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INTRODUCTION
 

In accordance with the agreement between the Government of 

Bangladesh (BDG) and the USAID, a protocol was signed stipu

lating the reimbursement by the latter of the selected costs 

of the BDG Voluntary Sterilization (VS) Program. The protocol
 

also provides for an 
independent audit/evaluation of the VS
 

program. Accordingly, in March 1983, USAID, Dhaka, appointed
 

M/s. M.A. Quasem & Co. - a Bangladeshi Chartered Accountants 

firm to conduct quarteLly auctits of thc voluntary steiilization 

of BDG clinics. 
The contract expired in December, 1984. However,
 

another agreement sijned between USAID and M.A. Quasem and Co. 

provided scope for conduci-ing ten cluirterl.y evaluation of the 

VS program covering ;,oth BFj -ind Non-Government Organisation 

(NGO) clinicF b&girninu rcm January-.*1arch 1985 quartcr. Under 

the given objuctives and approved methodology, the present report, 

the nineth of its kind, is the evaluation for the January-March 

1987 quarter of th. VS program of both BDG and NGO doe through 

a nationally representative sample survey. 
The repoiL has already
 

been submitted to the ULZAID, Dhaka. 

The field survey of the nineth quarterly evaluation was carried
 

out in April and May, 19P7. 
 It was carried out in 50 selected
 

upazilas of the country of which 12 upazilas were selected for 

evaluation of NGO clinios nd the 3;roes;t upazilas were- selected 

for BDG clinics on] V. if the 12 us la.; wne te NGO cI inics were 

selected for evalu.,tjion, AVS (Ban;,i ,esh Association for Vol-untary 

Steri liza tion) clin, c opor ted in I.' upazi Ian. The selected BAVS 

clinics are Bogra S ido., JoYurhat Jar, Dinijpur Sat! ir, Rctngpur 

Sadar, Khulna Sadar, aridur Sadar, Narshingdi Sadar, Serajgonj 

Sadar, Kisho.:econj Sad,.lo. 'hsndpur Sadar, Tonqi Upazi.'a of Gazipur 

district, and Sudharam Upazila of Noakhali district. 



From those selected upazilas, 326 BAVS clients 
were selected
 
for field survey. Data were collected for those clients from
 

both the clinic records and from the clients directly through
 

personal interview.
 

The detailed methodoloqv and the objectives of the evaluation 
are contained in the report of the evaluation of the VS program 
for January-March 1987 quarter and hence are not repeated here. 

According to the contract, this report, containing selected 
tables, has been prepared separately on the findings of BAVS 
clinics only as 'parallel tables' of the report of the nineth 
quarter of the evaluation of the VS program and are shown in 

the annexure. 



A N N E X U R E 

Tables based only on the BAVS clinics 
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Table I" Percentge distr:bution of the SELECTED CLIENTS
 
by results of clients survey
 

S Categories of ciiients 
Results of clients' survey be o clienAl

'Tubectomy :iVasectomy All
 

A. INTERVIEWED 
 78.7 72.9 77.0
 

Sterilized within the refer
ence quarter in the recorded
 
clinic 
 78.7 70.8 76.4 

Sterili:zed in the recorded
 
clinic but before the refer
ence quarter 
 - 1.0 0.3
 

Sterilized twice 
 - 1.1 0.3 

B. NOT INTERVIEWED 
 19.6 20.8 19.9
 

Client:: not avii lable 	 9.6 14.6 11.0 

Client h:a; erm,nentl: left
 
the re:':rde, Atddress 1.3 1.0 
 1.2
 

Client . , - :, "mI :L trily 

visitintjLI..) re oried
 
address 
 8.7 4.2 7.4
 

Client died within the
 
reference quartr 
 - 1.0 0.3 

C. ADDRESS NOT LOCATED 	 1.7 6.3 3.1 

Address does not exist/
 
not found 
 1.7 6.3 3.1
 

Total 
 100.0 	 100.0 100.0 
'.10 96 326 

Estimated false* cx;e s for tubectomy: .7 percent 
Estimated fa lse* c, :;s :ror vdsectomy;: .4 percent 

*False co;es mens those w , :ill te:1 ints under (:.teclory, 
$sterilized in the ecurd.e, clinic Li e:ure the reference 
quarter', ':terilized tine' , And ',:*A Men,; n exist/s. t 
no: found'.
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Table 2: 	Percentage distribution of all the SELECTED
 
CLIENTS by type and status of informed
 
consent forms
 

Status of informed Categories of clients 
consent :-ums 'Tubectom.' :Vasectomy A 

USAID-approved 

Signed by , ients 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Nut signed iv cl ients - - _ 

Not USAID-approved 

Signed by clients - _ _ 

Not sig-ed hy clients - - _ 

No 	 informed consent: form -  _
 

Tota] 
 100.0 100.0 
 100.0
 
N 9K 32(,
230 


Table 3: 	Percentage distribution of the ACTUALLY
 
STERILIZED clients by types of informed
 
consent forms and status of signing
 

Types of :(,:seit f.:', Cateqnries of clients 
and statu" f .ipug :' ubectamy :Vasectomy All 

USA	ID-approved
 

Signed by clients 100.U 100.0 
 100.0 

Not signed by ci ents - - _ 

Not USAI D-opproved 

Signed by W Wet; -

Not signed lv, W:]ents -  _ 

No intornned co::ent fonn - - _ 

Total 
 00. 	 100.0 100.0 
N 181 C&' 49 
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Table 4: 	 Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized
 
clients by status of informed consent forms and status
 
of receipt of surgical apparel
 

Status of informed Status of Categories of clients
 
consent forms receipt of :,,


surgictl Tubectomy: Vasectomy : All
 

a 1-, ire I 

U-AID-ap.-uved Receive'i 11.4 9H.5 9U..,
 
informed m)nsent
 
forms sig:.ei b,'
 
clients 
 Did not receive 0.6 1.5 0. ; 

Sub-total 100.0 100.0 100.0
 

Informed 	 consent Received  - -
form not USAlD
approved/informed 
consent form USAID-
approved but not 
signed by clients/ 
no consent form Did not receive 

Sub-total 	 _ _
 

Received 99.4 98.5 99.-! 

All
 

Did not receive 0.6 1.5 0.-

Total 300.0 100.0 I00.c 



Table 5: 	 Percenta(ge distribut-ioti f the actuillv sterilized 
t:ube :toIi cl ients by, ii',unt reportedly received 

f' 't~itus ot facilities received
Amount cel;ortedly ,All tAReceived any : Received no 
received Ln Thka ',clients 

facility : facility 

175.00 76.8 
 NA 	 NA
 

165.00 0.6 0.6 	 

162.00 	 1.1 [.1 -


361.00 0.6 0.6 	 

160.00 0.6 0.6 	 

1.55.00 5.0 5.0 	 

150.00 	 2.2 
 1.7 	 0.5 

145.00 	 0.6 
 0.6
 

135.00 	 0.5 0.5 

330.00 	 0.5 0.5 

128.00 1.1 1.1 

l..7.00 9.4 a.8 
 0.6
 

126.00 0.., 0.5 	 

125.00 	 0.5 
 0.5
 

Total 	 100.0 22.1 	 1.1 
N 	 381 

Reported aiveOjagC utt: Tk. [(- .2
 

Estimated averile 
 amount consiPit r inq the 'recei.-*cd Olly
 
facility' category re-eived 
 the ipproved amount: ITk.174.60 

Note: NA t,, ';tands (jl:not I))1ic,ible c oe .in thi-	 Lie 

Table 6: 	 Percentaqe distributin of the ictually :,sterilized 
vase(-to,):i l;]entn b,, wit I re Iorted.y rece i ved 

vo ut.i 	 Re]i~' I '"c . I ' (:;r.<''en : , 
i: .' : i ' _________],.. 
 ..
 

_ I I 1 0v'. . 

I 7!5 . u f/~ 	 }:.')(JO) : • [ 	 IA. -.	 IA
 

Total 	 0..0 1.5 
N 6'6t
 

Repor ted averge 11101-, it : 'Ik. 17, . 1 

Note: NA ii ithtO1-1 n' do: ,, nott qi J ie a va.e:; 

http:ITk.174.60


Table 7: 	 Perc.,"ntagc- distributiuln .)f the ACTUALLY
 
STERILIZEb clients by :Litus of promise

for un~appr~ove i. items
 

Status of promise for Cateiories of clients
 
unapproved items 
 ':Tubectomy:Vasectomy, All 

Promised for unapproved
 
items
 

Not promised :fo!
 
unapuroved items 100.0 100.0 100.0
 

Total 	 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N 181 68 

Table 8: -.iPerc(,tL;,iitr(ibut t . ctu.liv 
stcr.; 1zQ( c i .e~its v .' .fthr they knew 
before sterilization th t they could n 
have any 	-hild after accepting sterilization 

Status of knowidocj 	 , Categories of clients 
- Tubectom ' Vasectomy : All 

Knew 
 100.0 100.0 	 100.0
 

Did not knew 	 - _ _ 

Total 
 00.0 100.0 lOU.0
 
N 1.81 68 -j
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Table 9: Percentae di stributio. . the ctually 

!-;teriIize.
: 1.ion ies , I :if leon tl, of time 
novey nI :{ri ;]' ti , ',:.it u t having:i 


t , t .... ...ti, Im e-1i. 

P : ,' j, t -
Tei cnt m' ' :;ctomy :zi 
1 dav to 7 days 2.2 10.3 4.4 

8 dan., , to 15 , .5 5.) 3.6 

16 d6.s 2 . 1.6 4..14 2.4 

1 monthI I_, , 17.7 1,1.7 16.9 

More Lhiii . v Lm,.tii: 
to a t 6.6 10.3 7.6 

More tin ,1in ti:: 
to 0 mn_.,Itis 12.7 10.3 12.1 

More hi n th:., 
to K i ntis 32.6 17.6 28.5 
.lore tlin ! , .i .3.h .5 -4.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N 181 
 68 21-9
 

Tab]e 10: Percentage distribution of the actually 
steiIized clients I catejories whether 
tile,., h ad , . had 
Iad, stori1iza tion km fre ,ir operation 

Lalke i to ... e who already 

::t lk ., : 

If y . 0' : ~ n ' " n l v '' A ]l]
 
,,het r. , ",,t.; ;:,"7;7, iez.: _ 

t.7)
 

Talk', : ". ,,.' 79., 

Did "l:, t, IL 1 I .0( 4.;. 1 20. I 

Tota I 100.0 10( .o 100.11 
N _______.... < . "12 
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Table 11 	 Percentage lijstrihutioll Ot: the actualIy sterilized client:: 
by tho ]en;th oi- t:i.me t i1!:hd seriously thouqlIt about 
having the te iII.atL ::LJit ;rIi ,ind w eth _ur tiecy had La] :(: 
to anyt. .. ;' .id aire::i .;erili:uati un 1Aelure their 

Period '<.:k 

beIore :..I z. . ' 	 L ""
 
,}.ed 
 Ta I .ed 

, t, lk, i 'Calk 
' T 	;La]I ''a e,'D i')d not' ,L : I 

Less ti::11 	 .3 dav': - .1 "i0.. ,.6 7.4 13.2 

1 monti. 1( 0 mo(.ii,t 33.2 . 37.1 25.0 10.3 35. 

More ti!:: C) montlis 
to 12 mi-:ith: .).3 3.3 32.6 11.8 5.9 17., 

lore ti :, 	1. year 22.1 1.0 23.7 11.7 14.7 

Total 89.0 11.0 100.0 55.9 44.1 100.0 
N 18 -1 _ 	 _,. , 

Table 12: 	 Peice r iqc di :;t:rii)utu ioi , thle .wtual ly :;teri I i::ed 
c] ient_.; 111;: %t61oitele tie.''. i. th su ge(JcteOUiu,(:'I1'
f ;': :-t ri I i:',t., Lftr ,a-cepting :;teci 1i:a 
t i :',t ,:,,r .:.'t .... P..'.UcI( -;U/j est t , ii1..,ulIe 

in the future 

St ",f i _ __.: : el::; . I U; 

'i lV iv.z:;ectOmy1_' A l ] 

Gaived juq je Io u ".. ,5. 7).
 

1"'ol'Ak~i "I~t' t : lit III e ( ., , . , 	 )
 

future 1.5 	 O.-I 

Tot,I 	 0). 100.0 100.0
 
11 1;., 68 2,19
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Table 15: Percentage distribution of 
the actually sterilized 
tubectomy clients by reported age of client and 
husband 

Age group ', _Age r;rOup ::us;Ind (in .ears)
 
of clientn I I I I' 1 
r 30-34 - 40-44 :.5-0 :50-51 :55-59 :60-(4 Total(in years) I I 

20 - 24 4.4 .]  - - - 0.6 6.1 

25 - 29 13.A 21.0 1.7 1.7 1.7 0.6 40.5 

30 - 34 - 13.3 16.6 7.7 1.1 0.50.5 39.7 

35 -  2.739 - 3.9 5.0 1.1 0.5 13.2 

40 - 44 -  - 0.5 - - - 0.5 

Total 1.8.2 35.41 21.0 13.8 7.8 1.62.2 100.0 
N = 181
 

Mean age of tubectomy client : 30.6 years
 
Meani age of L e husband : .ii.0 year:;
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Table 17: 	Percentage distribution of the actually
 
sterilized clients by reported number of
 
living children
 

Reported number o-,' Cateroiies of client; 
living children 'Tubectomy Vasectumy: All 

0 	 0.6 - 0.4 

1 	 1.7 3.0 2.0 

2 	 12. 2 19.1 14. 1 

3 	 27.6 22.1 26.1 

4 	 28.7 14.7 24.9
 

5 	 14.9 19.1 16.1 

6 	 7.7 13.2 9.2 

7 	 3.3 2.9 3.2 

8 	 1.1 4.4 2.0 

9 	 1.7 1.5 1.6
 

10 	 0.5 - 0.4 

Total 
 i0J.0 	 100.0 100.0
 
N 	 181 68 249 

Mean number of
 
living children 4.0 4.3 4.0
 

Table 18: 	 Percentage distribution of the actually
 
sterilized clients by employment status
 
of womeii
 

Employment statms Cateqories of clients 
of wife/client 'Tubectomy :Vasectomy ' All 

Employued witL Ltsii 
earning 6.1 7.6 9.2 

Employed without 
cash earning 3.3 - 2.4 

Not employed 90.1 82.4 88.0 

Not stted 0.5 - 0.4 

Total 	 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N 18 1 	 24' 
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Table 19: 	 Percentage distributim of the actually 
sterilized clients by occupation of 
husband/wife
 

Occupationn of Categories of clients 
husband/wife :Tubectomv' Vasectomy: All 

Agriculture 16.6 23.5 18.5
 

Day labour 45.9 4S.5 46.6
 

Business 	 19.3 
 17.7 	 18.9
 

Service 	 17.1 . 14.8 

UnemqxA n'ye 	 0.' f 1.5 0.8 

Not stated 	 0.5  0.4 

Total 	 100.0 100.0 100.0
 
N 181 18 2419 

Table 20: 	Percentage distribution of the actual ly
 
sterilized clients by their educational.
 
level 

1vCateq(,ri ; of clients 
Educational level ao',Tubectomy ;Vasectomy I All 

No schooling 75.1 67.6 73.1 

Class I- IV 10.0 13.2 10.1) 

Cla;: V_ i.0 7.1 6.1 

Cla:; V - I: (.) '1.4 6.0 

SSC and HSC 1.7 4.4 2., 

Degree ,ni, above 0.6 3.0 1.2 

Total 	 100.0 100.0 100.0 
N 	 181 68 249
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Table 21: 	 Percentage distributiu. of the actually 
sterilized clients by religion 

Religion I Categories of clients
 
:'I'l'tomy Vasectomy I All
 

Mus Iim 	 89. 0 C-119.7 89.2 

Hindu 	 10.5 10.3 10.4 

Christian 	 0.5 - 0.4 

Total 100.0 ]00.0 100.0
 
N 181 249
 

Table 22: 	 Pe cent ge distribution of the actually 
sterilized clients by ownership of land 

Status of land Categories of clients 
ownership :'Tubectomy :Vasectomy ' All 

Owned land 32.6 3(). 7 34.5 

Did not own land 67.4 00.3 65.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
 
N 181 68 249
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Table 23: 	 Percentage distribution of the service 
providers/helpers by stitus of interview 

Categories of service 
Interview status providers/helpers 

:Physician :Clinic Staff: Helpers 

Interviewed 75.0 96.7 60.3 

Not intarviwed 25.0 A.39.7 

Total 	 100.0 100.0 100.0
 
N 	 16 30 63 

Table 24: 	 Perce:ntojg distribution of the clients 
whose helpers were interviewed by status 
of receipt of helpers fee 

Status of receipt of Number of clients whose 
helper fee reported helpers were interviewed 
by helpers Tubectomy :Vasectomy : All 

Receivud 	 100.0 100.0 100.0
 

Did nI;t receive 	 -  -

Total 	 100.0 10C.0 100.0 
N 	 40 13 5
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Table 25: 	 Estimated prporjrtiohs of Antually sterilized 
clients by se lec ted upazi ls 

n iz Proportion of actually
Districtiupazila 'Seleatedt-	 sample size' 

'sterilized cases
 

STu. 'Vas. All Tub. Vas. All 

Dinajpur
Sadar .7.00 1.O0 1.00 

Langpur 
Sidar - 1 1.00 - 1.00 

0 q rw 
Sadar 19 11 30 1.00 0.91 0.97 

Joypurhat 
Sadar 25 15 40 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Serajgon j
Sadar 24 16 40 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Ku 1na 
Sadar 4 11 15 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Faridpur 
Sadar - ii 11 - 0.55 0.55 

Gazipur 
Tongi 35 5 40 0.91 1.00 0.93 

N t rs ingd
Sadar 32 8 40 0.97 0.75 0.93 

;ishoreq, ; 
S .dar 3 3 40 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Chandpur 
Sadar 35 5 40 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Noakha]i 
Sudharam IC: G 22 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Dta] A30 320 0. y 0."2 0. 96 


