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Executive Summary

Baseline Study Overview

In October 2019 the USAID’s Office of Food for Peace under its Emergency Food Security Program
awarded an activity entitled, “Rapid Economic and Asset Recovery for the Rohingya Affected community
linked with Nutrition and Gender Equity (RE-ARRANGE)” to Action Contre La Faim (ACF). The overall
goal of RE-ARRANGE is to stimulate rapid economic recovery through cash transfer interventions and
maternal child health and nutrition (MCHN) interventions to an estimated 6,550 households to improve
food and nutrition security of vulnerable households in the rural and urban communities around the
Rohingya refugee camps and settlements in Cox’s Bazar. The baseline study of RE-ARRANGE, as planned
in its Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) plan, has been conducted to collect the values of outcome and
impact indicators prior to beginning of activity implementation. The study provides an update situation of
the target communities and the baseline values will serve as a point of comparison with endline values
during the final evaluation. Findings of the baseline study will be used to monitor and assess the
effectiveness and progress of RE-ARRANGE towards its outcomes and goal. The baseline study is
conducted by the Grameen Bikash Foundation, a Bangladeshi consulting firm, in collaboration with the
Helen Keller International (HKI), the technical partner to ACF for the RE-ARRANGE activity.

Study Methods

A cross-sectional survey was undertaken to determine the baseline values for |5 outcome and impact
indicators for the participant households in the RE-ARRANGE interventions. The quantitative baseline
survey collected data from 1,078 households sampled out of the total 6,550 households in the host
communities of all three REFARRANGE locations — Cox’s Bazar Sadar, Teknaf and Ukhiya upazilas. A
two-stage cluster sample survey design was used to first randomly select 72 villages out of the total 154
villages covered by the RE-ARRANGE activity. From these 72 villages, 720 households were randomly
selected from the cash transfer intervention participants and 360 households from the MCHN participants.
In estimating the sample size, a power of 80% and confidence level of 95% were assumed. Sample size
calculation was done using the formula suggested in FFP Guidelines for an Abbreviated Statement of Work
for Baseline and Final Evaluation for FFP Emergency Program.

Key Findings

RE-ARRANGE has an estimated 6,550 households, with an average household size of 4.92 members which
is higher than the national average of 4.06!. Two-thirds of the households are headed by males, and 82%
of all heads of households have no education, followed by 16% with primary education, and secondary
education and above secondary are 1% each. The prevalence of disability is 5% of the total households.

Findings of the baseline study show some degree of food security for households. Among the respondent
households, 27% had poor or borderline food consumption scores (FCS), 34% experienced ‘moderate to
severe hunger’ (HHS) in the prior four weeks, and the average household dietary diversity score was 6.0
out of 12 food groups, indicating that on average they consumed 50% of the food groups. Among women
of reproductive age in the households, 30% were consuming at least 5 of 10 food groups in the prior day.
The average daily per capita expenditure was USDI.33 in constant 2010 USDand an extremely small
proportion (4%) of households were implementing improved techniques and practices to protect their
assets and livelihood. With regards to nutritional status of children, only 4% of children received a
minimum acceptable diet in the previous day, 69% had early initiation of breastfeeding, and 78% of children
under 6 months were exclusively breastfed. Among the caregivers, very few (8%) wash their hands at
crucial times and less than one-third had correct knowledge on MCHN practices for child feeding.

1 HIES December 2016



Conclusions and Recommendations

To establish the baseline values of the RE-ARRANGE activity indicators at the goal and purpose levels,
the quantitative survey used the FFP EFSP food security, poverty and nutrition indictors as well as a set of
custom indicators. Baseline values and recommended life of activity (LOA) targets are presented as below.

RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators ‘ Baseline Value (%) (R:g:n 'rrna:f:: d)
Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery through improve resilience, food security and nutrition.
EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, borderline, and adequate Food
) 73 78
Consumption Score (FCS)
EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with moderate or severe Household Hunger 34 29

Scale (HHS) score
Purpose |: Increased consumption of diversified nutritious food for the household members through
increasing purchasing power of the community

FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for income) in USG-assisted

1.33 1.83
areas
FFP 29: Average Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) 6.04 7.04
FFP 4: Proportion of women of reproductive age who are consuming a minimum 303 453
dietary diversity (MDD-W) ) )
C 5: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month before assessment 27 17

disaggregated by sex
Purpose 2: Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive assets and technologies
FFP 63: Percent of men/women in union and earning cash who make decisions

jointly with spouse/partner about the use of self-earned cash 10 20
C 7: Percentage of participant reporting net income from their livelihood in last 52 62
one month

C 8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable households who implemented at

least 2 improved practices or techniques to protect their productive assets and 5 19
livelihood

Purpose 3: Improved nutrition of pregnant and lactating mother, adolescent and children under two
FFP 35: Prevalence of children 6—23 months receiving a minimum acceptable diet

(MAD) 4 ?
FFP 38: Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior two 16 13
weeks of survey

FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children under six months of age 78 83
C 11: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding (first | hour after birth) 69 74
C 12: Percentage of men and women with children under two years who have 29 39
knowledge of maternal and child health and nutrition (MCHN) practices

C 13: Percentage of caregivers who report that they wash their hands at least 8 13

three out of five critical times including after defecation

e Opverall, the baseline results show that the targeted participants in the RE-ARRANGE activity belong
to the vulnerable cohort living in the selected implementation areas. The average daily per capita
expenditure is USD1.33 in constant 2010 USD and there are no significant differences among the
three activity upazilas in terms of expenditures. More than one third (34%) of the households are
facing moderate and severe hunger. Women are more vulnerable in terms of diversity in their regular
diet. Around 70% of women are consuming less than 5 food groups. The overall consumption of eggs,
dairy products, fruits and vegetables are low at both the household and individual level.

e W/ith regards to nutritional status of children, only 4% received a minimum acceptable diet in the
previous day. Two-thirds of children under-two years (69%) received early initiation of breastfeeding
and 78% of children under six months were exclusively breastfed, which are both higher than the



Divisional average (54% for EBF and 61% for EIB).2 Among the caregivers, less than one in ten (8%)
washed their hands in at least three critical times including after defecation and less than one-third of
them had correct knowledge on MCHN practices for child feeding. Only 4% of surveyed households
implemented improved techniques and practices to protect their assets and livelihood. So, the baseline
indicators suggest that the RE-ARRANGE project prioritizes the improvement of household poverty, child
nutrition and caregivers’ knowledge and practices.

2 State of food security and nutrition in Bangladesh (2015)
- - - - - - - - -
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|. Introduction

A. Background on RE-ARRANGE Activity

Since the arrival of the large number of Forcibly Displaced Myanmar National (FDMN) refugees in 2017,
the social and economic conditions of the communities around the refugee settlements and camps in
Cox’s Bazar has been experiencing rising inflation, decreasing daily wages and declining access to local
infrastructures and public services. Furthermore, Cox’s Bazar Sadar Upazila, Ukhia Upazila and Teknaf
Upazila are among the 50 most socially deprived Upazilas in Bangladesh where the government social
safety nets are inadequately allocated. The situation has been exacerbated by the arrival of large numbers
of Rohingya refugees from Myanmer during the most recent influx in 2017. Around 13% of the Rohingya
population are residing with host communities resulting in the need of emergency assistance to the host
communities.

Strengthening the livelihood and healthcare of families of the host communities is multifaceted and
challenging in this coastal area which is prone to natural disasters, including cyclones, landslides and floods.

As part of a response to the food insecurity situation, the USAID’s Office of Food for Peace (FFP) under
its Emergency Food Security Program (EFSP) awarded an activity entitled, “Rapid Economic and Asset
Recovery for the Rohingya Affected community linked with Nutrition and Gender Equity (RE-ARRANGE)”
to ACF in October 2019. The overall goal of RE-ARRANGE is to stimulate rapid economic recovery
through cash transfers to improve food and nutrition security of vulnerable households in the rural and
urban communities around the Rohingya refugee camps and settlements in Cox’s Bazar. The goal will be
achieved through three specific objectives:

» Stabilize household well-being through cash transfers

» Restore livelihoods to rebuild productive assets

» Improve nutrition and health practices among children, pregnant and lactating women, and
adolescents

Over its 18-month life, RE-ARRANGE will cover 6,550 most vulnerable households in eight unions in
three Upazilas (Teknaf, Ukhiya and Cox’s Bazar Sadar) of Cox’s Bazar district. The proposed participant
groups mainly rely on wage labor and other economic activities that are severely constrained by recurrent
natural shocks and the Rohingya Refugee influx that leads them towards chronic food insecurity. The
activity is led by ACF in partnership with HKI and Sushilan, through coordination with different
Government of Bangladesh (GoB) line ministries such as Department of Agriculture Extension (DAE),
Department of Public Health and Engineering (DPHE), the UN agencies, local leaders and NGOs.

B. Theory of Change of RE-ARRANGE Activity

RE-ARRANGE has developed a Theory of Change (TOC) that articulates the multiple, inter-connected,
pathways through which the activity will support host communities to address the factors that contribute
to undernutrition and a lack of resilience in the face of shocks (Annex-A). As such, the activity goal is: to
stimulate rapid economic recovery through cash transfer to improve food and nutrition
security of vulnerable households in host communities.

The TOC has three pillars: (a) increased consumption of diversified nutritious food; (b) restored
livelihoods through productive assets and technologies; and (c) improved nutrition of pregnant and
lactating women (PLWV) and children. These pillars group together outcomes and activities addressing four
interconnected elements that will contribute to the overall program goal: immediate income, nutrition,

14



and household hygiene. The TOC articulates how improvements in income generating opportunities and
access to cash through conditional and unconditional cash transfer activities, will increase equitable
household income and the availability of nutritious foods. These improvements in access and availability
will be augmented by a series of outcomes and activities that will improve the nutritional status of children
under two years and PLWV, by increasing the adequate consumption of safe and diverse nutritious foods
by all members of the household (HH), and by improving the overall health and hygiene of HH members.

Cross-cutting Technical areas:

Underpinning all of these activities is the recognition that improved gender equity, climate resilience and
monitoring, evaluation and learning dissemination, including joint monitoring with community
participation, are critical components for achieving project outcomes. This is reflected throughout each
of the three pillars, their outcomes, and the activities that will deliver these.

C. Logical Framework (Logframe)

Performance indicators for RE-ARRANGE are presented in the project’s Logframe, which has been
developed to ensure consistency with REFARRANGE’s TOC. The RE-ARRANGE Logframe is included in
Annex-B.

Performance indicators specify the data that the project’s Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) system will be
collecting in order to measure progress and compare actual results over time against what was intended
to be achieved. The RE-ARRANGE M&E PLAN includes 27 indicators that will be used to monitor
progress and manage performance throughout the life of the project at the output, outcome and impact
levels. Of the 27 indicators, 4 are FFP Emergency Food Security Programs (EFSP) indicators, which include
one FFP EFSP Required (R) and 3 Required if Applicable (RiA) indicators to facilitate USAID/Bangladesh’s
roll-up reporting. In cases where these pre-established Required and RiA indicators do not fully measure
progress toward the project planned results, the project has included |5 RE-ARRANGE custom indicators.
Together these indicators provide a comprehensive measurement of RE-ARRANGFE’s effectiveness in
meeting targeted results. Details on each of the indicators, including definitions, data sources, and
frequency of data collection and reporting, can be found in the PIRS provided in the following chapter.

Most of the indicators have been selected from FFP so that RE-RRANGE data will be compatible with
other USAID and non-USAID projects. For example, indicators and methodologies have been designed
to match and overlap with USAID projects, such as the previous Multi-Year Assistance Program (MYAP),
past and current Feed the Future (FtF) projects and current Development Food Security Activities (DFSA)
to as great an extent as possible. Indicators that will facilitate comparison with those used by other USAID
projects have also been identified. RE-ARRANGE’s technical and M&E staff will, to the extent possible,
ensure that the measurement methods developed by the project can be accurately compared or
aggregated with performance indicators documented by past USAID projects.

15
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2. RE-ARRANGE Activity Baseline Study Methodology

A. Objective and Purpose

The baseline study of REFARRANGE, as planned in its M&E plan, has been conducted to establish the
values of outcome and impact indicators prior to beginning program activities. The main objective of this
study is to gather information to set baseline values for |5 program indicators and to provide an evidence
base to monitor and assess program progress and effectiveness over the implementation period. The
baseline study was conducted by the Grameen Bikash Foundation (GBF), a Bangladeshi consulting firm, in
collaboration with the Helen Keller International (HKI), the technical partner to ACF for the RE-
ARRANGE activity. The baseline values for the target communities measured through this study will serve
as a point of comparison with endline values collected during the final evaluation.

Information gathered through the baseline study will be used by implementing staff as benchmarks to
identify areas that need attention while also providing baseline values against which to assess the value-
added by specific activities to achieve intended objectives. The baseline study findings can also be used by
operations staff to refine activity implementation, and to provide an opportunity to review the redesign
against the food and nutrition security conceptual framework and the activity’s theory/pathway of change.
Highlights of the baseline study methodology are as below. Refer to Annex-C for the detailed methodology
of the study.

B. Methodology

Under the baseline study, a household quantitative survey was conducted with |,080 selected households
out of the total 6,550 RE-ARRANGE households in the host communities of all three RE-ARRANGE
locations — Cox’ Bazar Sadar, Teknaf and Ukhiya upazilas. The study has been conducted to determine
the baseline values for a total of 15 outcome and impact indicators as listed in Annex-C.

a. Inception Phase

The inception phase of the baseline study involved the desk review of background documents relevant to
the RE-ARRANGE activity and consultations with HKI staff to establish clear expectations regarding scope
of work, indicators of interest/areas of inquiry, and clarifying roles. Based on this, the HKI team has
develop the survey tools. During this period, GBF finalized recruitment of HH survey enumerators and
supervisors from its current candidate pool. Priority was placed on finding female and male local
researchers who are familiar with the area and its communities, and who have previous participation in
similar surveys and research. Appropriate safety and contingency planning were discussed and agreed
upon during this stage.

b. Sampling Design

The study utilized a two-stage cluster sampling survey design. As a result, 720 households from cash
transfer intervention (CTI) participants (10 from each village) and 360 households from MCHN
participants (5 from each village) were selected for interview from 72 randomly selected villages out of
the total 154 intervention villages covered by RE-ARRANGE. A list of villages in the intervention Unions
has been created using the census data. Villages for the study have been selected from this list using simple
random sampling. Similarly, village-wise lists of eligible households were prepared using the RE-ARRANGE
household census data, then the required number of households for each of the selected village was
chosen using simple random sampling. In estimating the overall sample size, a power of 80%, design effect
2 and confidence level of 95% were assumed.
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The sample size for cash transfer intervention participant households was calculated to measure changes
in the indicators Household Food Consumption Score (FCS) and Household hunger Score (HHS) from
baseline to endline. The estimate for the most demanding indicator (i.e. largest sample size) has been
chosen for the survey3. In doing so, the anticipated sample size requirements of all other indicators are
satisfied. We calculated the sample size based on baseline data of the WFP’s Enhancing Food Security and
Nutrition program (EFSN) in Cox’s Bazar. The sample is designed to detect a 9% increase (from 65%) in
the prevalence of FCS and a 9% decrease in the HHS (from 74%) among households. This results in an
estimated desired sample of 321. After inflating this number by 2 to account for clustering (design effect)
and by 10% to account for non-response and loss to follow-up in subsequent rounds of data collection,
720 HH would be needed for the estimation of FCS and 720 HH for HHS. Refer to Annex-C for the
formula used to calculate the sample size for FCS and HHS.

Table |I: Estimated sample size for FCS and HHS

Indicators Control Treatment Desired | Design | Required Required Final
group group Sample effect sample sample with | sample
estimated estimated non- Size
prevalence / prevalence / response
mean mean (10%)
% of household with 65% 74% 321 2 660 706 720
acceptable diet (FCS)
Household Hunger 74% 65% 321 2 660 706 720
Status (HHS %)

Considering the MCHN participant households, the sample is designed to detect a |15% increase (from an
initial 15% prevalence) in the proportion of women with minimum dietary diversity (MDDW). The
estimated sample size for was inflated to account for the cluster design of the survey following the FFP
guideline, DEFT 2 for two stage sampling design. After inflating this number by 10% to account for non-
response and loss to follow-up in subsequent rounds of data collection, 360 would be needed for the
estimation for proportion of women with MDDW.

Table 2: Estimated sample size for MDD-W

Indicators Control group Treatment Desired Design Required Required Final
estimated group Sample effect sample sample with sampl
prevalence / estimated non-response | e Size
mean prevalence | (10%)
mean
% of Women with 15% 30% 94 2 189 207 360
minimum dietary
diversity (MDDW)

c. Study Tools Development

The household survey questionnaire, guided by HKI and ACF, were finalized incorporating feedback of GBF
and field testing. After the field-test, GBF finalized the survey tool in consultation with the RE-ARRANGE
staff and translated in both English and Bangla and programmed in the online data collection software, ODK,
in all target languages for automated translation during data processing.

3 FFP Guidance for an Abbreviated Statement of Work (SoW) for a Baseline Study and Final Evaluation for
Emergency Programs
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d. Team Training

Traininers from both HKI and ACF was present during the the five-day training (December 19 to 23,
2019) for field supervisors and enumerators hired by GBF on quantitative data collection using the data
collection tool prepared by GBF, HKI and ACF. The training was held at Cox’s Bazar district headquarters
and included classroom training and field testing. Besides the technical, logistical, and leadership topics,
the training covered aspects of interviewer and respondent bias, how to obtain informed consent, and build
essential trust with respondents and key informants. Technical aspects included interview and body
language techniques, handling tablets and data management, and data quality control measures.

The data collection took place between 24 and 29 December 2019. At the beginning of data collection,
each data collection officer was provided a hard copy list of the respondents/participants for his/her
assigned area. The list included ID, name of selected participants, Village, Union and Upazila. It also included
the geographic location of the house and cell number of the participant or his/her spouse. The data
collection officer made up to three visits to each household in attempt to reach the respondent for
interview. Each data collection officer attempted to complete four to five participant interviews per day
based on their availability.

e. Data Management and Analysis

Survey data was submitted to an online server (www.ona.io). No identified out of range and improbable
values reported. Data was cleaned and analyzed by using STATA software (Version |3) through replicable
*.do files. The original data files will be preserved in an unaltered state and the cleaned and prepared data
stored separately.

C. Data Quality Control

GBF, under a contract to HKI, was responsible for organizing qualified individuals to conduct the
quantitative data collection, and overseeing fieldwork logistics and security. Quality control was maintained
through in-field supervision and real-time data quality review. During data collection, the GBF Team Leader,
Survey Coordinator and supervisors conducted daily in-briefs and de-briefs with quantitative survey teams.
In-briefs incorporated feedback on data quality and team members’ performance based on HKI review of
uploaded data and interviewer logs. During debriefings, the M&E and program staff and the GBF Survey
Coordinator, Consultant and Team leader reviewed specific questions/topics in completed questionnaires
for consistency, reliability and accuracy before uploading data to HKI. The GBF Survey Coordinator and
team supervisors utilized additional data quality monitoring controls. One such control for the quantitative
survey was re-interviewing a selected number of interviews per day, based on a condensed survey limited
to a subset of critical questions. Supervisors also verified that non-response households were unavailable,
or truly opted out of participation. Throughout data collection, regular communication between GBF and
HKI and its implementing partner, Sushilon, ensured challenges were solved in line with the established
baseline protocols. GBF provided daily progress reports to HKI via email, identifying challenges
encountered and how those were solved in line with the established baseline protocols developed by GBF.
Regular calls were also between GBF and HKI to provide status updates. Quantitative data were submitted
to GBF/HKI by the field team every day, depending on connectivity

D. Analysis and Reporting

Data were analysed using STATA and SPSS. HKI provided GBF with data downloaded from ODK by using
the platform https://www.ona.io, list of beneficiaries, and output tables. GBF adopted a strategy of
triangulation by examining the issues through various lenses and different perspectives, including data
collected through literature review, baseline survey. This baseline study report contains the findings from
the quantitative data and formulated recommendations as appropriate. The reporting process includes one
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round of substantive review by HKI and ACF including written comments using a structured review
template provided by GBF. Summary statistics of the indicators are presented using proportions and
means. Probability weights have been created by village as this is the strata used in the sampling design.
Sampling weights were applied to compensate for the differential representation of the union and para in
the survey sample compared to the RE-ARRANGE population. The sampled HHs were weighted by the
inverse of the selection probability of HHs. The reporting process includes one final approval round of the
revised report during which GBF made editorial/final revisions.

E. Strength and Limitations

Overall, a rigorous sample selection process was followed for the data collection. Prior to the baseline
survey, RE-ARRANGE conducted a population census in all intervention areas and based on that they
selected vulnerable target populations for their intervention. Thus, the sample for the baseline study was
drawn from a sampling frame consisting of all RE-ARRANGE participant households.

The baseline survey was conducted in selected areas of Cox’s Bazar district that are involved in RE-
ARRANGE. The results drawn from this survey solely represent the targeted participants of the sample
areas, not the entire upazila. No anthropometric measurements were taken to determine the nutritional
status of children and women in this study. This limits the study from assessing directly any changes in the
nutritional status of children and women as a result of participation in the intervention. Apart from the
measurements, compact timelines for field team training and data collection also made the process difficult
to the field team which includes identifying and locating specified sampled households. In addition, as the
baseline study is limited to quantitative survey the findings could not be contextual and thus lack richness
and depth that could have been achieved by the combination of quantitative and qualitative surveys.
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3. Baseline Survey Findings

3.A. Survey Attainment
Of the 1080 households targeted for the baseline survey, only 2 cases of non-response were reported. In
total, surveys were completed with 592 females and 488 males living in the selected households. Table 3
presents the rate of response by the households compared to the plan. The survey team approached to
the 718 cash transfer participants for completing the cash for work module and 360 MCHN participants
for MCHN module. Regarding the infant and young child feeding practice and diarrhea related questions,
the survey team approached to the care givers of the children under 24 months of age.

Table 3: Household Survey Response Rates - Plan vs. Actual

ALL PARTICIPANTS

MALE PARTICIPANTS

FEMALE PARTICIPANTS

Name of Response Response Response
Upazila Target Actual Rate Target Actual Rate Target Actual Rate
CASH TRANSFER
OVERALL 720 718 99.7% 488 487 99.8% 232 231 99.6%
§°"'S Bazar | 539 528 99.6% 352 35] 99.7% 178 177 99.4%
adar
Teknaf 120 120 100% 8l 8l 100% 39 39 100%
Ukhiya 70 70 100% 55 55 100% 15 15 100%
MCHN
OVERALL 360 360 100% 360 360 100%
§°"’S Bazar | 745 265 100% 265 265 100%
adar
Teknaf 60 60 100% 60 60 100%
Ukhiya 35 35 100% 35 35 100%
TOTAL BASELINE
OVERALL 1080 1078 99.8% 488 487 99.8% 592 591 99.8%
Cox’s Bazar 795 793 99.7% 352 351 99.7% 443 442 99.8%
Sadar
Teknaf 180 180 100% 8l 8l 100% 99 99 100%
Ukhiya 105 105 100% 55 55 100% 50 50 100%

3.B. Household Characteristics
RE-ARRANGE has an estimated 6,550 households, with an average household size of 4.92 members which
is higher than the national average of 4.06%. A majority of the households (66.0%) are headed by males,
and 82% of all heads of households have no educational attainment, followed by 16% with primary
education. Only 1% of participants reported secondary education and above secondary education. To

4 HIES December 2016
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identify the disability status of the household members, the study used the Washington Group short set
of questions on disability.> The data show that 5% of household have at least one member with any type
of disability. Household characteristics are summarized by the REFARRANGE activity upazilas in Table 4.

Table 4: Baseline Study Household Characteristics

Cox's Bazar .

Category Sadar Teknaf Ukhiya | Overall
Gender of the Male 63% 71% 67% 66%
Household Head | Female 37% 29% 33% 34%

No Education 79% 88% 88% 82%
Educational status | prim,ry 19% 12% 7% 16%
of the Household . . . .
Head Secondary 1% 0% 3% 1%

Above Secondary 1% 0% 3% 1%
Disability status Member with disability 6% 3% 2% 5%
Household Mean number 5.35 5.37 5.43 4.92
members

Adult female, no adult male (FNM) 8% 12% 10% 9%
Gendered Adult male, no adult female (MNF) 1% 0% 2% 1%
household
categories Male & Female Adult (M&F) 92% 88% 88% 91%

Child, no adult (CNA) 0% 0% 0% 0%

3.C. Findings by Goal and Purposes

To establish the baseline values of the RE-ARRANGE activity indicators at the goal and purpose levels,
the quantitative survey used nine FFP EFSP indicators on food security, poverty, and nutrition including:
Household Food Consumption Score (FCS); Household Hunger Scale (HHS); Household Dietary
Diversity Score (HDDS); Household Per Capita Expenditure; Access to Income; Minimum Dietary
Diversity — Women (MDD-W); Exclusive Breast Feeding (EBF): Minimum Acceptable Diet (MAD); and
Prevalence of Diarrhea. In addition to these FFP EFSP indicators the study measured six custom indicators
to assess household income, household employment, protection of assets and livelihood, as well as early
initiation of breastfeeding, MCHN knowledge, and handwashing practices of caregivers. The baseline values
of the indicators are provided in Table 5 (See Annex-D, Table | for gender disaggregated values) followed
by the results of the study presented in sequence of the RE-ARRANGE activity goal and purposes.

5 http://www.washingtongroup-disability.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/The-Washington-Group-Short-Set-of-
Questions-on-Disability.pdf
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Table 5: Baseline Study Indicator Values

RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators

Baseline
Value (%)

Denominator

Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery through improve resilience, food security and nutrition.

EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, Poor I
borderline, and adequate Food Consumption Score Borderline 26 718
(FCS) Acceptable 73

Little or no 66
EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with moderate or Moderat 3 718
severe Household Hunger Scale (HHS) score oderate

Severe 2

increasing purchasing power of the community

Purpose |: Increased consumption of diversified nutritious food for the household members through

FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for income) in USG-

assets and livelihood

. .33 718
assisted areas
FFP 29: Average Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) 6.04 718
FFP 4: Proportion of women of reproductive age who are consuming a 303 1020
minimum dietary diversity (MDD-W) ’
C 5: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month before 27 718
assessment disaggregated by sex
Purpose 2: Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive assets and technologies
FFP 63: Percent of men/women in union and earning cash who make

L . 10 718
decisions jointly with spouse/partner about the use of self-earned cash
C 7: Percentage of participant reporting net income from their livelihood 52 718
in last one month
C 8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable HHs who implemented at
least 2 improved practices or techniques to protect their productive 5 718

Purpose 3: Improved nutrition of pregnant and lactating mother, ad

olescent and children under two

FFP 35: Prevalence of children 6-23 months receiving a minimum

least three out of five critical times including after defecation

acceptable diet (MAD) 4 238
FFP 38: Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the 16 389
prior two
FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children under six 78 151
months of age
C | I: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding (first | hour after

. 69 389
birth)
C 12: Percentage of men and women with children under two years who
have knowledge of maternal and child health and nutrition (MCHN) 29 389
practices
C 13: Percentage of caregivers who report that they wash their hands at 8 389
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3.C.a. Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery through improve resilience, food
security and nutrition

RE-ARRANGE includes three indicators, one each from the three levels of output, outcome and impact to
measure the achievement of the activity goal. The indicators are: (a) Participant coverage by the USG food
security programs (Output Level); (b) Food Consumption Score (Outcome Level); and (c) Household
Hunger Scale (Impact Level). The latter two, FCS and HHS, are utilized to create the base values at goal
level.

Indicator EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, borderline, and adequate Food
Consumption Score (FCS) (Level: Outcome)

FCS is a composite score based on dietary diversity, food frequency, and the relative nutritional importance
of different food groups. The quantitative survey collected information relevant to FCS by asking the
respondents about the frequency of their households' consumption of nine food groups over the previous
seven days. To calculate the FCS, the consumption frequencies are summed and multiplied by the
standardized food group weight, and households are then classified into three groups based on their
weighted scores - poor, borderline, or acceptable - using the World Food Program's recommended cutoff
points.6

Findings of the quantitative survey suggest that the FCS of the households at the poor (0-21), borderline
(21.5-35) and acceptable (>35) levels were respectively 1%, 26% and 73% at baseline (Annex-D, Table 2).
This indicates that almost three-fourths of the households having the FCS at acceptable level are consuming
foods from a variety of food groups with relative frequency, representing FNM households at 54%, M&F at
76% and MNF at 100%. The FCS varies among three RE-ARRANGE activity upazilas. With regards to the
borderline FCS the highest number of households are found at Cox’s Bazar (30%) followed by Ukhiya (21%)
and Teknaf (14%) and the acceptable FCS are high in Teknaf (86%), Ukhiya is next (75%) and then Cox’s
Bazar Sadar (68%). These scores are presented in Figure | below.

Figure 1: Food Consumption Score category across Area of Residence and Household Category

Adult Female No
Cox's Bazar Sadar 1% 30% NG % L 54%
1% 30% Adult Male (FNM) A% 4%
Adult Male No
Teknaf  14% [NINg6% 0%
% Adult Female (MNF)
. Male & Female
ks i 21% IS % 209 [T
iva 4% 21% Adult (M&F) 1% 24%
Project Overall 1% 26% 3%y Project Overall 1% 26% B
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
 Poor Borderline m Acceptable  Poor Borderline m Acceptable

8 https://www.spring-nutrition.org/publications/tool-summaries/food-consumption-analysis
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INDICATOR EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with moderate or severe Household
Hunger Scale (HHS) Score (RiA) (Level: Impact)

HHS is a food deprivation scale that measures the percent of households experiencing hunger. The
quantitative survey team interviewed the person in the household in charge of food preparation about the
frequency with which three events as mentioned below, were experienced by any household member in
the last four weeks’. Response are summed and then scored, with HHS score 0-1 indicating ‘little to no
hunger’, 2-3 indicating ‘moderate hunger’, and 4-6 indicating ‘severe hunger.’

I. No food at all in the house
2. Went to bed hungry
3. Went all day and night without eating.

Of the total number of respondents of the survey, the majority of households (66%) reported with HHS
score 0-1, indicating ‘little to no hunger’ (Figure 2). Overall, the HHS scenario is better in Ukhiya, where
89% of households experienced ‘little to no hunger’ in the past four weeks, compared to Cox’s Bazar
(65%) and Teknaf (61%). About one-third of households in Cox’s Bazar and Teknaf experienced ‘moderate
hunger’. Overall, few households reported ‘severe hunger’. The indicator measures the combined
categories of ‘moderate’ and ‘severe’ hunger, and the overall baseline value is 34%, ranging from [1% in
Ukhiya to 35% in Cox’s Bazar and 39% in Teknaf (Annex-D, Table 3). Households with both male and
female adults (M&F) had the lowest rate of moderate to severe hunger (11%) compared to adult female
households (FNM) at 35% and adult male households (MNF) at 39%.

Figure 2: Household Hunger Scale across Area of Residence and Household Category

Cox's Bazar Sadar [IEEe . 30 2% PNV eSS T 2% 2%
Teknaf [INSIATIN se% N T 8% 1%
s ver I

Project Overall _ 32% Iz% Project Overall  [IIIIT66% 0 32% 2%

0%  20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

H No Hunger Moderate Hunger W Severe Hunger ® No Hunger " Moderate Hunger M Severe Hunger

7 USAID Food for Peace February Indicators for Emergency Program Performance Indicator Reference Sheets, February 2019,
Indicator #EFSP 4
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3.C.b. Purpose

Purpose I: Increased consumption of diversified nutritious food for the household
members through increasing purchasing power of the community

INDICATOR: FFP 5 Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for income) in USG-assisted
areas (Level — Outcome)

The average household expenditure on food and non-food items has been estimated using the
Consumption Expenditure methodology of LSMS8. Expenditure was measured by multiplying the number
of items/commodities consumed by the households by the price per unit of the items/commodities.
Notably, for each food item/commodity, the volume of consumption was measured using a unique
measurement scale (e.g. kilogram, liter) as well as the price of each item/commodity in BDT. For each
non-food item/commaodity, only the amount of expenditure in BDT was captured. All expenditure items
were divided by their respective recall period (number of days) to obtain per day per capita consumption
expenditure for each household. The daily per capita expenditure figure was converted to constant 2010
USD. First, daily per capita expenditure was calculated using the local currency unit (LCU) at the time of
the survey to LCU at 2005 prices, by dividing by the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for the survey month
and year. Secondly, 2005 LCU has been converted to 2005 US$ by dividing by the 2005 PPP conversion
rate. Finally, the US$ in 2005 prices to US$ in 2010 prices by multiplying by 111.65, which is the US CPI
for 2010.

Across the three RE-ARRANGE activity upazilas, the overall average daily per capita expenditure is
USD1.33 in constant 2010 USD. There are no distinct differences among the three activity upazilas in the
average daily per capita expenditures. The highest expenditure was reported in Cox’s Bazar (USD |.40),
followed by Teknaf (USDI.16) and Ukhiya (USDI.10). Among various items, the highest average
expenditure is USD 0.692 spent for non-food Items and then USD 0.637 for food items. A similar amount
of USDO0.34 was spent for each of the medical and education purposes. Table 4 at Annex-D provides data
of this indicator.

Figure 3 illustrates the distribution pattern of average daily per capita expenditure across the six
components assessed, including food items, non-food items, and durable assets. The figure shows that
among the six expenditure categories, half of daily expenditure (49%) is on non-food items like fuel costs,
households utility bills, house rent, expenses for communication (cell phone or other telephone expenses),
laundry. , and almost another half is spent on food items (45%). An extremely small proportion of daily
expenditure is spent on housing (1%), medical expenses (2%), and education (2%).

8 http://www.worldbank.org/lsms
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Figure 3: Distribution of average daily per capita expenditures in RE-ARRANGE areas
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INDICATOR: FFP 29 - Average Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) (Level -
Impact)

HDDS is based on a set of 12 food groups consumed by household members in the past 24 hours, and its
value ranges from 0 to 12, with lower numbers indicating less dietary diversity. Instead of measuring the
nutritional quality of an individual’s diet, the HDDS is an indicator that measures the socioeconomic level
of the household and serves as a proxy measure of household food access (Swindale & Bilinsky,2006)2.
The 12 food groups are provided in Table 6.

Table 6: Detail list of 12 food groups for HDDS

A. Cereals E. Meat, poultry, offal l. Milk and milk products

B. Root and tubers | F. Eggs J. Oil/fats

C. Vegetables G. Fish and seafood K. Sugar/honey

D. Fruits H. Pulses/legumes/nuts L. Miscellaneous (e.g., tea, coffee, condiments)

The standard questionnaire has the above 12 food groups. The HDDS consists of one question asked of
the household food preparer: Did you or any member of your household consume foods from these food
groups in the day preceding the survey (24-hour recall period)? The HDDS is not a nutrition indicator
but a proxy for household socioeconomic status. Therefore, the HDDS food groups are not based on
nutrition outcomes or guidance. Responses produce a household dietary diversity score ranging from 0
to 12.

Across the three RE-ARRANGE activity upazilas, the average HDDS is 6.04 out of 12 food groups,
indicating on average the households consumed 50% of the food groups mentioned in the HDDS list
(Annex-D, Table 5). This is highest in Ukhiya (7.72), followed by Teknaf (6.51) and Cox’s Bazar (5.71).
Among the respondent households disaggregated by gendered groups, the highest average score is 8.82

° Final Report Baseline Study of Food for Peace Development Food Assistance Projects in Bangladesh, May 2017

30|Page



among MNF households, followed by 6.08 for M&F, and then the lowest for FNM at 5.54 (Annex-D, Table
5b).

All respondent households reported consuming cereals and root and tubers (Figure 4), followed by high
consumption of oil/fats and vegetables. Less than 15% of households reported consuming meats, fruits, or
milk/milk products. By project area, Ukhiya upazila had greater percentage of households consuming most
categories compare to the other two areas (Annex-D, Table 5a). Notably they consumed more meat
(32%), eggs (47%), and fish and seafood (95%) than Cox’s Bazar (14%, 16%, 70%, respectively) and Teknaf
(7%, 34%, 77%). Overall, among the gendered household groups, the percentage of MNF households
consuming the food groups was higher compared to FNM and M&F (Annex-D, Table 5b).

Figure 4: Food groups consumed by households in RE-ARRANGE areas
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INDICATOR FFP 4: Proportion of women of reproductive age who are consuming a
minimum dietary diversity (MDD-W) (Level — Outcome)

Minimum Dietary Diversity — Women (MDD-W) captures the proportion of women of reproductive age
who are consuming a minimally diverse diet. A woman of reproductive age is considered to consume a
minimally diverse diet if she consumed at least five of 10 specific food groups, provided in Table 7 below,
in the previous 24 hours.

Table 7: Detail list of 10 food groups for MDD-W

MDD-W 10 Food Groups
I. Grains, roots and tubers | 6. Flesh foods including organ meat and miscellaneous small animal protein
2. Legumes and beans 7. Vitamin A-rich dark green leafy vegetables
3. Nuts and seeds 8. Other vitamin A-rich vegetables and fruits
4. Dairy products 9. Other fruits
5. Eggs 10. Other vegetables

In the RE-ARRANGE activity areas, 30% of women are consuming at least 5 of 10 food groups in the past
24 hours (Figure 5). Among the three upazilas there is notable variability, with 52% of women meeting
MDD in Ukhiya, followed by 36% in Teknaf, and 26% in Cox’s Bazar. Variability is also seen among the
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gendered HH groups: MNF 51% of women, M&F 31% of women, and FNM 21% of women (Annex-D,
Table 6).

The most commonly consumed food groups by women were grains, roots and tubers (99%), flesh foods
including organ meat, etc. (76%), Vitamin A-rich dark green leafy vegetables (69%), legumes and beans
(55%) and other fruits (51%) in all three activity upazilas (Annex-D, Table 6a). Consumption was relatively
similar for the women across the three upazilas. Notably, more women in Ukhiya consumed eggs (35%)
and flesh foods (85%) than women in Cox’s Bazar (17% and 76%, respectively) and Teknaf (29% and 75%).
Among the types of gendered households, MNF and M&F households had more women consuming the
different food groups than FNM households (Annex-D, Table 6éb). The lowest rate of consumption, across
all areas and household types is dairy products.

Figure 5: Percentage of women 15-49 years of age consuming at least 5 of 10 food groups
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INDICATOR C 5: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month before assessment
disaggregated by sex (Level - Outcome)

This indicator measures the proportion of all participants unemployed in the month before assessment. A
participant who did not work at least one day during the previous 30 days from the day of interview is
considered as unemployed. Overall, across the three RE-ARRANGE upazilas, 27% of participants were
unemployed in the month before assessment (Figure 6). Results show a notable difference in
unemployment rates between male (13%) and female (52%) participants (Annex-D, Table 7). A similar
situation is observed in all RE-ARRANGE upazilas. Moreover, results show that the rate of unemployment
in Cox’s Bazar Sadar is highest (31%) compared to Teknaf (15%) and Ukhiya (22%). The percentage of
survey participants that were identified for the cash transfer intervention by Upazila is 73% in Cox’s Bazar,
17% in Teknaf, and 10% in Ukhiya. Comparing this selection to the employment rate suggests that the
cash transfer intervention is reasonably targeted towards the vulnerable populations of the areas.
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Figure 6: Percentage of Male and Female Participants Unemployed in the prior 30 days
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Purpose 2: Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive assets and
technologies.

INDICATOR FFP 63: Percentage of men/women in union and earning cash who make
decisions jointly with spouse/partner about the use of self-earned cash (Level - Outcome)

Indicator FFP 63 measures whether men and women |5 years or older who are in union'? and earning
cash usually make decisions jointly with their spouse/partner on how the cash he/she earned will be
used. The data in Figure 7 (Annex-D, Table 8) shows that only a small percentage of men and women
make decisions jointly with their spouse/partner in the last 12 months. About twice as many men report
joint-decision making than women. These patterns are seen both overall and by upazila. The data show
some variation between the surveyed upazilas, with Ukhiya having the lowest proportions of reported
joint-decision making.

Figure 7: Percentage joint-decision making reported by men/women in union and earning
cash
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INDICATOR C 7: Percentage of participants reporting net income from their livelihood in
last one month (Level — Outcome)

The net income of the participants from their livelihood activity is measured as the difference between
the total value of smallholder production of the agricultural products (crop, milk, eggs, meat, live animals,
fish, etc.) and/or sales value from the business and the cost of producing that item, per unit of production
(i.e., crops, milk, eggs; pond or cage for aquaculture; shop rent and cost of purchasing goods for business).
More specifically, the indicator refers to percentage of participants reporting any net income from their
livelihood in the last one month in an aggregated and disaggregated manner.

The overall baseline findings of this indicator show that 52% of respondent households mentioned having
net income from their livelihood in the last one month (Annex-D, Table 9, has detailed information). The
proportion of households with any net income differs among the three RE-ARRANGE upazilas. The
highest percentage is 69% in Ukhiya, followed by 54% in Teknaf and 49% in Cox’s Bazar Sadar. Among the

91n union means currently married or living together with someone.
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types of gendered households, more respondents in all-female households (FNM) reported net income
(69%) than the households with men (MNF 47%, M&F 49%).

The baseline data for this indicator by education level of the household head is presented in Annex-D,
Table 9a. About half of household heads with ‘None or Pre-primary education’ or ‘Primary education’
report earning net income (53% and 47%, respectively). Household heads with higher levels of education
report no net income, which may be a reflection of the type of livelihood/occupation held by higher-
education participants.

INDICATOR C 8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable HHs who implemented at least
2 improved practices or techniques to protect their productive assets and livelihood (Level
— Outcome)

Based on Sendai Framework and USAID/OFDA’s explanations!', RE-ARRANGE defines risk reduction
practices as those actions or strategies that are prioritized through the Community Risk Assessment
(CRA) process and undertaken by vulnerable households that reduce their potential risks from natural
and/or human induced hazards. These practices include, but are not limited to, improving their capacities
to better respond to disasters when they occur, and to improve and protect their lives, livelihood and
other assets. The detailed practices and operational modalities are included in the project document and
PIRS of this indicator-.

Annex-D, Table 10 presents disaggregated baseline values for proportion of men and women from
vulnerable households implementing at least 2 risk-reducing practices to improve resilience to human
induced or natural hazards indicators. The analysis depicts that only 5% of households are implementing
at least 2 risk-reducing practices, with similar proportions reported by males and females (Figure 8).
However, the findings show that 10% of households in Teknaf were implementing at least 2 risk-reducing
practices, followed by 6% in Ukhiya and 2% in Cox’s Bazar Sadar. In Ukhiya it is notable that three times
more female participants (11%) report implementing risk-reducing practices compared to male
participants (4%).

Annex-D, Table 10a depicts the level of education and implementation of practices. The data suggest that
as education level of the household-head increases, more are taking action to protect their assets and
livelihood; however, the sample size is small for those reporting the two higher levels of education.

Figure 8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable HHs who implemented at least 2 improved
practices or techniques
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1IUSAID.https://www.usaid.gov/what-we-do/working-crises-and-conflict/disaster-risk-reduction, last accessed 3 April
2016.
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Purpose 3: Improve Nutrition of Pregnant and Lactating Women and Children
Under Two

FFP 35. INDICATOR: Prevalence of children 6-23 months receiving a minimum
acceptable diet (MAD) (Level — Outcome)

This indicator measures the percentage of children 6-23 months of age who receive a minimum acceptable
diet, apart from breast milk. The MAD indicator measures both the minimum feeding frequency and
minimum dietary diversity, as appropriate for various age groups. If a child meets the minimum feeding
frequency and minimum dietary diversity for his or her age group and breastfeeding status, then the child
is considered to be receiving a minimum acceptable diet. Tabulation of the indicator requires that data on
breastfeeding status, dietary diversity, number of semisolid/solid feeds, and number of milk feeds be
collected for children 6-23 months for the day preceding the survey.

Overall, only 4% of children aged 6 to 23 months received a minimum acceptable diet (MAD) (Annex-D,
Table |1). These low percentages are seen across RE-ARRANGE project areas (4% Cox’s Bazar, 5%
Teknaf, 0% Ukhiya), across child sex (4% male, 4% female), and by type of gendered household (0% FNM,
4% M&F, and no observations MNF HH). The proportion of children with MAD is so low, it is difficult to
discussion potential relationship with education level of the head of the household (Annex-D, Table | |a).

INDICATOR FFP 38: Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior
two weeks (RiA) (Level- Outcome)

The indicator is a prevalence measure of the percent of children under age five identified for the MCHN
component of the RE-ARRANGE activity that experienced an episode of diarrhea in the two weeks before
data were collected.

Figure 9, Annex-D, Table 12, presents data on children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior two
weeks across the three project implementation areas, stratified by child sex. It was observed that overall
16% percent of the children aged between 0 to 59 months suffered from diarrhea in the two weeks prior
to the survey. The prevalence of diarrhea in male and female children is the same overall, but there are
differences by program area, especially in Ukhiya where only 10% of male children had diarrhea but 24%
of female children were reportedill.

Figure 9: Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior two weeks
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INDICATOR FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children under six months of
age (Level-Outcome)

The indicator was measured with children who are aged between 0 to 5 months and shows the children
who received breastmilk and no other liquids or foods in the day prior to the survey. (Annex-D, Table
I3). The data illustrate that in the project area, 78% of children (0 to 5 months of age) are being exclusively
breast fed (EBF), which is lower than the national average. However, the EBF rate was found to be higher
for the male children (88%) compared to the female children (70%). Additionally, the proportion of
exclusively breast-fed children was highest in the Teknaf area (86%), followed by the Cox’s Bazar area
(78%); Ukhiya was much lower at 57%.

INDICATOR C | I: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding (first | hour after birth)
(Level-Outcome)

Overall 69% of children, were reportedly breastfed within one hour of birth, ranging from 75% for female
children and 61% for male children (Figure 10). With regard to program area, the percentage of children
being breastfed within one hour of birth was found to be similar in Ukhiya and Cox’s Bazar (73% and 74%,
respectively); however, the rate was much lower in Teknaf (55%). Additional data pertaining to children
0-23 months who were breastfed within one hour of birth have been presented in Annex-D, Tale |4.

Figure 10: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding for children 0-23 months of age
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Annex-D, Table |4a shows EIBF by the education level attained by the head of household. Data again
suggest there is a positive trend, with the prevalence of EIBF increasing with higher levels of education.

INDICATOR C 12: Percentage of caregiver with children under two who have knowledge of
at least four maternal and child health and nutrition (MCHN) practices. (Level - Outcome)

This custom indicator measures the extent to which caregivers of children under two years of age have
complete knowledge of four MCHN practices: feeding vitamin-A rich foods; feeding iron rich foods; when
to begin complementary feeding (both solid and semi-solid); duration of exclusive breastfeeding; duration
of continued breastfeeding; and continuation of breastfeeding during child illness.

Figure Il (Annex-D, Table |5) reports the data related to caregivers of children who have knowledge of
at least four of the seven MCHN practices across the three project implementation areas. Overall 29%
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respondents had correct knowledge of the four MCHN practices. MCHN knowledge was relatively similar
among male-headed and female-headed households, overall and in two of the three upazilas. In Teknaf,
more participants in female-headed households (56%) possessed correct knowledge of at least four
practices than in male-headed households (33%). There does not appear to be a pattern of correct
knowledge and education level of the head-of-household (Table 15a, Annex-D).

Figure 11: Percentage of caregivers with children under two years who have knowledge of at
least four MCHN practices
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C 13. INDICATOR: Percentage of caregivers who report that they wash their hands at
least three times including after defecation (Level — Outcome)

This indicator measures the extent to which caregivers of children under two years of age wash their
hands using clean water and soap or any cleaning agent for the purpose of removing soil, dirt, and/or
microorganisms during at least three critical moments, including washing hand after defecation. Critical
moments are defined as: after defecation, after cleaning child feces, after cleaning children, before feeding
children, before preparing food, before handling food and before eating.

Data pertaining to caregivers who report that they wash their hands at least three critical times have been
presented in Annex-D, Table 16. The data show that altogether 8% of caregivers reported that they wash
their hands during at least three critical times including after defecation. These low levels of handwashing
are observed in all project implementation areas and all gendered household groups. Further
disaggregation shows that the overall percentage of the caregivers belonging to male headed households
(8%) is double of the percentage of the caregivers belonging to female headed households (4%) with
respect to the caregivers reporting that they wash their hands at least three critical times; however, both
of these proportions are notably small.

The figure below (Figure 12) presents to what extent caregivers wash their hands during each critical time,
overall and across the three activity implementation areas. The highest reported handwashing actions take
place after defection and after cleaning child feces. The percentage of caregivers adopting handwashing
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practices for the ‘before’ critical times are considerably less. Overall, there is much variation in hand
washing practices by RE-ARRANGE implementation areas.

Figure 12: Proportion of caregivers practicing handwashing at critical time
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4. Conclusions and Recommendations

e Indicator Targets: After completion of the baseline survey, a review of the RE-FARRANGE activity
indicator targets (Activity LogFrame) suggests four indicators should have a revised life of project
status (LOPS): EFSP 2, EFSP 4, C 8 and C 13. The suggested new target and the rationale for revising
are summarized in Table 8. The baseline values for the remaining | | indicators in the LogFrame are

believed to be realistic.

Table 8: RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicator Baseline Values and LOPS

- LOA LOA
Baseline Target | Target
RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators Value 8 g Rationale for Revision
o (Logfr | (Recom
(%)
ame) | mended)

Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery t

hrough improve resilience, food security and nutrition.

EFSP 2: Percentage of households with
poor, borderline, and adequate Food
Consumption Score (FCS)

73

74

78

The EFSN baseline survey informed the
development of the targets in the Activity
Logical Framework, as the survey was
conducted in a similar setting with vulnerable
households. The EFSN baseline showed 65% of
HH with adequate food consumption and we
initially estimated a 9 percentage point
increase at endline would be programmatically
feasible for RE-ARRANGE, resulting in a
potential LOA target of 74%. However, these
baseline findings show the current proportion
of households with adequate consumption is
higher than anticipated and near to the initial
LOA target. Given this higher proportion
among the activity participants and the
timeframe of the intervention, a 5 percentage
point increase is now considered
programmatically feasible, resulting in a
revised LOA target of 78%.

EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with
moderate or severe Household Hunger
Scale (HHS) score

34

65

29

Similar to EFSP 2, data from the EFSN baseline
survey suggested that a 9 percentage point
increase at endline would be programmatically
feasible for RE-ARRANGE. In EFSN, 74% of
households had a moderate or severe score on
the HHS, and with a 9 percentage point
increase, the suggested endline proportion
would be 65%. However, the baseline survey
found a much lower proportion of RE-
ARRANGE households with moderate or severe
HHS score. Given this lower proportion and
timeframe of the intervention, a 5 percentage
point decrease is now considered
programmatically feasible, resulting in a
revised LOA target of 29%.

Purpose I: Increased consumption of diversified nutritious food for the household members through increasing

purchasin

g power of the comm

unity

FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as

a proxy for income) in USG-assisted 1.33 1.83 1.83
areas
FFP 29: Average Household Dietary 6.04 704 704

Diversity Score (HDDS)
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. LOA LOA
L LG Target | Target
RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators Value g g Rationale for Revision
) (Logfr | (Recom
ame) | mended)
FFP 4: Proportion of women of
reproductive age who are consuming a 303 453 453
minimum dietary diversity
C 5: Percentage of participants
unemployed in the month before 27 17 17

assessment disaggregated by sex

Purpose 2: Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive assets and technologies

FFP 63: Percent of men/women in union
and earning cash who make decisions

. . 10 20 20

jointly with spouse/partner about the

use of self-earned cash

C 7: Percentage of participant reporting

net income from their livelihood in last 52 62 62

one month

C 8: Percentage of men/women in The proportion of RE-ARRANGE

vulnerable HHs who implemented at households implementing at least two

least 2 improved practices or . practices was low at baseline and now a

techniques to protect their productive - Lo

assets and livelihood 15 percentage point increase, resulting in
a 19% LOA target, is considered
programmatically feasible. This is an
increase from the initial 10 percentage
point increase, and is based on

5 14 19 programmatic experiences in the SAPLING

project and also recognizes that the RE-
ARRANGE program area is relatively more
disaster-prone, given its geographic
location, and that people are comparably
more aware and more likely to implement
practices to protect their productive
assets and livelihood.

Improved nutrition of pregnant and

lactating mother, adolescent and children under two

FFP 35: Prevalence of children 6-23
months receiving a minimum acceptable
diet (MAD)

4

9

9

FFP 38: Percentage of children under
age five who had diarrhea in the prior
two weeks of survey

FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive
breastfeeding of children under six
months of age

78

83

83

C | I: Prevalence of Early Initiation of
breastfeeding (first | hour after birth)

69

74

74

C 12: Percentage of men and women
with children under two years who
have knowledge of maternal and child
health and nutrition (MCHN) practices

29

39

39
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RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators

Baseline
Value

(%)

LOA
Target
(Logfr

ame)

LOA
Target
(Recom
mended)

Rationale for Revision

C 13: Percentage of mothers and
caregivers who report that they wash
their hands at least three out of five
critical times including after defecation

The proportion of caregivers washing their
hands at three or more critical times was
found to be low in this RE-ARRANGE

population. With this low baseline
percentage, the timeframe of the
intervention, and recognizing that
changing handwashing behaviors is
challenging (relative to other changes such
as employment and income generation),
the LOA target should be revised
downward. Instead of the initial plan of an
8 percentage point increase, a 5
percentage point increase is now
considered programmatically feasible.

Overall, the baseline results show that the targeted participants in the RE-ARRANGE activity belong
to the vulnerable cohort living in the selected implementation areas. The average daily per capita
expenditure is USDI.33 in constant 2010 USD and there are no significant differences among the
three activity upazilas in terms of expenditures.

More than one third (34%) of the households are facing moderate and severe hunger. Women are
more vulnerable in terms of diversity in their regular diet. Around 70% of women are consuming less
than 5 food groups. The overall consumption of eggs, dairy products, fruits and vegetables are low at
both the household and individual level.

With regards to nutritional status of children (6-23 months), only 4% received a minimum acceptable
diet in the previous day. Two-thirds of children under-two years (69%) received early initiation of
breastfeeding and 78% of children under six months were exclusively breastfed, which are both higher
than the Divisional average (54% for EBF and 61% for EIB).!2 Among the caregivers, less than one in
ten (8%) washed their hands in at least three critical times including after defecation and less than one-
third of them had correct knowledge on MCHN practices for child feeding.

Only 5% of surveyed households implemented improved techniques and practices to protect their
assets and livelihood. So, the baseline indicators suggest that the RE-ARRANGE project prioritizes
the improvement of household poverty, child nutrition and caregivers’ knowledge and practices.

Limitations: Since the baseline study is limited to quantitative survey the findings could not be contextual
and thus lack richness and depth that could have been achieved by the combination of quantitative and

qualitative surveys.

12 State of food security and nutrition in Bangladesh (2015)
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Annex-A: RE-ARRANGE TOC Diagram

Impact: Restored of local economies of vulnerable people.
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Annex-B: RE-ARRANGE Activity Logical Framework

Date

Awardee

Country

Award No.

LOGICAL FRAMEWORK (LogFrame) - ]

No.

Indicator

Data Source/
Methods

Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery through improve resilience, food security and nutrition

Target

Assumptions

EFSP |: Number of individuals participating in USG food
security programs

Cash for Work
Attendance Register,
Cash Distribution
Register, Maternal
Nutrition Attendance
Register, IGA Register

Card 10,000
EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, borderline,
dad te Food C tion S FCS
and adequate Food Consumption Score (FCS) BLEL Baseline + 9
EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with moderate or
severe Household Hunger Scale (HHS) score BL/EL Baseline + 9

o No additional large-scale displacement occurs

Purpose I. Increased consumption of diversified nutritious food for the household members through increasing purchasing power of the community

FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for BL/EL, Routine Baseline +
income) in USG-assisted areas participant survey 0.5 UsSD
. ) ® Market prices remain relatively stable
EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, borderline,
and adequate Food Consumption Score (FCS) .
BL/EL Baseline + 9
Sub Purpose I.l: Improved access to quality and diversified nutritious foods from plant, animal and fish sources
F;IE)—S? Average Household Dietary Diversity Score o Market prices remain relatively stable
(HDDs) BL/EL Baseline + |
Intermediate Outcome |.1.1: Increased use of cash to purchase immediate staple and diversified nutritious foods




4 FFP 5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for Baseline +
income) in USG-assisted areas BL/EL 0.5 USD e No major/ catastrophic natural disaster such as
6 FFP 4: Percentage of women of reproductive age BL/EL, Routine flood, drought, or cyclone
consuming a diet of minimum diversity (MDD-W) participant survey Baseline + |5
Output |.1.1.1: HH received cash support through cash for work (CFW)
7 C_I: Number of participant received CFW payments as a
result of USG supported program disaggregated by sex Cash for Work
Attendance Register 5,900 | e Formal financial services will continue to be
C_2: Total amount of cash (in USD ) transferred to available to population in projects area
8 | participants as CFW payments as a result of the USG Cash for Work 2,374,132
supported program Attendance Register usD
Output |.1.1.2: HH received cash support through unconditional cash support
C_3: Number of participant received unconditional cash
9 | support as a result of the USG supported program Unconditional Cash
disaggregated by sex Transfer Register 650 | e Formal financial services will continue to be
C_4: Total amount of cash (in USD ) transferred to available to population in projects area
10 | participants as unconditional cash support as a result of Unconditional Cash
the USG supported program Transfer Register 261,550 USD
Sub Purpose |.2: Increased equitable immediate income opportunities
4 .FFP-S: D:.:uly per capita expenditures (as a proxy for o Market prices remain relatively stable
income) in USG-assisted areas BL/EL, Routine Baseline +
participant survey 0.5 USD

Intermediate Outcome |.2.1: Increased immediate employment through

cash for work

C_5: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month
before assessment disaggregated by sex

BL/EL, Routine
participant survey

Baseline - 10

o Selected HHs are interested to involve in the new
approaches for livelihoods

Output 1.2.1.1: Participant involved in CFW activities

C_I : Number of participant involved in CFWV activities as
a result of the USG supported program

Cash for Work
Attendance Register

5,900

o Selected HHs are interested to involve in the new
approaches for livelihoods




Output 1.2.1.2: Participants received training on cash for work program

12

C_6: Number of participants received orientation on cash
for work

Cash for Work
Attendance Register

5,900

o Selected HHs are interested to involve in the new
approaches for livelihoods

Purpose 2. Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive assets and technologies
FFP-60: Percentage of participants in USG-assisted
|3 | Programs designed to increase access to productive o Market prices remain relatively stable

economic resources (assets, credit, income or

BL/EL, Routine

employment) who are female

participant survey

Baseline + 5

Sub Purpose 2.1: Improved and sustainable income-generating activities

14

C_7: Percentage of participant reporting net income from
their livelihood in last one month

BL/EL

Baseline + |10

o Improved social norms among HH members
prioritize access to income, food & consumption

15

FFP-63: Percent of men/women in union and earning cash
who make decisions jointly with spouse/partner about the
use of self-earned cash

BL/EL, Routine
participant survey

Baseline + 10

® Improved social norms among HH members
prioritize access to income, food & consumption

Intermediate Outcome 2.1.1: Men and women vulnerable to re-build their productive assets and livelihoods

16

C_8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable HHs who
implemented at least 2 improved practices or techniques

to protect their productive assets and livelihood

BL/EL, Routine
participant survey

Baseline + 10

o Selected HHs are interested to adopt and
continue advanced technology /new approaches for
livelihoods

Output 2.1.1.1: HH received cash grant for livelihood restoration
17 C_9: Number of participants received cash grant for e Formal financial services will continue to be
livelihood restoration IGA Register Card 750 | available to population in projects area
C_10: Total amount of cash (in USD ) transferred to ' . . . .
. - . : e Formal financial services will continue to be
18 | participants as cash grant for livelihood restoration as a IGA Register Card available to population in broiects area
result of the USG supported program Register 143,700 USD poP prol
Purpose 3. Improved nutrition of pregnant and lactating mother, adolescent and children under two
FFP 35: Prevalence of children 6-23 months receiving a BL/EL, Routine ® HHs members are motivated to practice MCHN
19 . ; ,
minimum acceptable diet (MAD) participant survey Baseline + 5 and IYCF
20 FFP 38: Percentage of children under age five who had BL/EL, Routine e HHs members are motivated to practice MCHN
diarrhea in the prior two weeks participant survey Baseline - 3 and IYCF




Sub Purpose 3.1: Improved [YCF and MCHN practices and improved systems to sustain changed practices

21 C_II: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding (first | BL/EL, Routine
| hour after birth) participant survey Baseline + 5 | ® HHs members are motivated to practice MCHN
2 FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children and IYCF
under six months of age BL/EL Baseline + 5
Intermediate Outcome 3.1.1: Improved knowledge and adoption of ENA/EHA and hygiene behavior and practices by households
C_12: Percentage of caregivers with children under two
23 | years who have knowledge of maternal and child health BL/EL, Routine
d nutrition (MCHN tices. ici i
and nutrition ( ) practices participant survey Baseline + 10 e HHs members are motivated to practice MCHN
C_13: Percentage of caregivers who report that they and IYCF
24 | wash their hands at least three out of five critical times BL/EL, Routine
including after defecation participant survey Baseline + 8
Output 3.1.1.1: Participant received knowledge on ENA/EHA and Hygiene behavior and practices
EFSP 7. INDICATOR: Number of children under two (0-
25 | 23 months) reached with community-level nutrition MCHN Participant Conflict d . f fel
interventions through USG-supported programs (RiA) Register 2,500 | ® ~°n lct oes r.10t prevgnt participants from sately
N - - - . traveling to training locations
2 C_22: Number of participant received training on MCHN Participant
ENA/EHA and Hygiene behavior and practices Register 7,500
Output 3.1.1.2: Joint monitoring visits conducted with government
27 C_14: Number of Joint monitoring visits conducted by Joint Monitoring o Conflict does not prevent visitors from safely
both Programme and government staff Report 48 | traveling to the intervention areas




Activities

YVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYVVVYY

Select the most excluded, vulnerable and poor- based on specific vulnerabilities and needs and through participatory, inclusive and transparent process.

Provide immediate income to the most vulnerable project participants through proposed cash transfer for meeting the need of food security and other daily basic requirements.

Repair and maintain the community infrastructures through CFW to make them functional to build community resilience by protecting them from future disaster shocks.
Organize participants into groups of 20 to 25 beneficiaries and Form PIC at ward or village level where CFW schemes will be implemented.

Ensure the technical drawing and design of the community infrastructures selected by the UDMCs for implementation through CFW.

Ensure the post-work validation of the CFW schemes from UDMCs.

Choose the Cash distribution points with support from PICs within the closest proximity of the CFW participants.

Select beneficiaries following the Nutrition National Guidelines for under 5 children.

Conduct SBCC at court yard sessions with caregivers, male forums, supplementation and deworming campaigns as well as community theatre activities.

Work with the Nutrition Sector to ensure that appropriate IEC materials and guidelines are used in the nutrition centers and community mobilizations.

Contribute to improved nutrition practices, more equitable intra-household food distribution, and enhanced household dietary diversity.

Conduct Household Asset Analysis and complete IGA selection.

Train participants on household asset analysis, IGA selection, business plan development, asset protection, and be provided technical assistance for starting their IGAs.
Provide livelihoods cash grant to target households to re-build their livelihoods through diversified on and off-farm income generation activities (IGAs).

Conduct CRA in the Unions where CRA was done long before or it was not done at all following the CDMP guidelines.

Construct/re-construct critical community infrastructures for risk reduction and livelihoods protection through CFW.

Implement HH contingency plan development in 20 villages from the targeted unions.

Ensure that appropriate participant selection process has been used in selecting the project participants with special needs e.g. PLWs, elderly, chronically sick, PWDs etc.
Work closely with households (both husband and wife) to sensitize on sharing responsibility, mutual collaboration and joint decision making within the households.

Use gender transformative approach to support gender equity at the household and community levels and recognizes that equity is the means to equality.



Annex-C: Detailed Methodology

A. Objective and Purpose

The baseline study of RE-ARRANGE, as planned in its Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) plan, has been
conducted to collect the values of outcome and impact indicators prior to beginning of activity
implementation. The main objective of the baseline study of the activity is to gather information base against
which to monitor and assess the activity's progress and effectiveness during implementation. The baseline
study provides an update situation of the target communities and the baseline values will serve as a point
of comparison with endline values during the final evaluation. It is conducted by the Grameen Bikash
Foundation (GBF), a Bangladeshi consulting firm, in collaboration with the Helen Keller International (HKI),
the technical partner to ACF for the RE-ARRANGE activity.

Information gathered through the baseline study will be used by implementing staff as benchmarks to
identify areas that need attention while also providing baseline values against which to assess the value
added by specific activities to achieve intended objectives. The baseline study findings can also be used by
operations staff to refine activity implementation, and to provide an opportunity to review the redesign
against the food and nutrition security conceptual framework and the activity’s theory/pathway of change.

B. Methodology

Under the baseline study a quantitative data collection exercise, through a household survey has been
conducted at 1080 sample households out of the total 6,550 households in the host communities of all
three RE-ARRANGE locations — Cox’ Bazar Sadar, Teknaf and Ukhiya upazilas. The study has been
conducted to determine the baseline values for a total of 15 outcome and impact indicators as listed in
Table | below.

Table | - List of Baseline and Endline Indicators

SI.
FFP 9+Cé6 | No. Indicators

EFSP 2: Percentage of households with poor, borderline, and adequate Food
FFP | | Consumption Score (FCS)

EFSP 4: Prevalence of households with moderate or severe Household Hunger
FFP 2 | Scale (HHS) score

FFP 3 | FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a proxy for income) in USG-assisted areas
FFP 4 | FFP-29: Average Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDYS)

FFP 4. INDICATOR: Proportion of women of reproductive age who are
FFP 5 | consuming a minimum dietary diversity (RiA)

C_5: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month before assessment
CUSTOM 6 | disaggregated by sex

C_7: Percentage of participant reporting net income from their livelihood in last
CUSTOM 7 | one month

FFP-63: Percent of men/women in union and earning cash who make decisions
FFP 8 | jointly with spouse/partner about the use of self-earned cash

C_8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable HHs who implemented at least 2
CUSTOM 9 | improved practices or techniques to protect their productive assets and livelihood
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SI.
FFP 9+Cé6 | No. Indicators

FFP 35. Prevalence of children 6-23 months receiving a minimum acceptable diet
FFP 10 | (MAD)

FFP-38: Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior two
FFP Il | weeks

CUSTOM 12 | C_I1: Prevalence of Early Initiation of breastfeeding (first | hour after birth)

FFP I3 | FFP-37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding of children under six months of age.

C_12: Percentage of caregivers with children under two years who have
CUSTOM 14 | knowledge of maternal and child health and nutrition (MCHN) practices.

C_13: Percentage of mothers and caregivers who report that they wash their
CUSTOM I5 | hands at least three critical times including after defecation

a. Inception Phase

The inception phase of the baseline study involved the desk review of background documents relevant to
the RE-ARRANGE activity and distance consultations with HKI staff to establish clear expectations
regarding scope of work, indicators of interest/areas of inquiry, and role clarity. Based on this, the HKI
team has develop the survey tools. During this period, GBF finalized recruitment of HH survey
enumerators and supervisors from its current candidate pool. Priority was placed on finding female and
male local researchers who are familiar with the area and its communities, and who have previous
participation in similar surveys and research. Appropriate safety and contingency planning were be
discussed and agreed upon during this stage.

b. Sampling Design

The study has utilized the cluster sample survey design. As a result, 720 sampled households from cash
transfer intervention (CTI) participants (10 from each village) and 360 sampled households from MCHN
participants (5 from each village) were selected for interview from 72 randomly selected villages out of |54
intervention villages included in the project. A list of villages of the intervention Unions has been created
using the census data. Villages for the study have been selected from this list using simple random sampling
procedure. Similarly, village wise list of eligible households has been prepared using household census
dataset then, the required number of households for each of the selected village have been chosen using
simple random sampling procedure. In estimating the sample size, a power of 80% and confidence level of
95% was assumed.

A cross-sectional survey has been designed for understanding the effectiveness of the RE-ARRANGE
interventions on the participant households. Sample size calculations is done using the formula suggested
in FFP Guidelines for an Abbreviated Statement of Work for Baseline and Final Evaluation for Emergency
Program. The following formula was used in to calculate the sample size for FCS and HHS.
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Zl—O(JZE(l = E_) == Zl—B\/Pl,est (1 == P,lest) + Pz,est(l = P2,est)
Ninitiat = Dest S

Where

Ninitiar= is the initial sample size required by the surveys for each of the two time points

S = Py est — P2 ese= minimum effect size to be achieved over the time frame specified by the two
surveys

P; st = represents a survey estimate of the true population proportion P; at baseline [If such an
estimate is not available from prior surveys, please use 0.5]

P, os¢ = represents a survey estimate of the true population proportion P, at endline

Py ese + Pzest

P =
= 2
Z,_« is the value from the normal probability distribution corresponding to a confidence level | —f.
For 1 —=0.95, the corresponding value is zg5 g5= |.64.

z4_p is the value from the normal probability distribution corresponding to a power level of |—£.
For 1= = 0.80, the corresponding value is zg g9 =0.84.

D.s; is the estimated design effect (DEFF) of the survey.

The sample size has been calculated to measure changes in indicators of Household Food Consumption
Score (FCS), Household hunger Score (HHS). The estimate for the most demanding indicator (i.e. largest
sample size) has been chosen for the survey!3. In doing so, the anticipated sample size requirements of all
other indicators are satisfied. We calculated the sample size based on baseline data of the WFP’s Enhancing
Food Security and Nutrition program (EFSN) in Cox’s Bazar. The sample is designed to detect 9 percent
point increase (from 65%) in the prevalence of household food consumption score and 9 percent point
decrease in the household hunger (from 74%) of households. After inflating this number by 10% to account
for non-response and loss to follow-up rounds of data collection, 660 samples would be needed for the
estimation of both Household Hunger Status (HHS) and Household Food Consumption Score (FCS).

Table 2: Estimated sample size for FCS and HHS

Indicators Control group Treatment Desired Design | Required | Required | Final
estimated group Sample effect sample sample sampl
prevalence | estimated with e Size
mean prevalence / non-
mean response
(10%)
% of household with 65% 74% 321 2 660 706 720
acceptable diet (FCS)
Household Hunger 74% 65% 321 2 660 706 720
Status (HHS %)

Considering the MCHN participant households, sample is designed to detect |5 percentage point increase
(from 15%) in the proportion of women with minimum dietary diversity (MDDW). The estimated sample
size for each indicator was inflated to account for the cluster design of the survey following FFP’s guideline,
DEFT 2 for two stage cluster sampling design. After inflating this number by 10% to account for non-

13 FFP Guidance for an Abbreviated Statement of Work (SoW) for a Baseline Study and Final Evaluation for
Emergency Programs
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response and loss to follow-up rounds of data collection, 360 would be needed for the estimation for
proportion of women with minimum dietary diversity.

Table 3: Estimated sample size for MDDW

Indicators Control group Treatment Desired Design | Required | Required | Final
estimated group Sample effect sample sample | sampl
prevalence | estimated with e Size
mean prevalence / non-
mean response
(10%)
% of Women with 15% 30% 94 2 189 207 360
minimum dietary
diversity (MDDW)

Table 4 presents the distribution of sampled households by RE-ARRANGE locations (upazilas) and
interventions disaggregated by gender.

Table 4: Distribution of Households by Locations and Interventions with Disaggregated by Gender

Number of Samples
Name of Components/ (Target Respondents)
Upazila Interventions
Male Female Total (M+F)
CTI 352 178 530
Cox's Bazar
Sadar MCHN 0 265 265
Sub-Total 352 443 795
CTI 8l 39 120
MCHN 0 60 60
Sub-Total 8l 99 180
CTI 55 I5 70
Ukhiya MCHN 0 35 35
Sub-Total 55 50 105
CTI 488 232 720
Project
Overall MCHN 0 360 360
G. TOTAL 488 592 1080
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c. Data Management and Analysis

Survey data will be submitted to an online server (www.ona.io). Identified out of range and improbable
values will require clarification from the data collectors and may require a revisit by an individual who was
not involved in the initial data collection. Data will be cleaned and analyzed by using STATA software
(Version 13) thought replicable *.do files. The original data files will be preserved in an unaltered state and
the cleaned and prepared data stored separately.

In the report, summary statistics of the variables are presented using proportions and means. Probability
weights have been created by village as this is the strata used in the sampling design. The formula for
probability is:

Ny,at

Lut=
" Nyat

Where:

P is the probability of selection for household i in village u at time t, n is the sample selected in village u for
activity a at time t, and N is the population of participant in union u for activity a at time t.

The sampling weight will be the inverse of this value:

1

Lut=-——
Pi,u,t

Sampling weights were applied to compensate for the differential representation of the union and para in
the survey sample compared to the RE-ARRANGE population. The sampled HHs were weighted by the
inverse of the selection probability of HHs. The procedure used for calculating the selection probability of
villages and HHs (the sampling weight), is given below:

Calculation procedure for Cash Transfer weight (Pcash wansfer)

10 households of a village
Number of total Houseolds selected for cash transfer in the village
X
72 villages of the intervention areas
Number of total villages selected in the intervention area

Cash transfer =

1

Cash transfer= g———
Pcash transfer

Calculation procedure for MCHN weight (Ppmcrn)

5 households of a village

MCHN = Number of total Houseolds selected for MCHN in the village
X
72 villages of the intervention areas
Number of total villages selected in the intervention area
w
MCHN=
PMcHN
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d. Study Tools Development

The household survey questionnaire, drafted by GBF, HKI and ACF, has been finalized incorporating
feedback of GBF and field test. The survey tool is prepared in English and Bangla and programmed in the
online data collection software, ODK, in all target languages for automated translation during data
processing.

e. Team Training

GBF trainers conducted a five-day training (December |9 to 23, 2019) to field supervisors and enumerators
hired by GBF on quantitative data collection using the data collection tool prepared by all three
organizations. HKIl and ACF's trainers were also present to observe the overall training activities and helped
them to finalize the data collection plan. The training was held at Cox’s Bazar district headquarters and
included classroom training and field test. The detailed training schedule is presented below (Table 5).

Table 5: Training Schedule

Day | Half day — Orientation to the project and introduction to research ethics
Half day — Introduction to the questionnaire

Day 2 Half day — Introduction to the tablets and ODK Software; interview techniques
Half day — Review of the questionnaire

Day 3 Half day — Review of questionnaire; mock interviews and practice Half day —
Security and safety briefings and logistics planning

Day 4 Half day — Field test
Half day — Debrief and finalize questionnaire/tablet

Day 5 Half day — Review session
Half day — Plan and logistics distribution

Besides the technical, logistical, and leadership topics the training covered the aspects of interviewer and
respondent bias, how to establish informed consent, and build essential trust with respondents and key
informants. Technical aspects included interview and body language techniques, handling tablets and data
management, and data quality control measures.

C. Data Quality Control

GBF, under a contract to HKI, is responsible for organizing qualified individuals to conduct the quantitative
data collection, and overseeing fieldwork logistics and security. Quality control has been maintained through
in-field supervision and real time data quality review. During data collection, the GBF Team Leader, Survey
Coordinator and supervisors conducted daily in-briefs and de-briefs with quantitative survey teams. In-
briefs incorporated feedback on data quality and team members’ performance based on HKI review of
uploaded data and interviewer logs. During debriefings, the HKI and ACF M&E staff and the GBF Survey
Coordinator reviewed specific questions/topics in completed tools for consistency, reliability and accuracy
before uploading data to HKI and ACF. The GBF Survey Coordinator and team supervisors utilized
additional data quality monitoring controls. One such control for the quantitative survey was re-
interviewing a selected number of interviews per day, based on a condensed survey limited to a subset of
critical questions. Supervisors also verified that non-response households are unavailable, or truly opted
out of participation. Throughout data collection regular communication between GBF and RE-ARRANGE
team and its implementing partner, Sushilon, ensured encountered challenges were solved in line with the
established baseline protocols. GBF provided daily progress reports to HKI via email, identifying challenges
encountered and how those were solved in line with the established baseline protocols developed by GBF.
Regular calls were also between GBF and HKI to provide status updates. Quantitative data was submitted
to GBF/HKI by the field team every day, depending on connectivity
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D. Analysis and reporting

GBF conducted the survey data analysis after field work using STATA and SPSS. HKI provided GBF with
transferring survey questionnaire to ODK platform, list of beneficiaries and output tables. GBF adopted a
strategy of triangulation by examining the issues through various lenses and different perspectives, including
data collected through literature review, baseline survey. The baseline study report contained the findings
from quantitative data and formulated recommendations as appropriate. The reporting process includes
one round of substantive review by HKI including written comments using a structured review template
provided by GBF. The reporting process includes one final approval round of the revised report during
which GBF made editorial/final revisions.

E. Strength and Limitations

Overall, a rigorous sample selection process was followed before the data collection. Prior to the baseline
survey, RE-ARRANGE conducted a population census in all intervention areas and based on that they
selected vulnerable target population for their intervention. Thus, the sample for the baseline study was
drawn from the specific sampling frame.

The baseline survey was conducted in selected areas of Cox’s Bazar district. The results drawn from this
survey were solely representing the sample areas, not the entire upazila. No anthropometric measurements
were taken to determine the nutritional status of children and women in this study. This limits the study
from assessing directly any changes in the nutritional status of children and women as a result of
participation in the intervention. Apart from the measurement, compact timelines for field team training
and data collection also made the process difficult to the field team which includes identifying and locating
specified sampled households. In addition, as the baseline study is limited to quantitative survey the findings
could not be contextual and thus lack richness and depth that could have been achieved by the combination
of quantitative and qualitative surveys.
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Annex-D: ALL TABLES

Table I. Baseline Study Indicator Values, Disaggregated by Gender, RE-ARRANGE Baseline 2019

RE-ARRANGE Activity Indicators

Baseline
Value (%)

Denomi
nator

Sex of Child

Sex of HH head

HH gender categories

Male

Femal
e

Male
(%)

Femal
e(%)

FNM

HH
(%)

MNF M&F CNA

HH (%) | HH

(%) (%)

Goal: Stimulate short-term recovery through improv

e resilience, food

security and nutrition.

EFSP 2: Percentage of Poor

718

households with poor, Borderline

26

borderline, and adequate Food
Consumption Score (FCS)

Acceptable

73

4

o

42

0 24

54

100 76

EFSP 4: Prevalence of Little or no

66

718

households with moderate or Moderate

32

severe Household Hunger

S
Scale (HHS) score evere

2

65

6l 89 -

32

38 Il

2

| 0

Purpose I: Increased consumption of diversified nutri

power of the community

tious food for the

household members through increasing purchasing

FFP-5: Daily per capita expenditures (as a
proxy for income) in USG-assisted areas

1.33

718

2

2.26 1.34

FFP 29: Average Household Dietary Diversity
Score (HDDS)

6.04

718

5.

54

8.82 6.08

FFP 4: Proportion of women of reproductive
age who are consuming a minimum dietary
diversity

30.3

1020

2

1.3

51.1 31.2

C 5: Percentage of participants unemployed in
the month before assessment disaggregated
by sex

27

718

2

7

47 26

Purpose 2: Restored livelihood through rebuilding productive a

ssets and technologies

FFP 63: Percent of men/women in union and
earning cash who make decisions jointly with
spouse/partner about the use of self-earned
cash

10

718

13 5

C 7: Percentage of participant reporting net
income from their livelihood in last one
month

52

718

6

9

47 49

C 8: Percentage of men/women in vulnerable
HHs who implemented at least 2 improved
practices or techniques to protect their
productive assets and livelihood

718

Purpose 3: Improved nutrition of pregnant and lactating mother, adolescent a

nd children under two

FFP 35: Prevalence of children 6—23 months
receiving a minimum acceptable diet (MAD)

4

238

4

4

FFP 38: Percentage of children under age five
who had diarrhea in the prior two

16

389

16

16

FFP 37: Prevalence of exclusive breastfeeding
of children under six months of age

78

151

88

70

C I I: Prevalence of Early Initiation of
breastfeeding (first | hour after birth)

69

389

6l

75

C 12: Percentage of men and women with
children under two years who have
knowledge of maternal and child health and
nutrition (MCHN) practices

29

389

28 34

30

C 13: Percentage of caregivers who report
that they wash their hands at least three out
of five critical times including after defecation

389
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Table 2. Percentage of households in FCS categories by project area, REFARRANGE Baseline 2019

(n=718)
Data Points
Percent Percent Percent Total Total
Name of Disaggregation by household| households | households |number of number of
Upazila household composition s with |with FCS of | with FCS of participant| ...
FCS of 0-| 21.5-35 >35 households II:ousehF:)I de
21 (Poor) (Borderline) |(Acceptable)| Surveyed
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 6% 47% 47% 52 468
: Adult Male No Adult Female
Cox’s (MNF) 0% 0% 100% 3 47
Bazar
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0% 28% 71% 473 3783
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 1% 30% 68% 528 4298
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) - 29% 71% 19 237
Adult Male No Adult Female
(MNF) - - - 0 35
Male & Female Adult (M&F) - 1% 89% 101 1350
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 0% 14% 86% 120 1622
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 0% 39% 61% 9 61
Adult Male No Adult Female
(MNF) 0% 0% 100% 2 14
Ukhiya
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 5% 21% 75% 59 555
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 4% 21% 75% 70 630
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 4% 42% 54% 80 766
Adult Male No Adult Female
Project (MNF) 0% 0% 100% 5 96
Overall Male & Female Adult (M&F) 1% 24% 76% 633 5688
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
G. Total 1% 26% 73% 718 6550
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Table 3. Percentage of households with Moderate to Severe HHS Score by project area, RE-

ARRANGE Baseline 2019 (n=718)
Categories and Data Points
Percent Percent | Percent Percentag| Total
househo e of number
.., |househol householdh hol
Name of | Disaggregation by household|lds with dswith | swith [ ds (ff. Total
Upazila composition HHS HHS HHS with participa |number of
score 0- Moderate nt participant
] score 2-3 |score 4-6
| little to Severe |househol |households
(moderat| (severe
to no hunger)| hunger) HHS ds
hunger) le g g Scorel4 [Surveyed
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 66% 34% 0% 34% 52 468
Cox’s Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)| 0% 100% 0% 100% 3 47
::;:: Male & Female Adult (M&F) 66% 32% 2% 34% 473 3783
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 65% 32% 2% 35% 528 4298
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 33% 67% 0% 67% 19 237
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - 0 35
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 65% 34% 2% 35% 101 1350
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 61% 38% 1% 39% 120 1622
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 75% 25% - 25% 9 6l
. Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)| 100% 0% - 0% 2 14
Ukhiya |\ 1 & Female Adult (M&F) 90%  10% ; 10% 59 555
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 89% 11% 0% 11% 70 630
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 65% 32% 2% 35% 80 766
Project Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)| 61% 38% 1% 39% 5 96
Overall |Male & Female Adult (M&F) 89% 1% 0% 1% 633 5688
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
G. Total 66% 32% 2% 34% 718 6550

1% FFP requires reporting of the % of households with a score of “moderate” to “severe” hunger.
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Table 4. Distribution of average daily per capita expenditures in constant 2010 USD, in FFP project implementation area, by Upazila, RE-ARRANGE Baseline 2019 (n=718)

Data Points
9.
12 Average
2. Total estimated |5 A\verage e e et daily per | <
opulation in the daily per < |daily per 2|daily per capita =
1. Average daily per capita expenditures (in 2010 USD) in EFFI)D roiect capita § capita S |capita " expendit O
FFP project implementation area " project expenditures | 2|expenditures 3 [expenditure o3 per =
implementation area P . <\ uresin o
By sex type of FNM s|(in MNF w |sin M&F > CNA =
households Z|households | Z [households | %5 househol =
Name L—'_- E put douse ol | =
of Disaggregated by household e g 2 -8 5 g_
Upazi composition 2 g 2 i) & o
la 2| o = 8 a 2
== 2 2 8 g
« = = 8 ~ X7 ol 8 o ol 8 4 © | ~ 0| =
. 2 | 5|5 82/ S| |gEz | |SEic| |B/E3|g|E
E | s S | &8 SE S £ 8F 5 281§ s §U|E|S
(7] 7] = £ £ (= g Y 1= sl =Y E Els~El DB
o | = | 8 el 9| o= |Elgad=| |ElL|<| |gEe[5|2
£ o < c S| 9| v 3 3 2 3 8 @ 5] 3 38| ®
g1 8| 2| w5 |2 |.388 5 o | 2 |55 5| |5lFE 5| |2Fi5| |slEE|5|E
2| S| 88| £ 8 |E|SE 2|2 . | E|RISEE (B3EE| (E3I2| |BISE[EF
S| §| 5| 3| 8|2 |5|¥8(5|5| |5 |0 |28s| |Hx8s K25 |5 ¥8Els
£l z|a| x| = | @ |ojlgdlo]|]o|l = | & | F |€8O << 8O sl€ |0 slgd[S|la
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 0.67 |0.5796|0.0008 0.0034|0.0228 (0.0228 1.25 [1.09|1.41| 367 | 923 | 1290 | - - - - - - - - -] - - - .
] Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 1.25410.9045(0.00220.0215|0.0264 | 0.0264 2.16 | 1.46|2.86| 98 35 133 - - - - S T RN I I S - -
5 Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0.629(0.8001(0.0017{0.0145{0.0412|0.0412 1.43 | 1.34|1.52| 9910 | 9866 | 19776 | - - - - |- -l - - - -
-w &
5 -‘-: Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 - Sl -] - N
V& ¢ Towl 0.637| 0.773 | 0.002 | 0.0/3 | 0.039 | 0.039 1.41 |1.33(1.49|10375|10824|21199| 1.25[1.09]| .41 2.16 |1.46(2.86 1.43(1.34[1.52| - | - |-
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0.578| 0.485 | 8E-05 |0.0036|0.0319|0.0319 1.06 {0.88|1.25| 240 | 574 | 814 - - - - - S T R IR I I - -
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - |- -] - R
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0.642(0.5343|0.0014|0.0119{0.0293 | 0.0293 1.18 [1.10|1.25| 3346 | 3368 | 6714 | - P N I - - - - - - -]
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 - Sl -] i e e
Sub-Total 0.634| 0.528 | 0.00/ | 0.0/1 | 0.03 | 0.03 1.16 [1.09|1.23| 3630 | 3967 | 7597 | 1.06 |0.88] 1.25 rig|r.iofr.25 - | - |-
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 0859 10.2952]0.0008 |0.0003]0.0025 | 0.0025 1.15{0.84(1.47| 6l 141 202 - - - - - SO N I I I R - -
8  |Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 0.927(1.3925| 0 0 0 0 232 |1.89(2.75| 15 6 21 - -l -] - S I N R I B
'-E Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0.593{0.3921| 0.001 | 0.004 {0.0134|0.0134 0.99 |0.89|1.08| 1289 | 1359 | 2648 | - B N A S IR I T N e e
=)
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 - -l -] N R
Sub-Total 0.648| 0.456 | 9E-04 | 0.003 | 0.011 | 0.011 1.10 10.97(1.24| 1365 | 1506 | 2871 | I.15(0.84|1.47 232 |1.89(2.75| [0.99|0.89|1.08| - | - | -
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 0.658 |0.5388]0.0006 |0.0032|0.02370.0237 120 | 1.07(1.32]| 668 | 1638 | 2306 | - - - - - SO N A I N S - -
E ® | Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 1.056 | 1.2007 | 0.0008 [0.0081| 0.0099 | 0.0099 226 (1.88]2.63| 157 66 223 - - - - - SO N A I N S - -
o 9
02_6 Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0.63 |0.7097|0.0016| 0.013 {0.0359|0.0359 1.34 | 1.27|1.41| 14545 14593 (29138 - - - - - SO N A I N S - -
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - - - - - - - 0 - Sl - R
0.6370.6918|0.0014|0.0117|0.0341 {0.0341 1.8]2.6 13]12(14
G. Total 1131 ] 864 | 464 | 522 | 432 | 432 1.33 | 1.27|1.39] 15370 | 16297 | 31667 | 1.20 | 1.07|1.32 225|183 41711

67| Page



Table 5. Average Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS) by RE-ARRANGE Activity Area,
Baseline 2019 (n=718)

Categories and Data Points
2. Total estimated
I. Average Household Dieta populat.ion o
Name of Disaggregation by Diver§ity Score (HDDS) i households in the FFP
Upazila Gendered Groups project
implementation area
Averag Confidenc Confidenc Femal Tota
e HDD e Interval e Interval Male e 0
Score Upper Lower
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) 5.28 4.90 5.77 367 923 1290
Adult Male No Adult Feale
Cox's (MNF) 7.00 6.11 7.89 98 35 133
Bazar Male & Female Adult 1977
Sadar (M&F) 5.76 5.70 591 9910 9866 6
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - 0
2119
Sub-Total 5.71 5.60 5.81 10375 10824 9
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) 5.8l 5.25 6.35 240 574 814
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) - - - 44 25 69
Male & Female Adult
(M&F) 6.62 6.38 6.92 3346 3368 6714
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - 0
Sub-Total 6.51 6.29 6.74 3630 3967 7597
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) 7.31 6.26 841 6l 141 202
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) 10.00 8.88 11.12 15 6 21
Ukhiya Male & Female Adult
(M&F) 7.57 7.05 7.98 1289 1359 2648
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - 0
Sub-Total 7.72 7.30 8.14 1365 1506 2871
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) 5.54 5.28 5.95 668 1638 2306
Adult Male No Adult Feale
. (MNF) 8.82 7.68 10.07 157 66 223
Project Male & Female Adult 2913
Overall (M&F) 6.08 6.05 6.27 14545 14593 8
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - 0
3166
G. Total 6.04 6.02 6.22 15370 16297 7
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Table 5a. Percentage of Households Consuming HDDS Food Groups by Project Area
(Upazila)

Project's Working Upazila
Food Groups Project Overall
Cox's Bazar Sadar ﬂ
A. Cereals 100% 100% 100% 100%
B. Root and tubers 100% 100% 100% 100%
C. Vegetables 89% 86% 95% 93%
D. Fruits 8% 6% 6% 30%
E. Meat, poultry, offal 13% 14% 7% 32%
F. Eggs 22% 16% 34% 47%
G. Fish and seafood 74% 70% 77% 95%
H. Pulses/legumes/nuts 57% 53% 60% 84%
I. Milk and milk products 3% 2% 6% 1%
J. Oillfats 94% 91% 99% 100%
K. Sugar/honey 20% 13% 31% 51%
gl B

Table 5b. Percentage of Households Consuming HDDS Food Groups by Gendered Household
Type

Gendered Household Type
Project Adult Adult Male Male & Child
Food Group Overall | Female No | No Adult Female No

Adult Male | Female Adult Adult

(FNM) (MNF) (M&F) (CNA)
A. Cereals 100% 100% 100% 100% -
B. Root and tubers 100% 100% 100% 100% -
C. Vegetables 89% 82% 100% 90% -
D. Fruits 8% 7% 61% 7% -
E. Meat, poultry, offal 13% 9% 30% 14% -
F. Eggs 22% 28% 47% 21% -
G. Fish and seafood 74% 64% 84% 75% -
H. Pulses/legumes/nuts 57% 52% 84% 57% -
. Milk and milk 39% 0% 0% 39
products -
J. Oillfats 94% 94% 100% 94% -
K. Sugar/honey 20% 1% 77% 21% -
L. Miscellaneous‘(e.g., 38% 27% 100% 39%
tea, coffee, condiments) -
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Table 6. Percentage of women 15-49 years of age consuming 5 of 10 food groups used to assess

MDD-W by RE-ARRANGE Upazilas, Baseline Study 2019 (n=718)

Categories and Data Points

I. Proportion of
woman consuming a
minimum dietary

2. Total estimated
population of
households in the FFP
project

':Ja;::“‘;f Disaggregation by Sex diversity implementation area
S S
H3 g é § . é § . 0
fAa¢Y 0 |g2g|lego - g =
$ag I (5885828 3 E | 8
L3 37, OED|VUED b T =
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 355 |17.8% 9.0% 31.9% | 367 923 1290
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 349 |524% 18.0% 84.6% | 98 35 133
Cox's Bazar
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 3.86 [27.1% 24.4% 29.9% | 9910 9866 19776
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - 0
Sub-Total 3.83 |262% 23.6% 29.0% | 10375 10824 21199
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 3.50 |24.9% 12.2% 44.1% | 240 574 814
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - - - 69
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 4.14 |374% 307% 44.6% | 3346 3368 6714
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - 0
Sub-Total 408 |36.1% 299% 42.9% | 3630 3967 7597
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 4.15 |44.9% 21.7% 705% | 6l 141 202
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 3.50 |50.0% 10.1% 89.9% | I5 6 21
Ukhiya Male & Female Adult (M&F) 471 |525% 429% 61.8% | 1289 1359 2648
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - 0
Sub-Total 459 |51.6% 427% 603% | 1365 1506 2871
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) | 359 |21.3% 13.7% 31.6% | 668 1638 2306
Project Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 350 |51.1% 20.5% 80.9% | 157 66 223
Overall Male & Female Adult (M&F) 400 |31.2% 28.6% 33.9% | 14545 14593 29138
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - - 0
G. Total 3.96 |30.3% 27.9% 32.9% | 15370 16297 31667
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Table éa: Percentage of Women Consuming MDDW Food Groups by Project Area (Upazila)

. Project's Working Upazila
Food Groups pCISEs Cox's B
Sadar
I. Grains, roots and tubers 99% 99% 100% 96%
2. Legumes and beans 55% 52% 60% 66%
3. Nuts and seeds 5% 6% 5% 5%
4. Dairy products 2% 1% 4% 1%
5. Eggs 21% 17% 29% 35%
6. Flesh foods including organ
meat and misc. small animal 76% 76% 75% 85%
protein
7. Vitamin A-rich dark green leafy 69% 68% 70% 77%
vegetables
8. Other vitamin A-rlch 10% 9% 12% 1%
vegetables and fruits
9. Other fruits 51% 50% 50% 66%
10. Other vegetables 6% 5% 4% 17%

Table 6b Percentage of Women Consuming MDDW Food Groups by Gendered Household
Type

Gendered Household Type
Food Groups Project | Adult Female | Adult Male Male & Child No
Overall | No Adult No Adult Female | \ (it (CNA)
Male (FNM) | Feale (MNF) | Adult (M&F)
I. Grains, roots and 999% 100% 569% 999% i
tubers
2. Legumes and beans 55% 49% 41% 56% -
3. Nuts and seeds 5% 3% 4% 6% -
4. Dairy products 2% 3% 0% 2% -
5. Eggs 21% 26% 49% 21% -
6. Flesh foods including
organ meat and misc. 76% 66% 56% 78% -
small animal protein
7. Vitamin A-rich dark 69% 68% 51% 70% i
green leafy vegetables
8. Other vitamin A-rich 10% 2% 15% 1% i
vegetables and fruits
9. Other fruits 51% 35% 49% 53% -
10. Other vegetables 6% 6% 30% 6% -
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Table 7: Percentage of participants unemployed in the month before assessment
disaggregated by sex, RE-ARRANGE Activity (n=718)

the number | the number | Percentage of Percentage of | Overall % of
of of total male participants | female participants
participants | participants | remain participants remain
identified identified unemployed in remain unemployed
for cash for cash the month before | unemployed in the
. transfer transfer in assessment in the month month
Name of Upazila .
who remain | the sample before before
unemployed assessment assessment
in the
month
before
assessment
EcEesanioaday 161 528 15% 58% 31%
Ukhiya I 70 13% 49% 22%
Lt 191 718 13% 52% 27%

Table 8: Percentage of menlwomen in union and earning cash who make decisions jointly
with spousel/partner about the use of self-earned cash

Name of Upazila

I. Percentage of men in
union and earning cash
who make decisions jointly
with spouse/partner about
the use of self-earned cash

3. Percentage of women
in union and earning
cash who make
decisions jointly with
spouse/partner about
the use of self-earned
cash

5. Overall
percentage of
men and women
in union and
earning cash who
make decisions
jointly with
spouse/partner
about the use of
self-earned cash

Cox's Bazar Sadar

Ukhiya

Project Overall

13%
14%
5%

13%

5%
6%
0%
5%

1%
12%
4%

10%
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Table 9: Percentage of participant reporting net income from their livelihood in last one

month

Disaggregation by Type of

Name of Upazila Gendered Households Percentage

Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 70%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 41%

Cox's Bazar Sadar | Male & Female Adult (M&F) 46%
Child No Adult (CNA) -
Sub-Total 49%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 62%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 53%
Child No Adult (CNA) -
Sub-Total 54%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 95%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 50%

Ukhiya Male & Female Adult (M&F) 67%
Child No Adult (CNA) -
Sub-Total 69%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 69%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) 47%

Project Overall Male & Female Adult (M&F) 49%
Child No Adult (CNA) -
G. Total 52%

Table 9a: Education of Household Heads reporting net income from their livelihood in last

one month
Disaggregation Percentage
None or pre-primary 53%
Primary 47%
Secondary 0%
Post-secondary 0%

73| Page




Table 10: Percentage of men/lwomen from vulnerable households implementing at least 2

risk-reducing practices to improve resilience to human induced or natural hazards.

the number | Percentage
Percentage of | Percentage
of of
- male headed | of female
participants | households
total number . . households households
and/or her/ | implementing | . . . .
of men and . implementing | implementing
his spouse at least 2
women . . at least 2 at least 2
or other risk-reducing | . . . .
surveyed : risk-reducing | risk-reducing
. adult practices to . .
Name of Upazila | from ; practices to | practices to
member improve : :
vulnerable o improve improve
who resilience to . iF
households . resilience to | resilience to
: . implemented | human
in the project . human human
at least 2 induced or . .
area . induced or induced or
risk- natural natural natural
reducin hazard (Over
i ( hazard hazard
practices all)
’
Cox’s Bazar 528 16 2% 2% 3%
Sadar
Ukhiya 70 5 6% 4% 1%
Project Total 718 29 5% 5% 4%

Table 10a: Education of the head of the household

Percentage of households implementing at least

Disaggregation 2 risk-reducing practices to improve resilience
to human induced or natural hazard
None or pre-primary 4%
Primary 9%
Secondary 0%
Postsecondary 18%

74| Page




Table I 1. Percentage of children 6—-23 months receiving a minimum acceptable diet (MAD)

Prevalence of children 6-23
Name of Upazila | Disaggregation by Sex (If possible) min?;zn;h:c:igfsb';:ccﬁz?ii@)
Total ‘ Male ‘ Female
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0% 0%
Cox's Bazar Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 4% 5% 3%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 4% 4% 3%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 5% 3% 6%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 5% 3% 6%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - -
Ukhiya Male & Female Adult (M&F) 0% 0% 0%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 0% 0% 0%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0% 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - -
Project Overall | Male & Female Adult (M&F) 4% 4% 4%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
G. Total 4% 4% 4%
Table I 1a: Education of the head of the household
Number of
children 6-23
MAD months Percent
None or pre-primary 184 3%
Primary 47 8%
Secondary 3 0%
Post secondary 4 0%

75| Page



Table 12. Percentage of children under age five who had diarrhea in the prior two weeks

Percent Percent of
Percent of of MALE | FEMALE
children 0— | children | children
., | Disaggregation by Sex (If 59 months of | 0-59 0-59
Name of Upazila possible) age who had | months months of
diarrhea in of age age who
the prior two | who had | had
weeks diarrhea | diarrhea
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0% 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)
Cox's Bazar . . .
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 12% 13% 10%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 1% 13% 9%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 0% 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 25% 27% 24%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 25% 27% 24%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 50% - 50%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - -
Ukhiya Male & Female Adult (M&F) 15% 10% 18%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 19% 10% 24%

Project Overall

Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM)
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF)
Male & Female Adult (M&F)

Child No Adult (CNA)

G. Total

17%

16%

16%

0%

16%

16%

19%

16%

16%
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Table 13. Percentage of exclusive breastfeeding of children under six months of age

Name of
Upazila

Disaggregation by Sex
(If possible)

Percent of children 0-5 months of age who are

exclusively breast fed (EBF)

Overall: |. Percent of children 0-5
months of age who are exclusively

breast fed

population of children 0-5 months of

2. Total (male + female) estimated
age

months of age who are exclusively

3. Percent of male children 0-5
breast fed

children 0-5 months of age in the FFP

4. Total estimated population of male
project implementation area

months of age who are exclusively

5. Percent of female children 0-5
breast fed

6. Total estimated population of
female children 0-5 months of age in
the FFP project implementation area

Adult Female No Adult

Male (FNM) 100% 39 100% 19 - 19
Adult Male No Adult Feale i i i i i )

Cox's Bazar |(MNF)

Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 78% 1767 82% 971 74% 797
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 78% 1806 82% 990 74% 816
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) - ? - 0 - 13
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) ) ) ) ) ) )
Male & Female Adult (M&F)| 86% 428 99% 212 71% 212
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 86% 437 99% 212 71% 225
Adult Female No Adult
Male (FNM) - 19 0 19
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) ) ) ) ) ) )

Ukhiya o o o

Y Male & Female Adult (M&F)| >7% 238  100% 96  48% 142

Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
Sub-Total 57% 257 100% 96 48% 161
Adult Female No Adult o o o
Male (FNM) 100% 71 100% 19 0% 52
Adult Male No Adult Feale i i i i i )

Project (MNF)

Overall Male & Female Adult (M&F) 78% 2429 88% 1279 70% 1150
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - - -
G. Total 78% 2500 88% 1298 70% 1202
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Table 14. Percentage of sampled children who started breastfeeding within one hour of birth

Percentage of |Percentage of Percentage of
children age 0 tojmale children age female children
23 months who [0 to 23 months jage O to 23
Name of | Disaggregation by Sex (If |started who started months who
Upazila | possible) breastfeeding  |breastfeeding started
within one hour within one hour |breastfeeding
of birth of birth within one hour
of birth
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 83% 46% 100%
Cox's Adult Male No Adult Feale
Bazar (MNF) - - -
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 74% 70% 79%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 74% 70% 80%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 76% 76%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 54% 39% 65%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 55% 39% 65%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 100% 100%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
Ukhiya | (MNF) - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 70% 50% 78%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
Sub-Total 73% 50% 82%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 87% 46% 97%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
Project (MNF) _ _ _
Overall | ;. ¢ & Female Adult (M&F) 68% 61% 74%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - -
G. Total 69% 61% 75%

Table 14a. Education of the head of the household

% of male children age 0 | Percentage of female
Disageregation Overall | to 23 months who children age 0 to 23 months
gereg (%) started breastfeeding who started breastfeeding
within one hour of birth | within one hour of birth
None or pre- 67% 61% 72%
primary
Primary 72% 6 [ % 8 I %
Secondary 79% 34% 100%
Post secondary 95% 85% 100%
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Table 15. Percentage of caregiver with CU2s who have knowledge of at least four MCHN practices

The total| The Overall, In the In the
number | TOTAL percenta | MALE FEMALE
of number ge (%) of | Headed Headed
participa of self- caregiver | househol | househol
nts reported | s who ds, what ds, what
sampled report percentag | percentag
participan | who e (%) of e (%) of
ts who have caregivers | caregivers
have knowled | who who
knowledg | ge of at report report
Name of |Disaggregation by Sex (If e of at least four | that they | that they
Upazila possible) least four | maternal | have have
maternal | and child | knowledg | knowledg
and child | health e of at e of at
health and least four | least four
and nutrition | maternal maternal
nutrition | (MCHN) | and child | and child
(MCHN) | practices | health health
practices and and
nutrition nutrition
(MCHN) | (MCHN)
practices | practices
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 6 0 0% - 0%
Cox's Adult Male No Adult Feale
Bazar (MNF) ] ) ) ) )
Sadar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 275 94 29% 28% 33%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 281 94 28% 28% 25%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 2 | 24% - 24%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
(MNF) - - - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 66 24 37% 33% 58%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 68 25 37% 33% 56%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) 3 0 0% - 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
Ukhiya (MNF) ] ) ) ) ]
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 37 6 15% 12% 75%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 40 6 13% 12% 19%
Adult Female No Adult Male
(FNM) I | 2% - 2%
Adult Male No Adult Feale
Project (MNF) 0 0 - - -
Overall | M;ie & Female Adult (M&F) 378 124 30% 28% 44%
Child No Adult (CNA) 0 0 - - -
G. Total 389 125 29% 28% 34%
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Table 15a. Education of the head of the household

Disaggregation Percent
None or pre-primary 24%
Primary 42%
Secondary 86%
Postsecondary 52%

Table 16. Percentage of caregivers who report that they wash their hands at least three

critical times
Name of | Disaggregation by Sex (If Total Total Percentage | In the MALE In the
Upazila |possible) number of | number of |of HEADED | FEMALE
participant | self- caregivers | Households| HEADED
s reported |who what is the | Households,
participant |report that | percentage | what is the
s washing |[they wash |of percentage
hands in at | their hands | caregivers | of caregivers
least three |at least who report{ who report
key three that they | that they
moments | critical wash their |wash their
times hands at hands at
including | least three |least three
after critical critical times
defecation |times including
including | after
after defecation
defecation
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 6 0 0% - 0%
Cox's Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - -
Bazar Male & Female Adult (M&F) 275 37 9% 9% 8%
Sadar
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 281 37 9% 9% 6%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 2 0 0% - 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - -
Male & Female Adult (M&F) 66 4 6% 8% 0%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 68 4 6% 8% 0%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) 3 0% - 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - -
Ukhiya | Male & Female Adult (M&F) 37 4 5% 6% 0%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
Sub-Total 40 4 5% 6% 0%
Adult Female No Adult Male (FNM) I 0% - 0%
Adult Male No Adult Feale (MNF) - - - - -
Project . . .
Overall | Male & Female Adult (M&F) 378 45 8% 8% 5%
Child No Adult (CNA) - - - - -
G. Total 389 45 8% 8% 4%
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Annex-E: Household Survey Questionnaire

Rapid Economic and Asset Recovery for the
Rohingya Affected community linked with Nutrition and Gender Equity (RE-ARRANGE)
Baseline Survey Questionnaire

Informed consent form

* Hello! My name is and I am currently working with the “RE-ARRANGE” project, and in order to do our job better we would
like to ask you some questions.

* Above 7,500 households are participating in the “RE-ARRANGE” project. We have selected you by chance for this interview. The purpose of this
interview is to obtain information about livelihoods, maternal child health and nutrition, hygienic practices, disaster preparedness and responses. It will
help us to understand the status of the households in this area and to better design the work “RE-ARRANGE” will do.

* The survey is completely voluntary and confidential. You can choose not to take part. In addition, you may withdraw yourself at any time during the
interview for any reason without any consequences. We will use the information to prepare reports. “RE-ARRANGE “will use this report to assess the
progress and achievement of the project activities.

* The interview will take about 1 hour could you please spare some time for the interview?

Please let me know if you have any questions about the survey.

® T AT oo | SEl “RE-ARRANGE?” F001 I3 AT F10ed A ivs 132 93 dPEe TAPS
WS AP IBIACE Gy S S g & T4
e IO “RE-ARRANGE” FDIH SISO A --oovovov TATF T SR¥iarRel TR SN A1 CHR b3 Aafoq (Fh1) SgCs

o 2001 93 AFFRFR SRCR STy 261 QII--GIT, Wg-Ms 757 @ 72, Frgy 2w, qeaier 77 2GS 3908 FAE oy eag
3401 93 SR T SNECR LG LA, Fgy, SR @32 Sy 7T RICTF IS SR T JACO HAZITS! FIA

o g3 GRCH SRXATT FARCA SN TRIT G NOTeA| G AT (RS Oy F>5f (ol>( F11 2071 BISTH Si AFToFICH
THAZE FS FICS AT 5L AN THERGT FelFRAe SER (WA JZCS (T (I PR T 2 (AF e [Fo e
AR @3 FEC SRYTS AR I SN LI A 2T (T (7 [R5t 2ffSTF1 31 5= glom 703 = SN IR (A0F Ay
©27 Rt 31 ST CofTs I927 391 7@ @2 3 AfSTb #31 89g IHFICST FolfS @ G HHICeid &y 2R I

o U IRAT FICO A (T TH1 T i SN#1 [ (3 STl oy g 7w frs 3ifer SR Sieini [ a3 GR1o! 740 (e 25!
TR (P 24 ARPCET AP (S8 FIC I

QIR AP (I 2P AR, @3 2RI T FCF S SICS AT

[INSTRUCTION TO ENUMERATOR: DO SL. NO. SUGGEST IN ANY WAY THAT HOUSEHOLD ENTITLEMENTS
COULD DEPEND ON THE OUTCOME OF THE INTERVIEW, AS THIS WILL PREJUDICE THE ANSWERS.]

SL
Questions Coding Categories Skip
No.
L1 May I begin the interview | 1= Agree (3ffer 31tz —>sample identification table *JF FCI AFIRFIT A2 & oI
now? Ry
2= Disagree (ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁ)
SIS & 9= AFFIRPI a2l
o FA0 SN —>sample identification table *JF FCI AFHRFIT &2 (¥
Pl
Section 1: T sifafofe
SI. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
QI Name of Data Collector (S S2&RFIAA TIN) | Select from drop-down list G &8 (AT =6 w567
Q2 Upazila Name .
Select from drop-down list G5 518 (U(F 36w 5677
(ol 1) P ¥
3 Union Name .
Q Select from drop-down list G5 518 (U(F 36w 5677
(35fE)
Q4 Ward Number Write fora=
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SL No. Questions Coding categories Skip
(8T )
Qs ;ﬂ;;gzgiz%ﬁ%dmg to.census) Select from drop-down list G 518 (A% R_i5w 3wy
Q6 Village Name Write for3=
ST T ()
Q7 Household Location Identification Write o1
SJR/ITGIH 13 (A1 B FaCT &ty
Q8 Ethnicity 1=Bengali teTfer
(a2ffG) 2=Chakma s
3=Marma ¥
4=Tripura fq731
5=Tanchanga ORI
6=Mro &)
7=Lusai AR
8=Bom ™
9=Khumi ¥
10=Chak 1253
11=khyang  C¥IR
12=Rakhain I3
13=Others ethnicity, specify SIS 6+ )
Q9 Please select one religion. 1=Islam PR
(s 2=Hindu 29
3=Buddhism s
4=Christian B
5=Others SIJ(GTE 3641 )
Q9a Survey id (TS 3T T99) Write (1)
Q11 Houschold Identification Number (& 2% Write (fe74)
w2 %)
Qlla Re-enter household Identification Number Write (fe74)
(TS w13 6 sfar forge)
Q13 Please write the name of the Participant. (W31 Write (%@)
I LT SRHAAZTINR AT ST F50w7)
Q14 Please write the name of the Household Head. Write (1)
(AT TS «7T30)
Q15 Does your HH or outside HH (as on request) 0= Yes
have any Mobile Number to reach you? (=¥ | 1=No
I CASICACER Ty (I (AR e &g o | 0=
(SR LI 1 2R AR SR ARR) 1=3jt
Q16 Is this your own mobile? (43 r3iEH & S 0=No (on request) T (SICILLCN)
o) 1= Yes, my own 2T, SI¥F erg A=
2= Yes (HH head/husband) 2, W1 &i4/F15R 29
3= Yes, member of this HH ZJf, 9% Y S SWOma
BIRIc]
Q17 Please write the contact/mobile number of the Write (%";E)
household head (7 P T LTS
CRIATCRTAY/ RIS <51 o)
QI8 Please select the group of this household? (11 1= CFW (Fted fafases oref
CF AWID (FIN &FeoAd &y 1o 2030R O ST | 2= MCHN (9¥519359)
PPN
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Section 2: Demographic information of the household members (T FF VU AT ([HCpd € i fated e

JREAFEN)

Code of HH| Name | Relationship witll  Sex Age Education Marital Pregnant or | earning How many| Income Primary Receive support Has long-term
members (A1) HH Head (497 | 1= Male | (I3) (ﬂw Status | Lactating womer| Cash inthe | days worked fromlast| Occupationin| from any social | difficulties with any of
(GIGIE AT 2= RN (7w 1=Pregnant | last 30 Days| inthe last3( 30 days | the last one yeal safety net the following disability
SRS A Female (0] REE)) 2= Lactating | (MO | days (0S| (9o (19 5 =0T program? that needs help?
1) THIF) forsr 88=Not |90 | NCTFo M| MEAIO | oo 5 @eE —CaeRy aafers | (Hew v @ o
1=%%% applicable FEAR) | IGIEZN] ORISR | IGIE@IAN | (I (A (| AARE Pl SR &
2 =4 (TSI / BAWR FER?) FECRT) MRRST ACRA?) | AR TG 22
P (91 TSF 20O 1)
1 = TS
2= QIS
88= (e =)
Q2.1 Q2.2 Q2.4 Q2.5 Q2.6 Q2.7 Q2.8 Q2.9 Q2.10 Q2.11 Q2.12 Q2.13 Q2.14
2.3 T YIS STIC ST51% 2.13 Y4 Cor it 2.6 TNT © 2.12 SEFIR 1A G=fers CRftals At SRt
1= Household head (41 24) 1=Farmer (paddy) (Tﬁ (H1) feaioi} 0=Presently not under any program/package (IO (P (AT NFO@ =17)
2=Husband (’3@) 2=Farmer (other than paddy) (Tﬁi (414 =1 0=No education/no class passed (TSI FCI | 1=Cash for education (FrFR ey W/@"iﬂ'@)
3=Wife (&) 3=Agriculture day laborer (Tﬁ ey Tg9) B/ I N 2157 FCF D) 2=Food for work (FTCed RS 2m7)
4=Son (C2C=T) 4=Unskilled day laborer (S ft= g% 1=1 Class passed (S¥ (2l AR 3=VGD (fef&fe)
5=Daughter (CCI/F=T) 5=Skilled day laborer (7% 1 Je3) 2=2 Class passed (33 C& #IP7) 4=VGF (fSf&raw)
6=Father (4111 6=Rickshaw/van/cart puller /baby taxi driver 3=3 Class passed (O X 57 5=0ld age allowance (IT%F ©[90)
7=Mother () /boatman (FEVST/Co=ANE BIeRs/ (3R Brifdy 4=4 Class passed (82 (¥ 5P 6=Widow allowance ({943l STS1)
8=Father in law (&%) BToRp/ (IRFIR I 5=5 Class passed (¢ & 51 7=Freedom Fighter allowance (I[& a4l ©Io1)
9=Mother in law (*1%fE) 7=Fisherman (CSTCT) 6=6 Class passed (b ¥ (X #A7) 8=Disable allowance (2f534I STof)
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10=Brother in law (*FT/7TS13)
11=Sister in law (/)
12=Brother (@3)

13=Sister (C3I)

14=Son in law (&T13)
15=Daughter in law (%]93¥)
16=Grandson (7fS)

17=Grand daughter (¥
18=Relatives (WT@?I Fe)
19=Non relatives (S-SIEIT)
2.7 (AT =gt

0= Unmarried (SR1Z®)
1= Married (Rq12®)

2= Widow (Re1/Rergiw)
3=Divorced/Separated
Rz

ESR)

(Ol AS/

8=Salaried worker (SIFREIR)
9=Professional (C7M&)
10=Businessman (m

11=Petty businessman (7 R
12=Household help (%2 #ifs51f1)
13=Jhum farmer (G 5if)

14=Poultry/ Livestock (211334 #% *{eT)
15=Handicrafts (ZC*1)

16=Vegetable Cultivation (¥[F-31& b1a)
17=Fish cultivation (312 51)
18=Collecting resources from hills/lakes
(FAIG/IN CATF T2 2R)

77=Others (please specify) (S~} (WW)

7=7 Class passed (A% G5 #IPT)

8=8 Class passed (b (K #A1)

9=9 Class passed (S (X #i7)
10=SSC/Dakhil (&%, @, f5/mifeT)
12=HSC/AleenyDiploma (435, &, Fyeifersy
fecarm

14=Degree (pass)/Fajil (¥ (51)/F )
15=Degree (Honors)/Fajil (Honors) (YT
() T (Te)

16=Masters/Kamil (W/?Fﬁﬁ)
17=MBBS, /Engincer (@R 2&Ram)
66=Functional education (W‘Zﬁ%%'ﬁ?ﬁ fre)
77=Currently going to school (IS FCoT
)

88=No education/no class passed (@ﬁm)

9=Cash for work (FTCeTa RINC )

10=Fortified biscuit from school (WFP)Tah w135 R0 (Tasaw)

11=Fortified blended food from community clinic (SRPV/SHED) (ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ [Easaeicd
f3 4 (SRPV/SHED)

13=EFSN (EFSN)

77=Other (specify) (S (STEL F)

2.14 "NAEE SR o2

0=No disability (<A ST S 7)

1=Physical disablility (<& SFF=Tf (25! 3 FHICS ST

2="difficulty remembering or concentrating (JCICII I FFHGFTS SN

3=Seeing difficulty, even if wearing glasses (CT2C® SRR (CHICA B3 (TR 278 (T4TS
s

4= Hearing difficulty, even if using a hearing aid (X3 X1 (CHINR F2I 1A I SN
o1 WS )

5= difficulty (with self-care such as) washing all over or dressing (FNTST fTer Fw #ifJxi,
QR WeT, FICED @ PR

6= Communicating difficulty (CIIACII &F (T FISCF TS 8 [0S A0S SHYAN)
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Section 3: I 32 IF ITF ABICMA ASTIHIF TN AL GG O (AHFOT® (b fehee, e
2wy Cafowy (Exclusive Breast Feeding, Child Dietary Diversity))

Q. Does you household has any children under 24 months of age? (SN AT {8 T F I (T fw =ieg [F7)

Q. If yes, then how many (I 2T 2T, SIZCE Fo &)

Sl. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q3.1 Is there a child under 24 months 0=No =l If the response is 0 or 2,
of age in this house? 1=Yes 2f then go to next section.
(9% RIS & 24 FR S I 2= Yes, but the care giver is absent. Taq 1 0 31 2 77 O
I e SCR?) AFIST (HFHT BT T
Q3.2 Which child is this section
about?
(PR AR (T o112 799 e
TE)
(From HH Demography section)
Q3.3 Child's name Write (1)
(Frezam)
Q3.4 Date of birth
(CERSIER)) DOB___ wwolfy)
Q3.4chk Re-enter Date of birth
(GREIRICEISIER) DOB__ wwolfy)
Q3.5 Please select the sex 1= Male (7))
(Fresz forem) 2= Female (1)
3= Third gender (QA\'JT‘.J %WY)
Q3.6 In what age group does the child 1=Under 6 months (b JCAF F)
fall? (Fref SanEEy feagiEs 2=<24 months and >6 months (& T (I €32 38
TBYT?) RUSERR)
3=Over 24 months (38 ST (397
Now I would like to discuss with you regarding the feeding practice of your children
(ST BT B AT G HIE Q941 N Soiies (7 o foreeistt Fa0e 513))
SI. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q3.15a How long after birth did you first put (name) to the breast? 1=Yes (?ﬁ)
immediately after birth, circle ’0 For ‘Immediately’  and
0=No (M

recode 00’ If less than 1 hour, circle ‘1’ for hours AND
RECORD ‘00’ hours_ If less than 24 hours, circle ‘1’ and
record number of completed hours, from 01 to 23 Not

applicable= 99 Otherwise, circle 2’ and record number of

completed days

Rl (I ) 6 SR TR I3 70 CAafer)

I Teq Yt T, O & N9 4.27 Hifercs I W SeF A
932 FRReF I b R N 2T, OIRCE 2% A=K 4,32 @ I T0
TG 1 @32 g T L-3© AN T, SR &N AT 4.40 @

=
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Q3.15b 0= Immediately (ACLAICY)
How long after birth did you first put ${c.name} to the
1= An hour ( 951
breast? ST T 77 RIRSTP S2  ¥ LIS
2= Day ( 71=)
99= Not Applicable (e )
Q3.15¢ Write (fe7¢)
How many days after birth did you first put ${c.name} to the
breast? STCHH PO 2 L9 ¥ CfRCeT?
Q3.16 Did you put anything (name) before first breast milk? oA | 1= Yes (iﬂ)
(name) (F JCF 2N Y AR 70 &= (FICAT g
=N
e & 0=No (-0
88= Don’t know (&4 =)
Q3.17 1= Yes (T
Was (name) breastfed yesterday during the day or night? 0= No ()
~ = No
oIt AU ST A (name) & JCF 4 A TR 2
88= Don’t know (i~ )
Q3.17a If yes, How many times during Day? Write (1)
T 2T 23, ST i T 6 0¥ A PRI
Q3.17b If yes, How many times During night? Write (fe7¢)
T 2 27, TS FOIR I G4 AR R
Q3.18 ' 1= Yes (2
Was the child ${c.name} present at home yesterday or fed
by someone in the home (including breast milk)? SOFIe 0=No ()
el & A8ITe THAfES foet o=t e TS (8 L[
FEATETR) 13CafRe) 88= Don’t know (i~ )
Q3.19 Did (name) have had any of the following liquids/drinks 1=Water et
yesterday during the day or night?
STeleT A 11 AICed (<1 6 (A1) Fref 5 Rafie o 2=Sugar water @ =i
[PIHG T A s : 3= Formula for children I IC0S
IR SN R {?ﬂ
4= Powder milk or animal milk
(51, GTT A efiAier 73
5= Coconut water or juice BI(Id
A 3T
6= Yogurt w3
7=ORT R T2
0=Nothing (FGIZ
Q3.19¢ How many times did have feed Infant formula yesterday
during the day or night? 1T A= SRR ATHCS FOIF
e et
A1 BCafeeT
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Q3.19d How many times did have feed Tinted, powder or fresh Write (ﬁ‘f@)
animal milk yesterday during the day or night? TG
SR ST TRICS Fod Baerony, BTmy, ey (o,
290, (OBl X qY M FLafRe)?
Q3.19f How many times did have feed Yogurt yesterday during the Write (ﬁ‘f"ﬁ)
day or night? ST3TeT A SR ARFLCS FOI 3 A
PR
[’Tﬁ e g T b (AT 28 NOR N T (continue below. If the child is less than 6 months of age, skip to 4.61]
SI. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Yesterday during the day or night, did (c.name) eat
anything at home or outside home
Q3.20
T IeT AT I TS, SN i 937 foo 31
330a [ & cacafee
Q3.20a Rice, bread or other foods made from grains 1=Yes (2
including thick grain based porridge (®T9, %0,
0=
et S, ATFh 92 WM SSiR) S
Q3.20b Pumpkin, carrots, sweet potatoes that are yellow or | 1= Yes (21
orange inside (WW, RICER ﬁﬁ@ﬁ@\os 7
(TR (o7 2 31 Tl 32 20T ACP) 0=
Q3.20c White potatoes, white yams or any other foods 1=Yes (2
made from roots (CoeT e , AT Sle] G2 1)
SETETIST 2RI (I <8 e, ¥ffeTai™, @, {b Ty 0=
Q3.20d Any dark green leafy vegetables (¥ CRICHT 91D & 1= Yes ()
Aol TSR
) 0=
Q3202 Ripe mangoes, ripe papayas, ripe jackfruits (71T 1= Yes (2
S, AR (20, #1iT 3
, ST e, stret 131eT) 0=
Q3.20f Any other fruits and vegetables (¥« (J (FIC 1=Yes (b\_ﬁ)
/M) 0= ()
Q3.20g 1= Yes ()
Liver, kidney, heart (/e ST, ni7@ (347))
0=
Q3.20h Any meat (beef, chicken, goat, duck etc.) (C¥ (I 1= Yes (Qﬂ)
A T (91, AT, 2P, 19N, Toyif) 0= )
Q3.20i 1= Yes (2
Eges (&%)
0= (M
Q3.20j 1= Yes ()
Large Fish/ dried fish/ sea food (38 W%/ W5 g/
AU <) 0= (M
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Q3.20j2 1= Yes (2
Small Fish/ dried fish (5 W%/ ©5RF x)
0= (M
Q3.20k Any foods made beans/ nuts /lentils (W/W/ﬁm 1= Yes (iﬁ)
o CACF TOR (T (I ARR) 0=
Q3.201 1= Yes ()
Cheese or milk product (e ST 7% & K<)
0= (M
Q3.20m Any oil, fats/ butter or foods made with any of 1=Yes (Qﬁ)
these (CTCFIN 0O, BT ST QBT CATF CORI
0=
(T CRICAT [ S
Q3.20n Any sugary foods such as chocolates, candies, 1=Yes (2
pasties, cakes or biscuits (f&ﬁm CoR AR, (T
0=
8- BT, I, A1, RED , (< Zyif) D
Q3.200 Condiments for flavor (M JFW FE &=y 1=Yes (Qﬁ)
RS TJ A2, @I T, SGIE,5IB I, 40 ST
0=
7o) D
Q3.20p Salty snacks such as chanachur, biscuits, potato 1=Yes (2
chips (CNIFST 212707 ARIF, (0 SIS, RE0, Saq
0=
i) D
Q3.20q 1= Yes ()
Others (S=J17 ( g JIEA)
0=
Q3.20r All no (g3 )

Section 4: Household Food Security and Nutrition Status

(AT A7 [FAeret, 2R sre S—E 932 GUFIEEE @)

Section 4.1: Household Food security information (191g 2%y [Reiei o)

not able to eat the kinds of food you preferred to eat
because of a lack of money to buy these foods?

TS G A 3 R (<, SHAT 91 ST QT (I
STy AR SRR P SFSICId SR #RCWE AR
TS AT 2

Sl No. Questions Coding categories

Q4.1.1 During the last month, how many times did you worry | 0=Never (¥4
that your household would not have enough food or 1=Rarely (once or twice) (Wﬂ%ﬂ (CEBIERREIN @?ﬁ)
worry about where food will come from? 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NTIFCHT (O (AT do AMN)
O G N A AN QRIS <y 12 ST 3=Often (more than ten times (23 ( So T 97 HfxF)
oI AR (TG FCH, 93 7: w1y e 7, aeeeT
POIE?

Q4.1.2 In the last month, were you or any household member | 0=Never (¥

1=Rarely (once or twice) (FWIHR (AT ST 1331)
2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCIFCL (O CATF do )
3=Often (more than ten times (23 ( So T &7 HfxF)
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Sl. No.

Questions

Coding categories

of your household members have to go a whole day
and night without eating anything because there was
not enough food?

S GF AT F RS @7 FCARE (X S I AW
(I FPTCF R TSI FRC A CATT A -

Q4.1.3 During the last month, how many times did you or any | 0=Never (F<CI0)
members of your household have to eat only rice? 1=Rarely (once or twice) (PAIMHR (GFIR SR "ﬁﬁﬁ)
(with salt, onions, chili etc ) 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCIANCL (O (AL do q¥)
@ G AT AR AT L (PICAT TAPACE SIS 3=Often (more than ten times (Z1¥3 ( S0 IF &3 H(4F)
FIRCH VYT TS (CT AFCS FCARe (e, JHb @
Pfarer Forifit firca)?
Q4.1.4 In the last one month, How many times did you or any | 0=Never (1)
of your household members have to eat other kinds of | 1=Rarely (once or twice) (FUIDR (GFR SR @?ﬁ)
food which are usually not eaten because of a lack of 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCIFCL (O CATF do M)
resources? (For example, eating wild/uncultivated 3=0Often (more than ten times (eﬁ?@( So AT Tﬂﬁ??)
food i. e which usually are not eaten)
S G AT S5 1 LA CFICAT A TSI
I G (I QI (A0S ZCARST [ AN Q1
(T I /SR AR SO SAfRICS S (AT
LRI, AKEAS L=11)?
Q4.1.5 During the last month, how many times did you or any | 0=Never (¥4I
of your household members had to eat a smaller 1=Rarely (once or twice) (FAIHR (GFIR SR "Ia?ﬂ?i)
amount of food at any meal time (breakfast, lunch or 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCANCL (© (AL do )
dinner) in a day than you felt needed because there 3=0Often (more than ten times (&”T?ﬁ (S0 IF @R @ﬁ?ﬁ)
was not enough food/money to buy food?
I e AR SRR AR FIF Gy BT A A1
FIECH TS GF FOT AR T SN A AT
AR (IR (KT AT, 777 S21T A0
[J19) ST QeI o (AT AT
Q4.1.6 During the last month, how many times did you or any | 0=Never (F(1)
of your household members had to eat fewer 1=Rarely (once or twice) (FAIHR (GFR SR W
meals/skip meals in a day than usual because there 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCIFC (O CATF do M)
was not enough food or money to buy food? 3=Often (more than ten times (X2 ( S0 IF &3 H(4F)
9 §F 0T FHAR I S A A T[T
I SIS ST AR (A BT = AP FRC 6
(I (3T = (AT AT ZCRfRe 2
Q4.1.7 During the last month, how many times did the food 0=Never (LT
stored in your home run out and there was no money 1=Rarely (once or twice) (FAIHR (GFR SR Wﬁ)
to buy more that day? 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (MCIFCHT (O (AT do M)
O GFF T PG & F7HE TCIF AR 0T 3=Often (more than ten times (2T3 ( S0 I &3 S4F)
fAcaiRe @ae & =y QR (eI Sty CRICAT BIpTe femetr?
Q4.1.8 In the last one month, how many times did it happen 0=Never (TN
that you or any of your household members had to go 1=Rarely (once or twice) (FAIHR (GFR SR Wﬁ)
to sleep at night hungry because there was not enough | 2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCICT (O CATF do AN)
food or money to buy food? 3=Often (more than ten times (ZI¥2 ( S0 IF &3 H(4F)
9T G T F IS G ZCARE (F, ST ST
I (P ATCE TSR FRCE TS /e S
Q4.1.9 During the last month, how many times did you or any | 0=Never (¥4

1=Rarely (once or twice) (FHIMR (GFIF ST 7{3?@)
2=Sometimes (three to ten times) (NCIFCLT (O CATF do AN
3=Often (more than ten times (23 ( So IF 97 HfxF)
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Section 4.3: Household food consumption score (FCS) (T A7y CS19 A& 1S 1o+l

SR G2 SR L TETHR oS AR [S 01 AR AT [ o FAARREZ FC T — oS A S#HF AR ot (07

Starchy foods (rice, wheat, muri, maize, Number of days
khichuri, potatoes, sweet potatoes) e 12T
CTOIRSTON (BTS, IMGT, fT, (SN,
Q421 | R, g, )
Dal or peanuts (any type) (khichuri) e, A7 Number of days
Q4.2.2 [ AT 9F2 TSI GCERIE
Milk or milk product (yogurt, milk sweets) 7§ | Number of days
Q423 | I THSTSNER (W, RS AHTH) fAte= 7ot
Fish, meat, poultry, egg etc Number of days
Q424 | R, f&N STe AR fuce et
All vegetables Number of days
Q4.2.5 ST AR M-Sy ORI
Fruits Number of days
Q4.2.6 | et 4@CE T LCERIS))
Foods containing oil/fat/butter Number of days
Q4.2.7 CoeTw ARE/ 5RY &/ [GCERI
Sugar, gur, molasses (or foods containing Number of days
these items) HCER I
Q4.2.8 5, Y, @T [T @ T (o AR
Q429 | Condiments / Spices el Zujfir Number of days iz >yt
% q AT g - A-FeT-sRfE-*1F CateT oI et o7 e
Q4.2.41 | Flesh meat ¢ i XAz Number of days e =t
Organ meat (Liver, kidney, heart) Number of days
Q4.2.42 | e sfere Torifn S CacaCRT? [GCER I
Fish (including dried fish) Number of days
Q4.2.43 | R MW CICRA? SRS
Q4.2.44 | Egsgs &3 Ffaw CAraee? Number of days GEERI]
Orange vegetables (vegetables rich in Vitamin | Number of days
A) carrot, red pepper, pumpkin etc T 0 e 122y
Q4.2.51 | fe/ fSbifim @ I sfer e CCICZ?
Dark green leafy vegetables Number of days
Q4.2.52 | st wrdm Ay Fw ICACea? ORI
Orange fruits (vitamin A enritched fruits) Number of days
Q4.2.61 | % 905 1/ FOBIRM @ I& o1 Sy CATTTR? TR AL
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Section 4.2: Household Dietary Diversity Score (HDDS)

(AF &2 - A Ay ¢afoay cFe)

S G2 S STOPT T (=T 92 0O [ 6 0T AR ST ST S94eTf QI S5 (TR (37 I (g o) w1l

Sl. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q4.3.1 All starchy staples: (e.g. Rice, wheat, muri, potatoes, sweet potatoes, 1=Yes, ot
maize, kichuri)
0= No, I
X GISI e AT ©To, S5, b (T, cofereney, e, g b1, fRpfe
Q4.3.2 Legumes / pulses: (e.g. Dal, cooked other seeds/beans/ khichuri) 1= Yes, 21
Tt 3 G, Bra w11 e A, Imiedl w3 A whash, RpfS 2o | 0= No, 71
Q4.3.3 Nuts/ seeds: (e.g. Dry beans, all peanuts:) 1= Yes, 2t
I @ NG GO WI! H37 SIS A7, AT 4 IS SR, 0=No,
TN, T AT, e, T, g oy Fopifiy
Q434 Dark green leafy vegetables: All kinds of leafy vegetables (e.g. poi sag, 1= Yes, 21
methi, kolmi, kochu, spinach)
0= No, I
T ST SIS *I1F AT 0 oIl HJET AT TSI M (T s, T,
Q4.3.5 Red/orange/yellow fruits: (e.g. Ripe mangoes, papaya, jackfruits other 1= Yes, 2t
red/yellow or orange fruit)
0= No, I
ST/ PAT/ZE SO TR T S5 S, SH1=T (AT, AT I @ iy
T/ PN 2T T
Q4.3.6 Red/orange/yellow vegetables: (e.g. Orange sweet potato, pumpkin, 1=Yes, 2T
carrot or other yellow or orange vegetable)
0= No, I
e/ 2N GOl R ot A8 T Sy, REgere! 5o @ Sy
ST 2o A0EH IS
Q4.3.7 Vitamin C rich fruits: (e.g. Guava, Strawberry, Lemon, Orange, 1= Yes, it
Lychees, Pineapple, Mango, Grapes)
0= No, I
GBI M@ T R G, (], FIEAICTY BT, SIS, Teoll3,
Fo3, 290N, 02, I, ST, o, (e, ST, S 3ol
Q4.3.8 Vitamin C rich vegetables: (e.g. Gourd, Broccoli, Cauli flower, 1=Yes, 2T
tomatoes, Green Cabbage)
0= No, I
FBIR Bt STy Tafer s1er AM4fo1, BTACHT 71T, HIeTFarsy, I<vetl, Forario),
bIeTS! ZO7
Q4.3.9 Other vegetables (e.g. cabbage, turnip) 1=Yes, T
0= No, I
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ST AT FHrATE, AR, ¥ieTa, I T, 2eCHd oA, A oA,
T, it 3ol
Q4.3.10 Other fruits (e.g. bananas, apples) 1= Yes, 21
Sy T e, ST Sopif 0= No, =l
Q4.3.11 Eggs: (e.g. Hen/duck, other birds, or fish eggs) 1= Yes, 21
& 2PN, Sy AR, (PICT, IPRC2F ST TR & 0=No,
Q4.3.12 Organ meat: (e.g. Liver, kidney, gizzards) 1= Yes, 21
ST SpTeTOR 12T fofetl, Fferer, siFgen 0=No, I
Q4.3.13 Small Fish: Small Fish Eaten Whole with Bones (i.e. Kachki, Mola, 1= Yes, Bl
dhela, chapila, batashi, small prawn
0= No, I
(26 Wz 51 LR ST AT I (R6 W2, CT- FHF, Tell, (e,
i, i, c=ib B2, (G2at, I13eM, wHH g 2wt
Q4.3.14 Large fish: Large fish/dried fish/see fish 1= Yes, 21
TG ey AT GAF; IS AT, SRS AT GG A2 Topifn 0="No, /1
Q4.3.15 Flesh Foods and Small animal Protein: Beef, Pork, Veal, Lamb, Goat, 1=Yes, o
Chicken, Duck
0= No, I
T QSN efffaer e oz, w39, AR, CRNIRS, 29, 2, 3, e,
5%, Feel Fogif
Q4.3.16 Dairy: Milk, cheese, yogurt or other milk products 1= Yes, 21
(o3q 4,77, 12 w3, 53 12 9R Sy THETSI <My 0=No, I
Q4.3.17 Edible Oil: Foods containing oil, fat, butter 1=Yes, B3
IR (e (0o B/ W@ AR, W2, 4, I (0o, A" (o, 0=No,
Q4.3.18 Foods containing Sugar, honey, molasses: Sugar, honey, molasses 1=Yes, 2T
o, WY, @T B, 7Y, @T Mt tof 31 fifE, @, vIEn 295 (= | 0= No, 71
Q4.3.19 Condiments/spices: Spices, coriander leaf, mint leaf, betel nut, betel 1=Yes, It
leaf
0= No, I
RS T ERE W/ SRRASHTS ST, 4 AT, At Ao, S5 T, A1,
eiifs Zopiu
Q4.3.20 Miscellaneous (Drinks): Tea, soft drinks/ juice 1= Yes, 21
R AT B, (PN 2N /g1 Sonf 0=No, =
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Section 4.4: Participant Women’s Dietary Diversity

(STLHAZAFIA AT Ay @)

Sl No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q44.1 All starchy staples: (e.g. Rice, wheat, muri, potatoes, sweet potatoes, 1=Yes, ot
maize, kichuri)
0= No, I
<1 GISTH FeT 49 ©fw, SibY, 6 3, coiiereey, ity ghl, Rpfs
Q4.4.2 Legumes / pulses: (e.g. Dal, cooked other seeds/beans/ khichuri) 1= Yes, 21
Tt 3 G, Bra 311 e A, Imiedl w3 A, Whash, RpfS 2o | 0=No, 71
Q4.4.3 Nuts/ seeds: (e.g. Dry beans, all peanuts:) 1= Yes, 2t
I @ NG GO B! H37 SIS A7, AT 4 IS DRI, 0=No,
IS, Fre AT, fout, =118, Fgr ey Tyl
Q4.4.4 Dark green leafy vegetables: All kinds of leafy vegetables (e.g. poi sag, 1= Yes, 2t
methi, kolmi, kochu, spinach)
0= No, I
S SATST STSTR = T G 9B FIS “ATST TSI X (I3 P, T,
Q4.4.5 Red/orange/yellow fruits: (e.g. Ripe mangoes, papaya, jackfruits other 1= Yes, 2t
red/yellow or orange fruit)
0= No, I
SN ZEA SO FeTafet SA161 S, AT (AT, 21T 130T 8 Syiely
T/ PN Ze]T T
Q4.4.6 Red/orange/yellow vegetables: (e.g. Orange sweet potato, pumpkin, 1=Yes, It
carrot or other yellow or orange vegetable)
0= No, I
e/ RN oI R ot A8 T wire], REgFere! 5o @ Sy
EY/FAE/ 2T 06T G
Q4.4.7 Vitamin C rich fruits: (e.g. Guava, Strawberry, Lemon, Orange, 1=Yes, 2T
Lychees, Pineapple, Mango, Grapes)
0= No, I
B o M@ T I G, (79, FHEICTY, BT, ST, Gl
FoI, TR0, I0RF, FFR, SR, oy, (e, ST, =i Togifr
Q4.4.8 Vitamin C rich vegetables: (e.g. Gourd, Broccoli, Cauli flower, 1=Yes, T
tomatoes, Green Cabbage)
0= No, I
OIS f51- o1y 1fer Tqer A1, BNCHT S, Bl e, FFe, Forei,
bIeTS! TO7
Q4.4.9 Other vegetables (e.g. cabbage, turnip) 1= Yes, 21
Sy T YIS, IR, Mol JCH S, Ze0hE T, PO g, 0=No, I
TE, *T 3ol
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Q4.4.10 Other fruits (e.g. bananas, apples) 1= Yes, 2t
SJIe] T Fel, ST swjifr 0= No, I
Q4.4.11 Eggs: (e.g. Hen/duck, other birds, or fish eggs) 1= Yes, 21
& 2PT-39M, S AT, (PICT, IPRC2F ST TR & 0=No,
Q4.4.12 Organ meat: (e.g. Liver, kidney, gizzards) 1= Yes, 21
ST SpTeTOR 2o fofetl, Fferer, siegen 0=No, I
Q4.4.13 Small Fish: Small Fish Eaten Whole with Bones (i.e. Kachki, Mola, 1= Yes, =
dhela, chapila, batashi, small prawn
0= No, =l
(2B Wy FIBY TGN LS AT G99 (26 WD, CIT- FIHH, Wel, (T,
i, At (=ib B2, (G2at, I13eM, wHH g 2wt
Q4.4.14 Large fish: Large fish/dried fish/see fish 1= Yes, 21
T A/ AT YR TG Ny, RS A7 o6 qg Toxi 0="No, /1
Q4.4.15 Flesh Foods and Small animal Protein: Beef, Pork, Veal, Lamb, Goat, 1=Yes, o
Chicken, Duck
0= No, I
T QSN efffaer e oz, ©39, AR, CIRNIRS, 29, 2, 39, pte,
T, Fel Sojift
Q4.4.16 Dairy: Milk, cheese, yogurt or other milk products 1= Yes, 21
(o3F 4,77, fif2 3, 53 w2 93 Sy THer O 4wy 0=No, I
Q4.4.17 Edible Oil: Foods containing oil, fat, butter 1=Yes, B3
R ¢S (Y B/ NI WM, WL, ¥, IR (0, AR (O, 0= No, I
Q4.4.18 Foods containing Sugar, honey, molasses: Sugar, honey, molasses 1=Yes, 2T
o, WY, @T B, 7Y, @T M tof 31 fifE, @, vIEn 295 (@ | 0= No, 71
Q4.4.19 Condiments/spices: Spices, coriander leaf, mint leaf, betel nut, betel 1=Yes, It
leaf
0= No, I
Peiifs Zopiu
Q4.4.20 Miscellaneous (Drinks): Tea, soft drinks/ juice 1=Yes, 2T
R 2T 1, (PR 2N /g1 Sonf 0=No, =
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Section 5: Child Morbidity (fea sty

Sl

during illness in the last 15 days? (IF ORS
packet was given ask to see it and code if the
packet contained zinc)

TPTE ARFIFA AT (979 3¢ 747) ${c.name}
TR 9@ SNmeTE o geafRen (3% ORS
(T AR, O3 (S /0T (T, ORS -4 fere
free 5 1

s_b=Homemade sugar-salt-water (61T COF1 (TR
@B/ o e etz
p_s=Packet Saline (rice) (51T CIERIIGIED (7ICRD)

f e=Homemade (rice ORS) (oo wf%a STeEs
(BT ToM

z_d=Zinc Syrup/tablet/in ORS (f&rez Fri=l/
BIIRCeTs/ S w=aT)

a_n=none of them (CFGIZ T

N Questions Coding categories Skip

o.

Q5.1 | Was sick in the last 15 days 1= Yes, 21 If “Sl. No.”
S d¢ e SR e (¢ IR R) FoE | 0=No, ot skip to 4.11
et

Q5.2 | Has suffered from any of the following in the fl1=Fever (@2?)
past 15 days? Multiple answer 2=C

=Cough (-1
S 3¢ Tt SR sl & fFeeres Gl ¢ _ff.g I( b )h'
STl 3=Difficulty breathing
(5PT <58)
(9 Toa) f4A=Diarrhea (Sf3f)
77=0ther (specify)
(S (2 )

Q5.3 | How much was child given to drink? Was he/she | 1=| ess (mgﬁm o
given less than usual to drink, about the same )
amount, more than usual to drink or somewhat
less? (During the illness, including breast milk) 2=About same (31>
Frefce f =it o7 sRciwy Ak cr | )

ST AR F O 51300 R A[F S A 92 | 3=More (FreIRt (5T
? i A7 Cﬂ)
4=Nothing to drink
SPTRON A, LRI 1R)
( (1= AT Cwf)
88=Don’t know (&rif~=)

Q5.4 | How much was given to eat? Was he/she given 1=Less (W (50T )
less than usual to eat, about the same amount, 2=About same (W Qﬁm)
more than usual to eat or less? (During the
iliness) 3=More (TTSRCF (5T M)

RreBE fr 2R 4[F LBERER sSwrTe @ | 4=Nothing to drink (¢ s crzif)
AT A oI 5130 (A I 5 A 93 88=Don’t know (&rif~=)
A2
(SPTZIS 797
Q5.5 Did you give the following liquids/drinks o_a=Fluid from ORS Pkt (SJI(Fb ATTS(SHAAT)
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Section 6: Household Socio Economic Status

(AR =SnE-ATeE S)E

Sl No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q6.1 ‘What main material is used to build the wall of 1=No walls (CWHIT 313)
your main living house? 2=Cane/palm/trunks (IS, 3’? EISEEISAS G
SIS A4 TS QI (AT Ao [ ey o Arovalices efb)
3=Dirt (M AB)
4=Bamboo with mud (ﬁ"T 3 TITE)
5=Stone with mud (51129 @ )
6=Plywood (‘Ef@_@_@)
7=Cardboard/polythin (e[ (I1&/ “Afeifay)
8=Tin  (B)
9=Cement & Bricks (ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ)
10=Stone with lime/cement (512 @ 5=/ FICF)
11=Wood planks/shingles (FICH ST/ Fo1)
77=Others specify (SN W78 Few)
Q6.2 ‘What materials are used to build the roof of your 1=No roof (W 3113)
main living house? 2=Thatch palm leaf (G/SIFTISY/ (5o 7ol Zgfon)
I 2N T TE /R 4TS & e o 3=Bamboo with mud (3 @ 1)
4=Wood planks (F1C3 &)
5=Cardboard/polythin (e[ (I16/ “AfeifT)
6=Tin (B)
7=Wood (m
8=Ceramic tiles (Prifse miﬂﬂ)
9=Cement & bricks (W UL 33)
10=Roofing shingles (P15 FeTF)
77=Others specify (S 78 F3)
Q6.3 What materials are used to build the floor of your 1=Earth/sand (S Jffer)
main living house? 2=Wood planks (ITC3 &)
AR 2N 35S I CIA 4 & i cofa 3=Palm/Bamboo (ST aifg/3*))
4=Ceramic tiles (PRI 51gemT)
5=Cement & bricks (W UL 33)
6=Mozaike (CIS{3)
77=Others specify (S U8 F)
Q64 | Homestead land used un decimal Write (714)
PTOISHR G FOLP T IRT IA (0T fo13)?
Q64.1 | Homestead land used un decimal Write (714)
PIOFEHT oy GieE #ReN F95F (1oC orgw)?
Q6.5 | Agricultural land (in decimal) Write (F147)
ey R e o (ot for)?
Q6.6 | Mortgage land (in decimal) Write (F147)
TS (ST P G AR (190 oy ?
Q6.7 | Lease/rented land (in decimal) Write (F147)
feTer/ TGl Zeal (el R Gfig 2z (Forw
ferg)?
Q6.8 | Share crop land (in decimal) Write (fF14)
Tl (e A i S (o T2
Q6.9 | Khash land (in decimal) Write (f714)
PRI P @ s (rote Fg)?
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Section 7: Water, Sanitation and Hygiene (WASH)

(PR S, A mIe w32 sifawia sifareaen

Now I would like to ask you some questions related to hand washing

(92 SIS ST 21 (TS F1 =TS 5 2 foresvtr w309 513))

SL No. Questions Coding categories
1=Piped to dwelling (V3R (w7 21137
2=Piped to yard/plot (IS TSI #1137
3=Public tap (RFER (5
4=Shared (T (GTISTT T2T oS35
5=Household (4% (BTIETIT w2t sr$si3eh)
6=Protected (GIPFIIE (FARM)
What is the main source of drinking water for members
7.1 | of this houschold? 7=Unprotected (BT 2B (F17A1)
@3 LI AR QAR Al 2 G 2 §=Rainwater (327 “Ifi¥
9=Surface water (Pond/ River/ Canal/Hawar/ irrigation
channels) (23F3/ F/ 426/ T et
10=Water tanker ("fﬂ%@ ﬁﬂi?’_)
11=Protected Spring water (DI ﬂ\?‘—ﬁ“ﬁ?f"fﬁ)
12=Unprotected Spring water (51 ZIgl-Jef@siif)
77=0thers specify (I} Mg FF)
Q7.1a | Do you have any handwashing station? 1= Yes, 21
SR S 2O (]S (I WA E g ey 252 0=No, I
Q7.2 OBSERVATION ONLY: is there soap or detergent or 1= Soap {7
locally used cleansing agent? This item should be either
. . . s 2= Ditergent /So/7CG
in place or brought by the interviewee within one
minute. If the item is not present within one-minute 3= Ash %17
check none, even if brought out later.
4= Sand/Mud /31T
T Z AR, CERTES I ZRITSE IO S
SRR (I U7 ST 67T, O SRl 53| T 0+ Nothing %2 7/
Tyt 3 WAE B A ﬁT FHAFFIRBIL MBI T D 77= Others (Specify) TFAT
ARG Ty G AT, O T (FC 5]
PR 1 (o0 AFFICPI emiwiRt 2w > FfAChe 3eey At
AT, g3 (3¢ (I 641
Q7.3 OBSERVATION ONLY: is there water? interviewer: 1= Yes, ot
turn on tap and/or a check container and note if water is 0=No.
= No,
present This item should be either in place or brought by
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the interviewee within one minute. If the item is not
present within one-minute check no, even if brought out
later.

AT el B Fiew [ 11 1 T 7% Sez?
SURICERITE GPU! BT 51 Pl 71 71T A% T YA
TN N SIZ [P

G& 77 &L 37 13178 FIeT ACHS TIPS ETAFIS 7
SRNCET I G T, O T (PTG A

RPZ3 1 ey ABISPIT ST 7 S [NNCHF N 9l
T, [97F (FZ--- P

Q74

OBSERVATION ONLY: is there a hand washing
device such as a tap, basin, bucket, sink, or tippy tap?
This item should be either in place or brought by the
interviewee within one minute. If the item is not present
within one-minute check no, even if brought out later.
AL 1. B& Gl 21O (YR Gy (571, (37, G,
1577 71 613 (571 @R [, O AT P

FSFIRPIT STNPIN A7 SAACGT FC3 A G 7Y OT
I (TG P

A I A FAPIPIT EFIAPI A7 SFCET T3 A
FRICET, N (PTG P/

1=Yes, ot

0= No, I

Please tell me when did you wash your hand yesterday and how did you wash?

(T IR e ORIl S#{f FLUT FLT SR 2T LA ? [FOICI 21 YLICZA? )

Q75

Washing hands after cleaning child feces

@7 o7 51T P07 97

1=Water—only (%% #if~ )
2=Water with soap (TN q3g #/1f)
3=Water with ash ("ﬂﬁ aR ‘513)
4=Water with other detergent ("fﬁ UL
REIRISID))
S5=Water with soil ("ﬂﬁ aR Wﬁ)
77=0ther (specify) ()

Q7.6

Washing hands after cleaning children

PIOrE FREIT P77

1=Water—only (@i"ﬂﬁ m
2=Water with soap (FTRIN 32 )
3=Water with ash (7 @32 =f3)
4=Water with other detergent (/1< @32
REIMISIC))

5=Water with soil ("ﬂﬁ aR Wﬁ)
77=0ther (specify) (1)
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Q7.7

Washing hands before feeding children
RS I1GIIIT ST 21 AT G

1=Water—only (l"a%i‘?ﬁﬁ E1ey)}
2=Water with soap (FTRI¥ 32 )
3=Water with ash ("ﬁﬁ @R 513)
4=Water with other detergent (/1< @32
REIMISIC))

5=Water with soil (7l @32 %)
77=0ther (specify) (1)

Q7.8

Washing hands after defecating
5 PICET 79 2 AT G

1=Water—only (%4 A~ Tz
2=Water with soap (RN G3g #/if)
3=Water with ash (‘ﬁ]ﬁ aR ‘i@
4=Water with other detergent (i 432
31 ARI)

5=Water with soil ("ﬁﬁ aR ﬂﬁﬁ')
77=0ther (specify) ()

Q7.9

Washing hands before preparing food
Y17 CORT ST 21T CHFNT Gy

1=Water—only (%Y A MCx)
2=Water with soap (3TRIV 3 )
3=Water with ash ("fﬁ @R ‘i@)
4=Water with other detergent (/1< @32
REIMISIC))

5=Water with soil (*If¥ 932 )
77=0ther (specify) (1)

Q7.10

Washing hands before handling food
HFIF NCT AITISIST PHIF o

1=Water—only (%4 Iif~ )
2=Water with soap (3T @32 #fif)
3=Water with ash (°f¥ 432 213)
4=Water with other detergent (i 932
REIRZICIC))

S5=Water with soil ("ﬂﬁ aR ﬂTﬁ)
77=0ther (specify) ()

Q7.11

Washing hands before eating
LFIF B9 219 (KR Gy

1=Water—only (@i"ﬂﬁ m
2=Water with soap (3TRIN 3 )
3=Water with ash ("ﬂﬁ aR "33)
4=Water with other detergent ("fﬁ UL
REIMISIC))

5=Water with soil ("ﬂﬁ @GR sn‘f,‘)
77=Other (specify) (SI1)

Section 8: Household’s Asset Profile (91 5™tvd fI3ae)

SI. No. Questions Coding categories Skip
Q8.1 Does the household asset exist and it is 1= Yes of
functioning? 2=No I
SIS QA WEERS TR (P (D SieR?
0 Nothing ( %%3 :ﬂ'?z)
1 Small Livestock (chicken, hen) 1= Yes 2f
o, 39N, 2=No Il
2 big Livestock (cow, goat) 21 7@ (o), =f9=T 1= Yes 2f
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2=No I
3 Camels/Horses /Donkeys 1= Yes 2t
cargl/at 2=No I
4 Plough animals (Oxen) 1= Yes 2t
BTRIRICHE &=y JG/e 2=Nodl
5 Cultivable Land 1= Yes 2t
SR S 2=No I
6 Pond for fishing 1= Yes 2t
TR GICIT ST 2=No I
7 Agricultural Machineries/tools 1= Yes 2t
I ez Tg+ifs 2=Nol
8 Boats/ Boat with Motor 1= Yes 2t
CTeT / 3 wifeTs (et 2=No Al
9 Vehicles 1= Yes 2t
STy JIARIR (TN R, (AGF ABCPe Foi/ | 2=No A
BTl
10 Bicycles 1= Yes 21
IR 2=Nol
11 Shops 1= Yes 21
agant 2=No I
12 Sewing machine 1= Yes 21
CRIE Ciffi 2=Nol
13 Fishing equipments/net 1= Yes 21
g 4319 IS/ A 411 e 2=No I
15 Business Capital 1= Yes 21
TN FoT4 2=No Al
16 Business Stock 1= Yes 2T
[T B 2=No Al
17 Animal drawn cart 1= Yes 2T
o HifeTe e 2=No Al
18 Car/truck 1= Yes 2
R GIF 2=No Il
19 Power Tiller 1= Yes of
CICRIENTLIE] 2=No Al
20 Shallow machine 1= Yes It
e I 2=No
21 UPS/Electric generator 1= Yes It
3G BT/ Aies (oI 2=No I
22 Investment 1= Yes It
fafecarst 2=No I
23 Agricultural products 1= Yes It
AN 2=No I
24 Fruit tree 1= Yes 2f
T MR 2=No I
25 Loan given 1= Yes 2f
2Ang Qe 2=No I
26 Loan taken 1= Yes 2f
2o Yl 2=No I
27 Credit 1= Yes o
q9 2=No I
28 Savings 1= Yes 2f
AR 2=No I
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Section 9: Participant’s income in last one month (7S OF T SLHAZAFIAT TAIE)

Section 9.1: Source of income of the participant in last one month

(oS 9F TOT SLHALAPIAT SATECAI T<7)

Sl No. Question Code Skip
Did you earn income from the 0=No income (F ST (73
following sources over the past 1= Day laborer s eq
one month? (Multiple answers) 2= Acquaculture IR 51
3= Handicraft sell/sewing 3% (a2 Rew, R13/mGs e/
o 93 AT A F 93 TG | 4= Small Business 7 G1
Q.1 (AT S FACRA? 5= Agricultural Production (o *1 S/
' (93 f4F T8 (MeT TR) 6= Agriculrual crop high price &% N *BY TeAM
7= Livestock raising 9317 7% /e
8= Poultry rearing 21i- 3314 AT
9= Vegetable production *FoRIE TeAM
10= Nut production F/ifq 51F
77= Others (please specify) WA L SIN] e sz
Section 9.2: Participant’s net income in last one month
(51 OF T SLHARAFINF 6 ST =5717)
Production in last Amount sold in Sales In Indirect ltlet income
one month last one month fast one Cost inlast one
X X month month
SL No. Source (in Kg) (in Kg) SR o aF o 9T
et T 9F T S 9F T o™
ST GG o™ 6
TeaAme sAfaet | e st - [ .
(o) @fas) | ST e srer
( 3 ) ( 3
Q9.2.1 Q9.2.2 Q9.2.3 Q9.2.4 Q9.2.5 Q9.2.6
1 Day laborer
fiey e
2 Acquaculture
AR B
3 Handicraft
Flow Rr/zefig Res,
T/ e e/
4 Samll business
a e
5 Production in the field
ACH =T TR
6 High price crop production
T LT *PT) Teofwa
7 Livestock raising
oI % ST
8.a. Poultry rearing
8.b. Polutry rearing- egg
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9 Vegetable production
X[PITRIE HIF

10 Nut production
EERIE

77 Others 3=l

Section 10: Participation in Decision making (PT@i® a2 Af@ia 2= a3z

SL No. Question Code Skip

Q10.1 Usually, who decides 1= Respondent el [ re

how to spend the 2= Husband/wife/partnet FIRRY AT

money your earn? 3= Respondent and wife/husband/partner jointly & AR =AM (TArSIF
S SR BT 77= Others S

fRFeTCa 2=b/7e=E w4l

A GBI (F TS

1 ¢

Section 11: Maternal Child Health and Nutrition (MCHN) Knowledge of Caregivers (S 8
e AffE i@ is N (ST IFE I = im)

Sl No. Question Code Skip
Ql1.1 Can you name any foods that are rich in 1=Red/orange/yellow vegetable(s) (FTeV/F N/ 251 0T
vitamin A? ISV 0]
B @ @ (FINS RICIT N 09 AIKCIN | 2=Green leafy vegetable(s) (7TF& *N<F e
& 3=Liver (from any meat/poultry source) (FTe (X127 It
SRR A2 CACF)
4=fish (WR)

5= vitamin or Sprinkles source (f$b S SRR ﬁ&’im
88= Don't know (S~ )

Ql1.2 Can you name any foods that are rich in 1=green leafy vegetable(s) (T *IIF 7_Mer)

iron? 2=meat or poultry (VI 1 I3/ BT & i)

S T (P JRICER < o100 SR 52 | 3= fish (W)

4=beans (Jfer SIS (TR REY, AGawh)

5=nuts (M)

6=vitamin or Sprinkles source (%ﬁ‘ﬁ? LR N ﬁ?{ﬁ?@_ﬂ)
88=Don't know (ST )

Ql1.3 At what age should a baby first start to
receive foods in addition to breastmilk (in
months)?

I 0 R Joa qOaE AT Sty
R &2 ©F F1 SHS (FCTF A9)?

Qll.4 At what age should a baby first start to
receive liquids (including water) other than

breastmilk (in months)?

(I 0 i 09 04 =TT O (6 I1R)
oz wF 391 Sfbw (AF)?

QIL.S5 How do you think a mother should 0= Should Stop (& FCI (WA @%)
breastfeed if her child becomes ill? 1= Should continue (VeI e o)
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AR F T P (T TSI ST 20T 436
HICIF ICFA G A FACAT Soo?

88= Don’t know Sl

Q116

Until what age should a child continue to
receive any breastmilk (in months)?

(I T ORI B (F 0P T4 A 1
siferca e w Bfbw (IvT)2
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Section 12: Disaster and Risk Management (VG151 @ FfF I35 (DRM)

Now I would like to discuss about practicing risk reducing practices appied by you or any of your family members over the past 12

months

(57 I WY S 1 AT #Hf Rieiie -3 (i STSTRIa R b6l S0 — 7 R Siifs a3= [, 2 w99 - 2ifohe aay Tey

1)
SLNo. Questions Coding categories
Ql12.1 Please mention what are the risk reducing 1=More than one income options (4CFI S AT STC)
practices you or your households had used over
2=Saving money/assets preservation/stocking food to manage
the past 12 months?
emergency situation (WWCN I FACS BIFT ALY T
(multiple answers can be selected) SR/ AW TG AN
7 P A SR WA ?ﬁ? IR & i T 3=Households preserve seeds/doing homestead gardening/planting
e Az [ 410 Srene b5t Farg ©f | trees to protect soil erosion and cyclonic wind (X919 At A S/
S TS BT Ay TeAM/ $fE 53 G GG (ACF 51 (5109 ol 2
STA{ICAT)
(931 TeF [RI6 41 (IO AR)
4=Households practice vaccination to livestock/ preserve food for
rainy season/ raised or repaired livestock or poultry bird shelter (XS
i o BT (vl IARICET LRI Aol afifuies 31 RO Sirget
fRsfier 1 CoRTST w49 56T FCR)
5=HHs Strengthened or retro-fitting houses (i.e, renovate or repair
houses considering hazards/checking the knots before the monsoon
each year/ raised plinth considering flood level) (YT S_IEeT TGO
I (T8 AT (1A BT FF GRS T3/ IHFIE ST I (56
6=evacuation plan for livestock assets during disaster (@Cil/ QERMER]
s fNRI=ICr J1 LTS AfegT)
7=Preparation of temporary latrines for disaster ("jtﬂ/ TofF SToICT SIS
AT 2FO)
0=Did nothing (%82 T 713)
Ql12.2 Please mention some risk reduction practices 1=More than one income options (UCFY LI ST A4
that a household should practice during a
2=Saving money/assets preservation/stocking food to manage
natural hazard
emergency situation (ST SFE] (NPT FACO BIFT =B 77
(multiple answers can be selected) S/ AT MG N
I PO ReRCR @1% 3T RG] ﬁl’? 3=Households preserve seeds/doing homestead gardening/planting
BH1F I Grard 61 1 #ARRIEE 741 ool trees to protect soil erosion and cyclonic wind (YN & FFH I/
) TS FMGTS Ay T/ B 3 992 IRATT (T 751 (AT iR
(eF e ToF -5 T3 (0@ 1)
SAICAT)
4=HHs vaccinate livestock/ preserve food for rainy season/ raise or
repair livestock or poultry bird shelter (1= 931 stz B3t 73/
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FRFICET Q]I A%/ ofiT=fes I IO SR f3ilel 1 (R T4
122626

5=HHs strengthen or retro-fitting houses (i.e, renovate or repair
houses considering hazards/checking the knots before the monsoon
each year/ raised plinth considering flood level) (XIS ST NGO

FCI (CT3 R (Tt o1 I3 (AT 3/ IAPIER Ao I (5

6=Evacuation plan for livestock assets during disaster (ﬁ(ﬂ/ [QERMEE
i = A1l e “Afee)

7=Preparation of temporary latrines for disaster (’75(3/ Cofg ST S

Sl 2fs)

88=Don’t know (&rif~l T)
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Section 13.1: Household’s food expenditure (419 4TWIAIW 496)

Code List of Food Total consumption of Price | Code List of Total consumption of Price
(UTAT OIfepT) amount per Food amount per
(TP (TNIG (OISR A EeY) unit | (T (A (TG (o105 =AfReY) unit
) Unit Consum | (Tk) ) wifeier) | Unit Consumpt | (Tk)
(IFP) ption of a9 (AFF) ion of AP
1= Gram amount QTF 1= Gram amount afe
(am) (TR N (8) (TOToR SICE
2= Kg./liter ) e 2= Kg./liter SRIR)) et
(SEAEIE) bl (BTGB
3= Mound AT )
() 3= Mound
4= Number / ()
Pon / Kadi 4= Number
(1R4T/ / Pon / Kadi
/M) T/
AN/
In the last one week (food grain) In the Last month (Spices)
(TS B AJYICR YTHT *T97) (19 < WITH AT '\‘)TT\S'ﬂ'ﬂ)
1 Rice (BIeT) 33 Turmeric (R¢JA)
2 Wheat (0T 34 Chillikacha (IET
RIELD)
3 Flour(33MI) 35 Chilli(paka)
SERIRNELD)
4 (Chira/Muri(fried 36 Onion (CHGY)
rice (OT1/(G)
5 Semolina(SIfSy) 37 Garlic (A5H)
In the last one week (Pulses) 38 Ginger (STHT)
(TS AT YT TIFTOOIT *I57)
6 Lentil (&Y UIe) Other(specify
AT (BT )
7 Chola (CRET In the Last month (Others food)
Ol
: (5TS I T SIIY Y1)
8 Mash Kalai (3I1Y 39 Potato (1<)
FIR)
9 Khesari (CW@) 40 Maize (gﬁr)
10 Mung (J57) 41 Fruit (FeT)
11 Boots (IB) 42 Misti/ Batasa/ Jilapi
(Ff8/rorsTr/ e
12 Anchor(&J1RPH) In the Last month (Others food)
(1O AP NTTH WNITNT 1419)
In the last one week (Edible oil 43 Green Vegetables (Leafy)
(TS I ITYMX (o1 (OF) (SIS Bl *N1<F)
13 Soabin (STHMR) 44 Vegetables (TaGy)
14 Mustard (TfSaT) 45 Fish(large) (G NIR)
15 Dalada (GTeTeN) 46 Fish(Small ((®1G WIR)
16 Ghee () 47 Dri Fish (®GfF WR)
17 Palm oil 48 Nappi (<18
(AT
18 Sesame  (foUeId 49 Hotel / Food purchased
(o47) from restaurant
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(TRCGE/CISRLAD (AT
(FAT 4RIF)
Other(specify 50 Soft Drinks (TRTNeT
(ST (GTEY M=)
FLA)(
In the Last month (Meat, eggs and milk) 51 Biri / cigarette / tobacco
(TS T NI W15, FoW & 54y (RIG/PAoMCE orTrs)
19 Beef (57 W) 52 Betel leaf/ BetelNut
/Chewing tobacco
/Catechu Etc.
(SRR GA/ (R
2e1m)
20 Pork 53 Biscuit (FI%D)
(BPIIT W)
21 Buffalo meat 54 Chanachur (BINT§H)
CIESERIR))
22 Mutton 55 Tea/tea leaves
(ATSTIR S1e) (BI/BI¥TeN)
23 Chicken
(Deshi)(JFNR
R (T
24 Chicken (Farm)
CERIER]
()
25 Duck In the Last month (Others food)
(U ERURY)) (79 4 VT NI 41<419)
26 Pigeon meat Other(specify (STNITNY
CEESERISI) (STHY )
27 Egg ) Other(specify (INITNY
(OTETY )
28 Milk (5%)
In the Last month (Others food)
(1O G NITH NINT 41419)
29 Liver / brain
(CREIVRRICH)
30 Sugar / molasses /
honey (fl?ﬁ/@@./
)
31 Milk powder
(BT 74)
32 Salt (1)

Section 13.2: Household Non-food expenditure (491 ¥y IR© YF6)

bran/ straw
(QPIATIATSI/ NI/ AC UG /AN
BOI/40)

Shaving / hair cut / shaving cream

IS PTGt FIBY/Cifes (&)

Code Expenditure sectors Price Code Expenditure sectors Price
(TFTO) (VTIF ATOHAYR) (Taka) | (T=TW) (FITIF ATOAYR) (Taka)
1Y &3
(B (Bra
In the last week (Fuel ) O & AYMR '\")TIFITﬁ' In the last month expenditure (79 4% NITH TN19
REL 4db)
1 Fuel Wood /Coal / Charcoal 32 Hair oil / powder / cosmetics
(TS} RET/BTAE) QIR (SF/TGGIR/ 2L
2 Dry leaves / dung / Jute stick / rice 33
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3 Kerosene (CPLRT) 34 Other personal care, specify
(SN BfS51o T ¥=6,AAE Fem)
4 Match (NITB) 35 Movies / drama / fairs etc.
(TG NCH/INCONG/ Cedl Zw51iy
5 Other fuel (SIITNT GeIf) 36 Sport (C4=TIg=)
Rickshaw / van / bus fare .
6 et ke 37 Gifts (5°r=)
7 Car oil (Wm) 38 Books, magazines for adults @Wm—q’?ﬁ/
RURIICT))
8 Other local transportation  (STIT~Y 39 Books, toys for children
FI A=A 46) (B (ET1/3B)
9 Candles ((T3I9T1®) 40 Other entertainment (ST fRTIM 4<6)
Other miscellaneous (STNIT~ 41 Transport costs (Bus/ Micro/minibus)
[BIESRED) CRRERIEGIEECIN
In the last month expenditure 42 Hotel / accommodation
(5T a3 T ANTF UAF) (ST TN 4G (CRGeT/ NS T051™)
10 ( Loan (re-)payment (e.g. micro-loan)) 43 Other non-local travel expenses:
FHRATR BT o (STNITNT S-BINIT FTNT I5)
11 Loan given (X1 (W) 44 Salon / parlor (CSTef/1l12)
Cash given to children
e e e A * Laundry (1)
13 Money going to savings (@2 57267 46 Healthcare (i.e. medication)(¥<5 )
14 Other finance Wﬁf‘iﬁw 47 Other(specify WWT(@IEZI PPA)
15 Electricity bill (R fJe)
16 Water bill (P14 Je)
17 Gas Bill (5TT5T f3) In the last year other expenditure
(79 P IR YN T 490)
18 LP Gas Bill (1.1 571) 48 Footwear (GOl / STI(GH)
19 Generator bill ((GAITA6A I9) 49 Clothing (TG (BI™T)
20 (SC%%. %aﬁn%s%%ent 50 Education (e.g. tuition, books etc.) (ﬁ‘mﬂ)
21 Cable connection bill 51 Household Repair / Construction
(&1 Re/F3e TR [Red) ([R CRTT/ ey
22 Other electricity / water / gas / other 52
bills: (S35 7538, / ST / 51971 / Household Furniture (STSRIA @)
I )
) Vehicle repair / purchase (JTN-1RN
3 House rent (M1 9I0I) 53 (CTRTS/Y)
24 Land rent (GI51 ©TG) 54 Taxes (GY9)
25 Shop rent (CRIPI ©IGT) 55 Other(specify SRITNI(SLEY FFPA)
26 Other house / land rent 56 Livestock vaccinatons
(@I G / S S0 (e *refa T
27 Mjé@ot%klephone Expenses 57 Pesticide (BIGA)
28 Postage (OIF NI® YIH) 58 Fertilizer (3T19)
29 Other communication 59 Insurance (vehicle, house, land, assets)
(SR (M ) @ @R, I, G, 5W)
30 Clothes washing soap 60
(FI7G BI6T A[IF) Other(specify SRINI(SLHY FF)
31 Soap / shampoo
(T AT A]AN/*)

Note: Thank you for all your valuable time to provide us information
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