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SUMMARY
 

A major purpose of the Rural Poor Survey was to provide an estimate
 

of the nutritional status of children 6 to 59 months ot age in El Salva­

dor, to compare nutritional status between regions and provide informa­

tion about certain associations of nutritional status with family charac­

teristics.
 

Anthropometry provides the description of nutritional status. The
 

survey sample was based on the Rural Poor Sample which was in turn based
 

on the Multi-Purpose Household Survey. The Rural Poor Survey L,3ed d mul­

tistage, cluster sampling technique, based on population proportionality.
 

The final sample contained 1449 households. Seven hundrcJ eleven house­

holds had children between the ages of 6 and 59 months, with a total num­

ber of 1109 children in these households. The sdmple excluded the metro­

politan area of San Salvador.
 

The findings of the survey are briefly sunuarized as follows:
 

1. Underweight
 

A child measuring less than 90 percent of the expected weight for
 

agc for a reference child is classified as being underweight. In El
 

Salvador (excluding the metropolita,, area of San S.lvador) ap)proximatey
 

53 percent of the children ar. underweight accordinj to the Gomez classi­

fication system. The ratios vary between rural/urban, reqions and Depart­

ments. In addition, 63 percent of the 711 tamillies with children had one 

or more underweight children. 

2. Acute Undernutrition
 

A Lhild measuring less than 85 percent of the expected weight for a 

reference child of the same height is classified as acutely undernourished. 
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This reflects a recent period of nutritional deficiency.
 

In El Salvador (excluding the metropolitan area of San Salvador), 2.34
 

percent of the young children are acutely undernourished. This prevalence
 

is low throughout all regions and departments of the country.
 

3. Chronic Undernutrition
 

A child measuring less t, an 90 percent of the expected height for a 

reference child of the same age is classified as beinq chronically under­

nourished. This usually reflects recurrent acute episodes or a prolonged 

period of wild to moderate nutritional deficiency. 

In El Salvador (excluding the metropolitan area of San Salvador), 25.9 

percent of the 6 to 59 month old children are chronically undernourished. 

The prevalence is lowest in the 6 to Ilmonth group and varies between rural/ 

urban, region and Department. Approxiiately 34 percent of the families with 

children 6 to 59 months had one or more children with chronic undernutrition 

and nearly 6 percent had two or more children in this category. 
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INTRODUCTION
 

The most prevalent and important form of malnutrition in El Salvador­

ean children is known as Protein-Calorie Malnutrition (PCI). Data on the
 

magnitude of the problem of malnutrition, the identification of population
 

groups ingreatest need of assistance, and the effectiveness of programs
 

aimed at improving nutritional levels can best be accomplished by periodic
 

assessment of nutritional status. Since the physical growth of young chil­

dren isso coninonly threatened in the third world by the interaction of in­

fectious diseases and dietary deficiencies, simple body measurements of chil­

dren between 6 months and 5 years of age constitute the principle means of
 

measuring PCM. Rapidly growing children have the highest risk of develop­

ing PCM. The risk is lower inchildren below 6 months of age because of
 

the high proportion who are breast feeding and also lower in those over 5
 

years of age because of the greater resistance to inftctious disease and
 

more varied dietary intake. By limiting measurements to this narrow range
 

of ages, male and female differences inmost body measurements are minimal
 

and make statistical analysis easier.
 

Standards
 

Inorder to make comparisons with other countries and within countries,
 

measurements are related to a single reference population. Although several
 

bodies of data for international reference groups exist, Waterlow et al.
 

(1977) suggest the U.S. National Academy of Science (NAS) Center for Disease
 

Control (CDC) reierence isthe most suitable and Isused in this study. This
 

reference has also been adopted recently by the World Health Organization.
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Other Countries
 

Selected comparisons for other countries are present in Figure 1 and
 

show that El Salvadorean children compare favorably with those of other
 

third world countries.
 

The focus of our survey was to identify the extent of malnutrition in
 

young El Salvadorean children ages 6 months to 59 months by the use of
 

anthropometry.
 

Underweight
 

In the past, PCM has been most frequently assessed by using a classi­

fication based on a deficiency inweight-for-age (W-A)--originally proposed
 

by Gomez.
 

Figure 1. International Comparison of Children Aged 1-4 Years
 
Using Weight-for-Age and Weight-for-Height.
 

Country Year % WITH HA - 90 % WITH WH 80
 

Brazil pre-1974 29.5 5.9 

rambia (rural) April 1975 -- 5.0 

Guatemala (rural) pre-1974 47.6 3.7 

Kenya (rural) Feb. 1977 28.7 4.4 

Philippines pre-1974 35.4 9.4 

Togo pre-1974 24.8 18.4 

Yugoslavia (rural) Pre-1974 4.2 1.5 

El Salvadora Sept. 1978 26.7 0.6 

SOURCE: Jon A. 1litchings, Child Nutrition in Rural Kenya, Central Bureau of
 
Statistics MiinistrjT o-cO-n-o ci--Planning and C6mimunity Affairs,
 
Nairoba, Kenya, Nov. 1979.
 

aData taken from current survcy.
 

In the Gomez classification scheme, children above 90 percent of the standard
 

are classified as normal. In his scheme, first degree PCM corresponds to a
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W-A index of less than 60 percent. Children in the third degree category
 

generally require hospitalization. Some organizations and clinics use a
 

W-A index of 80 percent as the dividing line between malnourished and nor­

mal. This report, however, chooses to use the Gomez cutoff points of 90,
 

75 and 60 percent because pi vious research conducted in El Salvador by
 

the Central America Research Station, CDC employed this method. Any change
 

in methods would lead to confusion when comparing results. By using the
 

weight-for-age index alone, it is impossible to determine whether a child
 

with low weight-for-age is tall with recent weight loss or stunted but well­

proportioned. Waterlow (1977) has suggested that a combination of the
 

weight-for-height (W-H) and height-for-age (H-A) indices overcome this prob­

lem.
 

Acute Undernutrition
 

Weight-for-Height is used to gain knowledge above acute or recent body
 

wasting. During an acute period of nutritional deficiency, there is a rapid
 

reduction in weight while height is much more slowly affected. If the nutri­

tional level is restored, the child may regain "normal" weight. In order to
 

be consistant with studies being carried out by CDC and the ministry of Healt
 

in El Salvador, a child weighing less than 85 percent of the reference weight
 

for-height will be classified as acutely malnourished; however, an 80 percent
 

cut off point is more frequently used in anthropometric studies.
 

Chronic Undernutrition
 

If prolonged mild to moderate or frequent acute periods of undernutri­

tion are the case, the child will fail to grow in stature. The result is
 

chronic PCM or stunting. A child who measures less than 90 percent of his
 

expected height-for-age is usually classified as chronically undernourished.
 

Figure II summarizes these concepts and their cut-off points with regard to
 

the reference medians as developed by Waterlow.
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Sample for El Salvador Rural Poor Survey
 

Salvador less the metropolitan area
The universe for the study was El 


as defined for the household survey, excludes
of San Salvador. This area, 


the following municipios (counties): Nueva San Salvador and Antiguo Cuscat-


Ian in the Departaniento La Libertad; San salvador, Mejicanos, Soyapango,
 

Ciudad Delgado, Cuscatancingo, Ayutuxtepeque, Ilopango, and San Marcos 
in
 

were designated forthe Departaiuento San Salvador. A total of 925 segwents 

the Multi-Purpose Household Survey Sample from the remainder of the country.
 

(For a description of the Multi-Purpose Household Survey, see Henry Woltman,
 

Floyd O'Quinn and Froilan Frenandez, Desano la Muestra de Hogars de El
 

Salvador, n.d.). Of these 925 segments, 350 segments are located in an ur­

areas.
ban area, while the remaining 575 are located in rural There were,
 

the average, 8.25 living quarLers in the sample per segment. This re­on 


sulted in a self-weighted sample of 1449 households, or 1/400 probability
 

of any household being selected in the sample.
 

Figure II. Combined Weight-for-Ileic'ht, Height-for-Age
 
and Weight-for-Age InJices
 

Nutritional Index

Nutritional Status 


Height-for-Age Weight-for-Age
Weight-for-Height l 


(90% > ) Normal (90% > )
1. Normal Normal (85% > ) Normal 


2. Wasting (acute
 
Normal (90% > ) Low ( < 90%)


undernutrition) Low (.4 85%) 


3. Stunting (chronic
 
Low (K 90%) Low (< 90%)

undernutrition) Normal (85% > ) 


4. Both Wasting and
 
Low (4 85%) Low (4 90%) Low ( < 90%)


Stunting 
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In July and August of 1978 each of the households were visited by inter­

viewers. Fifty-one households were not occupied. Twelve households refused
 

to be interviewed. Twelve other households were occupied, but no one was
 

present during three attempts to contact thern. Two families were traveling 

during the interview period. Six questionnaires were lost by the Ministry 

of Interior's personnel in transporting them to Ohio State. This left 1366 

completed interviews or, excluding the 51 households which were unoccupied, 

approximately 98 percent of the nccupied houses in the sample were inter­

viewed.
 

Of the 136. completed interviews, 442 were urban households and 924 were 

rural households. Since 1950 El Salvador has adopted the administrative
 

criteria for defining urban areas. As a result, the 1971 Census of Popula­

tion considers urban as those areas where the municipal authorities are
 

located (the county seats), with the limits of the municipality determined
 

by those authorities. Rural is the area formed by the cantones (townships)
 

of the municipio (county).
 

The July-August questionnaire did not contain any information on anthro­

pemetric measurements of children under 60 months. A separate questionnaire
 

was prepared by Elena Brlneman and administered during Septembur and October,
 

1978 to those families which had children 6 - 59 months of age. This re­

sulted in data being obtaived on 1109 children from 711 families--286 chil­

dren from 193 urban families and 823 children from 518 rural families.
 

Since there was a njonth lag-time between the first survey and the nutri­

tional survey, some children died. Some children left the household to live 

with relatives. Additionally, somnie families move( out of the area and new 

ones moved into the sample households. The followinq analysis deals with 

chil1(Iren ag 6 to 59 months who were living in the households In September 
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and October, 1978, regardless of whether they appeared inthe first study
 

These children should be representative of El Sdlvador (minus the
 or not. 


metropolitan areas) at time two--September-October, 1978.
 

A major advantage of using the Vulti-Purpose Household Survey-Rural
 

Poor Sampling frame is that a substantial body of data already exists on
 

the same households that responded to the nutritional survey. For example,
 

information on agricultural regions, cropping patterns, income, occupations,
 

employment history and household characteristics isavailable. By combining
 

this information, increased understanding of the factors associated with
 

This report is concerned only with
childhood malnutrition can be obtained. 


Later reports will explore the characteristics
the levels of malnutrition. 


of families with malnourished children.
 

Nutritional Measurements
 

Basic data was collected on growth indicators which can be used in con­

junction with "norms" to assess physical development in terms of percent of
 

standard weight-for-age (W-A), height-for-age (H-A), and weight for height
 

(W-H). In addition, sex, date-of-birth, arm circumference, using the
 

Colombian color coded screening tapes and frequency ot diarrhea were collec-


Data were not collected on food consumption.
ted. 


The data were coded on the questionnaires. Inaddition to anthropo­

metric measurements of the child, the mother provided information relating
 

Documen­to the date-of-birth of the child and the frequency of diarrhea. 


tary evidence on date-of-birth was obtained when available and a historical
 

calendar was developed which the Salvadorean field workers were trained to
 

obtain as accurate age date as possible. Age was calculated to decimal
 

months. Weight was measured to the nearest quarter kilogram, and height to
 

the nearest 0.1 cm.
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Each of the interviewers who administered the questionnaire and took
 

the anthropometric measurements was an experienced worker with the Central
 

America Research Station (CARS) which is associated with the Center for
 

Disease Control (CDC) in Atlanta. The work was supervised by the consult­

ing firm of Calderone, Incorporated and Elena Brineman of USAID.
 

PREVALENCE OF UNDERNUTRITION (PCM) IN EL SALVADOR
 

Underwei ght
 

Table 71 indicates that approximately 53 percent of the children in El
 

Salvador (minus the metropolitan area of San Salvador) had a W-A index below
 

90 percent of stapdard. Second and third degree PCM was 10.5 percent--a
 

high level. These findings are similar to those of Stetler (1979) (see Fig­

gure III). The prevalence of PCM as measured by the Gomez method is lower
 

in urban (49.6 percent) compared with rural El Salvador (54.1 percent). The
 

rates are differenct between agricultural regions ranging from 57.9 percent
 

in Region II to 44.8 percent in Region I. The departments of Cuscatlan,
 

Cabanas, San Vicente, Usulutan and Morazan, all had incidences of more than
 

60 percent of the children 6 months to 5 years with a W-A less than 90 per­

cent of standard. Combined Gomez second and third degree malnutrition was
 

above the national average in Cuscatlan, San Vicente, Usulutan, Morazan,
 

LaPaz and Sonsonate.
 

Table 72 indicates that the age group 12 to 23 months is the most defi­

cient when using W-A as an indicator. Nearly 20 percent suffer from second
 

and third degree PCM and only 35 percent are normal (90 percent or more of
 

standard). A comparison of Tables 73, 74, 75 and 76 show that the malnutri­

tion is worse for this age group in agricultural Regions III and IV. In
 

these areas, 39 and 28 percent, respectively, of the 12 to 23 month-olds
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exhibit second and third degree PCM.
 

Acute Undernutrition
 

Table 77 indicates that few (0.6 percent) children 6 to 59 
months were
 

This prevalence is low throughout all
 acutely undernourished or wasting. 


areas of the country, although Sah Vincente in Region 
III and the Depart-


This result indicates that
 
ments of Region IV have higher incidences. 


there wasn't a near famine situation at the time of 
the survey and that
 

seasonal influences on food availability and incidence of diarrehea 
and in­

fectious disease probably are playing a'role in the 
findir~gs.
 

If,however, the 85 percent of median cut off point is used, approxi­

mately 2.34 percent could be defined as acutely undernourished. 
Using this
 

standard, Table 78 shows that acute undernourishment 
is spread across all
 

areas. Tables 79 to 82 pre­
age groups 'but is more concentrated in rural 


sent the breakdowns for age groups by Region and show 
little variation in
 

the pattern.
 

Chronic Undernutrition
 

A child measuring less than 90 percent of the expected 
height for a
 

referenue child of the same age is classified as being chronically under-


Salvador (minus San Salvador)
nourished. Table 83 indicates that in El 


25.9 percent of the young children are chronically undernourished. 
The
 

(23.8 percent) than in rural
 
prevalence is somewhat lower in urban areas 


areas (26.6 percent). The agricultural regio,,s vary from a high of 32.4
 

to a low of 23.5 percent in Region I. The Depart­percent inRegion III 


ments of Chalatenango, Custatlan, Cabanas, Morazan, and 
San Vincente have
 

percent.the highest prevalence ranging from 32.1 to 46.1 

Table 84 indicates the prevalence is lowest in Infants (6 to 11 months) 

for the group 12 to 23 months (31.7 percent).
daid increases dramatically 
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Concurrent Acute and Chronic Undernutrition
 

Classifying children into one of four categories 
helps to quantify the
 

extent of the undernutrition problem; Figure IV summarizes the results of
 

Table 89.
 

Figure IV. Concurrent Acute and Chronic Undernitrition,
 
El Salvador, 1978
 

Percentage of Children
 

Normal
Stunted
WasL.d
Wasted & Stunted 


1.71 25.25 72.41

.63
El Salvador 


71.20
25.88
2.19
.73 


.71 23.43 


Rural 


75.87

.35
Urban 


Salvador (minus San Salvador), 0.63 percent of the children be-
In Fl 


tween 6 and 59 mor.ns are concurrently stunted 
with wasting and these chil­

dren probably need inuiediate medical attention and are at a very high risk
 

of mortality. All children in this category were found in Region IV. In
 

terms of numbers affected, stunting (affecting 
25 percent of the children
 

and arising from chronic undernutrition) is by far the most predominant
 

problem. However, those children who are wasted (1.71 percent) are indi­

vidually in a more critical situation, and in need of immediate attention.
 

Chronic Undernourlshed ChildrenFamilies with 

the sample families who had children
Table 90 der:nrsLrates that of 711 

one or more children with 
6 to 59 months, approximately 34 percent had 


and nearly 6 percent had 2 or more childr',n with
 
chronic underrlutrition 

These familie gjnerating chronically m, nourished 
chronic undernutrition. 

the fewest Socio-economic resources and 
children are likely to be those with 
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should be a priority target group both for social services and for economic
 

or development programs. At the time of the survey the greatest concentra­

tion of these families were in the departments of Cuscatlan, Cabanas,
 

Chalatenango, San Vincente, Morazan and LaPaz,
 

Families with Acute Undernourished Children
 

Table 91 shows that few families had children with acute undernourish­

ment.
 

Families with Underweight Children
 

Table 92 indicates that only approximately 37 percent of the families
 

in the survey with preschool children were normal weight (90 percent of
 

standard). In fact, nearly 17 percent had two or more underweight children
 

using the Gomez classification. The differences were more pronounced for
 

rural (64 percent) than urban (54 percent) which were below the standard
 

W-A. This indicator is usually considered to be a mixture of the chronic
 

and acute indicators of malnutrition and could also be used as an indicator
 

to identify target families or regions for socio-economic assistance or
 

development. Using this indicator Cuscatlan, Morazan, LaPaz, San Vincente,
 

Usulatan and San Miguel would be target departments.
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13.64 

34 

6 
36.56 

27.27 

53 

13 

56.99 

59.09 

93 

22 
(8.39) 

(7.69) 

.xal - - 3 4.23 3 4.23 28 39.44 40 56.34 71 (8.63) 

3.Sonsoa.te 
Urban 

Rurai 

1 
-

1 

.83 

-

.83 

12 
5 

7 

10.00 
12.50 

8.75 

13 

5 

8 

10.83 

12.50 

10.00 

47 

12 

35 

39.17 

30.00 

43.75 

60 

23 

37 

50.00 

57.50 
46.25 

120 (10.82) 

140(13.99) 

80 (9.72) 



TA3'_ _ n d 

. 

Region TI 

Urban 
Rural 

Calatengo--

Urban 

Rural 

3rd Degree(.ess b. 60) 

N % 

1 .40 

! 1.30 

- --

2nd Degree(60-74.9) 

NN % 

21 8.30 

6 7.79 

15 8.52 

5 6.17 

1 5.88 

4 6.25 

2nd + 3rd begrees 

% 

22 8.70 

7 9.09 

15 8.52 

5 6.17 

1 5.88 

4 6.25 

lst Degree
(75-89.9) 

N %N 

118 46.64 

29 37.66 

89 50 .57 

42 51.85 

6 35.29 

36 56.25 

Normal 
(90 anj above) 

%N% 

113 44.66 

41 53.25 

72 L0.91 

34, 41.98 

10 58.82 

24 37.50 

Total 

253 (22.81) 

77 (26.92) 

176 (21.39) 

81 (7.30) 

i7 (5.94) 

64 (7.78) 

5. La Libertad 

Urban 

Rural 

-

__ 

-

-

-

-

5 

2 

3 

5.88 

6.67 

5.45 

5 

2 

3 

5.88 

6.67 

5.45 

36 

10 

26 

42.35 

33-33 

47.27 

44 

i8 

26 

51.76 

60.00 

47.27 

15 (7.66) 

30 (10.49) 

55 (6.68) 

6. San Salvador 

Urban 
Ru-

-

-

.... 

-

-

1 

1 

2.86 

5.56 
... 

1 

1 

2.86 

5.56 

..----

i4 

7 
7 

40.00 

38.89 

4i.i8 

20 

10 

10 

J.I4 

55.56 

58-82 

35 

18 

17 

(3.16) 

(6.29)' 

(2.07) 

7. Cusca-.lan 

Urban 

Rural 

1 

1 

-

1.92 

8.33 

-

I0 

2 

8 

19.23 

16.67 

20.00 

11 

3 

8 

21.15 

25.00 

20.00 

26 

6 

20 

5C.00 

50.00 

50.00 

15 

3 

12 

26.85 

25.00 

30.00 

52 

12 

40 

(4.69) 

(4.20) 

(4.86) 



TABLE 72. WEIGHT FOR AGE AS A PERCENTAGE OF MEDIAN, USING GOMES METHOD FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 
MONTHS, BY AGE COHORT, EL SALVADOR, 1978
 

3rde 2nd.* 2nd.&3rd. 1st., Noral 

Age/Resiience (60)
N % 

(60-74.9) (75) 
N % 

(75-89.9) 
N N 

(90+) 
% N 

TOTAL 
% 

6 - 11 Months - - 11 8.15 11 8.15 53 39.26 71 52.59 135 (12.17)b 

Urban - - 3 7.50 3 7.50 15 37.50 22 55.00 40 (13.99)c 

Rural - - 8 8.42 8 8.42 38 40.00 49 51.58 95 (11.54)d 

12 - 23 Months 1 .41 46 18.93 47 19.34 110 45.27 86 35.39 243 (21.91) 

Urban 1 1.82 10 i6.18 11 20.00 2i 38.18 23 41.82 55 (19.23) 

Rural - - 36 19.15 36 19.15 89 47.34 63 33.51 188 (22.84) 

24 - 35 Months 1 .46 15 6.91 16 7.37 80 36.87 121 55.76 217 (!9.57) 

Urban - - 3 5.45 3 5.45 14 25.45 38 69.09 55 (19.23) 

Rural 1 .62 12 7.41 13 8.03 66 40.74 83 51.23 162 (19.68) 

36 - 47 Months 3 1.46 13 6.31 16 7.77 80 38.83 110 53.40 206 (18.58) 

Urban 2 3.85 3 5.77 5 9.62 21 40.38 26 50.00 52 (18.18) 

Rural 1 .65 10 6.49 11 7.14 59 38.31 84 54.55 154 (18.71) 

48 - 59 Months 1 .32 25 8.12 26 8.44 148 48.05 134 43.51 308 (27.77) 

Urban - - 8 9.52 8 9.52 38 45.24 38 45.24 84 (29.37) 

Rural 1 .45 17 7.59 18 8.04 110 49.11 96 42.86 224 (27.22) 

TOTAL 6 .54 110 9.92 116 10.46 471 42.47 522 47.07 1109 100.00 

Urban 3 1.05 27 9.44 30 10.49 109 38.11 147 51.40 286 100.00 

Rural 3 .36 83 10.CQ 86 10.45 362 43.99 375 45.57 823 100.00 

aPrcentages in Columns 1, 2, 4 and 5 will add accross to 
100 percent.
 

bPercentage of total.
 

c nt ,irhan total. 



3rd Degree 2nd Degree 2nd + 3rd Degrees st Degree Normal Tota 
kLess than 60) (60-74.9) (Less than 75) (75-89.9) (90 and above) 

Area N % N %N N% 

egion 21 13.91 21 13.91 65 43.05 65 43.05 151 (13.62) 

Urban - - 4 10.81 4 10.81 15 40.54 18 48.65 37 (12.94) 

Rural - - 17 14.91 17 14.91 50 43.86 47 41.23 114 (13.85) 

8. La :az - - 8 13.33 8 13.33 16 26.67 36 60.00 60 (5.41) 

Urban - - 1 6.67 1 6.67 4 26.67 10 66.67 15 (5.24) 

Rural - - 7 15.56 7 15.56 12 26.67 26 57.78 45 11. j 

9. .. n - - 3 7.32 3 7.32 24 58.54 14 34.15 41 (3.70) 

Urban ..- - -- - .( - ) 
Rural - - 3 7.32 3 7.32 24 58.54 14 34.15 41 (3.70) 

10. San Vicente - - 10 20.00 10 20.00 25 50.00 15 - 50 (4.51) 

Urban - - 3 13.64 3 13.64 11 50.00 8 36.36 22 (7.69) 

Rural - - 7 25.00 7 25.00 14 50.00 7 25.00 28 (3.40) 

4 .94 48 11.32 52 12.26 186 43.87 186 43.87 424 (38.23) 
2 1.90 9 8.57 11 12.37 44 41.90 50 47.62 105 (36.71) 

Rural 2 .63 39 12.23 41 12.86 142 44.51 136 42.63 319 (38.76) 

I!. Usulutan 1 1.02 15 15.31 16 16.33 45 45.92 37 37.76 98 (8.84) 

u-ban ... .. .. 9 47.37 10 52.63 19 (6.64) 

Rural 1 1.27 15 18.99 16 20.26 36 45.57 27 34.18 79 (9.60) 

12. Zan kig e! - - 14 10.45 14 10.45 54 40.30 66 59.25 134 (12.0) 

Ub- - 7 17.50 7 17.50 15 37.50 18 45.00 40 (13.99) 

Rural - - 7 7.45 7 7.45 39 41.49 48 51.06 94 (11.)12) 

13. M razezn 3 3.61 8 9.64 11 13.25 45 54.22 27 32.53 83 (7.48) 

2 7.41 2 7.11 4 14.82 13 48.15 .0 37.04 27 9.44) 

1 1.79 6 10.71 7 12.50 32 5T.:" ±i 30.36 5 (6.80) 

U-oc - - 1a11 10.09 1i 10.09 42 38.53 56 51.38 109 (9.83) 
Uran- - - - 7 36.84 12 63.16 19 (6.64) 

-9" - - 11 12.22 11 12.22 35 38.89 44 48.89 90 (10.94) 

SZtL. :: Pura: z' cr S,.rvey, l Salvador, 1978 

a-ezemtags m s 1, 2, L and 5 will %ddaccross to 100 percent. 

een-a-es tzt al sa-ple. 

.eze=ze :fU tcta1. 
zer= e:,t ae cf F tI"c-a. 



WIGHT FOR AGE AS A PERCENTAGE OF MEDIAN, USING GOMEZ METHOD 
FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 To 59 MONTHS,
 

TABLE 73. 

BY AGE COHORT FOR REGION I, EL SALVADOR, 1978
 

3rd.0 2nd.* 2nd.&3rd? Ist.0 Normal 

(N60) 
1% % 

(60-74.9) 
N % 

(75) 
N % 

(75-89.9) 
N % N 

(90+) 
% N 

TOTAL 
% 

6 - 11 Months - - 2 5.88 2 5.88 5 14.71 27 79.41 34 (12.10)b 

Urban - - - - 1 10.00 9 90.00 10 (14.93)' 

Rural - 2 8.33 2 8.33 4 iL.E7 18 75.00 24 (11.21)d 

12-23 Months - - 5 7.14 5 7.14 26 37.14 39 55.71 70 (24.91) 

Urban - - 2 13.33 2 13.33 4 26.67 9 60.00 15 (22.39) 

Rural - - 3 5.45 3 5.45 22 40.00 30 54.55 55 (25.70) 

24 - 35 Months - - 3 5.17 3 5.17 18 31.03 37 63.79 58 (20.64) 

Urban - - 1 8.33 1 8.33 3 25.00 8 66.67 12 (17.91) 

Rural - - 2 4.35 2 4.35 15 32.61 29 63.04 46 (21.50) 

36 - 47 Months 1 2.17 1 2.17 2 4.34 16 34.78 28 60.87 46 (16.37) 

Urban - - - - - - 5 41.67 7 58.33 12 (17.91) 

Rural 1 2.94 1 2.94 2 5.88 11 32.35 21 61.76 34 (15.89) 

48 ­ 59 Months - - 9 12.33 9 12.33 37 50.68 27 36.99 73 (25.98) 

Urban - - 5 27.78 5 27.78 8 44.44 5 27.78 18 (26.87) 

Rural - - 4 7.27 4 7.27 29 52.73 22 40.00 55 (3.70) 

TOTAL 1 .36 20 7.12 21 7.48 102 36.30 158 56.22 281 100.00 

Ur;an - - 8 11.94 8 11.94 21 31.34 38 56.72 67 100.00 

1Rural.47 12 5.61 13 6.08 81 37.85 120 56.07 214 100.00 

a?ercenages in Coit--ns 1, 2, 4 and 5 will add to 103 percent. 

Oercentaze cf total. 

Percentage of urban total.
 



TASE 7. A PERCEN'TAGE 07 '-.D:A.N USNG GC.-S METPOD FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS,ACE Az 
AGE COHORT FRKEGION ::, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

3rd.' 2nd. 2nd.&3rda Ist. Normal 

(Cb 
NN 

) (60-74.9) 
_A. 

(475) (75-89.9) 
N % N 

(90+) 
% N 

TOTAL 
% 

6 - ii Months - - 3 10.71 3 10.71 t, 21.43 19 67.86 28 ( b.07)b 

Urban - - 1 10.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 7 70.00 10 (12.99)C 

Rural - - 2 11.11 2 11.11 4 22.22 12 66.67 18 (10.23)d 

12 - 23 Months - - 5 9.26 5 9.26 28 51.85 21 38.89 54(21.34) 

Urban - - 2 11.76 2 11.76 6 35.29 9 52.94 17 (22.08) 

Rural - - 3 8.11 3 8.11 22 59.46 12 32.43 37 (21.02) 

24 - 35 Months - - 4 7.55 4 7.55 16 30.19 33 62.26 53(20.95) 

Urban - - - - 2 18.18 9 81.82 11 (14.29) 

Rural - - 4 9.52 4 9.52 14 33.33 24 57.14 42 (23.86) 

36 - 47 Months 1 2.00 5 10.00 6 12.00 29 58.00 15 30.00 50 (19.76) 

Urban 1 5.26 2 10.53 3 15.79 9 47.37 7 36.84 19 (24.68) 

Rural - - 3 9.68 3 9.68 20 64.52 8 25.81 31 (17.61) 

48 ­ 59 Months - - 4 5.88 4 5.88 39 57.35 25 36.76 68 (26.88) 

Urban - - 1 5.00 1 5.00 10 50.00 9 45.00 20 (25.97) 

Rural - - 3 6.25 3 6.25 29 60.42 16 33.33 48 (27.27) 

TOTAL 1 .40 21 8.30 22 8.70 118 46.64 113 44.66 253 100.00 

Urban 1 1.30 6 7.79 7 9.09 29 37.66 41 53.25 77 100.00 

Rura 15 8.52 15 8.52 89 50.57 72 40.91 176 100.00 

tercenzae, :n Coi..ns 1, 2, 4 and 5 will add across to 100 percent. 

Pe of total sazple. 

2erzcntage of urban total. 

,rcetaeof rural total. 



TABLE 75. WEIG"iT 

Ae/Residence 

FOR AGE AS 

3rd.' 

(c60)
N % 

A 
BY 

PERCENTAGE OF 
Ag£ COHORT FOR 

2nd.0 

(60-74.9)
N % 

EDITAN USING GOMEZ METHOD FOR ALL 
REGION III, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

2nd.& 3rd. ist. 0 

(,75) (75-89.9) 
N % N 

CHILDREN AGES 6 

Normal 

(90+) 
N % 

TO 59 MONTHS, 

TOTAL 
N % 

6 - 11 Months - - 2 10.53 2 10.53 11 57.89 6 31.58 19 (1258)b 

Urban - - 1 16.67 1 16.67 5 83.33 - - 6 (16.22)c 

Rural - - 1 7.69 1 7.69 6 46.15 6 46.15 13 ( d140)d 

12 - 23 Months - - 13 39.39 13 39.39 12 36.36 8 24.24 33 (21-35) 

Urban - - 3 42.86 3 42.86 2 28.57 2 28.57 7 (18.92) 

Rural - - 10 38.46 10 38.46 10 38.46 6 23.08 26 (22.81) 

24 - 35 Months - - 1 3.23 1 3.23 15 48.39 15 48.39 31 (20.53) 

Urban - - - - - - 4 36.36 7 63.64 11 (29.73) 

Rural - - 1 5.00 1 5.00 11 55.00 8 40.00 20 (17.54) 

36 -47 Months - - - - - - 12 50.00 12 50.00 24 (15.89) 

Urban . - .- 1 25.00 3 75.00 4 (10-81) 

Rural - - - - - - 11 55.00 9 45.00 20 (17.54) 

48 - 59 Months - - 5 11.36 5 11.36 15 34.09 24 54.55 44 (29.14) 

Urban - - - - - - 3 33.33 6 66.67 9 (24.32) 

Rural - - 5 14.29 5 14.29 12 34.29 18 51.43 (30.70) 

TOTAL - - 21 13.91 21 13.91 65 43.05 65 43.05 151 100.00 

Urban - - 4 10.81 4 10.81 15 40.54 18 48.65 37 100.00 

Rural 
a -

- - 17 14.91 17 14.91 50 43.86 47 41.23 114 100.00 

Percentagc- in Columns 1, 2, 4 and 5 will add across to 100 percent. 

bpercentage of total sample. 

CPercentage of urban total. 



iABLE 76. WE-urHT FOR AGt AS A PERCENTAGE OF MEDIAN USING GOEZ METHOD FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, 

BY AGE COHORT FOR REGION IV, EL -ALVADOR, 1978
 

° 
3rd.0 2nd. 2nd.&3rd ls.;orma
 

Age/Residence ('60) (60-74.9) (05) (75-89.9) (90±) TOTAL 
N % N % N % N % N % N % 

6 ­ 11 Months - - 4 7.41 4 7.41 31 57.41 19 35.19 54(2.74) 

Urban - - 1 7.14 1 7.14 7 50.00 6 42.86 14 ((13.33) c 

Rural - - 3 7.50 3 7.50 24 60.00 13 9.56 40 54)d 

12 - 23 Months 1 1.16 23 26.74 24 27.90 44 51.16 18 20.93 86 (2.28) 

Urban 1 6.25 3 18.75 4 25.00 9 56.25 3 18.75 16 (15.24) 

Rural - - 20 28.57 20 28.57 35 50.00 15 21.43 70 (21.94) 

24 - 35 Months 1 1.33 7 9.33 8 10.66 31 41.33 36 48.00 75 (17.69) 

Urban - - 2 9.52 2 9.52 5 23.81 14 66.67 21 (20.00) 

Rural 1 1.85 5 9.26 6 11.11 26 48.15 22 40.74 54 (16.93) 

36 - 47 Months 1 1.16 7 8.14 8 9.30 23 26.74 55 63.95 86 (20.28) 

Urban 1 5.88 1 5.88 2 11.76 6 35.29 9 52.94 17 (16.19) 

Rural - - 6 8.70 6 8.70 17 24.64 46 66.67 69 (21.63) 

48 ­ 59 Months 1 .81 7 5.69 8 6.50 57 46.34 58 47.15 123 
(29.01) 

Urban - - 2 5.41 2 5.41 17 45.95 18 48.65 37 
(33.24) 

Rural 1 1.16 5 5.81 6 6.97 40 46.51 40 46.51 86 
(26.96) 

TOTAL 4 .94 48 11.32 50 12.26 186 43.87 186 43.87 424 100.00 

Urban 2 1.90 9 8.57 11 10.47 44 41.90 50 47.62 105 100.00 

Rural 2 .63 39 12.23 41 12.86 142 44.51 136 42.63 319 100.00 

"7cr-ntages in Columns 1, 2. 4 and 5 will add across to 100 percent. 

?erccntages of total sample. 

:'orcentagcs of uiban total. 

"Percentages of rural total. 



TABLE 77. WE I(AII Uk iEIGliI AU A PERC ENAG k , , Z Z-: C d L ZEZZ AGES . Q M ONT1S, BY NATION AND REGION. EL SALVADOR, 1978 

-(SO. N 
<-84-9/<85.0% 85-89.9% 90.0-94.9%

N Z 95-99.9%
' 

100-119.,'.
w 7 

0
0 

-

F! Salvacor 7 .63 19 1.71 26 2.34 79 7.12 160 14.42 178 16.05 622 56.09 44 3.97 1109 100.0 

irban Z .73 - - 2 .70 16 5 59 38 13.29 49 17.13 170 59.44 11 3.85 286 (2 5 .79 )b 

Rural 5 .61 19 2.31 24 2.92 63 7.65 122 14.82 129 15.67 452 5'.92 33 -.b 

Region I 

Urban 

-

-

-

-

2 

-

.71 

-

2 

-

.71 

-

7 

4 

2.49 

5.97 

27 

7 

9.61 

10.45 

47 

10 

16.73 

14.93 

181 

43 

64.41 

64.18 

17 

3 

6.05 

4.-? 

281 (25 .34 )b 

C' 

1"ral - - 2 .93 2 .93 3 1.40 20 9.35 37 17.29 138 64.49 14 6.54 214 (2 6 .00)d 

1) Ahluachapan - - - - - - - - 3 4.41 9 13.24 51 75.00 5 7.35 68 .. L . jJ 

. . . . 5 100.0 - - 5 (1.75) 

&ural . . . . . .. . 3 4.41 9 14.29 46 73.02 5 7.94 6 (7.65) 

-) 5aa Aa 1-1 1.08 1 1.08 1 1.08 8 8.60 18 19.35 62 66.67 3 3.23 93 (8.39) 

U~rban - - - - 1 4.55 1 4.55 5 22.73 15 68.18 - - 22 (7.69) 

iural - - 1 1.08 1 1.08 - - 7 9.86 13 18.31 47 66.20 3 4.23 71 (8.63) 

3) Somso:ate - - 1 .83 AA3 6 5.00 6 13.33 20 16.67 68 56.67 9 7.50 120 (10.82) 

rb -. -... 3 7.50 6 15.00 5 12.50 23 57.50 3 7.50 40 (13.99) 

iAral - - 1 1.25 1 1.25 3 3.75 10 12.50 15 18.75 45 56.25 6 7.50 80 (9.72) 

i&g--m - - 4 1.58 4 1.58 15 5.93 37 14.62 48 18.97 141 55.73 8 3.16 253 (22.81) 

rbaz - - - - 3 3.90 8 10.39 16 20.78 47 61.04 3 3.90 77 (26.92) 

Rral - - 4 2.27 4 s., 12 6.82 29 16.48 32 i6. oA6 V 53.41 5 2.84 176 (21.39) 

-) -.a~a~e-=go - - 1 1.23 1 1.23 5 6.17 12 14.81 17 20.99 45 55.56 1 1.23 81 (7.30) 

rb- - - - - - 1 5.88 - - 6 35.29 9 52.94 1 5.88 17 (5.94) 

i .ral . - - 1 1.56 4 6.25 12 18.75 11 17.19 36 56.25 - - 64 (7.78 
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-,z,. 

s 
,. 
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:. 
91.94 

N : 
, 

, 

c 10-119.9, 

N : 
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TOTAL 

4 -. 
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- 1 1.6 I 1.2 

2 

3 
t.b7 
5.45 

, 

s 
3. 33 

i4.55 
8 

i5 

26.b7 

27.27 
14 

27 

46.67 

49.09 

2 6.67 

. S2 

30 

55 

(10.49) 

(6.68) 

) 

1 

-

. 

° 

-

... 

-

1 

1 

2.86 

5.581­

1 

-

..86 

.-

j 1 

1 

-

I 

2 * 

-

.. 

.3 

2 1.11 

'2 11.76 

2 

2 

-

5.71 

11.11 

-

26 

14 

12 

74.29 

77.78 

70.59 

1 

-

1 

2.86 

-

5.88 

35 

17 

6.29) 

(2.07) 

7) aitLaa - - 1 1.92 

-

1 

-

1.92 

-

& 

-

7.69 

-

9 

2 

17.31 

16.67 

6 

-

11.54 

-

29 

10 

55.77 

83.3 

3 

-

5.77 

-

52 

12 

(4.69) 

(4.20) 

- - 1 2.o I 2.50 4 10.0 ; 17.51 6 15.00 19 47.50 3 7.50 40 (4.86) 

- 11, 1 .I 

-

2 

-

.. 2 3 

-

1.91 

-

16 

i 

10.60 

2.70 

25 

6 

.6.!6 

21.62 

21 

6 

13.91 

16.22 

79 

21 

52.32 

!,6.76 

7 

1 

4.64 

2.70 

i5l (13.62) 

37 2.9") 

. 2 .1.75 3 2.63 15 13.16 17 :14.9i s5 11.16 58 50.88 6 5.2b 114 (13.-5" 

-

-e. 

-

.-

1 1.67 

. 

1 

. 

I.A? 

.. 

6 7.59 9 

2 

.5.00 

13.3 

9 15.00 

6.6 

32 

12 

53.33 

80.00 

3 

-

5.03 

-

63 

15 

(5.41) 

* , 

-

. 

-. 

-

. 

.. 

1 

. 

2.22 

-

.. 

1 

-

2.22 

-

.. 

6 

2 

14.63 

4.5 

.. 

2 

6 

15.56 

14.63 

8 

6 

17.78 

146.63 

.. 

20 

26 

-

44.44 

63.41 

.. 

3 

1 

-

6.67 

2.44 

.. 

4.5 

41 

-

(5.47) 

(3.70) 

(- ) 

,,- - - - - 2 :.. ...... 6 '4.63 26 63.41 1 2. .4 4 ,, -

ZZ Sam T14- 1 ..03 1 2.00 2 4.00 8 16.00 10 20.00 6 12.00 21 42.00 3 6.00 50 (.51) 

:T,W. - -

1.ra.51 

-

1 

-

3.51 

-

2 
-

7.14 

1 

7 
4.55 

25.00 

6 27.21 

4. 14%.29 

5 

1 

22. 3 

3.57 

9 

12 

40.91 

42.86 

1 

2 

4.7,5 

7.14: 

Z2 

28 
(7.69) 
(.0 



T..7-', ,:iiC -­n'd) 
__ _ S0-84.9Z 85". 85-89.9t 90-94.9% 95-99.9t 100-119.9% 120%+ TOTAL 

_____ X- 74 s :TL 
*it : .. , .: 2.9 17 4.01 41 9.67 71 16.75 

-N1 7. 

62 14.62 

N % 

221 52.12 

N %z 

12 2.83 424 (38.23) 

2 1.9 - - 2 1.9) 8 7.62 15 14.29 17 16.19 59 56.19 4 3.81 105 (36.71) 

1.25 11 3.45 15 4.70 33 10.34 56 17.55 45 14.11 162 Du.io 8 2.51 319 (38.76) 

1:) : 1.tai 2 2.04 3 3.36 5 5.10 12 12.24 24 24.49 11 11.22 44 44.90 2 2.04 98 (8.84) 

1 5.26 - - 1 5.26 - - - - 5 26.32 13 68.42 - - 19 (6.64) 

.ra1 1 1.27 3 3.80 4 5.07 12 15.19 24 30.38 6 7.59 31 39.24 2 2.53 79 -.. 

12) ,a- e.& 2 1.49 1 .75 3 2.24 14 10.45 19 14.18 23 17.16 69 51.49 6 4.48 134 (12.08) 

- - - - - - 7 17.50 8 20.00 3 7.50 19 47.50 3 7.50 40 (13.9) 

a 2 2.13 1 1.06 3 3.19 7 7.45 11 11.70 20 21.28 50 53.19 3 3.19 94 (11.42) 

.3) . raran 1 1.20 3 3.61 4 4.61 4 4.82 16 i9.28 15 18.07 43 51.81 1 L.)U 3 (7.48) 

. bam 1 3.70 - - 1 3.70 1 3.70 5 18.52 3 11.11 16 59.26 1 3.70 27 (9.44) 

ia.al - - ! . :. . .64 12 21.4 7 48.21 - - (b. U) 

) lUL n 1 .92 4 3.67 5 4.69 11 10.09 12 11.01 13 11.93 65 59.63 3 2.75 109 (9.83) 

Z.rb.a= - - - - - - - 2 10.53 6 31.58 11 57.89 - - 19 (6.64) 

,.ra. 1 1.11 4 4.44 5 5.55 11 12.12 10 11.11 7 7.78 54 60.00 3 3.33 90 (10.94) 

- ?-. r S_.r:ev n El Salvador, 1978 

ze-:a;es Zo_1 I, 2~2. .. 5. 6. 7 and 8 will add across to 100 percent. 

-:- an total. 

€?erzer..:A&e Of r-ural total. 



TABLE 73. iEICHT FOR HEIGHT AS A PERCENTAGE OF KEDIAN FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 5' MONTHS, BY AGE COHORTS, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

-._ e.ze 
so 

, I 
BO-8..9 
- * 

85 . 85-S9.92 

N % 

90-94.9% 

N % 

9)-99.9% 

N % 

10O-119.9% 

N % 

120%+ 

N z N 

TOTAL 

% 

...... s 3 2.22 1 0.74 4 2.96 10 7.41 26 19.26 20 14.81 69 51.11 6 4.44 135 (12.17)b 

7~ral 

& n0-

3 3.16 

0 

1 

-

1.05 

- -

'.21 

3 

7 

7.50 

7.37 

9 

17 

22.50 

17.69 

7 

13 

17.50 

13.68 

20 

49 

50.00 

51.56 

1 

5 

2.50 

5.26 

40 ( 1 3 . 9 9 )C 

95 (l1.54) 
d 

12 - 33 Months 4 1.65 7 2.88 11 4.53 34 13.99 47 19.34 33 16.05 100 41.15 12 4.94 243 (21.91) 

Urban 2 3.64 0 - 2 3.64 6 10.91 12 21.82 8 14.55 25 45.45 2 3.64 55 (19.23) 

-ural 2 1.06 7 3.72 9 4.78 28 14.89 35 18.62 31 16.49 75 39.89 10 5.32 188 (22.84) 

2- 35 Mcnths 0 0.00 6 2.76 6 2.76 14 6.45 28 12.90 26 11.98 134 61.75 9 4.15 217 (19.57) 

Lrban 0 0.00 2 - - - 3 5.45 5 9.09 6 10.91 39 70.91 2 3.64 55 (19.23) 

Rural 0 0.00 6 3.70 6 3.70 11 6.79 23 14.20 20 12.35 95 58.6 7 7 4.32 162 (19.66) 

36 - 47 cnths 0 0.00 1 0.49 1 .49 6 2.91 26 12.62 31 15.05 139 67.48 3 1.46 206 (18.58) 

rbar. 0 0.00 0 - - - 0 0.00 5 9.62 12 23.08 34 65.38 1 1.92 52 (18.18) 

Rural 0 0.00 1 5.26 1 5.26 6 3.90 21 13.64 19 12.34 105 68.18 2 1.30 154 (18.71) 

48 ­ 59 Mc-ths 0 0.00 4 1.30 4 1.30 15 4.87 33 10.71 62 20.13 180 58.44 14 4.55 308 (27.77) 

Urbaa 0 0.00 0 - - - 4 4.76 7 8.33 16 19.05 52 61.90 5 5.95 84 (29.37) 

0z.al0.00 4 1.79 4 1.79 11 4.91 26 11.61 46 20.54 128 57.14 9 4.02 335 (27.22) 

TOTAL 7 0.63 19 1.71 26 2.34 79 7.12 160 14.43 176 16.05 622 56.09 44 3.97 1109 100.00 

L'ran 2 0.70 - - 2 .70 16 5.59 33 13.29 '9 17.13 170 59.44 11 3.85 286 100.00 

Rural 5 0.61 19 2.31 24 2.92 63 7.65 122 14.82 129 15.67 452 54.92 33 4.01 823 100.00 

will add across to 100 percent.
. s ., Z . , , 6, 7 and 8 

e?rcetage of total. 

¢?ercen:age of urban total. 

der :,tage of rural total. 

;n CcI.-. 



TABLE 79. WEIGHT FOR HEIGHT % PFF','rTAGE OF '!EDIAN FOR CIILDIEN AGES 5 TO 59 ?IONTIiS, BY AGE COHORTS, REGION I, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

ou 60-84.9Z .85% 85-89.9% 90-94.9Z 95-99.9% 100-119.92 120%+ TOTAL 

Ae!residence N % N 1 N %a N % N I N % N z N % N % 

6 -ii Months 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 3 Q.Q2 2 5.88 26 76.47 3 8.82 34 (12.10)b 

Urban 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 9 90.00 1 10.00 10 (14.93)c 

Rural 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 3 12.50 2 8.33 17 70.83 7 8.33 24 (11.21)d 

12 - 23 Months 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 1 1.43 12 17.14 12 17.14 39 55.71 6 8.57 70 (2491) 

U'rban 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 6.67 3 20.00 3 20.00 7 46.67 1 6.67 15 (22.39) 

Rural 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 9 16.36 9 16.36 32 58.18 5 9.09 55 (25.70) 

24 - 35 Months 0 - 1 1.72 1 1.72 1 1.72 3 5.17 8 13.79 44 75.86 1 1.72 58 (20.64) 

Urban 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 1 8.33 2 16.67 9 75.00 0 0.00 12 (17.91) 

Rural 0 - 1 2.17 1 2.17 1 2.17 2 4.35 6 13.04 35 76.09 1 2.17 46 (21.50) 

36 - 47 Months 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 1 2.17 4 8.70 6 13.04 34 73.91 1 2.17 46 (16.37) 

Urban 0 - - - 0 - 0 0.00 1 8.33 2 16.67 9 75.00 0 0.o0 1(17.91) 

Rural 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 1 2.94 3 8.82 4 11.76 25 73.53 1 2.94 34 (15.89) 

48 - 59 Months 0 - 1 1.37 1 1.37 4 5.48 5 6.85 19 26.03 38 52.05 6 8.22 73 (25.98) 

Urban 0 - 0 - 0 - 3 16.67 2 11.11 3 16.67 9 50.00 1 5.56 18 (26.87) 

Rural 0 - 1 1.82 1 1.82 1 1.82 3 5.45 16 29.09 29 52.73 5 9.09 55 (25.70) 

TOTAL - - 2 0.71 2 0.71 7 2.49 27 9.61 47 16.73 181 64.41 17 6.05 281 100.00 

"-,- - - - - - 4 5.97 7 in 4, i . o L ' ,4 R ' ..48 67 " 100.00 

Rural - - 2 0.93 2 0.93 3 1.40 20 9.35 37 17.29 138 64.49 14 6.54 214 100.00 

a.-ilu. I, 2, 4. 5. 6. 7 and 8 will add aorus to 100 pert-ent. 
bPercentage of total.
 

CPercenage of urban total.
 

dercentage of rural total.
 



FOR CHILDREN ACES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, BY AGE COHORTS, REGION II, EL SALVADOR, 
1978
 

WEIGHT FOR i.LIGHT AS A PERCENTAGE OF MEDIANTA611 3. 


- "%.. 1 N z N I N N N 

6 - 11 Mnths 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 £4.-9 6 21.43 10.71 14 50.00 1 3.57 28 b 

Urban 0 - 0 - - - 1 10.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 5 50.00 0 0.00 10 (12.99) 

Rural $, - C.co 0 0.00 3 16.67 3 16.67 2 11.11 9 50.00 1 5.56 18 (10.23)d 

!Z - 23 .)n~hs 0 - 1 1.85 1 1.85 5 9.26 10 18.52 10 18.52 24 44.44 4 7.4'1 54 (21.34) 

Urban 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 5.88 1 5.88 1 17.b5 11 64.71 1 5.88 17 (22.08) 

Rural 0 - 1 2.70 1 2.70 4 10.81 9 24.32 7 18.92 13 35.14 3 8.11 37 (21.02) 

:4.­ 35 .months , - 2 3.77 2 3.77 2 3.77 6 11.32 7 13.21 34 64.15 2 3.77 53 (20.95) 

Urban 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.0 1 9.09 1 9.09 8 72.73 1 9.09 11 (14.29) 

Riral 0 - 2 4.76 2 4.76 2 4.76 5 11.90 6 14.29 26 61.90 1 2.38 42 (23.86) 

- 47 Y.,iths 0 - 1 2.00 1 2.00 2 4.00 7 14.00 12 24.00 28 56.00 0 0.00 50 (19.76) 

-­z n 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 1 5.26 7 36.84 11 57.89 0 0.00 19 (24.68) 

R,;ral 0 - 1 3.23 1 3.23 2 6.45 6 19.35 t, 16.13 17 54.84 0 0.00 31 (17.61) 

43 - 59 Yonths 0 - 0 0.00 C 0.00 2 2.94 8 !;.76 ib 23.53 41 60.29 1 1.47 68 (26.88) 

U:ban 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 5.00 2 iO.00 4 20.00 12 60.00 1 5.00 20 (25.97) 

Rural 0 - 0 0.00 0 0.00 1 2.08 6 12.50 12 25.00 29 60.42 0 0.00 48 (27.27) 

;L - - 4 1.58 4 1.58 15 5.rp3 37 4.62 4.. 18.97 141 55.73 8 3.16 233 100.00 

Urban - - - - - - $ - 10.39 Lt. 20.78 47 61.04 3 3.5G 77 100.00 

R ;raI - - 4 2.27 4 2.27 12 6.82 21 16.48 32 18.18 94 53.41 5 2.84 176 100.00 

n, 2, 3, 6.1 7 ar-'5 I il~ dL 

:fur.- total. 

S-T7cn:lz.e c-fr-ral total.
 



TABU 81. Z.' FOR HEIGiT AS A PERCESr-TAGE OF ':MDIAN FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, BY AGE COHORTS, REGION III, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

". . .. ? , .1Z TOTALO -. - , 
a 
 N % N 1 N % N % 

_ _N __ N % N 1 

1"' 5.26 0.00 26.32 1 5.26 11 57.89 1 5.26 19 (12.58)b6 - 5.26 0 1 0 5 

, - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 2 33.33 1 16.67 3 50.00 0 0.00 o (16.22) 

1l 7.69 0 0.00 1 7.59 0 0.00 3 23.08 0 0.00 8 61.54 1 7.69 13 (11.40)d 

33(21.85) Z3 n.-c.ths 0 0.CO 1 3.03 1 3.03 9 27.27 7 21.21 7 21.21 8 71.7. 1 3.03 

rbaz 0 - 0 - 0 - 1 14.29 3 42.86 1 14.29 2 28.57 0 0.00 7 (18.92) 

R-ra. 0 0.00 1 3.85 1 3.85 8 30.77 4 15.38 6 23.08 6 23.08 1 3.85 26 (22.81) 

24 - 35 .,:.'t-s 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 .2.90 7 Z4.:) 4 12.90 .) ,..94 3 9.68 31 (20.53) 

0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 2 lb.18 3 27.27 6 54.55 0 0.00 11 
(29.73)
 

a.ra.0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 20.00 5 25.00 1 5.00 7 35.00 3 15.00 20 (17.54)0 

i6- 47 monts 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 16.67 6 25.00 14 58.33 0 0.00 24 (15.89) 

0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 0 O.CO 1 25.00 3 75.00 0 0.00 4 (10.81) 

Faral 0 0.00 0 G.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 4 20.00 5 25.00 11 55.00 0 0.00 20 (17.54) 

45 - 5 y =rhs 0 0.0O 1 2.27 1 2.27 3 6.82 2 4.55 3 6.82 33 75.00 2 4.55 44 (29.14) 

Urba= 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 1 11.11 0 0.00 7 77.78 1 11.11 9(24.32) 

;ra1 0.00 1 2.86 1 2.86 3 8.57 1 2.86 3 8.57 26 74.29 1 2.86 35 (30.70) 

-AL 1 0.66 2 1.32 3 1.98 16 10.60 25 16.56 21 13.91 79 52.32 7 4.64 151 100.00 

- - - - - - 1 2.70 8 21.62 6 16.22 21 56.7b 1 2.70 37 100.00 

1 0.88 2 1.75 3 2.63 15 13.16 17 14.91 15 13.16 58 50.88 6 5.26 114 100.00 

:7 -. 1si, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 will add across to 100 percent. 

b?erce-age Qf a:oa1. 

C?erze.-:ae of ur1.an total. 

d.?ercezage of rura1 total. 

http:33(21.85


TA3LE 82. 1ZEIGHT FOR HEIGHT AS A PERCENTAGE OF MEDIAN FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, BY AGE COHORTS, REGION IV, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

Age/Residence N 
_0 

z 
850-84.9Z 
N . % 

85Z 
a 

85-89.9% 
N z 

90-94.9% 
N % 

95-99.9% 
N z 

100-119.9% 
N % 

120%+ 
N % N 

TOTAL 
z 

1 Months 2 3.70 1 1.85 3 5.55 6 11.11 12 22.22 14 25.93 18 33.33 1 1.85 54 (17-74 )b 

Urban 0 0.00 0 - 0 - 2 14.29 4 28.57 5 35.71 3 21.43 0 0.00 14(13.33)' 

Rural 2 5.00 1 2.50 3 7.50 4 10.00 8 20.00 9 22.50 15 37.50 1 2.-0 40( 12 .54 )d 

12 - :3 Mcn ths 4 4.65 5 5.81 9 10.46 19 2 .09 18 20.93 10 11.63 29 33.72 1 1.16 86(20.28) 

Urban 2 12.50 0 - 2 32.50 3 18.75 5 31.25 1 6.25 5 31.25 0 0.00 16 (15,24) 

Rural 2 2.86 5 7.14 7 10.00 16 22.86 13 18.57 9 12.86 24 34.29 1 1.43 70 (21.94) 

24 - 35 X.nLhs 0 0.00 3 4.00 3 4.00 7 9.33 12 16.00 7 9.33 43 57.33 3 4.00 75(17.69 ) 

Ulrban 0 0.00 0 - 0 - 3 14.29 1 4.76 0 0.00 16 76.19 1 4.76 21(20.00) 

Rural 0 0.00 3 5.56 3 5.56 4 7.41 11 20.37 7 12.96 27 50.00 2 3.70 54 (16.93) 

36 - 47 Months 0 G.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 3 3.49 11 12.79 7 8.14 63 73.26 2 2.33 86(20.23) 

Ujrban 0 0.00 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 3 17.65 2 11.76 11 64.71 1 5.88 17(16.19) 

K . I 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 3 4.35 8 11.59 5 7.25 52 75.36 1 1.45 69 (21.63) 

45 - 3' Mcnths 0 0.00 2 1.63 2 1.63 6 4.88 18 14.63 24 19.51 68 55.28 5 4.07 123 (29.01) 

Urb-.n 0 0.00 0 - 0 - 0 0.00 2 5.41 9 24.32 24 64.86 2 5.41 37 (35.24) 

Rural 0 0.00 2 2.33 2 2.33 6 6.98 16 18.60 15 17.44 44 51.16 3 3.49 86 (26.96) 

IUAI 6 1.42 11 2.59 17 4.01 41 9.67 71 16.75 62 14.62 221 52.12 12 2.83 424 100.00 

2 1.90 - - 2 1.90 8 7.62 15 14.29 17 16.19 59 56.19 4 3.81 105 100.00 

Rural 4 1.25 11 3.45 15 4.70 33 10.34 56 17.55 45 14.11 162 50.78 8 2.51 319 100.90 

a- .'- 4, S, 6, 7 and 8 will Hd n-ro,: to 1o0 perenr. 

entae of total. 

ce-cenzace of urban total. 

L".r;-enzage of rural total. 



ON7HS, BY NATION AND REGIONS, EL SALVADOR, 1978 
A;,.z 53. m , F& A E AS A ?(CNTAL;U. OF MEiDA FOR CIL.)EN AGES sF0 59 

50-94.. . 95-99.9Z 100%+ TOTAL 

Area * 
65-6S.9t
N t 

907._____ 
N -a N z N t N X N Z 

El Salvador -

r,7 

6.4D 

5.9. 

216 

51 

19.48 

17.83 

287 

68 

25.85 

23.77 

473 

120 

42.65 

41.96 

258 

73 

23.26 

25.52 

91 

25 

8.21 

8.74 

1109 

286 

100.0 

(2 5 7 9 )b 

Rural 

Region 

54 

18 

6.56 

6.41 

165 

48 

20.05 

17.08 

219 

66 

?6.61 

23.49 

353 

118 

42.89 

41.99 

185 

70 

22.4w 

24.91 

cf 

27 

Q n2 

9.61 

823 (74.21)b 

281 ( 2 5 b3 4 ) 

tro.. 5.97 9 13.13 13 19.40 26 38.81 20 29.85 6 11.94 67 (2 3 .4 3)c 

Rural 14 6.54 39 18.22 53 24.76 92 42.99 50 23.36 19 8.88 214 (26.003d 

1) AN.caPan 4 5.88 11 16.18 15 22.06 27 39.71 19 27.94 7 10.29 68 (6.13) 

Lrb.n - - 1 20.00 1 20.00 2 40.00 - - 2 40.00 5 (1.75) 

Rural 4 6.35 10 15.o7 15 22.22 25 39.68 19 30.16 5 7.94 63 (7.65) 

2) Santa na 2 2.15 18 19.35 20 21.50 40 43.01 2z 23.66 11 11.83 93 (8.39) 

.rb.n i 4.55 2 9.09 3 13.64 9 40.91 8 36.36 2 9.09 22 (7.69) 

.ral 1 1.41 16 22.54 17 23.95 31 43.66 14 19.72 9 12.68 71 (8.63) 

3) i2 10.00 19 15.83 31 25.83 51 42.50 29 24.17 9 7.50 120 (10.82) 

l 3 7.50 6 15.00 9 22.50 15 37.50 12 30.00 4 10.00 40 (3.99) 

R.ral 9 11.25 13 16.25 22 27.50 36 45.00 17 21.25 5 6.25 80 (9.72) 

n 11 20 7.91 50 19.76 70 27.67 101 39.92 58 22.92 24 9.49 253 (22.81) 

Lrba7 9.09 12 15.58 19 24.67 28 36.36 22 28.57 8 10.39 77 (26.92) 

1ra113 7.39 38 21.59 51 28.98 73 41.48 36 20.45 16 9.09 176 (21.39) 

. 7 8.64 19 23.46 26 32.10 27 33.33 23 28.40 5 6.17 81 (7.30) 

trban 2 11.76 3 17.65 5 29.41 5 29.41 6 35.29 A J.o 17 (5.94) 

Lura. ) 

4 

7.bl 

.71 

1o 

12 

23.Uu 

.14.17 

21 

16 

32.81 

1r.. 3 

22 

39 

34.38 

45.38 

17 

19 

2o.5o 

22.35 

4 

11 

6.25 

12.94 

o4 

85 

(7.78) 

(7.66) 

rban 2 6.67 4 13.33 6 20.00 11 35.67 10 33.33 3 10.00 30 (10.49) 

.ral 2 3.64 8 14.55 10 18.19 28 50.91 9 16.36 8 14.55 55 (6.68) 

6 ar Salwazr 2.86 3 8.57 4 11.43 16 45.71 10 28.57 5 14.29 35 (3.16) 

,,,: 

;iral 

i 

-

5.56 1 

2 

5.56 

11.76 

2 

2 

11.12 

11.76 

9 

7 

50.00 

41.18 

4 

6 

22.22 

35.29 

3 

2 

16.67 

11.76 

18 

17 

(6.29) 

(2.07) 

7) C._scatlan 1 15.38 16 30.77 22 46.15 19 36.54 6 11.54 3 3.77 52 (4.69) 

-ran 16.67 4 33.33 6 50.00 3 25.00 
--

2 

, 

16.67 1 

7 

8.33 

%n00 

12 

40 

(4.20) 

, 



9-4-9%_9 . -9 - 9. 95--99.9Z 100%+ TOTAL 
Area N "N , N z N % N Z N % 

egior ! :s 6.62 39 25.8k 49 32.45 58 38.41 28 18.54 16 10.60 151 (13.62) 

;:rban i 2.-0 9 24.32 1O 27.02 16 43.24 7 18.92 4 10.81 37 (12.94) 

k. rja: 9 7.89 3, 26.32 39 3.21 42 36.84 L 18.42 12 10.53 114 (13.85) 

) L.3Pz 2 3.33 14 23.33 16 26.66 22 36.67 14 23.33 8 13.33 60 (541) 

U-ban - - 4 26.67 4 26.67 7 46.67 4 26.67 - - 15 ( 

R.,r.,1 2 '..44 10 22.22 12 26.66 15 33.33 10 22.22 8 17.78 45 (5.47) 

'j c:. .... 2 4.88 15 36.59 17 41.47 16 39.02 5 12.20 3 7.32 41 (3. 70) 

Crban - - - - - -

,ral 2 4.88 15 36.59 17 41.47 16 9.02 5 12.20 3 7.32 41 

(- ) 
(370) 

- SS.*a 7L-nte 6 12.00 10 0.00 16 32.00 20 40.00 9 a nn 5 10.00 50 (4.51) 
Urban 1 4.55 5 22.73 6 27.28 9 40.91 3 13.64 4 18.18 22 

Rrja 5 17.86 5 17.86 10 35.12 11 39.29 6 21.43 1 3.57 28 

(7.69) 
(3.40) 

3e& io i'" 23 5.2 79 18.63 102 24.05 196 46.23 102 24.06 24 5.66 424 (38.23) 
rb.a 5 4.76 21 20.20 26 24.76 50 4.62 24 22.86 5 4.76 105 (36.71) 

ural 18 5.64 58 18.18 76 23.82 146 45.77 78 24.45 19 5.96 319 (38.76) 

11) ;sulu:an 5 5.10 16 16.33 21 21.43 1 50.00 24 24.49 4 4.08 98 (8.84) 
'a - - 1 5.26 1 5.26 10 52.63 6 31.58 2 10.53 19 (6.64) 

Kra1 5 6.33 15 18.99 20 25.32 39 49.37 18 22.78 2 2.53 7 (9.60) 

.2) S.n 've 6 4.48 23 17.16 29 21.64 65 48.51 34 25.37 6 4.48 134 12.08) 

lrS.;n 3 7.50 8 20.00 11 27.50 20 50.00 8 20.00 1 2.50 40 (13.99) 
..rai i 3.19 15 15.96 18 19.15 45 47.87 26 27.66 5 5.32 12) 

'I) srazaa 9 10. = 18 21.69 27 32.53 35 42.i,1/. A1 4 4.82 3 (7.4 ) 

-= 2 7.41 9 33.33 Ii 4.74 2 e..44 4 1'.81 - - 27 (9.44) 

,=a1 7 12.5.3 9 16.07 16 28.57 23 41.07 13 23.21 4 7.14 56 (6.80) 

3 .75 22 23.18 25 22.93 47 43.13 27 24.77 10 9.17 109 (9.83) 

-r - - .3 15.79 3 15.79 8 42.11 6 31.8 2 10.53 19 6.64) 

3 3.33 19 21.11 22 24.44 39 43.33 21 23.33 8 8.89 90 (10.94) 

a. ?zcr S%.rvey in E. Salva-;r 

oi..s 1. 

.: zal o 

. i 2. 4, 5 and 6 will add across to 100 percent. 

http:95--99.9Z


TABLE 84. HEIGHT FOR ACE AS A PERCENTAGE Uk MEDIA FOR CHILDRE-. AGLb o iu v wNithc. Di A Lut.urloLr.. )oL.jWR, 1916 

%- 11 Mez 

N 

-

2Z 

I 

.9. 

ii.5 6 

950 ,5-S 

11.85 

90-94.9t 
% 1 

41 33.37 

95-99.91 
N % 

47 34.81 

100%+ 
N 2 

31 22.96 

TOTAL 
N % 

135 ( 1 2 . 1 7 )b 

- - 2 5.00 2 5.00 13 32.50 16 40.00 9 22.50 40 (1 3 .9)C 

itral - -1 14.74 14 14.74 28 .9.47 .i 32.63 22 23.16 95 (11.5 4 )d 

12 - 23 !Iahs 12 4.94 o5 Z6.75 77 31.69 110 45.27 39 16.05 17 7.CO 243 (21.91) 

5 9.G9 9 16.36 14 25.45 21 38.16 14 25.45 6 10.91 55 (19.23) 

L-rai 7 3.72 56 29.79 63 33.51 E9 47.34 25 13.30 11 5.85 188 (22.84) 

24 - 15 M hbs 17 7.53 32 14.75 49 22.58 06 40.55 58 26.73 22 10.14 "' (19.57) 

Crba 1 1.82 7 .2.73 8 14.55 27 49.09 15 27.27 5 9.09 55 (19.23) 

Iral 
36- 47 M-:hs 

16 
22 

9.58 
10.68 

25 
30 

15.43 
14.56 

41 
52 

25.31 
25.24 

61 
91 

37.65 
44.17 

43 
51 

26.54 
24.76 

17 
12 

10.49 

5.83 

162 (19.68) 

206 (18.58) 

6 

16 

11.54 

10.39 19 

:121.15 

'.Z. 

17 

35 

32.69 

22.73 

23 

68 

44.23 

44.16 

8 

43 

15.38 

27.92 

4 

8 

7.69 

5.19 

52 (18.18) 

154 (18.71) 

4S - 59 MIC-It 20 t.49 73 23.73 93 30.19 143 46.43 63 20.45 9 2.92 308 (27.77) 

Crban 

itral 

XAL 

5 

15 

71 

5.95 

6.70 

6.40 

22 :6.19 

51 ZZ.77 

2 1t .­ 5 
52"5.9.;.nj 

27 

66 

287 
r6 

32.14 

29.47 

25.88 
23.7-

36 

107 

473 
10 

42.86 

47.77 

42.65 
41.6 

20 

43 

258 
73 

23.81 

19.20 

23.26 
25.52 

1 

8 

91 

25 

1.19 

3.57 

8.21 

8.74 

84 (29.37) 

224 (27.22) 

1109 100.00 

?86 100.00 

54a .5.6 :65 23.:5 219 26.61 353 42.89 185 22.48 66 8.02 823 100.00 

5 and 6 will add across to 100 percent.a zzt:s:a . 2. ... 

- -. zar al 



TA3- £5. i-L,IT FOR Aa AS A PwiC._TAZE OF MEDIA i76R CHLILZR.L. AGES b To 59 %ONTHS, BY AGE COHORT, REGION I, EL SALVADOR., 1978 

sr- c.- -94. z 15-99.9 %OO+ Total 

I 8-E.2 S£.92 7 2o.S4 17 so.00 7 25.91 IV. 12.1U) 

- - 2 20.00 6 60.00 2 20.00 10 (14.93)* 

Ld.iI - - I I.!.A) I 12. .O' L.. 4 t1 '..l - S t." -.. (11.20 

Z,..sI v 1.14 21 iO.1g) 31 ,...2'1 i 1i..1.V). k 7 O.o 

,. I te.61 1 6.bW 2 13.3 
/ A 40. 0 13.53 2 13.13 is (22.19) 

r.21 1.82 18 32.73 19 34.55 25 45.45 6 10.91 5 9.09 55 (25.70) 

2. - 35 %ths 3 5.17 10 17.2 13 22.41 22 37.93 16 27.59 7 12.07 58 (2C.64) 

= 1rb1 8.33 1 8.33 2 16.66 6 50.00 3 25.00 1 8.33 12 (17.91) 

2 .A5 9 19.57 11 23.92 16 34.78 13 28.26 6 13.04 46 (21.50) 

om- hs 4 8.70 . 8.70 8 17.40 20 43.48 14 30.43 4 8.70 46 (16.37) 

- - 27 1b. 7 2 16.67 % 41.67 3 25.00 2 16.67 12 k 1
7 
. 
9 
1) 

,.e1 '. 11.11. .' ,. ,. 17.64 1' 41.12 11 12. I 2 5.N$ 14 05.8Q) 

,,I %-i,,t.. " I.I. II 12 1t.14 2.'.l72s. 'I 5.21 12 I3.44 2 7.41 I 1 25.'l) 

-. 11.11 /.I. IA .' Ii1. i I Th. 4 1 1l.h7 I b I &'6.81) 

i.°..l I I.'.71 1 1!.11 14 '.46%h. IZ i4 9 16.16 1 I'.2 

i,.I U1 l~I. h.1 *1 1l.ei*, 66 2 3. 111 41.99 70 24.41 27 9.4.1 .'1il It0. l0 

,1 .,. 19 16.22 53 24.76 92 42.99 50 23.36 19 8.88 214 100.00 

" ,, as i, i.a l. 
° c 'I . 



TABLE 86a. HEI;HT FOR AGE AS A PERCENTACE OF ?EEDIAN FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, BY AGE COHORT, REGION II, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

Age Groip 
S< 8555-9.9% 90 

Pe'c.2ntage of Median 

90-94.9% 95-99.9% 100%+ Total 

N N % .N %N % 

6 - n Fnts - 2 7.14 2 7.14 8 28.57 9 32.14 9 32.14 28 (11.07) 
b 

Lran - 1 10.00 1 10.10 2 20.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 10 ( 1 2 .q 9 )c 

Rural - - 1 5.56 1 5.56 6 33.33 6 3.33 5 27.78 18 (1 0.23 )d 

12 - 23 1..iths 3 5. o 10 18.52 13 24.08 25 46.30 10 18.52 6 11.11 54 (21.34) 

r. 2 11.76 3 17.65 5 29.41 4 25.53 6 35.29 2 11.76 17 (22.08) 

Ru a 2.70 7 18.92 8 21.62 21 56.76 4 10.81 4 10.81 37 (21.02) 

24 - 35 Months i.1.. , o.o 7.74 20 37.74 4 7.55 53 (20.95) 

- - 1 9.09 1 9.09 3 27.27 6 54.55 1 9.09 11 (14.29) 

4 9.52 4 9.52 8 19.04 17 40.48 14 33.33 3 7.14 42 (23.86) 

36 47 Montns 11 22.00 12 24.00 23 46.00 17 34.00 8 16.00 2 4.00 50 (19.76) 

Urban 4 21.05 5 26.32 9 47.37 6 31.58 3 15.79 1 5.26 9 (24.68) 

Rural 7 22.58 7 22.58 14 45.16 11 35.48 5 16.13 1 3.23 31 (17.61) 

43 - 59 Months 2 2.94 21 30.88 23 33.82 31 45.59 11 16.18 3 4.41 68 (26.88) 

b 1 5.00 2 10.00 3 15.00 13 65.00 4 20.00 - - 20 (25.97) 

Rural i 2.08 19 39.58 20 41.66 18 37.53 7 14.58 3 18.75 48 (27.27) 

7OTAL 20 7.91 50 i9.76 70 27.67 101 39.92 58 22.92 -4 9.49 253 100.00 

rbaa 7 9.09 12 15.58 19 24.67 28 36.36 22 28.57 8 10.39 77 100.00 

R.rat
 

SOURCES: Same as Table 84.
 



TA1ILE 66b. HEIGHT FOR AGE AS A PERCENTACE nr "mlTANFOR CHILDREN AGES 6 T2 cn vnNTHS, BY AGE COHORT, REGION III, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

A e Group 

Residencc 

_Percentage 

< 8% 
N 

85-89.9" 

N 

< 90% 

N % 

of Median 
90-94.9% 

N 

95-99.04 

N % 

100%+ 

N % N 

Total 

% 

6 - 11 Months - - 4 21.05 4 21.05 7 36 84 5 26.32 3 15.79 19 (12 .5 8 )b 

Urb.in - - 1 16.67 i 16.67 4 66.67 1 16.67 - - 6 (16 .22 )C
 

d
 
I 1 d Rdr.- - 3 23.08 3 23.06 3 23.08 4 30. , 

12 - 23 Munths 2 6.06 10 30.30 12 36.36 13 39.39 7 21.21 1 3.03 33 (21.85) 

Cri~n I 14.25 L :..'Q 2 ZS.58 3 42.86 1 14.29 1 14.29 7 (18.92) 

Rural 1 3.85 9 34.62 10 38.47 10 34.46 6 23.08 - - 26 (22.81) 

24 - 25 Manths 4 12.90 5 16.13 9 2w.03 10 32.26 6 19.35 6 19.35 31 (20.53) 

Urban - - 2 18.18 2 18.18 4 36.36 2 18.18 3 27.27 11 (29.73) 

Rural 4 20.00 3 15.00 7 35.00 6 30.00 4 20.00 3 15.00 20 (17.54) 

36 - 47 Months 1 4.17 3 12.50 4 16.67 13 54.17 4 16.67 3 12.50 25 (15.89) 

Uran - - - - - - 3 75.00 1 25.00 - - 4 (10.81) 

Rural 1 5.00 3 15.00 4 20.00 10 50.00 3 15.00 3 15.00 20 (17.54) 

48 - 59 Months 3 6.82 17 38.64 20 45.47 19 34.09 6 13.64 3 6.82 44 (29.14) 

Ursan - - 5 55.56 5 55.56 2 22.22 2 22.22 - - 9 (24.32) 

Raral 3 8.57 12 34.29 15 42.86 13 37.14 4 11.43 3 8.57 35 (30.70) 

TOTAL 10 6.62 39 25.83 49 32.45 58 38.41 28 18.54 16 10.60 151 100.00 

Urban. 2.70 9 24.32 10 27.02 16 43.24 7 18.92 4 10.81 37 100.00 

Rtral 9 7.89 30 26.32 39 34.21 42 36.84 21 18.42 12 10.53 ii4 100.00 

SiMUWES: Same as Table 84. 



TA3LE 87. HEIGHi FOR AGE AS A PERCENAGE OF MEDIAN FOR CHILDREN AGES 6 TO 59 MONTHS, EY AGE COHORT, REGION IV. EL SALVADOR, 1978
 

Age qr~p Percentage of Median
 
< 35! 85-89.9t < 90: 90-94.9t 9.-99.9% 100%+ Total 

ResN . e : N %N % % S % N 

3- . - - 7 12.96 7 12.96 19 35.19 1G 29.63 12 22.22 54 (12.74) 

-z!;-- - - - - 5 35.71 6 42.86 3 21.'3 14 (13.33)
 

- - :1.3o 7 17.50 14. 35.00 10 25.00 9 22.50 40 (12.54)
 

-.2 '1 ."ooths 5 5.81 26 33.23 31 36.04 41 47.67 11 12.79 3 3.49 86 (20.28)
 

1 6.25 4 25.00 5 31.25 8 50.00 2 12.50 1 6.25 16 (15.24)
 

- :-: - 'j .*.f o X -.-- 73 (21.94) 

2 - 35 wnths 6 8.30 12 16.00 18 24.00 36 48.00 16 21.33 5 6.67 75 (17.69) 

-rban 
 - - 3 14.29 3 14.29 14 66.67 4 19.U5 - - 21 (20.00)
 

:tra: 6 11.11 9 16.67 15 27.78 22 43.74 12 22.22 5 9.26 54 (16.93)
 

6- 47 M1c as 6 6.95 11 12.79 17 19.77 41 47.67 25 29.07 3 3.49 86 (20.28)
 

2 11.76 4 23.53 6 35.29 9 52.94 1 5.88 1 5.88 17 (16.19) 

4 5.80 7 10.14 11 15.94 32 46.38 24 34.78 2 2.90 69 (21.63) 

4- 59 %.htts 6 4.98 23 18.70 29 23.58 59 47.97 34 27.64 1 .81 123 (29.01) 

2 5.41 1) 27.03 12 32.44 14 37.84 11 29.73 - - 37 (35.24) 

4 -4.6 13 15-2 17 2.77 5 52.33 23 26.74 1 1.16 86 (26.96) 

23 5.-2 79 18.63 !G2 24.05 196 46.23 102 24.06 24 5.66 424 100.00 

5 ;.76 21 20.00 26 24.76 50 47.b2 24 22.86 5 4.76 i25 .UO.00 

i 5.64 53 18.18 76 23.32 146 45.77 78 24.45 19 5.96 319 100.00 

5XZ S:Sme as 74ble 64. 

http:90-94.9t
http:85-89.9t
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,. 

T ANDARD SCORES OF :EI FOR HEIGHT AND HEIGHT FOR AGE 
E-.,A595 M6NTHS Z59 .... .-LVAhDOR, 1978 

,cre c: H:z:: :or Aac as percentaze of Population 
-3.99 :c -2.99 to More than 

3-,. -2.00 -2.00 

FOR 

TOTAL 

-3.C or less 3 100.00 3 .27 

a 

-2.99 to -2.50 

Rral 

-2.., to-2.00 

-

1 

1 

-

. 

-

33.13 

50.00 

-

.. 

-

. 

-

1 

-

1 

1 

-

33.33 

-

100.00 

14.29 

3 

1 

1 

-

6 

100.00 

33.33 

50.00 

-

85.71 

3 

3 

2 

1 

7 

.36 

.27 

.70 

.12 

.63 

.-

-Yire t-az -2.00 

Rura 

.' AL 

R.ra4 

58 

14 

4 

59 

15 

-

5.29 

4..93 

5.42 

5.32 

5.24 

5.35 

-

129 

31 

98 

129 

31 

96 

-

11.77 

10.92 

12.07 

11.63 

10.84 

11.9i 

1 

298 

74 

224 

300 

74 

226 

14.29 

27.19 

26.06 

27.59 

27.05 

25.87 

27.46 

6 

611 

165 

446 

621 

166 

455 

85.71 

55.75 

58.10 

54.93 

56.00 

58.a4 

55.29 

7 

'-096 

284 

812 

1109 

286 

823 

.85 

98.83 

99.30 

98.66 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 



:,g 59. SU.ARY OF ;A.:7._E-R 
BY 

CATGCOR S FOR CHILDREN AGES 
REGION, EL SALVAD3R, 1978 

i TO 59 MONTHS OF AGE, 

,r 
No r-aI 

Chronic 

Under-

nutrition 

% 

Acute 

Under-

nutriti3nC 

N 

Combined 

Acute & 

Chronicd 

% N 
TOTAL 

E1 Salvador 803 72.41 280 25.25 19 1.71 7 .63 1109 100.00 

.rban 217 75.87 67 23.43 1 .35 1 .35 286 25.79 

Rural 586 71.20 213 25.88 18 2.19 6 .73 823 74.21 

Region I 213 75.80 66 23.49 2 .71 - - 281 25.34 

Urban 54 80.60 13 19.40 - - - - 67 23.43 

Rurai. 159 74.30 53 24.77 2 .93 - - 214 26.00 

Region 11 179 70.75 70 27.67 4 1.58 - - 253 22.81 

Urban 58 75.32 19 24.68 - - - - 77 26.92 

Rural 121 68.75 51 2%.gP 4 ".27 - - 176 21.39 

Zegion 1II 99 65.56 49 32.45 3 1.99 - - 151 13.62 

Urban 27 72.97 10 27.03 . .. . 37 12.94 

Rural 72 63.16 39 34.21 3 2.63 - - 114 13.85 

Region iW 312 73.58 95 22.41 10 2.36 7 1.65 424 38.23 

78 74.29 25 23.81 1 .95 1 .95 105 36.71 

7. -. a:er ha 

234 73.35 

5% of - an 

70 21.94 

hti'age greater than 

9 2.82 

90% of median. 

1.88 319 38.76 

.-a-a an' t/age boss than 90% of median. 

t:.h e>s tan of"a: -eatanand ht/age greater than 93' of median. 



TABLE 90. FAMILIES WITH MALNOURISHED CHILDREN AGES 5 TO 59 MONTHS,
 

USING HEIGHT FOR AGE CR[TERIA, BY NATION, REGION, AND
 

DEPARTMENT, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

Families with Families with 

Families with I or more 2 or more 

all children children children 

lt/Age 90+Md lit/Age _90 Md Hlt/Ape 490Md TOTAL 

Area N % N % N % N 

National 469 65.96 242 34.04 41 5.77 711 

Urban 135 69.95 58 30.05 10 5.18 193 

Rural 334 64.48 184 35.52 31 5.98 518 

Region I 137 70.26 58 29.74 8 4.10 195 

Urban 41 78.85 11 21.15 2 3.85 52 

Rural 96 67.13 47 32.87 6 4.20 143 

1. Ahuachapan 35 70.00 15 30.00 0 0 50 

Urban - - 1 33.33 0 0 3 

Rural - - 14 29.79 0 0 47 

2. Santa Ana 50 74.63 17 25.37 3 4.48 67 

Urban - - 3 16.67 0 0 18 

Rural - - 14 28.57 3 6.12 49 

3. Sonsonate 52 66.67 26 33.33 5 6.41 78 

Urban - - 7 22.58 2 6.45 31 

Rural - - 19 40.43 3 6.38 47 

Region II 100 62.89 59 37.11 II 6.92 159 

Urban 33 68.75 15 31.25 4 8.33 48 

Rural 67 60.36 44 39.64 7 6.31 ill 

4. Chalntenaingo 26 54.17 22 45.83 4 8.33 48 

Urban - - 4 40.00 1 10.00 10 

Rural - - 18 47.37 3 7.89 38 



TABLE 90 (cont'd.) 

Families with Families with 

Families with I or more 2 or more 

all children children children 

H0Ae20+Md !t/Age 490% Md lit/Age (90% Md TOTAL 

Area N % N % N % N 

5. La Libertad 38 74.51 13 25.49 3 5.88 51 

Urban - - 5 25.00 1 5.00 20 

Rural - - 8 25.81 2 6.45 31 

6. San Salvator 19 82.61 4 17.39 0 0 23 

Urban - - 2 20.00 0 0 10 

Rural - - 2 15.38 0 0 13 

7. Cuscatlan 17 45.95 20 54.05 4 10.81 37 

Urban - - 4 50.00 2 25.00 8 

Rural - - 16 55.17 2 6.90 29 

Region III 47 55.95 37 44.05 10 11.90 84 

Urban 13 65.00 7 35.00 3 15.00 20 

Rural 34 53.13 30 46.88 7 10.94 64 

8. La Paz 20 58.82 14 41.18 2 5.88 34 

Urban - - 3 33.33 0 0 9 

Ruial - - 11 44.00 1 4.00 25 

9. Cabanas 13 52.00 12 48.00 3 12.00 25 

Urban - - 0 0 0 0 0 

Rural - - 12 48.00 3 12.00 25 

10. San Vicente 14 56.00 11 44.00 5 20.00 25 

Urban - - 4 36.36 2 18.18 11 

Rural - - 7 50.00 3 21.43 14 



TABLE 90 (cont'd.) 

Families with Families with 

Families with 1 or more 2 or more 

all children children children 

Ht/Age 90+ lit/Age <_90 llt/Age < 90 TOTAL 

Area N % N 7 N % N 

Region IV 185 67.77 88 32.23 12 4.40 273 

Urban 49 65.75 25 34.25 1 1.37 73 

Rural 137 68.50 63 31.50 11 5.50 200 

11. Usulutan 51 76.12 16 23.88 4 5.97 67 

Urban - - 1 7.14 0 0 14 

Rural - - 15 28.30 4 7.55 53 

12. San Miguel 59 68.60 27 31.40 2 2.33 86 

Urban - - 11 39.29 0 0 28 

Rural - - 16 27.59 2 3.45 58 

13. Morazan 31 56.36 24 43.64 3 5.45 55 

Urban - - 10 58.82 1 5.88 17 

Rural - - 14 36.84 2 5.26 38 

14. La Union 44 67.69 21 32.31 3 4.62 65 

Urban - - 3 21.43 0 0 14 

Rural - - 18 35.29 3 5.88 51 



9i. FA-ILi..ES . AL,,'R... C-NT 59 MONThs WEIGHT FOR HEIGHT CRITERIA, 
Y NA ION, REG V;,A)D DEPARTMENT, 'LSALVADOR, 1978 

Fazilies -ith Families with Families with Families with Families with 
all children 1 or more 2 or more 1 or more 2 or more 
Wt/ht <65 M children children children children 

8t,ht80 Md Wt/ht 80 Md Wt/ht 485 Md Wt/ht <85 Md TOTAL 
AreaN N N / N N N 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
National 8 1.13 7 0.98 0 0 26 3.66 0 0 711 

Urban 0 0 2 1.04 0 0 2 1.04 0 0 193 

Rural 8 1.54 5 0.97 0 0 24 4.63 0 0 518 

RegionI 1 0.51 0 0 0 0 2 1.03 0 0 195 

Urban 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 

Rural 1 0.70 0 0 0 0 3 1.40 0 0 143 

1. Ahuacl.apan 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 

Urban - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 

Rural - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 

2. Santa Ana 1 1.49 0 0 0 0 1 1.49 0 0 67 

Urban - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 

Rural - - 0 0 0 0 1 2.04 0 0 49 

3. Sonsonate 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1.28 0 0 78 

Urban - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 

Rural - - 0 0 0 0 1 2.13 0 0 47 



TASLE 91 (cont'd.) 

: 
(1) (2) 

N 
(3) 

N N 
(4) 

% 
(5) 

N % 
TOTAL 

N 

Region II 1 0.63 0 0 0 0 4 2.52 0 0 159 

Urban 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48 

Rural 1 0.90 0 0 0 0 4 3,60 0 0 ill 

4. Chalarenango 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2.08 0 0 48 

Urban - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 

Rural - - 0 0 0 0 1 2.63 0 0 38 

5. .a Libertad 1 1.96 0 0 0 0 1 1.96 0 0 51 

trban - - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 

Rural - - 0 0 0 0 1 3.23 0 0 31 

6. S n Salvador 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4.35 0 0 23 

Urban 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 

Rural 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 7.69 0 0 13 

7. Cuscatlan 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2.70 0 0 37 

Urban 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

Rural 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3.45 0 0 29 

Region ii 0 0 1 1.19 0 0 3 3.57 0 0 84 

Uri= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 

Rural 0 0 1 1.56 0 0 3 4.69 0 0 64 



12. San Miguel 

U,rban 

Rural 

13. 	 Morazan 

Urban 

Rural 


14. La Union 


Urban 


Rural 


N 


1 


-

-

1 

-

-

3 


-

-

(1) 


1.16 


-

-

1.82 


-

-

4.62 


-

-

" 


2 

0 

2 


1 


1 


0 


1 


0 

1 

(2) 


2.33 


0 

3.45 


1.82 


5.88 


0 


1.54 


0 

1.96 


N 


0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 

(3) 


% 


0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 

N 


3 

0 

3 


4 

1 

3 


5 


0 

5 

(4) 


3.49 


0 

5.17 


7.27 


5.88 


7.89 


7.69 


0 

9.80 


(5) TOTAL 

N % N 

0 0 86 

0 0 28 

0 0 58 

0 0 55 

0 0 17 

0 0 -8 

0 0 65 

0 0 14 

0 0 51 



TABLE 	91 (c nt'd.) 

S. 	La Paz 

Urban 

Rural 


9. 	Cabanas 


Urban 


Rural 


10. San Vicente 


Urban 

Rural 


Region IV 


Urban 


Rural 


11. Usulutan 


Urban 


Rural 


N 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


6 


0 


6 


1 


-

(1) 
% 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


2.20 


0 


3.00 


1.49 


-

N 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


1 


0 

1 


6 


2 


4 


2 


1 


1 


(2) 

% 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


4.00 


0 

7.14 


2.20 


2.74 


2.00 


2.99 


7.14 


1.89 


(3) 
N 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 

0 


% 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 

0 


N 

1 


0 

1 


0 


0 

0 


2 

0 

2 


17 


2 


15 


5 


1 


4 


(4) 

% 

2.94 

0 

4.00 


0 


0 

0 


8.00 


0 

14.29 


6.23 


2.74 


7.50 


7.46 


7.14 


7.55 


(5) 
N 

0 

0 

0 


0 


0 

0 


0 

0 

0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 

0 


TOTAL 
% N 

0 34 

0 9 

0 25 

0 25 

0 0 

0 25 

0 25 

0 11 

0 14 

0 273 

0 73 

0 200 

0 67 

0 14 

0 53 



A3LE 92 (cont'd.)
 

(1) (2) (3) (4) t5) TOTAL
 
% N N % N % N 

Region ii 52 32.70 21 13.21 107 67.30 1 0.63 30 18.87 159 

Urban 21 43.75 6 12.50 27 56.25 1 2.08 8 16.67 48 

Rural 31 27.93 15 13.51 80 72.07 0 0.00 22 19.82 ill 

4. Chalatenango 10 20.83 5 10.42 38 79.17 0 0.00 9 18.75 48 

Urban 4 40.00 i 10.00 6 60.00 0 0.00 1 10.00 10 

Rural 6 15.79 4 10.53 32 84.21 0 0.00 8 21.05 38 

5. La Libertad 20 39.22 5 9.80 31 60.78 0 0.00 8 15.69 51 

Urban 10 50.00 2 10.00 10 50.00 0 0.00 2 10.00 20 

Rural 10 32.26 3 9.68 21 67.74 0 0.00 6 19.35 31 

6. San Salvador 13 56.52 1 4.35 10 43.48 0 0.00 5 21.74 23 

Urban 5 50.00 1 10.00 5 50.00 0 0.00 3 30.00 10 

lura1 8 61.54 0 0.00 5 38.46 0 0.00 2 15.38 13 

7. Cuscatlan 19 24.32 10 27.03 28 75.68 1 2.70 8 21.62 37 

U-rban 2 25.00 2 25.00 6 75.00 1 12.50 2 25.00 8 

Rural 7 24.14 8 27.59 22 75.86 0 0.00 6 20.69 29 

Region Tii 22 26.19 20 23.81 62 73.81 1 1.19 19 22.62 84 

7 35.00 4 20.00 13 65.00 0 0.00 5 25.00 20 

=ural 15 23.44 16 25.00 49 76.56 ! 1.56 14 21.88 64 



TA3LE 92. FAMILIES WITH KALNOURISHED CHILDI\KN _-ES 5 TO 59 MONTHS, USING WEIGHT FOR AGE CRITERIA. 
BY NATION, REGION, AN-D .A - "M.,, EL SALVADOR, 1978 

Area 

National 

Fazilies with 

all children 
Wt/Aze 90+ 

(1) 

263 36.99 

.amilies with 

1 or more 
children 

Wt/Age 
4 75% Median 
N % 

(2) 

107 15.05 

Families with 

1 or more 
children 

Wt/Age 
(90% Median 
N 

(3) 

448 63.01 

Families with 

2 or more 
children 

Wt/Age 
< 75% Median 
N % 
(4) 

8 1.13 

Families with 

2 or more 
children 
Wt/Age 
< 90% Median 
N 

(5) 

120 16.88 

TOTAL 
N 

711 

Urban 89 46.11 27 13.99 104 53.89 3 1.55 32 16.58 193 

Rural 174 33.59 80 15.44 344 66.41 5 0.97 88 16.99 518 

Re~fiz, I 99 50.77 19 9.74 96 49.23 2 1.03 24 12.31 195 

Urban 30 57.69 7 13.46 22 42.31 1 1.92 6 11.54 52 

Rural 69 48.25 12 8.39 74 51.75 1 0.70 18 12.59 143 

1.. Ahuaclhapan 29 58.00 2 4.00 21 42.00 0 0.00 2 4.00 50 

Urba,1 33.33 0 0.00 2 66.67 0 0.00 1 33.33 3 

Rural 28 59.57 2 4.26 19 40.43 0 0.00 1 2.13 47 

2. Santa Ana 35 52.24 6 8.96 32 47.76 0 0,00 7 10.45 67 

Urban 10 55.56 3 16.67 8 44.44 0 0.00 1 5.56 18 

Rural 25 51.02 3 6.12 24 48.98 0 0.00 6 12.24 49 

3. Sonsonate 35 44.87 11 14.10 43 55.13 2 2.56 15 19.23 78 

Urban 19 61.29 4 12.90 12 38.71 1 3.23 4 12.90 31 

Rural 16 34.04 1 14.89 31 65.96 1 2.13 11 23.40 47 



TABLE 92 (cont'd.)
 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) TOTAL
 
% Z N % N % N % N 

S. La Paz 13 38.24 8 23.53 21 61.76 0 0.00 3 8.82 34 

Urban 5 55.56 1 11.11 4 '4.44 0 0.00 1 11.11 9 

Rural 8 32.00 7 28.00 17 68.00 0 0.00 2 8.00 25 

9. Cabanas 6 24.00 3 12.00 19 76.00 0 0.00 6 24.00 25 

Urban 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 O.OU 0 

Rural 6 24.00 3 12.00 19 76.00 0 0.00 6 24.00 25 

10. San Vicente 3 12.00 9 36.00 22 88.00 1 4.00 10 40.00 25 

Urban 2 18.18 3 27.27 9 81.82 0 0.00 4 36.36 11 

Rural 1 7.14 6 42.86 13 92.66 1 7.14 6 42.86 14 

Region IV 90 32.97 47 17.22 183 67.03 4 1.47 47 17.22 273 

Urban 31 42.47 10 13.70 42 57.53 1 1.37 13 17.81 73 

Rural 59 29.50 37 18.50 141 70.50 3 1.50 34 17.00 200 

11. Usulutan 19 28.36 13 19.40 48 71.64 2 2.99 11 16.42 67 

Urban 7 50.00 0 0.00 7 50.00 0 0.00 2 14.29 14 

Rural 12 22.64 13 24.53 41 77.36 2 3.77 9 16.98 53 



TABLE 92 (cont'd.) 

N 
(1) 

N 
(2) 

% N 
(3) 

% N 
(4) 

% N 
(5) 

% 
TOTAL 
N 

12. San Miguel 31 36.05 14 16.28 55 63.95 0 0.00 12 13.95 86 

Urban 11 39.29 7 25.00 17 60.71 0 0.00 5 17.86 28 

Rural 20 34.48 7 12.07 38 65.52 0 .0.00 7 12.07 58 

13. Morazan 15 27.27 10 18.18 40 72.73 1 1.82 13 23.64 55 

Urban 6 35.29 3 17.65 11 64.71 1 5.88 6 35.29 17 

Rural 9 23.68 7 18.42 29 76.32 0 0.00 7 18.42 38 

14. La Union 25 38.46 10 15.38 40 61.54 1 1.54 11 16.92 65 

Urban 7 50.00 0 0.00 7 50.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 14 

Rural 18 35.29 10 19.61 33 64.71 1 1.96 11 21.57 51 


