1.59)

3.338 (2.56)**
4.027 (0.97)
6.798 (2.96)***

1.289 (0.45)

2.325 (1.88)*
0.601 (0.95)

1.251 (0.53)

200
0.280
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Annex Table 147: Models of the determinants of household food security for households residing in

urban slums in Rajshabhi.

Dependent variables:

Independent variables

Household size

Squared household size

Females - proportion of HH members

Dependents - proportion of HH
members (aged < 15 or > 64 years)

Age of household head, years

Female headed household (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for
less than 5 years (0/1)

HH head resident in neighborhood for

5 years or more, but not always a
resident (0/1)

Literate household head (0/1)

HH head educated for up to 5 years
(0/1)

Household head educated between 5
and 8 years (0/1)

HH head educated more than 8 years
(0/1)

Senior woman in household is literate
(0/1)

No adult woman in household (0/1) — control
variable for ltsenrfm

Household head is an employee in a
formal establishment (0/1)

HH head is employed as a day laborer
(0/1)

Mean hourly wage for household head,
Taka

Prop. of working age women in HH who
are employed (aged 15 - 64 years)

No working age woman in household (0/1) —
control variable for wrkngwmn

HH engages in agricultural production
(0/1)

Piped water source for household (0/1)

Water sealed or pucca pit latrine for
household (0/1)

HH reported experiencing a negative
economic shock in the past year
(0/1)

HH owns radio, tape/CD player, or TV
(0/1)

HH received a gift or loan from another
household in the past month (0/1)

HH has relatives in moholla or can rely
on neighbors for aid (0/1)

Constant

hhsize
sghhsize
prfemale
prdepend

hhhage
femhhh
resdltby

resdmtby
hhhlit
schlltsy
schi5_8y
schigt8y
Itsenrfm
noaditfm
frmlest
daylabor
wagehr
wrkngwmn
noadltwm
agric

pipewatr
toiltpuc

shock

radiotv
giftrcvd
relyothr

_cons

Observations:
R?/ Pseudo-R?:

t statistics in parentheses

Regression
model
coefficients

kcalsuff

Calorie
consumption

sufficiency ratio
-0.205 (5.56) ***

0.014 (4.02)***
0.273 (2.51)*

(0.64)

(1.59)
(2.48) **

(0.03)

0.090

0.004
-0.257

-0.003

-0.050 (1.04)

0.026 (0.23)

-0.041 (0.74)

-0.041 (0.34)
0.050 (0.54)
0.016 (0.36)
-0.482 (4.01)***
0.012 (0.21)
0.013 (0.29)
-0.003 (1.43)
-0.116 (1.83)*
0.173 (1.32)

0.083 (1.61)
0.025 (0.31)
-0.046 (0.63)

-0.002 (0.03)

0.124 (3.47)**
-0.078 (1.79)*

-0.139 (1.43)

1.298 (6.95)***
150
0.256

* significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1%

cal3le23

In top two
terciles of
households
ranked by calorie
consumption
sufficiency ratio

0.780 (0.38)
0.964 (0.68)
1.074 (0.06)

1.226 (0.11)

1.079 (3.06) ***
0.487 (0.72)

0.872 (0.14)

0.767 (0.54)

1.691 (0.64)

0.533 (1.07)

0.537 (0.53)

0.387 (0.77)

2.665 (1.84)*

1.255 (0.29)

0.328 (2.03)**

0.985 (1.10)

0.165 (2.57)**

0.808 (0.48)
(1.22)

(0.24)

0.417
0.878

1.023 (0.04)

3.799 (2.78)***
0.243 (2.81)**

1.151 (0.17)

150
0.241

Logistic model

odds ratios
addietdv

Good dietary
diversity -
reported eating
foods from 9
food groups or
more (of 12)

0.253 (1.75)*
1.110 (1.43)
0.306 (1.04)

5676 (2.11)**

1.024 (1.04)
0.228 (1.85)*

0.506 (0.93)

0.320 (0.91)
5.173 (2.07)*

5.441 (1.48)

0.756 (0.46)

0.734 (0.33)
1.256 (0.39)
1.194 (3.49)**

0.464 (1.29)

0.613 (0.93)
9.617 (4.55)***
2,972 (1.93)*

1.348 (0.44)

0.979 (0.03)
0.522 (1.25)

0.567 (0.62)

150
0.268

notsevHF

Not in the
‘Severely food
insecure’
Household Food
Insecurity
Access (HFIA)
category
1.420 (0.59)
0.961 (0.58)
0.064 (3.24) ***

0.101 (3.18)***

1.004 (0.21)
0.693 (0.36)

0.003 (2.86)***
2.122 (1.10)

0.321 (1.03)
1.687 (0.91)

4.605 (1.54)
5.956 (1.59)

1.506 (0.78)

1.701 (1.13)
1.553 (0.84)
1.090 (2.62)***

3.094 (2.00)**

1.195 (0.35)
(1.02)

(2.44) **

0.362
2.155

0.771 (0.61)

0.947 (0.09)

1.245 (0.38)

0.674 (0.68)

150
0.233
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Annex 4: MAPPED VARIABLES

A set of almost two dozen maps highlighting intraurban differences between the
characteristics of households living in the slums of the four cities in the study are presented in
Chapter 6. A more detailed description of the spatial unit constructed for mapping these
variables are presented here in Annex Table 148 and in the maps in Annex Figure 1 in which
the location of each grouped ward is shown. A table containing all of the variables that are
mapped in Chapter 6 is presented in Annex Table 149.

Annex Table 148: Wards making up the grouped wards used for mapping of survey results.

Grouped

ward
Dhaka

101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126

Wards in
grouped ward

1,2

3,4,

5

6,7

8

9-13

14, 16, 40, 41
15

17

18,19

20

21,22

23, 26
24,25,27,28
29 - 36

37

38, 39

42, 43

44 - 46

47 - 49, 51
50, 52 - 57
58 - 67

68 - 81

82, 83, 90
84 - 86

87 -89

Number of
sample HHs in
grouped ward

50
40
40
50
40
30
50
50
40
50
30
30
40
40
30
29
30
30
30
40
30
50
30
39
34
46

Grouped
ward

Chittagong
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214

Khulna
301
302
303
304
305
306

Rajshahi
401
402
403
404
405

Wards in
grouped ward

1,2

3-5

6,16 - 18

7

8,9,13
10, 11

12, 25

14, 15

19, 34, 35
20 - 22,30 - 33
23,24
26 - 29, 36, 37
38,39

40, 41

1-6,9
7,8,10-13
14-17

18- 20, 24 - 27
21-23,29
28, 30, 31

1,2,4,5
3,6-16
17-19, 26
20-24
25,27 -30

Number of
sample HHs in
grouped ward

40
40
50
60
70
30
30
50
30
30
30
40
30
20

40
40
30
30
40
20

30
30
30
30
30
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Annex Figure 1: Maps of the location of the grouped wards in each study city.

Chittagong

Location of the grouped wards
in each study city

Dhaka

101

Rajshahi
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Annex Table 149: Mapped variables by grouped ward,

with standard errors.

Calorie
consumptio

HHs in

lowest

calorie
consumptio

Diet
diversity —
avg. no. of

12 food
groups

n suffici
ratio

sufficiency|
tercile, %

past week

HFIAS
score, avg.

HHs in
‘severely
food
insecure’
HFIAS
category, %

HHs report
often not
having
enough food
past month,
o

%

HHs report
often eating
food of less
desired
quality past
month, %

Months of
Inadequate
HH Food

P

over past 12
imonths, avg.

HHs
acquired a
food loan in
past month,
o

%

Female-
headed

HH

of

heads

who are
migrants to
current area

HH heads
who never

%

%

school, %

est.  s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.  s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

s.e.

est.

S.e.

1.004 0.0151

333

1.83

9.6 0.06

12.22

0.337

61.8

2.05

1.3

1.21

56.4

221

1.72

0.132

31.4

1.84

11.6

0.84

39.2

264

56.7

1.67

Dhaka

1.046 0.0215] 28.1

237

9.6 0.09

13.14

0.427

66.3

261

127

1.75

58.3

2.85

1.83

0.206

15.8

1.91

1.3

1.16

35.2

3.40

59.8

217

Chittagong

0.945 0.0234| 41.6

3.50

96 011

10.62

0.654

53.6

3.98

8.5

1.69

53.1

4.51

1.36

0.137

62.2

4.36

11.5

1.36

44.0

5.14

52.8

3.08

Khulna|

0.960 0.0382| 34.0

4.19

91 0.16

12.52

1.084

64.0

5.68

13.0

5.08

575

6.48

227

0.333

14.0

461

15.0

3.03

72.0

4.74

46.5

5.95

Rajshahi| 0.874 0.0348] 47.3

4.52

93 017

10.83

1.263

56.7

7.28

10.7

2.84

52.0

6.98

247

0.315

38.7

7.68

13.3

3.19

19.3

7.00

50.7

5.39

IGROUPED WARDS

101]0.940 0.0295] 50.0

4.02

89 025

12.94

1.733

72.0

9.60

3.36

62.0

7.73

2.54

0.654

3.36

5.39

40.0

10.64

46.0

9.68

102)0.950 0.1183| 35.0

16.09

10.0 0.20

13.48

1.934

62.5

16.81

417

70.0

17.77

0.75

0.285

2.51

417

10.0

6.15

515

12.50

:

103)0.840 0.0137| 47.5

218

95 035

10.03

1.124

475

7.43

218

50.0

7.95

0.75

0.327

4.35

417

32.5

19.90

62.5

218

104| 0.994 0.0619| 26.0

7.30

92 037

12.70

2.106

56.0

14.38

4.92

58.0

11.86

248

1.369

7.84

4.58

50.0

12.71

54.0

6.73

105/ 0.909 0.0971

45.0

13.53

88 0.81

15.25

0.868

85.0

2.51

5.03

725

7.43

1.15

0.285

9.06

417

40.0

20.10

65.0

12.56

106

1.097 0.0564| 16.7

9.86

9.8 0.57

14.90

1.641

66.7

7.24

17.94

63.3

5.47

0.53

0.219

2.74

8.21

26.7

14.47

50.0

9.48

107

1.248 0.1040] 12.0

440

10.1 043

12.70

1.534

68.0

8.72

3.36

68.0

8.72

0.52

0.217

3.60

440

16.0

6.73

50.0

11.72

108

0.925 0.0898| 42.0

17.84

9.8 040

9.64

2.455

68.0

10.79

3.60

40.0

15.31

1.44

0.739

5.24

3.60

16.48

56.0

4.58

109

[1.116 0.1258] 20.0

71

94 045

15.18

2159

60.0

12.81

13.06

825

6.53

218

0.562

8.24

4.35

47.5

11.98

775

417

110

1,027 0.0840] 26.0

8.34

94 030

13.04

1.315

64.0

10.86

5.24

62.0

12.52

2.54

1.068

8.34

5.69

52.0

20.18

60.0

1.72

111

9.86

93 035

11.23

2.795

56.7

15.23

2.74

333

15.23

243

1.479

0.00

9.86

56.7

9.86

733

274

0.878 0.072_5{ 56.7
112]0.975 0.0300)

30.0

8.21

102 0.14

9.37

1.359

26.7

7.24

0.00

40.0

2171

1.10

0.125

5.47

547

60.0

16.41

56.7

547

113

1.238 0.1890] 7.5

417

104 047

13.83

1.674

775

13.93

417

375

7.43

1.63

0.614

5.03

251

10.0

3.55

67.5

18.59

114

1.079 0.0739| 15.0

10.36

9.7 025

10.18

1.300

525

16.81

8.24

40.0

12.81

1.50

0.960

5.03

218

32.5

12.50

45.0

14.43

115

1.128 0.1763| 33.3

10.94

10.0 0.30

13.73

1.137

733

7.24

8.21

70.0

821

2.90

1.764

547

8.21

274

60.0

8.21

116,

1.240 0.0942| 13.8

7.42

95 023

18.72

4.525

65.5

27.82

22.06

93.1

5.56

1.14

0.072

12.41

263

31.0

13.83

55.2

245

117

1.091 0.0662| 23.3

9.86

96 021

17.73

1.696

80.0

12.54

474

70.0

12.54

1.93

0.450

547

474

46.7

23.85

76.7

274

118

1.179 0.0940| 13.3

2.74

102 0.36

10.43

2.357

60.0

8.21

4.74

333

9.86

0.87

0.359

15.23

474

53.3

23.85

40.0

0.00

119

[0.9720.0347] 30.0

0.00

93 041

13.00

0.501

63.3

7.24

0.00

66.7

16.64

3.10

1.102

2.74

274

0.00

60.0

14.21

120

[1.0490.0480] 27.5

6.53

99 033

14.33

0.677

75.0

5.62

2.51

51.5

8.97

230

1.081

6.15

5.03

70.0

12.31

425

9.65

121

[1.0800.0472] 33.3

7.24

102 0.36

12.53

0.971

66.7

14.47

0.00

333

7.24

127

0.440

12.54

7.24

30.0

24.62

60.0

8.21

122 1.147 0.0647| 14.0

8.34

9.8 043

12.08

2.506

62.0

13.15

9.43

54.0

16.72

1.50

0.602

6.96

1.80

36.0

15.20

62.0

773

:

123)0.962 0.0811

333

11.92

9.7 0.26

12.77

1.675

733

9.86

0.00

76.7

15.23

117

0.362

13.68

474

20.0

12.54

70.0

9.48

124

[1.093 0.0567] 20.5

6.92

89 046

16.15

1.386

87.2

6.54

5.04

76.9

11.45

4.15

2122

4.36

8.33

17.9

9.81

7.8

9.77

125

[1.028 0.1380] 32.4

14.00

92 0.18

14.24

1.878

70.6

10.46

4.22

61.8

10.64

1.71

0.538

14.77

3.56

17.6

4.93

735

9.28

126

[1.046 0.1004] 26.1

12.66

95 037

13.91

0.935

783

5.83

4.90

47.8

12.15

3.35

1.420

12.39

6.51

413

15.82

.7

4.95

201

[0.967 0.0240] 30.0

5.06

99 0.15

7.98

2624

425

11.49

2.52

40.0

13.82

1.33

0.243

14.93

5.50

57.5

19.01

40.0

9.44

202

[0.928 10.1099] 42.5

19.01

10.0 0.52

10.63

3912

50.0

20.81

10.70

50.0

20.50

1.28

0.683

8.27

944

62.5

15.71

30.0

11.28

203

[1.044 0.1198] 36.0

12.31

92 0.36

9.00

2117

420

10.45

3.61

52.0

16.98

1.20

0.268

8.37

4.60

20.0

15.89

54.0

2.21

204

[0.9090.0567] 51.7

9.93

96 035

10.15

1.224

50.0

7.52

1.94

517

10.21

0.98

0.273

9.81

3.36

38.3

14.35

383

11.01

205

S

0.965 0.0513| 32.9

6.35

94 032

10.46

1.239

48.6

747

1.89

50.0

11.35

1.90

0.352

14.38

267

471

13.48

45.7

7.02

206

=]

1.152 0.0576| 3.3

2.75

99 0.16

9.23

1.907

60.0

17.15

2.75

26.7

1.21

0.93

0.099

1.21

5.49

60.0

24.72

433

11.97

207

(=]

0.853 0.0314| 53.3

5.49

103 0.26

12.93

2.700

70.0

16.48

4.76

56.7

24.41

1.10

0.406

14.27

275

275

517

372

208

S

1.019 0.0668| 40.0

9.03

9.7 031

10.80

1.106

50.0

4.94

8.37

48.0

5.26

268

0.697

5.42

1.81

80.0

6.99

58.0

777

209

2

[0.958 0.1354] 53.3

9.90

94 037

8.57

2.395

40.0

12.59

0.00

46.7

14.53

1.53

0.820

19.81

5.49

40.0

20.74

633

9.90

210

=

0.987 0.0224| 30.0

4.76

102 0.26

11.23

3.426

36.7

22.48

5.49

76.7

15.29

0.93

0.055

17.15

275

10.0

4.76

733

5.49

21

x

0.7310.0655| 76.7

15.29

91 041

16.53

0.759

96.7

275

1.21

86.7

10.99

1.70

0.126

1.21

275

63.3

26.20

76.7

7.21

212

0.838 0.0362| 57.5

7.46

9.0 020

11.43

24717

525

16.50

0.00

725

21.22

0.73

0.115

13.82

3.57

25.0

11.00

65.0

7.57

213

0.935 0.0170| 23.3

7.21

94 0.0

9.93

1.005

76.7

11.97

2.75

433

15.29

1.23

0.099

0.00

0.00

33.3

15.29

76.7

11.97

214

=

0.826 0.0393| 65.0

3.57

10.1 043

12.90

4.924

65.0

24.98

10.70

50.0

28.54

0.25

0.107

3.57

0.00

75.0

3.57

50.0

14.27

301

0.922 0.0597| 32.5

11.68

8.7 044

17.78

2.145

775

9.16

16.42

80.0

3.63

235

0.325

14.05

7.25

82.5

9.85

50.0

11.47

302

S

1.148 0.1114] 22.5

9.85

92 040

8.63

1.373

525

10.50

2.56

30.0

12.03

1.68

0.602

0.00

6.28

7.5

8.41

325

841

303

S

0.887 0.0058] 26.7

2.79

92 023

11.87

0.771

63.3

1217

2.79

66.7

10.07

4.23

1.040

1117

7.39

56.7

10.07

333

15.55

304

[0.987 0.0928] 40.0

8.38

9.7 0.14

9.20

2777

40.0

17.44

2.79

533

13.96

147

0.938

2.79

279

70.0

9.67

833

10.07

305

S

0.858 0.0346] 47.5

7.59

88 0.35

14.60

1.791

80.0

9.60
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13.87

72.67

15.50

69.00

2.34

4.7

15.0

57.1

65.0

median|

0.972

333

12.08

63.33

7.50

54.00

1.63

25.0

10.0

40.0

55.2

25 percentile]

0.915

24.7

10.30

51.25

5.00

43.33

1.14

10.0

20.0

46.3

minimum| 0.731

3.3

7.10

26.67

0.00

20.00

0.25

0.0

25

0.0

30.0

138



Annex Table 149: (continued)

Individuals
ho reported|
being ill in
past 2
weeks, %

Under-fives
who were
reported as
being ill in
past 2
weeks, %

HH heads
who were
employed as
day laborers,|
o

%

Hourly wage
for HH
heads, Taka,
avg.

Persons per
100 sq. feet
of living
space, avg.

HH with
improved
toilet
facilities, %

HH daily per
capita

&

expenditure,
Taka, avg.

Prop. total
consump-
tion &

expenditure

devoted to
food, %

HHs who
purchase
rice outside

of neighbor-

hood, %

HHs with
members
that belong
to formal
community
group, %

HHs that are

optimistic
about their

HHs that are

generally

I1-beil
9

for coming
year, %

with|

their well-

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

S.e.

est.

being, %

S.e.

Population| 273

1.1

38.9

211

19.7

1.43

14.06

0.256

0.31

61.0

2.94

52.32

1.091

62.0

0.51

10.3

1.57

17.6

1.21

356

2.24

243

2.03

2.7

1.37

339

2.69

21.0
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14.36

0.325

048

529

4.24

54.47
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0.71

7.3

1.65
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2.86

26.9
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34.9

2.20

47.9

3.90

17.5

2.53
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0.501

0.34

74.0

4.44

50.82
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0.81

13.3

3.63
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46.2

4.33
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3.03
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3.12
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5.48

19.0

3.69
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0.31
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4247
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63.3

1.51

220

6.31

51.5

5.19

36.5

6.89

29.5

6.26

i| 29.4

2.00

435

5.69

18.0

4.16

12.26

1.150

0.36

60.7

7.33

41.68

2.301

574

1.33

20.0

4.88

49.3

7.53

34.7

6.46

24.0

7.22

GROUPED WARDS
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1.406
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220
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36.0
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14.0
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31.0
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7.54
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3.334
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7.5

417
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4.58
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1.154
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3.67
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7.19
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13.63

20.0
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105( 26.5
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238

10.21
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13.06
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51.80
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59.8

4.23
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3.55

67.5
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12.5
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0.54

17.98

44.78

5.116

63.7

1.38
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0.93

25.07

64.05

8.210

61.6

7.02

10.94

2.74

233

9.86

46.7

14.47

116[ 194

12.45

50.0

17.58

293

11.41
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52.48
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14.86
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0.52
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0.00
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5.62
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7.24
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233
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15.96
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17.06
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40.0

13.03

547

14.75

1.986
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50.0

8.87

5.50

13.40

1.602
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0.0
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Annex 5: SURVEY DESIGN

This annex provides more detailed documentation on the sample selection procedure
for the household survey for the study of the food security of households living in slums in
four major metropolitan areas in Bangladesh — Dhaka, Chittagong, Rajshahi, and Khulna.
The principal data used for the study was collected through this representative household
survey.

Survey design

The survey sample was a stratified, two-stage clustered random sample that is
representative of the study population. The study population is the individuals and
households living in identified urban slums in the four cities. Since city-level statistics were
to be generated from the survey, the survey sample was stratified by the four urban centers.

For logistical and budgetary reasons the sample was clustered. The selection of the
clusters from which survey households were randomly selected constitutes the first stage of
sample selection. These clusters are identified slum areas in the four cities or sub-units of
those slum areas. Using the household count for the population living in these clusters,
clusters were randomly selected with the probability of a cluster being selected for the survey
being proportional to the number of households resident in it — or Probability Proportionate to
Size (PPS) selection. 100 clusters were selected in Dhaka, 55 in Chittagong, 20 in Khulna,
and 15 in Rajshahi. Utilizing clusters to select sample households enabled the survey to be
implemented faster and at lower cost than if an unclustered random sample had been used.
However, using clusters of sample households for the survey does lead to a loss of some
precision in the estimates that the survey will provide.

Within each selected cluster, field staff of the Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
compiled household lists. Ten survey sample households, plus five replacement households,
were randomly selected from these household lists to constitute the final sample for the
survey.

Although a clustered sample, the clusters were selected using the PPS selection
method, and thereafter households within selected clusters were selected randomly.
Consequently, each household living in the identified urban slums in a particular city had an
equal probability of selection as a sample household. As such, the sample households are
representative of the study population as a whole in each city.

However, across the four cities, different probabilities of selection apply to
households in the study populations. Consequently, when cross-city analyses are conducted
on the survey data, sampling weights are used to account for the different probabilities of
selection of survey sample households in each city.

Sample size

The precision of survey estimates is inversely proportional to the sample size — to
reduce by half the standard error of a survey estimate, the sample size needs to increase four
times. By examining the variance across the population for household variables of interest
from similar surveys in Bangladesh, in designing the survey we were able to estimate what
sample size we would need to use in order to achieve certain levels of precision in the
estimates the survey was to provide. That is to say, we determined what sample size would
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be needed in order that analysts could confidently say that a change in a key variable of
interest of a particular magnitude is statistically significant.

An analysis was done of data from the poorest 60 percent of households sampled from
the four study cities in the 2000 Bangladesh Household Income and Expenditure Survey
(HIES). As the particular interest for our study is food security, the analysis of the HIES data
focused on the value of per capita food consumption for the HIES households, as well as on
the value of per capita total consumption for these households. The poorest 60 percent of
households in the sample for the four cities were examined to better reflect the consumption
patterns and the variability in those consumption patterns that we expected to see in the
households in our survey conducted in the slums of these four cities. We also took into
account the ‘design effect’ that results from clustering the sample. As households within the
same cluster will typically have more similar characteristics than would households selected
on a purely random basis, a larger sample is required in clustered samples to fully reflect the
variability of the variable or variables of interest within the population as a whole.

The following table show the results from the HIES data analysis on sample size on
the two variables — food consumption and total consumption. The 5 percent column shows
the sample size required for a 5 percent change in the variable of interest to be judged as
statistically significant at a p<0.05 probability level. The 10 percent column shows the same
for a 10 percent change (again at p<0.05 level).

Annex Table 150: Sample size computations from analysis of HIES 2000 data, survey households.

Food consumption 5 percent 10 percent

Dhaka 1,506 377
Chittagong 793 198
Khulna 592 148
Rajshahi 899 225
Total 3,795 958
Total consumption
Dhaka 1,479 370
Chittagong 828 207
Khulna 355 89
Rajshahi 935 234
Total 3,597 900

This analysis provided a rough idea of the sample size required — somewhere between
900 and 3,800 households. Being developed from data drawn from the poorest 60 percent of
urban HIES sample households, it likely overestimated the sample size required for a survey
of households living in urban slums. This is because households residing in urban slums in
Bangladesh likely fall predominantly in the poorest quintile of households in the urban
centers and will have considerably less variation across households in the value of the food
they consume or the value of their total consumption than in the 60 percent of urban HIES
survey households considered here. Consequently, a somewhat smaller sample size than was
indicated by this analysis could be justified for the survey.'”

' The puzzling result for Rajshahi shown in the table above deserves comment. Rajshahi is the smallest and has
the least diverse economic structure of the four cities. One should expect, in consequence, that the poorest
households in Rajshahi will have very similar levels of food and total consumption. Consequently, the large
sample size indicated for Rajshahi goes against expectations. Although further analysis of the HIES data for the
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Using the HIES analysis as a starting point for determining an appropriate sample
size, consideration was then paid to the total population living in the slums in each of the four
cities. For this purpose we used estimates of the number of households residing in a list of
identified urban slums in each city that had recently been updated for each City Corporation.
These estimates were used with the results of the HIES analysis to come up with a sample
across the four cities that roughly reflected the total number of urban slum households in
each. As shown in the table here, the final sample size used was 1,900 households. With
1,000 sample households in Dhaka and 550 in Chittagong, each sample household in those
cities represented approximately 490 households of the study population. In Khulna and
Rajshahi, each represented approximately 185 households.

Annex Table 151: Sample size and sample selection parameters

Cluster
Estimated selection
households Proposed Expansion Survey sampling
living in slums sample size factor clusters interval
Dhaka 495,096 1,000 495 100 4951
Chittagong 266,581 550 485 55 4847
Khulna 37,826 200 189 20 1891
Rajshahi 27,665 150 184 15 1844
Total 827,168 1,900 435 190

Finally, a decision was made on the number of clusters to be selected from which the
sample households would be selected. As a general rule of thumb to improve the precision of
survey estimates in a clustered survey, one should maximize the number of clusters and
minimize the number of sample households in each cluster. However, the more clusters
selected, the more time it will take to develop household listings and to begin enumerations in
each. Consequently, it was decided to base the survey on 10 households in each cluster,
rather than more clusters with a smaller number of households per cluster.

Cluster selection

The appropriate number of clusters was then selected randomly on a PPS basis in each
city. This was done by using a recently updated listing of the urban slums in each city, which
included household counts. Larger urban slums were subdivided arbitrarily into sub-units of
no more than 500 households with most being less than 200 households. Smaller, less
populated slum areas were combined with similar small slum areas in the same moholla
(neighborhood) to form clusters with a similar household count. These slums, sub-units of
the larger slums, or groupings of smaller slums constituted the clusters for the survey.

The list of clusters in each city was arranged by ward and moholla within a master
table. This ordering was maintained so that clusters would be selected from all areas of the
cities. Excel worksheets were created and a cumulative list of household numbers was
created. The clusters were then selected using a systematic selection of clusters from a
random start. A random number generator was used to randomly select a household in the
clusters listed at the top of the cluster list up to that cluster whose cumulative population was
greater than the cluster selection sampling interval — see Annex Table 151 above. (The
cluster selection sampling interval is computed by dividing the ‘estimated households living

Rajshahi households might explain why this result was obtained, for our purposes we felt this result to be
spurious and did not give it too much weight in determining the sample size for Rajshahi for the survey.
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in slums’ by the number of ‘survey clusters’.) The cluster in which this randomly selected
household resides was chosen for the sample.

Subsequent clusters were then methodically chosen from this random start by simply
adding the cluster selection sampling interval value to the initially randomly selected number
sequentially through to the end of the cluster listing. The clusters in which the households
that were identified by this method reside were selected as the clusters for the survey.

For example, in Rajshahi a worksheet was created of all of the slum clusters. With a
cluster selection sampling interval of 1,844 households, the 944™ household in the cumulative
list of household numbers was selected randomly using a random number. This household
resides in a slum cluster in Munsipara moholla in Ward 1 of Rajshahi, so this slum cluster
was selected for our survey sample. The second cluster was selected by adding 1844 to 944
in order to select Rajshahi slum household 2788. This household is resident in a slum cluster
in Harogram Ranidighi moholla in Ward 2, so this slum cluster was also selected or our
survey sample. This process was continued until the end of the list of slum clusters for
Rajshahi, with the last household selected being household 26760, which is located in a slum
cluster in Satbaria moholla in Ward 29. Fifteen clusters in total were selected for Rajshahi in
this way.

The method used is somewhat difficult to describe in words. The Excel worksheets
that were used to select the sample clusters for each of the four cities can be made available
upon request. Examining the structure of these worksheets likely will be more informative
than the description here.

Fortunately, digital maps had been created of the identified slum areas in each of the
four cities. An effort was then made to identify on the digital maps the clusters that had been
selected. Unfortunately the attribute file for the digital maps did not have the cluster
identifiers that were found in the slum lists used in Excel. However, sufficient information
was available so that an educated guess could be made of which slum areas on the digital
maps corresponded to the slum area clusters chosen in the lists.

However, for large slum areas — with household counts larger than 200 households —
arbitrary divisions of such slum areas were made to create the cluster list. No actual division
of these larger slum areas was done. Consequently, in preparing maps of the selected slum
areas clusters, the GIS analysts of the World Food Programme (WFP) were asked similarly to
arbitrarily divide these larger slum areas into a specified number of sub-divisions and to
choose a particular one of those sub-divisions as the cluster to be used for the sample. In
identifying the survey clusters in large slum areas, the GIS analysts were given the
instructions, for example, to select the “5th of 7 sections of 23”. This means that they were to
arbitrarily divide slum area number 23 into 7 roughly equal-sized sections and choose the 5™
section, however they might number them, as the cluster for the survey sample. They then
mapped the boundaries of the selected section of the larger slum for inclusion in the map of
selected survey clusters for the use of BBS.

Household selection

The maps of the selected survey sample clusters were used by BBS as its field
workers followed normal survey procedure to develop complete listing of households within
each of the selected clusters. This procedure included identifying the boundaries of the
selected cluster, determining the number of households living within the cluster, and making
a listing of all households residing in the cluster.
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For the purposes of the survey, a household was defined as either a person living
alone or a group of people, either related or unrelated, who live together as a single unit in the
sense that they have common housekeeping arrangements (that is, share or are supported by a
common budget). Hostel-type arrangements (mess) where groups of garment workers, for
example, share living space and eat their meals together was not treated as an eligible
household for the survey. Such living arrangements were excluded from the household lists
that BBS staff developed in each of the 190 selected clusters.

The household lists for each survey cluster were used to randomly select 15
households. The first ten households selected constituted the survey sample households. The
remaining five households, numbered according to order of choosing, were held in reserve as
replacement sample households if any of the ten households selected for the survey could not
be located for questionnaire administration or were unwilling to participate in the survey.

The replacement households were used in order — the first replacement household was used
for the survey sample before any of the other replacement households were considered.

Qualifications

The sample chosen for the survey is representative of the population living in
identified slum areas of the four cities. The slum areas that we have used to define our
population are those that have been identified by the City Corporations in each of the four
cities and which have been recently updated. However, it is important to highlight that the
population living in these identified slum areas are not all of the population in the four cities
that is living in slum-like conditions. There are two particular exceptions.

First, the definition used for the target population for the survey excludes the floating
population in these cities. These are those individuals and households that do not have
permanent residence, but who sleep on sidewalks, along railway lines, in staircases of public
buildings, and in other public spaces. Typically they will only have plastic sheeting for
shelter at best, own very few material goods, and will move frequently. These households are
not resident in the slum areas identified by the City Corporations, so will not be among the
population from which the survey households will be selected.

Secondly, although the list of slum areas in each city used had been recently updated,
new slum areas are continually being created in the four cities. Those households that are
resident in slums that had newly emerged since the lists of slum areas were updated also are
excluded from the population from which the survey households will be selected.

On another point, slums frequently are demolished and disappear either to make way
for new construction or simply through a landowner reasserting control over land that has
been squatted upon. While the list of slum areas in each city that was used to select the
survey clusters is quite recent, it was observed in working with the list of slum areas for
Dhaka that some of the slum areas noted in the list were recently cleared and the households
residing in them were scattered elsewhere.

Consequently, it was possible that when BBS went to some of the 190 selected
clusters for the household listing exercise, they would find that the slum no longer existed. In
these cases, the BBS field staff was instructed to locate an alternative slum area within the
same moholla and undertake the household listing exercise in that slum. The maps prepared
by WFP’s GIS analysts for the sample selection exercise also portrayed the locations of other
slums in the area, in addition to the selected slum clusters.
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Annex 6: QUESTIONNAIRE

World Fopd Programme - Bangladesh
Bangladesh Bureau of Siasisiics
Invernarional Food Policy Research Instituce

Survey of Household Food Security
in Urban Slum Areas of Bangladesh, 2006

Qusslionnalre no: | | | | |

STEICTLY CONFIDENTIAL
For research purposes only
Final draf, Maw 2000

Module A: Household Identification & Survey Staff Details

‘Write codes for city, thana, ward, enumeration arza, and housshold 1D number.
‘Write name of city, thana, mohota, and househo'd head.

ADL. City: .
[Dhaka = 132

A0 Thama: || ||

AD3. Ward:

AD4. Moholla name:

ADZ, Slum (Bast) name:

ADS. Honsebold I (from list):

AD7. Houzebold Head name: ...

ADE. Descriprion of the location of the household — inchade any identifying characteristics
of the dwelling and nearby landmarks, names of peighboring bouseholds, sy
maiile phowe numbers of residenrs:

Telephone no (if a0y

Iames of contacts:

ADS. Does thus honsehold replace another samnple bousebold chosen for the survey? |
[YES = 15 WO - 2] (IF HO » Al3)

ALD. Whichk honsehold does it replace (ID from housebold List):

All Why was the originally selected household replaced? | |

Dealling found, but no BEE member could be found. ..
Dwalling found, b
valling fo d, b ]

Dwalling found, b
Dwalling destroved...cciisccrssacsssncssnnas
Dwalling mot FOUnd .. cciiscnsssncsssnrsisnnssnncss @

Al2. Mame of enmmerator | ...

Al3. Emumerator code:

Al4. Date of inrerview:

AlS. Mame of supervisor
AlS. Supervisor code: L1 |

AlT. Date of questionnaire inspecton:

AlE. Mame of data eniry clark:

Al%. Date enfry clerk coda:

A0 Date of data enmry:

A21.Mame of data validation clerk

A2 Data validaton clerk code:

A3 Date of data validation:
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CONVEY THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION TO THE RESPONDENT:

I am an employes of the Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics. [Show BBE
identificaltion card.]

The Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics, working with the World Food
Programme office in Bangladesh and the Intermnational Food Policy
Research Institute, is conducting a study of the food security of households
living in low-income areas in Dhaka, Chittagong, Rajshahi, and Khulna.
This survey iz the principal zource of information for this study. ou and
your household have been zelected at random from a list of all households
in this neighborhood in order to azk you quesiicns about how you are living
and acguiring the food you consume. The responses which you, other
members of your household, and members of cther surveyed houssholds
provide to these guestions will be usad to help the government of
Bangladesh do a better job in assisting people living in low-income areas in
citiez in Bangladesh mest their food needs.

Your household was selected as one of those to which the survey
questions will be asked. You were not selected for any specific reason.
Simply your name appeared on a list of all of the households in this area,
and your name was chozen randomly.

| would like to ask the questions in this form to you as head of
household or as a senior member of the household. | will alzo need 1o ask
questions to or about other members of your household az well. One hour
will be required to complete all of these questions. Al of your answers will
be held in confidence. The answers which you and the members of your
household give will only be used by the BBS or under ite supervigion.

Before | start, do you have any guestions or iz there anything which |
have said on which youw would like any further clarification? May | procesd
with interviewing you and members of your household?

Table of Contents

Module &: Household [dentification & Survey Staff Details ... 1
Module B: Housshold Composilion ... 3
Module C: Baueabion ... 4
Module D Health e 5
Module E: Time Use and Employment ... T
Module F: Occupations in past four weeks ..o 8
Module G HOUSBING oo e 9
Module H: Food Consumption inpastweek ... 11
Module I: Mon-food Expenditures — past week and past month............ 14

Module J: Mon-food Expenditures — past three months and past year .15

Module K: Ownerzhip of Durable Goods. ... .18
Meodule L: Agriculture .. .
Module M: Gifts or Loans Received or Given ... 18
Module M: Other Income & Participation in Social Programmes.............. 20
Meodule O: Food Purchasing and Eating Habits oL 21
Module P: Subjective Assessment of Well-being ... 2
Module Q- Recent Shocks to Household Welfare . 23
Module R: Community Participation. ... 24
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Module B: Household Composition

(MAEE A COMPLETE LIST OF ALL INDIVIDUALS WHO NOEMALLY LIVE AND EAT THEIR. MEALS TOGETHEE. IN THIS HOUSEHOQLD, STARTING WITH THE HEAD.)

em- Namea Sex Felation Age Marital For how mamy Canyou | Binh- [Haveyou| How 'Ur‘h.eredldlI What What
ber I o head of Stamas manths m todal Write a place” always | many | youmove |relipron do| lanzuage
. the durng the past 11 | ooe-page Livedin | years fram? ol do you
housshold moaths has [MAME]|  lener? this azedid practice” | speak at
been away from the mohalla™ | you home?
hausehald? mave
YES. 1 hege?
Years [Cod= CUMTLATED YE3.L {Code {=BL3) [Cod= (Cod= (Code
of age | balow) MOHTHS HO .2 | balow) HD .2 | YERRS | below) || b=low) | below)
Bal i1 B0 il ] B07 BO§ i 510 Bl1 Bl El3 Bl4
al
=]
[k}
™
=4
5.3
ar
=]
o
10
12
13
14
‘Cods for BEO4: Relation ‘Code for BOS: ‘Code for BOS & BLE: DPlaca: ‘Coda for B13: Code Cor B14:
rHousehold head ........... 1 Harital Status P This mobollad .oeeinneeisnena.. 1 Raligian » Languaags
ouse of household head . 2 [ Newer married ......1 !Another moholla in this ity .. 2 1 Islam......1 I Bangla ... 1
S vesmeres--2 ROOENGD canter Hinduism...2 Urdu...... 2
fdaughter ... 4 ced/Separated .3 |  in this division .... L3 | Hindi Lo... 3
verreaans i Widowad o...........4 "Rural village in this div other .. 4
aw aw B Urban center in ; -4

Sarvant or o
non=relative ...

division ...
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Module C: Education
(ASE ALL PERSONS AGED 5 YEARS AND OLDEER)

Mem [ PUT AN X | Eave vou What 1s or What is the | What type of | Are youcumently | Cenerally,

-per | FORALL aveEr s 1 highest schoel did | attending schoel, | how macy

D -'”i‘_%" attended | highestclass | educattonal | vouatend or | even if you are now | days do

Mo ; school? level you | qualification are now on holiday™ you attend
UMDER. ! - o ! Faane
DOWCT mer ym.]maﬂ artendmz schoal ina
AT completed aciguired N wesk
ISIER TOV YES. 1
THESE (Code (Cod= {Code Ho .2
PERSONS. | FPERSOH) below) balow) balow) {=«HEXT PERSOH) DRYS

Tl 5 CE Ch4 (55 C08 [ CO8

|

oz

HE]

04

05

]

a7

e

il

10

11

1z

13

14

Coda for C04:
| Bolealing

Coda fop COE: Bdusa-
, ticnal Qualificatien

degres or dipl

o . 4

Cods for COS:
Solhesl Type:
i enmant - ... 1

Frivata English

NGO

FUn - - .-
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Module D: Health
(ASK ALL PERSONS IN THE HOUSEHOLD. MOTHERS OR GUARDIANS TO ANSWER FOR CHILDEEN UNDER. 10 YEARS OF AGE.)

Mem- | During the past [Whatwas | Whe [ Whatacton | Durms the past [ Whatwas | Who [ What acten|[Cunng past 3 wesks] For how Tharing the past X For how many ATz you
ber [0 I wesks have |the illpess | diaznosed | did you take | 2 wesks have | the tlinsss | dagoesed |did you take || did you have to stop | maoy days | weeks did anyons else| days o the past || physically or
Wa. | yousuffersd | or imuoy? the to find relief| you suffered | or imjury” the 1o find relief] your nofmal in the past |in the housebold have | mwo weeks did mentally

from an iliness ilness? for your | from a secomd illness? faryour  ||activites becauss of | twowesks | o siop therpormal | somecoe stop || handicapped
or injury? illness?  |illness or iojury” illmess? this or thess did you stop | actvities to care for | their nommal || in amy way?
ilnesses? normal you? Activities o care
YE3 .1 TES .1 activities? far you? ¥YES .1
HO .2 [(Cod= [(Code (Code= HOD .2 {Code [Cod= {Code YES .1 ¥ES .1 B .2
(=014} below) | below) below) (=D10) balow! | b=low! balow] BT .2 (=D14) DRY3 HO .2 (=D14} DREY3 {«DLE)
Dl Diz D03 D4 s D06 o7 Dg me il Dil D1z D13 D14
o3
2
os
[}
=3
o
13
14

‘Code for 004 & DOB: Diagnosis

Gowt . Bealth 1 amlly menbar 4 Did peth g, Dokt Hent to
HGO Health W : alf N
Ot bl
3
4 TITIIE
oW treatmen
3 .. 08 t SBought treatment at Other

Splrit Healer ..... D& ! health faciliby ..... a5
Phacmacist ........ ! CWant to local phaen

I for madic

T, Codae for DOS & DO3: Astion taken
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Madule D: Health {continued)

Mem- | Inwhat | Areyou | Whatis | Doyouw What How
er [0} way are | handicap- | your suffer chronic lozg
Mo, |voulandi-|ped many| secomd froma | dlmessde | have

What | How long | FESPOND- || Areyou | Are you
second | haveyou | ENTA || cumendy | comently regularly zo you delivarad
y chromic | suffered | WOMAN || breast- | pregoant”™ | gove imbtoa | ahealth climic | delver | this chald?
capped” | second |handicap?| chromic | youwsuffer| wou illmass do | from this | AGED 15 || feeding a child aven if when you | this child?

way? il fram? | suffered Y0i second TO 487 child™ born dead” | were preznamt
from | illness? from?” chroamic ith thd
this illmess? YE3.1
.1 ¥E3 .1 illness™ | YEZ .1 s ¥YES .1

Didyou |Wheredid| Whe

(Code I .2 Code Ho L2 (Code Ha .2 (Code {»HEXT ¥E3.1 YE3.1 e [E3.1 [(Code
oelow) | (»DLlE) | below) (D24} | bmlow) | YERRS | (»D24) | below) YERR3 FERSOH} Ha .2 HO .I | (=HEXT PEZR} o .2 below)

3l Dz D18 n1? D13 D18 D2 o D EE] D4 JiES D28 Dx? D28 T Das

| | Coda |
Code for D1S5: Handicap ! Code for D18 & D22: Chronic Illnass Daliversd
Mizsing Hand .. Chronic fever .........01 Aremia Dockor
| Mizmsing Fox [ Hight blimdr | clin 1
Lama Headachas . Hurss
4 Herve . Midwi .
Heart | | Friend |
Jores Salf
1) Cancar thar
& Othe
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Module E: Time Use and Employment
(ASE ALL HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS AGED 5 YEARS AND OLDER.)

Mem- [ PUT AN | How many hours | Whathasbeer | Whathasbeen
ber I (FOR ALLEH)  gid voa spend vour stams of | your fvpe of wi
Mo, | MEMBEES | yaserday shopping | work during the | durmg the Last
far fiood, cocking. Last 7 days? days?
doing lavndry,
cleaming housa,
collecting water, and
the loke?

(TEEN, HEXT
MODULE}
{Cod=
ECOUR3 be=lowl [(Code below)

Crver the past 3 weeks, have
you also worked outside of the
hame for pay, or worked for
yaurself, or worked @ a
family business for profit?

¥E3. .1
(=NEXT 10DTLE)
B2 . L2
[«SETP HEXT HODULE}

ENl El2 EL3 ED: E0Z

EDS

Cods for E04: Werk Status
P Hon-worker, not seeking Worka:
work («END & SEIF HEXT Employ

MODULE] .. ooveeenennns 1 Emploves in a3
oking for wo

sther houss

I Employes in formal

Student (sBOS) ........... establishment
iRWork at home (=BOS) ...... i A labourar
Sell-amploned ccesccesse o B9 o

“Oode for E0S: Work Type

Commarcial sales
Faild domeatle work
cutaide tha homa .. 08

d Studant ....ccaveeeae 09

other (speclfy) ..... 10
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Module F: Occupations in past four weels

(ADMINISTER ONLY TO HOUSEHOLD MEMEEERS WHO ARE WORKERS THAT IS, THOSE MEMBERS WHO FESPONDED TO E0S OF. ANSWERED “YES TO E06.)

Membear ID What Who 13 your |For Low mamy | For how many | How ek 6o | Do vou Teceve 2 fres | Did vou have 2oy 0her oCcp-
HNa. pccupation did |employer for| days did you | hours per day | you nomally | meal as part of your | ations over the past four weeks?
(from BOL) |you have over this dio this work did you earn per day for | emaployment benefits
o the past foar | occupation? | for the past | pommally do this | doms this work?| oo the days that you TE3 .1
FJT-L’E\_-' TR wesks? four weeks? i do this work™ {»FILL IN WEXT LIRZ
OCCUPA- P . o WITE DETAILS}
TS (Cods= (Code= i I - o
LIETED below) below) DRYS HOURS TEER Ho .2 [+HEXT PERSOH)
Fil {H FI3 Fid FO5 FOS Fi7 FO8

Apprenti
Baggacr -

Othir

, Coda for FOZ: Employes

.................. 1
1d bad . ....... 2
individual .... 3
5 MEATY - eeann 4
17 vRCnmRnt ... 5
18 nad ante
149 [parastatal) ........ &
|
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Module G: Housing
(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

G0l | Do you own or are purchasing this m““"ﬁ d------l
e : ng pucchased ......2
m’lsnmﬁﬂdm}wwu Employer provides ....3
employer, do you use it for free, do you | - oo “outharized ... "
rent this house, or ara you squammg? Frae, not authorized .8
Rented (#003) ........E
Squatting (=004} .....7
GO | Estimate the mopthly rent vou could TAKR
receive if you rented this dwelling or
one exacily like it to another person? (THEH »G04)
G03 | How much do vou pay monthly to rear ——
this dwellmg?
G | How many vears age was this house YEARS
built? How old is 17 (Do not know . 99]
=E OBIERTE Single house .........1
WHAT TYPE OF DWELLING DOES THE | Several separate
HOUSEHOLD LIVE INT structures ... ......2
Apartment/flat .......3
Room in a lacger
AWELIANG 2 e mmreaaaead
Improwlsad hm.min.g .
OERAE 2 oeeens B
=4 | CRIERITE Grass/Stram ..covaneeal
THE OUTER WALLS OF THE MAIV Bamdoo . ... .-
DWELLING OF THE HOUSEHOLD ARE |Mud or unfired mud
HLANTLY ECOF WHAT Fii’:-;c;:-i::.lc. '| zod] . :
T Pt
MATERIAL CONCLEER «euseeranannsb
Tin Sheats ...........7
Flastic sheeting
[Folythers) ........43
Cardboard/paper ......9
other (specifyl ..... 1.3
=07 | ORIERIE Grass/StEaW «c.vaaasoal
THE ROOF OF THE MATN DWELLING | Bamboo ...ouvaenea.nnd
IS PREDOMINANTLY MADE OF WHAT | Soncrets --oooooooooo. 2
MATERIAL’ Tin Sheats ...........0
Flastic sheeting ..... ']
Cardboard/paper ......7
Clay t1185 «oveenean .8
othar (speclfyl ......8

=08 | QRSERIT Earth/sand ...... |
THE FLOOQE. OF THE MAIN DWELLING | Smoothed mud ..o.ou.n 2
I5 PREDOMDNANTLY MADE OF WHAT | Seoth coment ....... 3

TI1E ceieciriannrnans &
ather [sper_u Nl &

G09 | How many rooms does your housebold HUHEER

(Excluede rooms used for
DICI:I:I.p]rT businaas)

Gl0 | GESERIE
WHAT IS THE TOTAL FLOCE AREA CF SQUARE FEET
THE DWELLING I¥ SQUARE FEET?

Gl1 | What is vour main sonrce of ooking | ®eod ool 1
fuel? KREoSene --....-- 2

: Electricity ..... 3
GAF screscniaanns 4
Charcsal vveeeveeane &
Seraw/Loaves/Husks .. &
Animal Wasb@ ........ T
Jute plants ........- B
ather (specliyl ......d

11 | What was the total cost for cooking fusl —
in the bousehold in the past month?

G13 | What is vour main £ lizhti KREOBENE - o ouuecoasnn 1
fu.ﬂ'}]s soeE o M Elactricity ......... Z
- Candles «..eqvaesrasas 3

ather (speclfyl ..... 4

14 | What was the toml cost for lighting fual —
in the household in the past month?

G153 | IFRESPONMSE TO Gl OR G315 gﬂwf;
[ 1. ara 44 a
ELECTRICITY™ Lass Eh.an halt tha

. . LT - |

How frequently did the elecmiciny Areunt half the Fime . 4

supply go off in the past week T More than half -..... &

Almost alWways ....... &

16 | Does someone in the kovsshold own a . .
- . - { = R -

:E]h:.!.a_:t;iephm.emunrtmg N (wO18) ... 2

G1T | What was the toml cost for cell phone
sarvice for all household membars Last TAKR

month?
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13

What kind of mbbish disposal facilities

Collactad from

GI18 | Do zoy members of vour household
zleep under a bed net fo protect agamst L I |
masquitoss at some fime daring the Hoivaiinan 2
yaar?

29 | In the past year, would you say that
crime in the araa of your boms has ;:’:;::::3;
incressed decreased, or remained the Remained same 3
samaT

GA0 | Inthe past year, how many tmes did BEVET oo e o1
someone enter vour dwelling to st2al. 10 | once o eneeee s 2

o steal mgﬁm'g 1 Conumit Twe or 3 times -..... 3

Enth!rr_ri:::e? o More than * times ... 4

G31 | In the past year, were vou personally 2
victim of petry theft such as pick- L I |
pocketing, theft of purse, warch, wallst, Hooiiaaian 2
clothing, or jewalry?

does your housebold nse? pubblah bin ov.aenll
it Fersonal rubbish pit .2
EI.LE:niDg’..............!
Fublic rubbish heap
o plt ooLLiiaallld
Fut in deain ¢ diteh .8
other (specify) ......6
G19 | What is vour main source of drinking | Fiped supply water ...1
Water? Tube Wall ooueerennnnad
: Fing well/Indara ..... 1
Pond or EIvWeE -...--:.4
other (specify) ......5
G0 | Typically when vou collect warer from
this smmzehn'u. nch e do vou [ —
have to watt in quene to collect the
water?
11 | Do you have 3 second, alterzate source 0T DS |
of drinking water? Bo (w0230 ... .. 2
GII | What iz thar second sourca? Flpad supply water ...1
Tube Wall ooueerenannad
Ring well/Indara ..... a
Pond or eiver ........4
other (specify) ......5
G213 |IF RESPONSE TO G190 OR.G22 IS Bavar ool
“DIDED SUDPLY™: RAERLY «vcvanmcrannnnad
1 WATER: s Less than half the
How frequently did your piped water Arcut half the time ..4
supply go off in the past week? More than half .......58
Almoat alWays ........6
G4 | What kivd of toilet facility does your :::‘;_:‘:IMI".”-]-”I
7 -latrine [pucca) ..2
Lousehold use’ Flt-latrine
[EEmpaEary) .oooaee.d
Hanging latrine
[E L= ) R |
Bone (=026} ..........5
other (specify) ......6
G5 | Is this roilet facility for the nse of: RERD:
facility Bousabold mamoars
enly ..iiaaiiisaaaaal
gther householdas also 2
G216 | Does your bouse ever flaod followmg b LT S |
heavy rams or if nearby rvers sa? e 2
GI7 | Over the past 12 monchs, how many DAYS

days was your bouse floodad?

(Do not know . 99]
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Module H: Food Consumption in past week

(ASEL OF PRINCIPAL HOME MAFKEFR OF HOUSEHOLD. INCLUDE BOTH FOOD EATEN COMMUNALLY IN THE HOUSEHOLD AMND THAT EATEN SEPAFATELY BY

HOUSEHOLD MEMBEES.)

How mouch How nuach
How nmch m total did did you How mch | came from
vour honsehald How nmich | spend on came from | zifrsand |,
consume in the past came from | puorchased owWn other i
YEE.1 week? purchases? food? production? | sources? |L!
WD .2 — tac
Ower the past one week (7 days), did {wBEXT | rT=nd | .-U:r_;.- f_'r-f- . Beap
you or others in your housshold ITEM) |CODE | “maiy) | QUANTITY | QUANTITY TAEA QUANTITY | QUANTITY |gs oy
consume any [ . J7 Hil HII Hi3 HM HiE Hi§ HI7 HIE {mpacily
Fice 101
Wheat flour (e, matda, etc.) 102
Flathread — chapati, rot 103
Eraad (loaf) 104
Biscuirs; Cake 105
Orther cereals, grains (specify: 108
Pulzes (mashur, khesard, chola, etc.) 01
Fizh, prawns, etz — fresh or dried 301
Eges — clucken, duck, efc. 401
Beaf 501
Mumon; Goat 502
Chicken; Dck 503
(Other maar (specify: a0
‘I
Potato 601
Foot, fruit, gourd vegetables (g, okra, 602
brmjal, pranpkin gourd, camot, e}
Gresn leafy vegatablas (shak — pai, 1zl 603
danra, cabbage, etc.)
Other vegetables (specify: 60
i
Liguid milk 701

Ll
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How much How nach
How nmch i total did did you How mch | came from
vour household How nmich | spend on came from | gzifts and F
consiume in the past carne from | purchased o other 1
;EE -1 week? purchases? food? production? | sources? [BEEFS ... 1
L LR - 4
Crver the past one week (7 days), did (BEXT | [TEn | o —l' ey R
vou or others in veur kousehold ITEM) (COCE | “auggyn | QUANTITY | QUANTITY TAEA QUANTITY | QUANTITY |qepar
consume any [ . J? Hil HA 03 HM HIS H6 HIT HIS lspecifyl . 8
Powdered milk 702
Orther milk & dairy (specify: T03
Sugar; Misn BO1
Miolass BO2
Candy; Sweets; Fasogolla; Batasha; BO3
Eadma; erc
Winstard oil, Soyabesn oil, or other 201
vagetabla oil
Ghee; burter oil; dalda; banspan 202
Orther odl & fats (specifi: a03
Banana 1001
Mango 106032
Tackfart 1003
Orther fruits (specify: 1004
Fanta; Coca Cola; Sherbar; etc. 1101
Taa; Coffes 1102
Juice of sugarcane; date; palm; 1103
BTl COCOMWNIT Waler
Omicn 1201
Other spices, sexsonings, garlic, & salt 1202
(specify: }
Prepared meals, snacks, and other
foods from outside the honsehold
Biriani 1301
Curry and rice/ot 1302

W -
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How much How mach
How nmch i total did did you How mch | came from
vour household How nmch spend on came from | gzifts and
consume in the past came from | puorchased owWn other
';ES -1 waek? purchases? food? production? | sources?
L2 -
Ower the past one week (7 days), did (»BEXT | TEn Nrf}:_f, -
you or others in vour kousshold ITEM) |COCE | pwgyr) | QUANTITY | QUANTITY TAEA QUANTITY | QUANTITY |;
consume any [ 7 HA | H: Hi3 HM HE Hif HIT HOE
Diahl and rice/rod 1303
Bhaji and ricerot 1304 |
Chitoi prtha 1303 |
Samosa; singara; purd, fuchka 1306 |
Smacks, e g. muri, jalappy, botled egz. 1307
achar, et
Orther prepared food from ourside HH 1308
(specify: }

Hig

Crvar the past one week (7 days), did aoy znests
(wot bousehold members) ext mezls m your
honsehold made from any of the food we just
discussed?

Ko [»HEXT HODILE) 2

HI1

Orer the past one week (7 days), how many
moming meals in total (person-meals) did these
Fnests eat m your household?

KUMEER

HIl

Orver the past one week (7 days), how many
mudday meals in total (person-meals) did these
Eaests eat m your househeld?

KUMEER

Ower the past one week (7 days), how many
evening meals in total (person-mesls) did theze
Fnests eat m your household?

HUHEER
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Module I: Non-food Expenditures — past week and past month
(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

ONE WEEK EECALL
:2 How much d;:_iﬂ

Crer the past one week (7 days), did [=HEXT You pay tm iefal
wou ar others m your bonsebold ITEH]) TR
purchase any [....J7 m m 3
Cigaremes; Bin 101

Zorda; Betel nut; Betal leaf Khoer 102

IYEWipAPErs OF DEWimAEAzines 103

Public transport — rickskaw, taxi, bus 104

ONEMONTHEECALL

h}; . How much did
[«WEZT | rtrem | ¥oupay i toml?

Orver the past one month, did youn or others in your ITEM} CODE TRIR

housshold purchase awy [ ]7 m e 3

Shampoao, hair oil & cream, combs & clips, hair 201

curting & styling, shaving, et

Cozmencs (perfume. lipstick, skin creams, etc) & 20

beautifying items (hair rbbon, chur, kajzsl eic.)

Bar soap for body 203

Other personal products (toothpaste, razor, erc.) 04

Clathes soap (powder), bleaching powder, soda, exc. 205

Housshold cleaning products {cleansers, brooms) 206

Kosquito spray or coils 207

Dopation - zakat, firra, quobani, sadga, other charity, 208

beggar, el

Loan repayment 08

Savings depostt 210

Bicycle sarvice, repair, or parts a1

Perrol or dizsel 212

Motor vehicle service, reparr, or parts 213

Wages paid to servants 214

Fepars & mamtenance o dwelling 215

Fepairs to household and personal items (radios, 216

watches, e}

Madical care — treatment of preventsive cans, 207

including for medicine, consultations, in-patent faes

Mon-prascriprion medicines — paracetemol, anmcid, 218

Aspirin, congh syrmap, efc.
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Module J: Non-food Expenditures — past three months and past year
(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

THEEE MONTH RECALL

ONEYFARRECALL

e How much did R Eow much did
(sMENT | tTRm | YEupayiototal? [«WEXT | rtrem | ¥oupayitofal?

Crwver the past three months, did you or others m ITEM} CODE TAKR Oer the past one vear, did you or others m your ITEM} CODE TRIR

your housshold purchase any [. . .]7 01 ot I hounsahold purchase or bear the costs of any [. . )7 01 T2 T

Infant & children clothing 301 Carpet, rugs, drapes, curmains 401

Men's clothing 302 Linsn - towels, sheets, blankes 402

Lady's clothing 303 Mosquito net 403

Shoes / sandals 304 Wit - sleeping 404

Bowls, glassware, plates, silvarware, s 303 Matress 405

Cooking utensils (cook pots, stiming spoons, 8.} 306 Sports & hobby equipment, music msmuoments, toys 406

Torch / flashlizght 307 Film, film processing, camera 407

Umbrella 308 Towelry, wrist watches, etc. 408

Statiopery items 300 Bnilding ftems - cement, bricks, timber, iron shests, 400

Bogks 30 tools, wood polas, enc,

Muzic or video cassette or CD 31 Insurance - health, anto, home, life ¢

Tickers for Sports | snerainment evants 317 Lasses o theft (value of items or cash lost) 1

Homse decorations 33 Fines or legal fees 2

Might's lodging in rast house or hotel 3l4 Dowry costs

Mamizge ceremony costs

b

Funeral costs

L

Education mitton

=N

rthar school expenses - wnifonm, boarding school
fees, arc

| e | e e e | e | A | e
i
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Module K: Ownership of Durable Goods
(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

How How
mary many
[TTEM]s [TTEM]:
Dio you or anyone in your hif ) ?ﬁ?‘;ln'.::l Do you or anyons in your LF-_, ) dg“¥~u
household possess a [ ]7 (sMEXT | ITEM household possessa [ )7 (=MEXT | ITEM
ITEM) CODE | WUMBER ITEH) CODE | WUMBER
TTEN K0l EiE K3 FIEd E0l i K03
Cot (choky) 301 Fishing nat M
Bed 502 Hoe 515
Tahla 03 Axe 526
Chair, wooden 304 Clx-cart 537
Cupboard, drawers, burean 303 Plongh & voke 528
Uphaolsterad chair, sofa sat 306
Lantern (kerosene) 507
Clock 308
Electnic Fan 00
Irow (for pressing clothes) 310
Pressure cooker 311
Ferosena siove 512
Elecmic or gas stove; hot plate 313
Fefrigerator 314
Faadio (wireless") 515
Tape or CD plaver 316
Television 517
Sewing machine 518
Thela gan {cart) 318
Bicycle 520
Fickshaw | van 21
Mlotorcycle auto-rickshaw 513

Boat o7 cange
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Module L: Agriculture

(ASE OF MEMEER(%) OF HOUSEHOLD MOST INVOLVED IN AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES.)

Lil h'ﬂ]jsu:bmma(mrgmalhm Yas ..................:_I:
area), do yior grow any crops, fuits, or | B (SFEXT MODULE) ....2
vegetablas, keep livestock, or do you
own agriculniral land of sy sort?

L0Z | What area of agriculrural lzrd did you AREA, AMOUNT
use in total in this urban area in [LAST | jpen on1T
COMPLETED CROPPING SEASON]T Decimal .......1

Sguare Faat ....2
othar (specify) 3

L3 | What percentage of this land did you
inhent from your family or your FERCENTAGE
spouse's famdly”

L4 Whatpucellug?eofmjslanddjdm ERCENTAGE
purchase with tifle”

LS | What percentage of this land did you
el on shart or long-tenm lease? FERCENTAGE

L Whatfp;:cenuge;ct’;tjslanddjdy?‘n ——

LT | What percentage of this land was
provided for vour uss by somsone else FERCENTAGE

wrthout payment?

CHECK TO SEE IF SUM OF LO2 TO LD7 TOTALS 100. IF NOT, SEEK CLARIFICATION.

L8 | Dud you grow aoy crops, fnats, or TEE vavrnaannal
vegetables on this land m [LAST Ho (»L2§) ....2
COMPLETELD CROPPING SEASON]T

Li® | Did you grow any rice in [LAST YOS ..ces
CROPPTNG SEASON]? Bo (SIARF 2cood

L10 | How moch rice did you harvest i toml
in [LAST CROPPTNG SEASON] n KT LOGRAHS
kilograms?

L11 | How much of this dee did vou sell or L L |
: . ROt BUEN e ivanaead
give away? Less than half .......3

AEUt BAalf ooeeuaaan.ad

More than half .......5

Almeat all oF all ....6
L1? | How mock did you esrn from the sale

of the rice”

L13 | Did won grow aoy other stapls crops - 1
(other cereals, potatoes, etc.) i [LAST Mo {eL1T) ..., 2
CROPPING SEASOM]T

L4 | How mack of these other staple crops
did vou harvest in total in [LAST KILOGRAMS
CROPPING SEASON] in kilograms?

L15 | How mack of these other staple crops iﬂﬂgﬂﬂ;

: : . Sl 1Y e

did you sell or give away? Less than half ...... 3
Abcut half ....o..... 4
More than half ...... &
Almost all or all ... &

L1§ |How muack did vou eam from the sale —
of thesa other staple crops?

L17 Did you grow any pulses (mashar, vem
khesari, erc_) in [LAST CROPPING Mo {eL21) .... 2
SEASON]?

L18 |How muack of these pulses did vou
harvest m total in [LAST CROPPING ETLOGRAMS
SEASON] m kilograms?

L1® |How mack of these pulses did you sell | 5one ool

. Wob mueh «oeevooinaoo 2
m'gwema],f? Lass than half ...... 3
About half .......... 4

More than half ...... &

Almost all or all ... &

LI | How mack did vou eam from the sala —
of thesa pulses?

L1 | Did you grow aoy vegetables in [LAST (- I |
CROPPING SEASON]? Mo {sL28) .... 2

L2! | How mch of these vegatables did you
harvest m total in [LAST CROPPING ETLOGRAMS
SEASON] m kilograms?

L1} |How pch of these vegetables did you  |®¥one ....oooinoiiiao

i “m:f.l Mot much -..coccesuae 2

sell or give ) Lass than half ...... 3
AEout Ralf ..eeeee..- d

More than half ...... &

Almost all or all ... &
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LM

How mnch did you ez from the sale
of these vegetablas?

L5

Dind you grow any frait in [LAST
CROZEDNG SEASCN]T

L6

How mnch fout did you harvest in rotsl
in [LAST CROBEDIG SEASON]
kilozrams™

L7

How much frut did you sell or give
away’!

HON® cssccissscrsiacs
Bot much ccsuccisiccss
Laess than half .......
Avcut half .......a0nn
More than half ......
Almost all or all

o
hobm e b

L37T | How many pouloy birds do you now
own?
L3% | How mawy birds did von sell during or
since the [LAST CROPPING SEASON]?
L3% | How mnch of the egzs from these iﬂﬂgﬁﬂ;
poulmy di - 2 ot ssrdassessas
did you sell or give away? Less than half ...... 3
About half .......... 4
More than half ...... &
Almost all or all ... &
L4 | How mack did vou eam from the zals
of poulmy and ezzs during and since TAKR

[LAST CROPPING SEASQN]T

L3

How mnch did you ezm from the sale
of these frnit?

TAER

L%

Did you raise any livestock (not
poultry) on this land in [LAST
COMEBLETED CROPPING SEASON]T

b (- T - [P
Mo {«L36} ....

L]

&

How many canla or buffaloes do you
now own?

How many cartle or buffaloes did yon
s2ll during or since the [LAST
CROZPIRNG SEASCH]T

How many zoats or sheep do yvou now
own?

B

How many zoats or sheep did you sell
during or since the [LAST CROPEING
SEASON]?

How much of the products from thase

livestock (milk, other dairy, meas, skm,
mamire, etc) did vou sell or give away
since the [LAST CROPPING SEASOM]?

HODA .uccccnucnsssaans
Hot much ........
Leess than half ..
Abcut half ...........
More than half ...
Almoat all or all

&dm e b

How mnch did you exrn from the sale
of anmmals and livestock products
during and since [LAST CROFFING
SEASON]?

TAER

Did you raise sny poulmy (chickens,
ducks, etc.) on this land in [LAST
COMEBLETED CROPPING SEASON]?

YOPessusssaassssanses
Hoo {»MEXT HODULE) .... 2
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Module M: Gifts or Loans Eeceived or Given

(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER. OF HOUSEHOLD.)

MO | Crver the past one month, did you or
anyone in your honsehold receive suy
gifts or loans (in cash or in-kind) from
any individuals {friends/fanuly) outside
your housahold?

| £ E- PR |
Ho (=808} ... 2

What was tha toral value of all other in-
kind gifts or loans ziven o individuals

in the last one month?

TAKR

MO | What was the total valne of all cash
received a3 a gift or loan from
individnals in the last one month?

TAER

What percentage of the value of 21l
cash, food, and other gifts or loans
given was provided fo individuals
Iving in Baneladesh but outside of this
urban area”

FPERCENTAGE

MO | What was the total value of all food
received a3 a gift or loan from
individnals in the last one month?

TAER

M4 | What was the totzl valne of all other in-

kind zifts or loans received from
individnals in the last one roonth?

TAER

What percentage of the value of 21l
cash, food, and other gifis or leans
given was provided to individuals
living cutside of Bangladesh?

FERCENTAGE

MOS | What percentage of the valus of all
cash, food, and other gifts or loans
received came from individuals living
in Bangladesh but cutside of this urban

area’

FERCENTAGE

Do you give any such zifts or loans on
2 regular basis, such 25 every week ar
every month?

What is the monthly value of the gifis
or loans thar you give regularly?

TAKR

MOG | What percentage of the valus of all
cash, food, and other gifts or loans
received came from individuals

livins 'working cutside of Bansladesh?

FERCENTAGE

Have you borrowed zny money in past
mvalve months from an insttionsl
lender, such as 2 bank or NGO7?

2

Drid you borrow from a conumercial
bank?

MOT | Do you receive any such gifis or loans
on & regular basis, such as every waek
or every month?

YR oo cessccns
Ho (=M08) .... 2

2

Did wou borrow from an NGO or other
non-conunercial agency?

Yoo succrssccs

Ho ...

MO§ | What 15 the monthly value of the zifts
of loans that you recaive regnlarly?

TAER

Have you borrowed any money in the
past twelve months from 2 private
money lender?

j T

Ho ...

MO® | Crver the past one month, did you or
anyone in your honsehold give amy gifts
or loans (in cash or w-kind) to any
individuals (fiends family) outside
vour housahold?

YOR oo cessccns
Hoe [=B17) .... 2

MI10 | What was the totz] value of all cash
Eiven 3s 2 Zift or loan to individuals in
the lzst one month ™

TAER

M1 | What was the totz] valae of all food
Eiven 3s 2 Zift or loan o individuals in
the 1zt one month?

TAER
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Module N: Other Income & Participation in Social Programmes
(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

Ni1

Crver the past 3 wonths did amy
meambers of your housabhold raceive aoy
regular income from savings misrest or
other invesonant income?

| £ - PR |
He {=H03} .... 2

How mch gram did you receive in
tomal, in kilograms?

KILOGRAMS

N2

How much did your household in taal
Teceive in savings iuterest or other
invesouent moome over the last three
months?

TAER

2

How mach cash did you recemve in
total?

TAKR

2

Has anvone m your household
benefited the past 12 months from the
Gramuitons Felief Programme?

b £ ¢ USRS |
Hoe {«H1B} .... 2

Ni3

Crver the past 3 months, did aoy
meambers of your housebold raceive aoy
rezular inoome from a pension”

b4 - [P
Ho {=HO0B} .... 2

N1

How mnch zram did you receive in
tomal, in kilograms?

N4

How much did your housshold in ol
receive raceive in pension income over
tha last three months?

TAER

How mach cash did you recemve in
total?

TAKR

NIT

Diid won receive any other mams froon
the Granutous Felief Programme’

b £ ¢ JURSURSRIRURR |
o JPRR—-

Crver the past 3 months, did any
meambers of your housebold raceive aoy
rezular inoome from rental of property”

| £ - PR |
Ho {=H08) .... 2

Ni&

What sort of property?

Bousay realdence ..... 1
wroial buil
cul

Omver the past 12 months did aoy
members of your housebold purchase
rice or wheat at cheaper prices fom the
COpen Market Sales program of the

govermment”

T P |
No (sH21)} ... 2

How mach zram did you purchase in
tomal, io kilograms?

NOT

How much did your household in ol
receive in rental income over the last
three months?

TAER

NI

What was the price per kilogram?

THER FER EILOGRAM

N0

Crver the past 3 months, did any
members of your housebold receive oy

Las not been discnssed earlier?

b4 - [P
Hoe [=H11} .... 2

N1l

Did any children in your household
benefit i the past 12 mogths from the
Supend for Primary Education?

in household (....0 3

Nig

What sort of income (specify)?

NI

Did any girls in your housebold benefit
in the past 12 months fTom the Female
Snpend for Secondary Educarnion?

YA cssiasrsdsnsrises L
MO cccrssscrsssccssas B
No secondary achool

age girl in
household . ..-.....- 3

N1

How much did your housshold in ol
receive of this other moome owver the
last three months?

TAER

N1l

Has anyone in your household
benefited the past 12 months from
participating in a Public Works
Prosramme (food or cash-for-work)?
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Module O: Food Purchasing and Eating Habits
(ASE OF PRINCIPAL HOME MAFFEF OF HOUSEHOLD.)

o0l

ooz

Q03

o4

005

s

T

READ FIRST TIME:

Haightor .. cs--
Strest vendor ..

=

When you purchase  |Market in the

the following itame mohella ... 3
Local shop in

ﬁrmmu= thi mobolla .. 4

do you typically Market cutside

puochase them from thie mobolla .. &

a:

Shop cutslde

Rice

Lentils (mashur)

Diried small fish

Chicken

Milk {frash)

Vegatable oil

Qs

e

thar mobolla .. &
other [specifyl T
P el o

purchase ..... B

Sugar

Salt

Eerozene

I'would like to ask you some questions sbout what you do when vou do not have enongh
food or money to buy food o the past month, bow fequently bave yow

010

Warried that vour household would not have
enangh food?

011

Iot een able to eat the foods you praferred
1o eat becanze of lack of resources?

o1z

Ate just a few kinds of food day afier day
due to lack of resources?

013

Ate food that you preferred not to ear
becanse von did not have rasources to obtam
other food?

014

Limired portons at mealmnes because thare
was pot enough food?

013

Are fewer meals in a day becanse thers was
ot enough food?

016

Had no food at all in the housebold becanse
there Ware 0o resources to Zet more”

o1

(Gone to sleep af mght nzry becanse thera
was not enough food?

0138

Gone 3 whale day without ezting anything
because thers was not enough food?

Every day -...-...
I-E times a weak .
1-2 times a waak .
Less than once a
-1 R
HEWIE cvuacsvamans 8

Ny

021 | Keow I'would like o ask you about your houssbold's
food supply during differsnt months of year. Inthe | 1% oo
past 12 months, weare there months in which you did HODULE) .. 2
not have epough food to mest your family's needs?
oz March
o3 February
o Tanuary
s Drecamber
Which were the monrhs in the past 12 months in
026 which you did not have enough food to meet vour Movember
0217 | family's needs? Creraber
0% | 0o NOT READ THE LIST OF MONTHS. MARE Septamber
029 | WITH A CHECK MARK THOSE THAT Fo—
RESPONDENT MENTIONS.
fuzl] Tuly
031 Tune
03z Dday
032 April

019

Did your housebold take any lean for food
in the last month?

-

' T-
W (=021 . 2

o

How many taka was the loan for?

TAER
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Module P: Subjective Assessment of Well-being

(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMEBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

Fil

Concerning your housebhold's food
consunyprton over the past ons month,
whech of the following is oue?

P02

Concerning vour bousing, which of the
following is oua?

F3

Concerming vour housshold's clothine,
which of the following is oue?

Fi4

Concerning the standard of kealth care
you recamve for household members,
which of the following is oue?

adaquatea fo

hold naeds . ........1

adequate

o exld naada 2

T owWaE me Eha

adequate for
housahold needs ...3

P10

What income level per day do you
personally consider to be shsolutely
minimal - below which you and your
houzahold could not make ends meet?

TRER FER DAY

Fll

Omerall, how satisfied {content, happy)
are you with your Life” Arevyon ...

aflad ... 0004
satiafied _...

Fid

Imagine five steps, where on the
bottom, the first step, stand the poorest

people, and on the hizhest stap, the
fifth, stand the wealthiest.

SHOW THE PICTURE OF THE STEPS.

Om which step are you
today?

O which step are most of
vour neijzhbars today?

FO7

Which of the following is oue? Your
curment income . . [READ]:

allows you to bulld

12

What do you (HH HEAT) slesp on?

Bad & mattress -....-1
Bad or chokl & mat

[Jrassd ....
Bad or choki :
Matt on floor ... 4
Mat (grass] on floor &
Cloth ¢ plastic

on Floor c.e.eee
Floor (nothi

Fig

In terms of your household economic
well-being, are you beter off, the szms
as, or worse off than this same tme 3

year aga’

Fog

In terms of your household economic
well-being, in a vear from now do you
expect o be better off, the same a5, or
worse off than now?
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Module Q: Recent Shocks to Household Welfare

(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE SENIOF. HOUSEHOLD MEMEEE. )

Ower the past one year, was your housshold severely

What did you do m
response to this shock
try to regain your former

affectad pagativelv by any of the following events? ';q welfare level?
{=HEET [ rrpay LIST UF TO 3,

GO THROUGH ENTIRE LIST BEFORE ITEH) | copE Code-QL

FROCEEDING. Qi Quz | Qada | Quae | ook

Household business failure, non-zgriculnrsl 101

Agriculnrzl crop failure 102 |

Loss of emplovinent or non-pavinent of salary 103 |

Et:i_-:lf ragmlar assistance, aid or remitances from 104 l

outzide household

Mzjor illness or accident of honsehold member 105

Birth in the household 104

Death of working member of bousshold 107

Dieath of other family membar 108

Break-up of the household 109

Dowry | marmiage expenses 110

Loss of property due to thefi'decoity, flood, fire, enc. 111

Eviction from residence 112

Drwelling damaged, desooved 113 |

Family member amested, imprisoned 114 |

Extortion by measraans, cormapt officials required 115 l

brthe, etc.

Oither: 114
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Module R: Community Participation

(ASE OF HOUSEHOLD HEAD OF. OTHEE. SENIOF. MEMBER OF HOUSEHOLD.)

R16 | Owerall how effactively does this group work? | Ineffective ... 1
Adequate ...... 2
Effective ..... 3
R17 | Do vou or other members of vour bousskold O R |
balong to 3 credit and savines sroun? WO (sR21) ... 2
B8 | Does this group inclnds members fromoutside | ves ...oo...0 1
this mahalla™ HO evaocenaonas 2
R1? | Do yon bave w pav a fee 1o be @ member of TOE vnnnraanns 1
this group? HO cevecceaaonas 2
EM | Owersll, how effsctively does this group work? | Ineffactive ... 1
Rdequate ...... 2
Effective ..... ]
EIl |Dovoun or otasr membsers of vour bonsskold . .
balons to amy other sffective conmmmity Mo [sR2E) ... 2
association. such as an NGO project?
RI2 | Whatkind of group is it? {Specify)
B | Does this group includs members from outside | ves ........... 1
this moholla? HO civaaniainan 2
BM | Do von kave o pav a fee 1o be 2 member of O R |
this group? HO eveoceaanns 2
R1% | To assistyon and your | EEAD
Pourahava chalrmman -... 1
]].I.IIJSE'EHJ.H OVEICOME | o rd commissiones ... .. 2 Ilost
difficulries in EerHNE | yoceaan .. ............ 3 effactive
enough food, who of Community organization
ﬂ],efo]luwjngcnm— T T R |
mnn]tj' Inam oF other
Rl6 r ]Eﬂﬂ.!l.’s_ﬂ:he religious leadsr .... &
I AMIZHCIONS 18 Local NGO staff ....... &
most affective? Hational or internma- Second most
Second most tional WGO staff .... T effactve
effective? .. [READ]: | other (SFESIFY| .8
HOMIB «eaenrasannasanes @

thiz group?

R0l | Do you have awy relamives who live in this van ,
veizhborhood cutside of those who are a No [eED3} ... 3
meamber of your housshold?

R0? | How mauy other housabolds m this
weighborhood kave members who are related HKUHEER
o vomu?

R03 | Cap your household rely on neighbors whalp | ves ceenl
you throngh difficult periods? Ko aeee 2

R0 | Cap your neighbors raly on vou to help them Yas ceenl
through difficult periods? W EEE

R0% | Are yvou or other working members of your . .

P { - & - I a +
bousehold 2 member of 3 Tade 8ss0cislOR O | wo rumos) ..., 4
labor vion?

RO06 | Does this group includs members from cutside | ves .1
this moholla? L -2

ROT | Do you have to pav a fee o be 3 member of Yas .1
this group? Nex . 2

R0 | Crverall, how effectively does this group work? | Ineffective ... 1

Adoquate ...... 2
Effactive ..... 3

R0% | Are you or other members of yvour housebolda | ves ........... 1
member of 3 wornen's association’ Ho [=R13) ... e

R10 | Does this group include members from ourside | ves ... 1
this moholla? [ -

Ell | Do you have o pav a fee 0 be a member of Tas .. .1
this group? W eaan- . 2

R1} | Overall, bow effectively does this group work? | Ineffective ... 1

Mdoquate ...... 2
Effoctive ..... 1

R12 | Do you or other members of vour bovsshold
belong to a slum-dwellers associzton (bast ::’{»MT};
baskir | T

Rl | Does this group includs members from outside | ves ... ... 1
this moholla? |-

El® | Do you hava o pav a foe o be 3 member of L I |

i |-
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Annex 7: SURVEY ENUMERATOR MANUAL

Following the completion of the English version of the survey questionnaire
and the pre-testing of it with randomly selected households residing in slums of
Dhaka, the following manual was prepared to guide the enumerators in the field as
they administered the questionnaire to sample households. BBS used this manual in
training their survey enumerators.

The principal focus of this survey is the food security of households living in the slum areas of the
cities of Dhaka, Chittagong, Khulna, and Rajshahi. Consequently, most of the content of the survey is
directly related to food, the means by which households acquire food, or potential constraints to their
acquiring sufficient food to meet household needs. The survey data will be used in analyses to
determine how government and non-governmental organizations in Bangladesh can best assist the
households living in these slums ensure their own food needs. The information collected in this
survey also will be available for use in a range of future studies.

You and the other enumerators each will work in pre-selected slum areas or clusters over the
course of the survey period. The survey management team will have randomly selected 10
households in each of these clusters to whom you will administer the questionnaire. The households
will be selected from complete lists of all households resident in the pre-selected clusters. These lists
will be drawn up as part of the survey activities.

Key definitions

A household to whom you will administer the questionnaire may be either a person living
alone or a group of people, either related or unrelated, who live together as a single unit in the sense
that they have common housekeeping arrangements (that is, share or are supported by a common
budget). A standard definition of a household is “a group of people who live together, pool their
money, and eat at least one meal together each day”. It is important to recognize that members of a
household need not necessarily be related by blood or by marriage. On the other hand, not all those
who are related and are living in the same compound or dwelling are necessarily members of the same
household. Two brothers who live in the same dwelling with their own wives and children may or
may not form a common housekeeping arrangement. If they do not, they should be considered
separate households.

In the case of polygamous men and extended families, household members may be distributed
over two or more dwellings. If these dwelling units are in the same compound or nearby (but
necessarily within the same cluster) and they have a common housekeeping arrangement with a
common budget, the residents of these separate dwelling units should be treated as one household.

For the purposes of this survey, hostel-type arrangements (mess) where groups of garment
workers, for example, share living space and eat their meals together will not be treated as an eligible
household.

The head of household is the person commonly regarded by the household members as their
head. The head would usually be the main income earner and decision maker for the household, but
you should accept the decision of the household members as to who is their head. There must be one
and only one head in the household. If more than one individual in a potential household claims
headship or if individuals within a potential household give conflicting statements as to who is the
head of household, it is very likely that you are dealing with two or more households, rather than one.
In such cases, apply the criteria provided here to delimit membership in the survey household.
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Note that it is possible that the household head may not be residing in the dwelling at the time
of the interview. He or she may be living and working, temporarily or permanently, in another part of
Bangladesh or in another country.

Non-relatives who are resident in the household for more than three months and are included
in a common household keeping arrangement under the head of household are to be considered
household members. However, servants, other hired workers, and lodgers (individuals who pay to
reside in the dwelling of the household) should not be considered to be household members if they
have their own household elsewhere which they head or upon which they are dependent.

You should be careful when determining who should be included and who should not be
included as a member of a survey household. If you are in doubt, discuss the problem with your
supervisor.

Pre-enumeration listing and household selection

The clusters for the survey will have been pre-selected by the survey management staff from a
listing of all slums areas in the four cities using a randomised selection procedure. As part of the
survey, BBS will have household listing teams go to all of the clusters selected for the survey. These
teams will spend time in each cluster to compile a list of all eligible households in the cluster. The
number of households in the clusters selected for the survey is generally between 75 and 150.

The survey management team will select households at random from the household listing for the
cluster. Ten households will be selected in each, plus an additional five replacement households, in
the event that one of the originally selected households cannot be found or is unwilling to participate
in the survey. You will be given the household listing form for the cluster or clusters you are
responsible for that will indicate the ten selected households in a cluster. You will immediately locate
these households within the cluster and begin interviewing them as soon as possible.

If you are unable to interview one of the selected 10 households, you must contact your supervisor
as soon as possible. Your supervisor will investigate the problem and, if necessary, instruct you on
the replacement household to be interviewed.

You should plan your interview schedule within a cluster on the basis of administering two
questionnaires each work day, on average. You possibly will have to make two or three separate
visits over different days to a survey household to ask questions of all household members that you
need to interview. However, when averaged, we expect that 5 days of work should allow you to
complete the questionnaires with 10 survey households.

Questionnaire and questionnaire administration

The questionnaire has been designed to enable you to administer it with as little difficulty as
possible. The questionnaire is laid out in landscape (horizontal) format. Information on a particular
individual within the household is to be recorded consistently on the same row of each module in
which information on individual household members is to be collected — Modules B, C, D, and E.

You should follow the order of the questions as they appear in the questionnaire. Do not jump to
questions to be asked later in the questionnaire, even if the respondent gives information to answer a
future question. Follow the questions as written and as the skip patterns instruct.

At the start of the interview with each individual, you should always determine if the respondent
has any appointments in the next hour. If sufficient time is available to complete several modules of
the questionnaire before the respondent’s appointment elsewhere, proceed and complete as much of
the interview as possible. When the respondent must leave, arrange for another meeting in the next
day or two at which the interview with the individual respondent can be completed.

The modules in the questionnaire are organized by placing at the front of the questionnaire the
modules to which the majority of household members need to respond (Modules B through F). The
modules later in the questionnaire typically only require the household head and selected other adults
in the household as respondents.
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The setting of the questionnaire administration should be relatively private. If another survey staff
member accompanies you to an interview, you should introduce the staff member to the respondent,
making clear the purpose of the presence of the individual. Persons not connected to the survey or to
the household should not be present when you are administering the household questionnaire. If any
such individuals are present when you begin your interviews, you must politely request them to leave
in order to respect the privacy of the survey household. If they cannot leave at that time, you should
schedule the interview for a later time or move to a more appropriate place, when or where greater
privacy can be assured.

It is possible that a household member will be absent from the household for the entire period that
you are undertaking the survey in the cluster. Collecting information on these absent individuals will
be problematic, as they will not be able to respond to questions themselves. For these individuals,
you will have to rely on the household head or another adult. Unfortunately, there is no optimal
solution in collecting comprehensive, relatively accurate information for such individuals. You must
simply be aware of the particular challenges of collecting good information on such absent household
members and undertake the task as best you can.

As a general point, if you encounter a different or unusual case in a particular module or modules
for a survey household and are not sure what to do, write all of the details down on the questionnaire.
You then should consult your supervisor at the earliest opportunity.

In conducting an interview, if it is clear that the respondent has understood the question you
have asked, you must accept whatever response the respondent provides you. Probe questions can be
used to make sure the respondent understands the key element of the question being asked. However,
you must never second-guess the respondent or make the assumption that you have a better
understanding of the condition of the individual or household than the respondent does. The function
of the enumerator is not to verify that the information provided is correct. The analysts of the survey
are interested in what the respondent actually says. It is always possible that the respondent will lie to
you or provide inaccurate information, but you, as the enumerator, should not make any judgements
on the information provided. This is a problem for the analyst to take care of and not the enumerator.

There are exceptions, of course. At all stages of the interviews with members of a survey
household, you should be alert to errors. These can be accidental or deliberate. You can never force
people to give answers that they do not want to give, but you can approach the true facts by
diplomatic and intelligent interviewing. For example, if the respondent says that the household has no
livestock and there are chickens pecking at your feet or goats tied up nearby, you should inquire about
these animals. However, you should not probe excessively after seeking initial clarification from the
respondent. In any case, you should never go outside of the household to get information. This is
beyond the scope of your work.

Finally, do not be secretive about your work interviewing members of households in a moholla.
Please explain what it is you are doing to all community members who ask about your activities. You
should be respectful, courteous, and patient with all community members. However, while your work
should not be secretive, you must respect the confidentiality and privacy of the survey household
respondents when administering the questionnaire. As noted, community residents who are not
members of the survey household should not be present while you are conducting your interviews.

Individual modules

Module A: Household identification and survey staff details
Respondent: Household head

This module is used to collect information on the survey household in order to identify the
household for data analysis purposes and to identify the household if it is necessary to re-interview the
household members in the future. Information is also collected on who among the BBS staff
processed the questionnaire at various stages of the data collection and entry.

¢ The ‘Questionnaire number’ box at upper right is for the use of the data entry staff. Simply
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leave this box blank.
The code for the thana (A02) in which the household is located will be provided to you.
A06 and A10 use code information that will be taken from the household list for the cluster.

The information in AQ7 and A0S is important if in the future BBS or WFP conduct additional
interviews with selected survey households from this study. The descriptions on the location of
the household, together with the full name of the household head, are necessary to accurately
locate the survey household.

® The contact names in AO8 should be of individuals from other households in the community
who are well known long-term residents and who will know where the survey household
will have gone, if the household moves its residence in the coming years. We recognize that
in urban areas establishing contact persons may be more problematic. Nevertheless, we
request that you make an effort to identify contact persons who will be helpful in tracing the
household in the future, if need be.

A09 to Al1 are used to provide information on whether the originally selected household for
the survey was actually interviewed. In most cases, you will be able to interview the household
originally selected. A10 and A11 should be used only if you are unable to find the household
after several attempts or if the household refuses to participate in the survey.

¢ In selecting a replacement household, you must use the first household from the set of five
replacement households for the EA selected from the household listing at the time of the
original household selection. If you have already used the first replacement household, use
the second replacement household, and so on.

The date that you write in A14 should be the date that you first began interviewing members of
the survey household.

You should read and comprehensively explain all of the contents of the paragraphs on the
second page to the head of the survey household, making sure to answer any questions that he
or she might have. If the head of household is unwilling to allow you to proceed with the
interview, please contact your supervisor as soon as possible.

Module B: Household Composition

Respondent: All individuals

This module is used to identify the members of the survey household and to collect basic
information on them. The initial respondent to this module should be the household head, if available.
If he or she is not available, the most senior member of the household present should respond to B02
to BO4. The questions that follow should be asked of the individuals concerned or, in the case of
young children, their mother or guardian.

You should complete BO2 to BO4 before continuing with the other questions in this module in
order to obtain a full listing of individuals who normally live and eat their meals together in the
household.

e List the head of household on line one (ID code 1). The spouse(s) of the head with children
should be listed next, followed by other relatives, ending with persons in the household who
are not related to the head.

® Make sure that the person you list as head of household in Module B is the same person that
is noted in AO7 on the first page of the questionnaire.

¢ In writing the names of the household members, be sure that you uniquely identify the
individuals. If two individuals in the household have the same name, ask about any
nicknames or other ways in which the two persons can be distinguished from each other.

You must ask about the sex of the individual in BO3. Do not use the name of the individual to
assume the sex of that individual.
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BOS — Report age at the last birthday for the individual. For example, an individual aged 12
years, 11 months should be reported to be age 12.

¢ Children under one year of age should be reported to be age 0 (zero).

Marital status (BO6) — The ‘married’ marital status does not require that the relationship
between man and woman be an official marriage. It can be a non-formal union that began
without public ceremony of any sort.

BO07 asks for cumulative months of absence over the past 12 months.

¢ For example, if an individual was absent once over a period of 3 months and again over
another period of 1 month in the past 12 months, you should write 4 in BO7.

¢ In reporting the total cumulated absence that includes such portions, round down if the
portion of a month is less than half, round up if it is over half. If exactly half, round down.

¢ This question will be used to assess whether all individuals enumerated in the questionnaire
should be treated as household members. Generally, if a person has been absent from the
household for more that six of the past 12 months, it may not be correct to consider that
individual to be a household member. However, there are exceptions to this rule, so you
should simply report here for each individual his or her cumulative months of absence from
the household over the past 12 months. The analysts of the data you collect will make the
final determination of whether or not an individual who is often absent from the household
should be considered to be a household member.

B10 to B14 are only asked of the household head.
Note that B11 and B12 are asked only of those heads of household who have lived elsewhere.

Module C: Education

Respondent: All individuals 5 years old and older

Information on the formal educational history of all household members aged 5 years and

older is collected in this module. No information is collected from those age 4 years and younger.

Our interest in this module is in formal education in the sense that the individual student is

developing or developed skills in reading, writing, and arithmetic, at a minimum, in the educational
institution. Consequently, purely religious schools which do not offer students training in arithmetic
or other mathematics, for example, should not be considered in this module.

It is particularly important to pay attention to the skip codes that follow C03 and CO7 for

those who never attended school and those who are not now attending school, respectively.

CO0S5 - If an individual sat an examination for an educational qualification, but did not pass,
you should report the lower qualification he or she actually achieved.

CO06 — If the respondent does not understand the question, ask what the name of the school is.
Typically the name of the school will give you enough information to determine what type of
school it is.

CO07 — This question is asked to get a general indication of the level of commitment of
household members who are students to their education.

Module D: Health

Respondent: All individuals.

In this module, information on both the recent and long-term health status of each household

member is asked. Information should be collected on all members of the household. Information on
the health condition of children should be asked of their mothers or guardians.

D03 - It is important for you not to assign an illness status to the respondent, but to let the
respondent identify his or her own illness status. If they report having no illness in the last 2
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weeks but look visibly ill, you should nevertheless record them as having no illness.

¢ D04 — If more than one individual diagnosed the medical problem, report the one who has the
most formal medical education or training.

e DI18 to D23 are a series of questions related to chronic illness. Such illnesses are of relatively
long duration, usually with a slow onset, with long-term negative effects on health. Chronic
illnesses can be contrasted to acute illnesses, which come suddenly and, once cured, usually do
not have long-term effects. If the individual is suffering from more than two chronic illnesses,
list the two most severe or most debilitating.

e D25 to D30 are only asked of women aged 12 to 49 years, women in their childbearing years.
Note that the recall period is 12 months.

Module E: Time use and Employment
Respondent: All individuals 5 years old and older

In this module, information is collected on individual’s work status and work type, time use
on domestic activities, and to determine whether Module F should be administered to a particular
household member.

e E04 - Pay close attention to the skip codes that apply to the various responses. Question E06
is asked of those household members who are looking for work, who are students, and those
who are working at home to determine if over the past 4 weeks they may have worked outside
of the home for pay, worked for themselves, or worked in a family business for profit. If they
did, then Module F is also administered to these household members.

¢ EO05 — Module F is administered to all those who answer EOS.
Module F: Occupations in the past month
Respondent: All members currently pursuing income-earning economic occupations

Information for this module is collected from all members of the household who responded to
EOS5 or who answered ‘Yes’ to E06. Module F is the principal module for collecting information on
the income-earning economic activities of household members. Note that each row of the table
represents a single income-earning economic activity. An individual may have more than one
income-earning economic activity.

e FO1 — It is extremely important that the Member ID number (from BO1) be written here.
Again, each row of this table is for each economic activity. Each row is not for each individual
in the household, as was the case with previous modules.

e F08 — The purpose of this question is simply to prompt the respondent for any additional
economic activities.

Module G: Housing
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of the household

Information is collected on housing tenure, quality of housing, and the energy, water, and
sanitation condition of the household.

e GO1 — The distinctions between the codes “Free, authorized”, “Free, not authorized”, and
“Squatting” are as follows:

¢ If the household is living in the dwelling for free and is authorized to do so, you should use
‘Free, authorized’ (code 4). For example, the household may be staying in a house provided
for free by a relative.

e If the household is living in a somewhat permanent dwelling without payment and without
authorization, ownership, or paying any rent, use ‘Free, unauthorized’ (code 5). This would
be the case, for example, where households have established their dwellings on vacant land
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owned by the state or private individuals, without any arrangement having been made with
the landowner.

e ‘Squatting’ (code 7) refers to establishing dwellings along the verges of streets, along rail
lines, and the like. These dwellings are often made of simple temporary or portable
materials.

e G02 —Have the respondent estimate a rental rate that they could charge for the house, as best
they can.

e GO05 through GOS8 and G10 should be filled in by interviewer observation. There should be no
need to ask the respondent.

e GO0S5 — Types of dwelling unit.

® A ‘flat’ is a self-contained dwelling unit within a larger building. As such it will contain its
own private kitchen and toilet facilities.

¢ In contrast, a ‘room in a larger dwelling’” will not have self-contained kitchen and toilet
facilities. These facilities will be shared with other residents in the larger dwelling.

e GO06 — GOS8 - If two or more different types of materials are used for the walls, roof, or floor,
report the material that is used in the majority.

e GO09 - If aroom is divided by fabric, folding screens, cartons, plastic or other temporary
material, the room is considered as 1 room.

¢ GI10 - To compute area of the dwelling in square feet, simply multiply the length by the width
of the dwelling measured in feet.

G15 - This question is skipped if the household uses no electricity.

G16 — Be alert to ownership of cell phones by household members other than the head.
e (23 — This question is skipped if the household does not make use of a piped supply of water.

Module H: Food Consumption in past week
Respondent: Individual primarily responsible for household food preparation.

This is one of most central modules of the survey, as the information it contains is critical for
the food security analysis that will be done using the survey data. Please be diligent as you complete
this module with the respondents. Note that the focus in this module is on consumption of food and
not on food expenditures.

Note that it is likely that individual household members will have consumed some food over
the past one week independently of the other household members. If the respondent(s) are aware of
the food that individual household members consumed elsewhere, they should include this food in
their responses to your questions. As you are administering Module H, you should prompt the
respondents from time to time to remind them to consider such individual consumption as they are
answering your questions. This is particularly necessary for cooked foods from vendors — the last
food items in the module.

e The question in HO1 needs to be asked concerning each item listed at the start of each row of
the table.

¢ Only if the answer to HO1 is yes are the following questions asked concerning the item.

e The item codes noted under HO2 in Module H and similar codes in the other consumption and
expenditure modules will not be used by you in the field. They are included in the
questionnaire to facilitate data entry and analysis.

e At the end of each food group, there is a space for “Other (specify)”. To administer this
question, ask “Did your household consume any other [name of the food group] over the past
one week?” If the response is yes, write in the name of the item and record the information in
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HO3 through HO7.
e HOS5 refers only to the value of the purchased food consumed.

¢ Consequently, if in the past week the household purchased, for example, a large amount of
rice or dried fish from a wholesaler, the entire value of that purchase should not be recorded
here. Only the value of the rice or fish that was purchased and consumed by the household
in the past week should be reported in this case.

e A portion of the section that refers to ‘cooked foods from vendors’ is blacked out. This is
because the questions on the value of these items that came from own-production do not apply
to such items. You must either purchase them or be provided them as gifts from another
person.

¢ Questions HOS to H11 is to determine what portion of the food discussed earlier in the module
was consumed by individuals who were not household members.

¢ Note that the total number of meals eaten in the household by individuals who were not
household members should be reported — person-meals. So, if, for example two guests were
present at a single midday meal, 2 meals should be reported.

¢ In the analysis, the estimated quantity of food consumed by these guests in the household will
be subtracted from total food consumed in order to more accurately determine household
food consumption over the past 7 days.

Module I: Non-food Expenditures — Past week and past month
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

This module consists of two separate tables. The recall period and the items listed are all that
differ between them. For those items that a member or members of the household purchased during
the recall period in question, only the total value of the purchases needs to be reported. No quantities
are required.

This module and the one the follows cover expenditures made by the household for household
members. Purchases made by the household for people living outside the household should not be
reported. Purchases made for any household member by someone living outside the household are
also to be excluded. These are measured in Module M.

Module J: Non-food Expenditures — past three months and past year
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.
This module is very similar to the previous module, except for the recall periods used.

e Note that dowry and marriage ceremony costs (item codes 413 and 414) are for engagements
and marriages in the household. These are not for gifts made to other households for
engagements and marriages in those households. Information on such gifts should be reported
in Module M on gifts.

Module K: Durable goods
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

The focus of this module is on the material assets that are owned by the household and their
value.

Module L: Agriculture
Respondent: Individual(s) most informed on household agricultural activities.

Although agriculture is not an important livelihood in general in urban areas, for some
households own production of food may make a significant contribution to their food security. The
reference period for this module is the last completed cropping season. By this is meant the last
cropping season for which the harvest of principal crops, such as rice, has been completed.
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LO1 — This is a filter question for the entire module.

L02 — Even if the agriculture that the household undertakes is a small garden of a few square
feet, this should be noted here.

L03 to LO7 seek to determine the security of tenure which the household has on its agricultural
land.

LO8 — This is a filter question for whether the household grew any crops. If not, then most of
the module is skipped. Questions on livestock husbandry are then asked.

Module M: Gifts or Loans Received or Given
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

This module collects quite aggregated and general information on gifts received by and gifts
made by the household over the past one month. The gifts received and given are disaggregated
according to type: cash, food, and other in-kind. Do not include income received from programmes
being carried out by the government or by NGOs. Such income is covered in Module N.

e MO03, M04, M11, and M12 — In estimating the value of food and in-kind gifts received and
given, the respondent should estimate what he or she would have to pay for the gift if they
purchased it in the market.

Module N: Other Income & Participation in Social Programmes
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

Information has already been collected on income from employment, from agriculture, and
from gifts or loans. This module collects quite aggregated and general information on other income
sources for the household, as well as selected social programmes operating in urban areas. The
reference period for this module is the past 3 months, except for the questions on the social
programmes, where the reference period is the past 12 months.

e NOI to NO2 — ‘Savings interest or other investment income’ includes interest from an account
at a savings bank (passbook account) or other savings institution, dividend interest from the
holding of corporate ownership shares, and so on.

e NO3 to NO4 — Pension income is that sometimes provided to retired workers in the formal
sector, such as civil servants or long-term employees of larger private commercial firms.

¢ Depending on the programme, pension payments sometimes may be made to the surviving
spouse or other dependents of a retiree who has died. Be sure to make inquiries about this
possibility.

e NOS8 — ‘Any regular income of any other type’ could come from a wide range of sources,
although one should expect this to be relatively uncommon in Bangladesh.

¢ Examples might include:
e staggered payments from an insurance policy for an individual who has passed away,
e staggered payments from a court judgment made in a household members favour,
e regular alimony payments after a divorce,

e regular payments made to support the costs of raising a particular child in the household
(child support).

e NI12 & N13 and N15 & N16 — If only grain was received, N13 should be ‘zero’. If only cash
was received, N12 should be ‘zero’. A similar pattern applies for N15 and N16.

e NI17 - If additional items to grain or cash were received through the Gratuitous Relief
Programme, this should be noted here by responding ‘Yes’. These items might include pulses,
oil, mosquito nets, or other items. However, no detail is collected on the actual items received.
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Module O: Food Purchasing and Eating Habits
Respondent: Individual primarily responsible for household food preparation.

This module collects information specifically on the food security status of the household,
using a series of somewhat subjective assessments. Depending on the question, the reference period
for the module is the present, the past month, or the past 12 months.

e 010 to O18 — These questions ask the respondent to consider the food security status of their
household over the past one month by considering what their food eating practices were.

¢ Note that there is a somewhat subtle difference between question O11 and O13. These
questions imply three sorts of food — 1) that which you prefer eating; ii) that which you are
willing to eat, but don’t have any particular preference to do so, and iii) that which you can
eat, but dislike to eat. Question O11 refers to the first food type. Question O13 refers to the
last food type.

e 021 to O33 — These questions are to determine whether there are any seasonal patterns of food
insecurity faced by the household.

Module P: Subjective Assessment of Well-being
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

This module collects information on the opinion of the head of household or other senior
member of the household on the standard of living of the household. The reference period varies by
question, being either at present, over the past one month, or relative to one year ago. Note that for
most of the questions in this module it is the opinion of the respondent that is sought. Consequently,
there really is no wrong or right answer to these questions.

e POl to PO4 — Three responses are provided — more than adequate, just adequate, less than
adequate. These responses should be read to the respondent for at least the first question (PO1).
If you need to explain what is meant by ‘adequate’, inform the respondent that it means ‘the
minimum consumption needs of the household sufficient for their requirements’.

e P05 to PO6 — These questions require the respondent to compare his or her standard of living to
that of other people. To do this, a picture of a set of five steps is used. A diagram of this set of
five steps is provided in the questionnaire and should be shown to the respondent when asking
these two questions. The respondent should imagine that the richest people in society are all
found on the top step, while the poorest people are found on the bottom step.

e P07 — All of the possible responses to this question on the current income of the household
should be read to the respondent. He or she will choose from the five responses read.

e P10 — This question asks the respondent to estimate what is the minimum amount of cash
income upon which the household could survive without going into debt or suffering a loss of
welfare below their minimum needs. Note that for those few urban households that produce
much of their own food, the respondent will need to take into account the value of the food that
the household eats produced from their own fields and is not purchased. This value of this food
will need to be taken into account when making the estimate.

¢ There really is no right or wrong answer to this question. However, you should be able to
recognize when a respondent gives you a response that is extremely low or extremely high.
In these cases, you should politely probe to determine whether the respondent correctly
understood the question.

¢ However, as always, do not unnecessarily antagonize and anger the respondent in seeking
what you might view to be an ‘acceptable answer’.

e P11 — All of the possible responses to this question on his or her level of contentment with life
should be read to the respondent. He or she will choose from the five responses read.

e P12 — This question has been shown in other studies to be a potentially important indicator of
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the welfare level of the household.
Module Q: Recent shocks to household welfare
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

This module collects information on negative economic shocks, or more or less unforeseen
events that negatively affected the welfare of the household. Such shocks may not be economic nor
necessarily wholly negative in their nature, but among the effects that they have is to cause a
reduction in the economic welfare of the household.

Each line of the module refers to one specific shock. The reference period is the past one

year.

e QO1 — Alist of 15 types of shocks are provided. You should ask the respondent whether the
household was negatively affected, in terms of household welfare, by the occurrence of each of
the events listed over the past three years.

¢ Note that some households will experience some shocks negatively, while other household
will experience the same shock without any negative effects.

¢ For example, in a poor household the birth of a child may cause hardship for the
household. The effects of the additional costs associated with the new individual in the
household may be sufficiently severe to cause a reduction in the health status of
household members, including the infant. However, in a wealthy household, the birth of
a child will likely cause not much reduction in welfare for the household, or at least an
insufficient reduction to cause any economic hardship.

¢ Consequently, do not assume that the occurrence in a household of an event listed in Q01 will
necessarily be considered as a negative ‘shock’ by the head of household.

e QO3 — Up to three possible responses can be noted. List by order of importance, with what the
respondent viewed as the most effective or important response listed first.

Module R: Community Participation
Respondent: Head of household or other senior member of household.

This module collects information on the degree to which the household participates in
community institutions. The reference period is the present. The respondent is asked to evaluate the
“effectiveness” of the groups in which household members participate. No specific definition of
effectiveness is implied. Simply, does the group meet the respondent’s expectations of the benefits (of
whatever sort) that the respondent or other household members expect to receive from their
participation in the group.

Submission of the completed questionnaire

After you have completed interviewing all of the survey household members, before leaving
the household you should review the entire questionnaire to be certain that all questions that apply to
the survey household members have been asked. If later you find any questions that were not asked
that should have been, you will need to visit the household once again to complete these questions.

Once you are confident that all questions have been asked, you should submit the completed
questionnaire to your supervisor. He or she will also review the questionnaire for completeness,
consistency, and accuracy.

By consistency, what is meant is that how some questions are answered should determine the
range of possible answers that would be valid for another question. There needs to be a logic to the
responses that you are provided by the household members. For example, you should not expect that
an individual would respond in C04 that the highest class level that they attained was Class 12, yet
they reply that they have no educational qualification in COS5. If your supervisor observes this sort of
inconsistent pattern of responses in your completed questionnaires, it indicates that there is a problem
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in the way in which the questionnaire was administered. Your supervisor will return the questionnaire
to you to correct, discussing with you the inconsistent responses he or she found in the questionnaire.
You will then be responsible for again returning to the survey household to resolve these errors.

Once your supervisor is satisfied that you have corrected any errors that he or she found, the
supervisor will submit the questionnaire for data entry.
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