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'TIlE UTrrAR PRAI>ESII BASELINE SlJRVEY

1\ n Ov(~rview

In Aug'l"t oj 1991 ~)Iltl Inllov,ltloll'. In f .1Il111y Plllnnmg Service" Agency
(~IFP~A) lOIl1IllI""IOncd I 1ll.lIOf 1l.l,.\..-!IIll' "IIlVCy COVl r111!T 15 til"tnct~ of Uttar
PLldL"h (UP) The UP ('0\ I rument Il.ld "'I'lelted tlle~e I ') dl"tn<.t~ as the first part
of Ihur mtLl vll1tlon alllvltll<" undll th\ liSAf D project The followmg gIves the
l1<lml, dnd regl11l of the ~del tld dll.,tlll h

-
Hilly Bundelkhand

Tehngarhwal ~hansl

Nall1ltal Lahtpur
Plthorclg(u h ~alaun

-

CI'1l11,11

1\<lllPIIl

SlldPUI

WC..,tCI n

Gonda
Gorak.hpur
J,lllllpUr

Rclll1PUf

Ml,Lrut
(Jh'I/la!J"d
ISh(llah,ll1pl\1L- 1 _

From l,dl h dl..,(t III '}, ')0011011" llolds were randomly ",L1ected representmg both
rur,lI ,md urh,lll "fC,l', fl1l. ',Iudy WII', l,ll ned out by eight con"ultancy firms

Counul's Role At the reque<.,t uf ~I FPSA, thl Population CouncIl '3houldered the
re..,ponslbIllty of lOOldlnalmg the prolect It mc 'uded the development of
qUl ",llonn(lIre", lLlInmg of llcld SlJpCrvl..,ors, developnwnt of ,I data entry pack.age,
provldlllg a prOlulure for the development ot wt'lghtll1g j"ctor~ and the tabulatIOn
plan lor both thl pre1Jmm,lry al1(f fin,d reports CouncIl '-.lclff made at least 3-4 VISItS
to L.1\. h ot the ,,'udy dl..,tnch to rn"ure proper tr,unmg 01 Ihe II1ve..,tlgators and data
lolkd!un VIc,ll.., Wtl\..- aho 1ll.lde to lach COOplI,ltlve Org,H1lztlllon~' (CO) office to
pi OVldc techl1lctl <l"''''I~t.Ul( t (~A) ,Uld It (unll1g 01 data elltl y ,Uld analY~I~ In the~e

t..llorh we 11,c.elvl..-d v,lluabk '>dpport lrom Prot K B P<lth,lk, Dlreclor, International
Imtltllte tor PoplIl<ltloll Sl1ellle~(lIP~), Bombay, Prof T K Roy tn m liPS, Bombay
tmel Mr K K R,m"'.ll, Clt.lIlIll(Ul, Inform,ltlLm ~y<"\el1l, cl ..,oftwtlre firm In Baroda and
01 10"l..-ph BI()\vll 01 lJSAID rlll,t1ll'pOlt.., 01 nIl 1'5 dl<.,ttlch hdVt' been ..,ublllltled
to \IFP",A

I hl JlI l "tlll ILllHlollt gl' l " .1I11)Vl rVII w oj lhc llI1dll1g.., rht. ~'oplilation CouncIl
I' \\\il!-.lllg [u "\lIthe III Ihe h .... ull, 01 Ihl 1'5 flpOlI" ,1Ild Ih polI<y IInplIctltlOn It
\\111 h\ Pl\.."llltLd 111.1 <.,tcltl I \t1 W()I~"h()p \11 which ..,ttlll .Uld lelltrdllevel offiCials,
t\pllh IrOlll tJ\!\ID UN l~ll1lL'" 11l.lqthcI CoopcrallveAgcnu\ys (CA,,) will ,lbo
he IIlVlllll II will hl [o!'\l\vt<1 hy "l \('1 d dl..,trtlt Il vLI wllfk,hop~



BROAD OBJECrrIVES OF BSUP

To provide a baseline to assess the
effectiveness and success of project
activities at clistrict level.

~ To provide data at tile district level to
assist SII~I)SA ill t11e design of service
• •Innt)VatlorlS.



SPE(~IFIC OBJE(~TIVES

~ Measure current levels ()f access to
family plaJ111il1g services.

Estitnate the qllality of illformation,
C}lOlce and follow-up provided to FP
users.

Estilnate 1<.nowle(lgt~ and use of
C011traceptive rrle1 h()ds.

~ Measllre tIle acee:ptal,ility, lltilization and
satisfac1ion with 111C rllethods and
services !JfovidCti.

~ Estilnate tJ1C jevel 0f llnmet need for
COlltracel)lion~



STUDY DESIGN

• 15 districts were selected by SIFPSA
• 3 districts from each geographical

area.

• A sarnple of 2,500 hOllseholds was
selecttJd in each district.

• Witllill the district, sarnple was allocated
according to PPS in rural and urban
areas. Minimum sample size however,
was fixed at 500 households.

• From each sampling unit, 25 households
were systematically selected and all ever
married WOInerl aged 13 .. 49 years were
interviewed.
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VITAL RATES

• WIde varIatIon was observed in vital
rates across tIle districts
• BIrth rate ranged between 23 and 42
• IMR ranged between 49 and 103
• Half of the districts studied had birth

rates more than 35

Indicators Median * Range State
Average

CBR 34 23 - 42 36

CDR 10 7 - 13 12

IMI{ 75 49 - 103 96

MedIan IndIcates the value whIch dIVIded the dIstrIcts
1I1tO two halv~s

1



f\CCI~:SS: lrrILIZA'I'ION OF I-IEALTH
SERVICES

• UtIlIzatIon of public health services is
very low i11I110st of tIle distrIcts.

• In I1aIf of tIle districts studied, only 11
peicent of the WOlnen were using public
health services.

• Majority depended exclusively on
private sources.

(Percentage)

Sources of Service Median Range

Govcrnlnent 11 3 - 54
only

I)rlvatc ()111y 58 21 - 76



lJl'JI.JIZArrION: IMMUNISATION OF
CIIILDREN (12 - 23 MONTHS)

• (1111y about one-third of the children
were fully illll1111nized

• More lllale tllan female children were
ilTIlllLlllized.

Coverage Under Median

All Vaccines
M 37
F 33

Atleast One
M 75
F 67

(Percentage)

Range

26 - 62
18 - 58

52 - 92
44 -79

q



PROMOTION: AWARENESS OF NON
TERMINAL METHODS

• Awareness of non-terlninal methods has
increased durIng the last five years

• In 11 aIr 0 r the districts studied, about
thr~e-r()lLrt11s were aware of pill and
condom and two-tllirds of IUD.

(Percentage)

Spacing Methods Median Range

IUD 67 40 - 81

Oral Pills 78 43 - 90

COl1dol11 77 31 - 84

Jelly 6 2 - 14

I11Jectables 20 0-61

Witlldrawal 18 2 - 49

Safe Period 34 3 - 70

ro



ACCESS: CONTACT WITH HEALTH
WORKERS

• C011tact of clie11ts witl1 family welfare
worl(ers, both in rural and urban areas, is
extrelnely low.

• Percentage reporting a VIsit of service
providers during the last three months in
rural areas ranged between 7 - 18 and
only 1 - 13 in urban areas

IJlacc

Urball

I~ural

Median

4

13

(Percentage)

Range

1 - 13

7 - 18



QUALITY: l)El~CENT WHO WOULD
WELCOME REVISIT OF WORKERS

• CredibIlity of the health worl(ers is not
too bad

II Generally, families welcome worl(ers'
visits to hOlnes

• In half of the districts, 62 percent
women would welcome a revisit of the
worl(ers.

l-leaJth Worker

!\NM

l~l-{V

Median

62

62

(Percentage)

Range

38 - 85

34 - 100



USE: METHOD MIX

• SterIlIzation (mainly tubectomy)
contInued to be the main family planning
metll0d. Condom stood second choice
(5 per cent) among the users.

• Use of IUD and oral pill has remained
Insignificant (ranged 1-4 percent). In
half of the districts studied, it is less than
2 percent.

(Percentage)

Methods Median Range

Vasectomy 1 1 - 9
1-' ttbcc t()Jl1 y 21 5 - 37
It) [) 2 I - 4
()ral pills 2 1 - 4
L~()ndonl 5 2 - 12
Wltllctrawal/
I~hyth1l1 5 <1 - 11



LJSI~:I{SIIIIJ: CONTRACEPTIVE
PREVALENCE RATE

• rrllC CPR of tIle 15 districts tal<en
toge111er is aroulld 31 - Terminal 21 and
lion-terminal 10

• Half of tIle districts studied had CPR
above 33

• Wide variations eXIst in CPR among the
distrIcts, ranging between 12 and 52
percellt

• Regional variation is also conspicuous

Region

1-1 illy
Bllndell(hand
Central
Western
I~~astelll

Range

36 - 50
28 - 52
23 - 41
13 - 36
12 - 21



urrILIZATION: ANTENATAL SERVICES
PROVIDED

II Coverage under Antenatal care IS poor
()nly between 011e-thlrd and half were
111clllcally checl(ed up (24 - 56 percent),
provIded WIt}1 IFA tablets (20 - 50 perceI1t)
and/or protected agaInst tetanus (11 - 68
percent)

In half of thc dIstrIcts studIed two-thIrd of
tI1C delIverIes are stIll assIsted by untraIned
persons.

(Percentage)

Services Median Range

• MedIcal Check-up 35 24 - 56

• Iron Fohc ACId Tablets 34 20 - 50

• Tetanus ToxoId VaccIne 47 11 - 68

• 0/0 InstItutIonal
DelIverIes 12 5 - 53

• 0/0 D~hverles by TraIned
Personnel 34 13 - 65

/
J1~



USE: GOVERNMENT AS A SOURCE
OF SUPPLY

• Public clinics are the main source of
supply, particularly for sterIlization. In
case of oral pIlls and IUD, other sources
are also often used.

• In case ()f IUD rallge is wide (45 - 100)
LlldLcatillg tllat in some districts IUD is
obtaLlled trOIn private/NGO sources also.



QUALll-'Y: CI-IOICE GIVEN

• Geilerally tIle women are not given
c1101ce of contraceptives

• In half of the districts when 78 percent of
the women were informed about
tubectomy, only 38 percent were
Infonned about IUD, 40 percent pills and
34 percent condom

f'Jr:J N
/ I

II Percentage of~omen who were
111fofined about1erminal methods varied
SIgnIficantly among the districts

IUD

lVlethod

(Percentage)

Range

13 - 57

19 - 69

16 - 64
(f
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:MJ>LICATIONS FOR ACl'ION

• l.Jarg~ tllstrlct level differences

• COlnnl011 rJroblell1s with Access, Quality

alld PrOlllotlon

• Scale of prograiTI effort is vital for

iIl1pact

II Inllovation policy and programs required

in IJubllC sector: ANM and LHV

II Private and cOinmercial sector offer

opportunitIes: Cooperation

II Gender and reproductive health needs

are 110t addressed

III R & E strategy must be tied to policies

alld experiinental efforts



• State and DIstrict Level Seluinars

• POlICY Briefs

• SlllTIlllarles

• Full RelJ()r1s



APJ'E:NDIX TABLES



Idbl£! l' Dlstnct WI~U Ihnwnlwhl mill IlIdlvhJual UOSIJOIISO Rnto*
T.==

District
Response Rate

-------- ------
IIou1whoid Individual

---- --- --- - -- -------
Tehngarhwal 97 2 955

GaZiabad 974 974

NalnItal 97.9 92 1

Pithoragarh 96.7 928

Jalaun 87.0 855

Kanpur 91.7 889

ShaJahanpur 9li 9 89.0

Sitapur 97 5 893

Lalltpur 99 a 954

Jhansl 994 96 1

Jaunpur 97.8 90 4

Gorakhpur B7.3 91 2

Meerut 98.5 979

II, Rampur
98.0 96.3

Gonda 97.9 972
---- - - -- -= = =- -=--:.:::"= _..::::-- -:.':.::""_--=-.:.::::..:::::=-_-=.=...=- - -~ ~- ---



Fal/7I/y SIze NOflll

Table 2 Aver aqe Numhor of (:hildren Ever Born to Currently
and ['H~r I"hu rind VVomen (15·49)

--------------- -

] nlllnbf~r of children ever born to- - _........_-
d wunwn Ever married women

(1549)
-,.- -----I--

oJ! rotal Urban Rural Total-

- 32 28 32 32

3.3 · · ·

33 24 24 24

3 1 1 9 26 25

43 · · ·

42 · · ·

38 38 3.8 38

3.7 3.2 37 37

38 34 39 38

30 · ·

37 38 3.7 37

~J 8 :3 9 38 38

:l 7 36 3.8 37

~J 8 39 3.8 38

~i 6 35 36 36
-- - -- - - -=- -== --=- =- --

32

37

33

3 1

44

47

37

3.7

30

3 1

:3 7

J 8

30

37

:~ G

Bur,

__ _ J\"~~H'~(

Guupntly man 10
(I!i 49)

Dlstnct

Urban----- --
Tehngarhwal 28

GaZIabad 30

Namltal 32

Pithoragarh 28

Jalaun 42

I<anpur 4 1

ShajahanpUl 3 8

Sitapur 33

Lalltpur 3 5

Jhansl 28

Jaunpur 3 8

Gorakhpur 3 8

Meerut 36

RampUi 39

Gonda 3 G
--=-:==-.::.----=--=- -



FiJI/lily Sue NortlJ

Table:1 ALfditlOndl Clllldrnil lJesired by Number of llVHlg Children
- - - - - - - --- - -

%dBsmng %havmg two children %havmg three or more
additIOnal (llIldren and deslrmg clllldren and deslfmg

(total) ddditiondl children additIOnal children

Tehngarhwal 36 48 15

Gaziabad a4 36 816

Nalnltal 31 30 18

Plthoragar 11 ~n ~31 8

JaldUIl 41 53 24

IClIlpur 31 29 12

ShaJdllClnpur 57 71 47

Sitapur 57 6fi 41

Lalltpur 36 GO 22

Jilansl :J9 42 15

JaunplJr 42 bG 29

Gorakhpur 41 !iEI 26

Meerut :l4 41 20

Rampur ,Hi HI 34

Gonda fiG n2 46
-=.-= -- = = ----=_.::~- ==--= - --

'1')j
I



Ullltzalloll of Services

Table 4: Utilization of Health Services

%usmg government %usmg pnvate doctors

District institutions only only

Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total

Tehngarhwal 27 16 17 17 31 30

Gaziabad 2 3 3 57 59 58

Namltal 39 40 40 35 29 31

Pithoragarh 47 55 54 27 21 21

Jalaun 24 29 27 53 52 53

Kanpl'r 5 5 5 68 68 68

ShaJahanpur 6 5 5 49 55 53

Sitapur 3 4 4 56 63 62

Lahtpur 21 18 18 61 59 60

Jhansl 7 6 6 29 52 47

Jaunpur 9 11 11 78 76 76

Gorakhpur 6 6 6 77 75 75

Meerut 13 5 8 63 55 58

Rampur 8 13 11 56 68 64

Gonda 16 12 12 66 56 57



PrO/llotlollal Efforts

Table 5 Contact of the Respondents or Household Members With the
Health Worker

DIstricts
%HHs vIsited by the workers In last three months

Urban Rural Total

_ ==. -= _ -==-===-==--==~===;=::::. _.=!:=::=======!J

Tehngarhwal

GazIabad

Namltal

PlthorC1garh

Jalaun

Kanpur

ShaJahanpur

Sitapur

Lalitpur

Jhansl

Jaunpur

Gorakhpur

Meerut

Rampur

Gonda

4

2

2

2

5

2

5

2

7

8

1

2

12

13

6

15

10

12

7

16

13

18

7

17

11

8

18

9

16

13

14

5

8

7

13

4

15

7

16

10

8

15

10

15

12



ill/dilly vi S{}f l/nu~

Table 6- level of Satisfaction With the Worl<ers Visit

%reportmg %satisfied %who would %reportmg that

Districts that workers with the welcome villagers perceiver

spent assistance reVIsit them as good

enough time provided workers

ANM LHV ANM LHV ANM LHV ANM LHV

Tehngarhwal 47 97 59 45 69 49 60 41

Gaziabad 39 · 90 · 90 · 51 ·

Namltal 53 31 69 64 57 64 52 67

Pithoragarh 34 69 64 69 76 100 50 21

Jalaun 66 · 94 · 93 - 69 ·

Kanpur 58 · 89 · 90 · 58 ·

Shajahanpur 60 24 71 41 82 63 64 78

Slt()pur 67 73 87 54 85 82 76 64

Lall tpur 31 · 69 100 62 85 65 36

Jhansl 97 · 95 · 95 · 64 ·

Jaunpur 67 100 80 100 79 34 72 82

Gorakhpur 60 67 62 34 60 67 67 62

MCJfut 32 52 53 48 38 48 25 100

Rampur 29 45 65 51 55 46 37 29

Gonda 46 64 94 100 94 100 62 69



Coverl1ge Untier Mel! Project

Table 7: Type of Antenatal Services Received in Last Two Years
-

%of women who receive

Medical IFA tablets Tetanus toxoid
Districts check-up

Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total

Tehngarhwal 76 24 28 67 24 27 74 24 27

Gaziabad 57 43 50 58 42 50 49 51 50

Nalllital 66 42 50 56 38 44 83 60 67

Pithoragarh 66 33 35 70 44 45 70 39 41

Jalaun 35 21 24 37 29 31 54 44 46

Kanpur 64 26 56 54 31 50 72 52 68

ShaJahanpur 43 24 28 40 25 28 52 42 44

Sitapur 43 22 24 36 17 20 50 33 35

Lalltpur 62 31 35 68 37 41 81 44 49

Jhansl 52 26 35 46 27 34 60 34 43

Jaunpur 49 39 39 36 33 33 68 59 59

Gorakhpur 73 45 50 63 38 43 79 68 70

Meerut 52 37 43 44 29 34 65 67 66

Rampur 48 25 31 44 26 31 66 48 47

Gonda 47 31 32 36 25 25 12 11 11



CUVlHd§lJ Ulltler MCI! P/llject

fable 8: Antenatal Services Received
-

%delivery at %delivery by

Dlstncts home tramed person @

Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total---
Tehngarhwal 47 92 89 86 39 42

GdZlubad 67 93 82 52 22 34

Namltal 19 61 47 100 45 65

Pithoragarh 69 92 91 77 33 34

Jalaun 68 88 84 53 25 31

I(anpur 59 92 66 61 21 53

SI18Jalldnpur 85 97 94 37 15 20

Sitapur 78 94 92 32 11 13

Lalltpur 63 93 89 52 15 20

Jhansl 56 87 76 70 20 39

Jaunpur 69 88 87 52 25 26

Gorakhpur 65 91 86 45 18 22

Meerut 80 93 88 50 27 35

Rampur 81 96 92 38 18 23

Gonda 90 95 95 37 20 21
-

@Doctors, LHV, ANM, Trained dal



Covefclge Under MCH Project

Table 9 Immuluzation Status of Children
-

%children (12 23 months) immuJlIzed agamst

All vaccmes (BeG, measles, At least one vaccme
DPT,Poho)

Disillcls
Urban RUial Total Urban Rural Total

M F M F M F M F M F M F

Tehngarhwal 67 67 31 19 34 22 87 93 49 41 52 45

Gaziabad 54 46 33 32 44 39 82 88 66 62 74 75

NaJnltal 65 56 59 57 61 57 92 87 85 79 89 79

Pithoragarh 92 70 61 55 62 56 100 92 91 87 92 87
Jalaun 40 26 32 20 35 22 71 52 67 58 68 56

I<anpur 62 59 40 49 59 57 76 78 91 74 79 77

ShaJahanpur 41 34 30 24 33 25 67 58 61 58 62 58
Sitapur 47 35 30 22 32 23 57 52 59 43 59 44
Lalltpur 73 71 38 33 42 37 93 91 63 64 67 67
Jhansl 34 40 21 18 25 22 78 75 68 56 71 59
Jaunpur 44 34 44 36 44 36 72 59 78 66 78 65

Gorakhpur 46 54 35 29 37 33 75 80 77 65 77 68
Meerut 26 40 25 28 26 33 68 63 78 71 75 69
Rampur 41 47 21 10 34 18 71 90 53 41 58 52
Gonda 21 47 16 14 17 16 49 58 61 60 60 60



ill/aIJly Illfurl/wllUlI PruVldDd

Table 10 Women Who Are Aware of Different Spacing Method

Districts IUD Oral Condom Jelly InjectIOn Withdrawal Safe Other
Pills Penod

Tehngarhwal 41 43 31 2 <1 3 3 <1

GaZIabad 81 89 79 10 17 20 30 ·

Nalnltal 62 67 64 6 6 2 3 <1

PIthoragarh 40 43 39 4 . 7 4 <1

Jalaun 68 73 83 7 61 49 70 ·
/(anpur 61 68 76 7 41 32 38 ·
ShaJahanpur 72 90 84 7 26 21 44 3

Sitapur 50 73 72 4 20 25 20 1

LalJtpur 67 82 83 5 15 16 38 <1

Jhansl 72 78 82 8 24 19 40 ·
Jaunpur 58 82 77 6 48 42 63 14

Gorakhpur 70 86 82 14 23 18 33 7

Meerut 80 84 72 4 32 13 34 2

Rarnpur 58 74 65 5 13 4 21 1

Gonda 77 87 84 3 9 15 36 1



Duality InformatIOn ProvIded

Table 11 Percentage Knowing Correctly How to use the Method
-

Vas Tub IUD Oral Condom Jelly InjectIon Withdrawal Safe Others

Dlstncts PIII~ Period

Tehngarhwal 22 53 16 18 16 1 <1 2 2 ·
GazIabad 73 82 63 77 65 6 12 17 26 ·
Nalmtal 51 61 43 60 57 4 4 3 2 <1
Pithoragarh 46 64 31 37 31 2 . 6 4 <1
Jalaun 30 79 45 35 70 4 29 46 64 ·

I<anpur 19 48 33 20 48 2 11 26 25 ·

ShaJahanpur 30 79 45 53 64 3 2 10 19 3
Sitapur 41 48 37 26 56 2 8 24 8 1
Lalltpur 60 80 42 58 65 1 2 2 18 <1
JlhJnSI 28 67 29 36 54 1 6 14 36 0
Jaunpur 49 75 27 44 48 2 19 34 52 12

Gorakhpur 54 73 30 65 51 3 9 5 21 6

Meerut 64 79 67 73 67 3 25 12 33 2
Rampur 41 54 41 61 56 3 7 4 21 1
Gonda 29 43 34 54 53 1 2 7 26 1
~- --



ContraceptIve P,evalellce Rate
Table 12 Contraceptive Prevalence Rate

Districts LocatIOn Method Used--
Urban Rural Total Vase Tube IUD Oral Pills Condom J+I W+R Others

-

Tehngarhwal 58 35 37 3 28 2 1 2 0 21 21

Gaziabad 51 31 42 1 21 3 3 7 . 6 .

Nalllltal 63 45 51 5 28 3 4 10 0 <1 <1

Pithoragarh 61 46 47 9 31 2 2 3 0 <1 a
Jalaun 43 39 40 1 21 1 1 5 0 11 1

I<anpur 51 27 47 2 16 4 2 12 <1 9 2

ShaJahanpur 31 15 18 1 5 1 2 4 0 4 1

Sitapur 30 21 22 1 8 1 1 4 <1 6 2

LalJtpur 52 39 41 3 23 1 2 7 0 6 .

Jhan~1 55 57 57 3 37 2 2 9 1 3 <1

Jaunpur 41 26 27 1 17 <1 1 2 <1 6 0

Gorakhpur 40 21 26 1 14 1 2 4 <1 4 0

Meerut 45 34 38 1 21 2 3 8 <1 4 <1

Btllllpur 37 22 28 1 9 3 3 7 <1 5 <1

Gundel 31 17 18 <1 8 <1 2 2 <1 5 <1
- - -



Table 13 Current ContraceptIOn Prevalence Rate (CPR) In Different
Dlstncts of Uttar Pradesh obtallled through BSUP (1993·94) and a
Companson with CPR through Government Statistics (1991·92)

All FP Methods Terminal Methods Spacmg Methods Traditional Methods

Dlstncts
BSUP Govt BSUP Govt BSUP Govt BSUP Govt

Tehngarhwal 37 43 31 26 5 18 1

Gaziabad 42 30 22 18 12 12 6

Namltal 51 40 33 28 17 12 1

Pithoragarh 47 57 40 35 7 17 <1

Jalaun 40 40 22 24 7 17 12

I<anpur 51 40 18 26 19 14 10

Shajahanpur 18 33 6 17 7 17 5

sitapur 23 33 9 18 6 16 8

Lahtpur 41 44 26 24 10 20 6

Jhansl 57 46 39 31 13 18 5

Jaunpur 27* 36 18 22 3 14 6

Goral<hpur 22* 45 15 31 7 14 4

Meerut 39 37 22 24 13 13 5

Rarnpur 28 38 10 22 13 16 5

Gonda 18 30 8 16 4 14 6
-

* Only Rural figures are available In different tables these figures do not match and are grossly
1I1con~lstent



DUd/lty Choice given

Table 14 Percentage of Women Who Were Informed About Different
Methods

%Who were mformed about
Dlstncts Vas Tub IUD Oral Pills Condom Wlthdr Safe

awal Penod

Tehngarhwal 25 77 27 19 16 1 1

Gaziabad 45 88 52 43 36 3 4

Namltal 45 85 54 53 50 <1 2

Pithoragarh 45 83 33 24 24 <1 2

Jalaun 9 69 34 26 26 5 5

I<anpur 14 71 38 36 34 4 5

ShaJdhJnpur 19 69 41 60 41 2 8

Sit dpur 24 78 32 30 30 3 3

Lulltpur 39 81 38 40 45 5 8

JhansJ 23 75 26 25 32 4 5

Jaunpur 21 93 18 24 16 2 2

Gorakhpur G2 87 13 48 33 1 2

Meerll~ 21 61 45 51 40 8 14

Rampur 42 69 52 69 64 3 24

Gonda 42 78 57 68 61 18 30
:::=



Dualtty Detat! of Illfof/natlOll ProvIded

Tallie 15 Percentage of Women Who Were Infonned How the Method
IS Used or Performed

%Who were mformed how the method IS used or

Dlstncts performed

Vas Tub IUD Oral Pills Condom Wlthdr Safe
awal Period

Tehngarhwal 79 84 58 61 76 0 0

GaZiabad 44 83 49 42 34 0 0

Namltal 74 82 64 85 88 0 0

Pithoragarh 89 88 86 93 81 0 0

Jalaun 58 90 82 83 87 11 9

I(anpur 66 81 80 86 74 23 17

ShaJahanpur 73 74 82 87 90 0 9

Sitapur 65 70 63 90 85 0 100

Lalltpur 93 95 92 97 98 0 0

Jhansl 76 80 78 90 81 0 0

Jaunpur 95 84 89 92 81 0 0

Gorakhpur 92 97 77 92 94 0 0

Meerut 90 93 91 94 90 0 0

Rampur 86 88 88 94 95 0 0

Gonda 81 90 92 92 83 0 0



Dl/allty /Ilfortlled ChoIce

TalJle 1(j Percentage Informed About Both Advantages and
Disadvantages of Differ ent Family Plal1l11ng Methods

- - ===- -=-=- - ---=.....- = ==. - -

%Who were mformed both Advantage and

DI)lncls Disadvantage

Vas Tub IUD Oral Pills Condom Wlthdr Safe

awal Period

Tellrlgarhwal 15 22 12 14 20 0 0

Gaziabad 6 17 12 8 3 <1 <1

NalJlltal 59 54 44 45 40 100 66

Plthorag arh 40 35 52 38 25 50 17

Jalaun 5 8 9 16 17 0 8

Kanpur 12 8 21 11 5 47 25

SIH1Jahanpur 28 18 28 20 8 20 26

Sitapur 9 15 30 37 28 50 60

Lalltpur 18 21 46 37 36 10 4

Jhansl 14 23 27 39 29 28 42

Jaunpur 19 14 10 7 7 . -

Gorakhpur 6 17 27 34 20 66 27

Meerut 21 41 31 28 27 12 15

Rarnpur 31 39 32 35 29 39 5

Gonda 32 38 44 27 29 37 21



DUJ!Jty In(orllwllOlJ ProvIded/Consultancy GIven

Table 17 Percentage Who Were Provided Satisfactory Answers to
Their Queraes About Family Plannmg Methods

%satisfIed

Dlstncts Urban Rural Total

Tehngarhwal 85 71 72

GaZIabad 82 92 90

Nalllltal 61 71 66

PIthoragarh 85 63 65

Jalaun 92 93 89

I<anpur 85 95 94

ShaJahanpur 69 67 68

Sitapur 71 77 76

Lall tpur 62 70 67

Jhansl 88 99 95

Jaunpur 67 61 66

Gorakhpur 54 63 61

MpPI ut 76 76 76

HrlIlIpur 71 62 66

Gonda 76 94 92
_::::-.:::.-=-::. -==---- - ----'= .::=:.- - =~-- -



Acce5sIblilty

Table 18 Sources for Supply of Different Contraceptives Among
Current Users

Vas Tub IUD Oral Pills
Districts Govt Other Govt Other Govt Other Govt Other

Tel1ngarhwal 85 15 86 14 79 21 54 46

GaZiabad 57 43 62 38 38 62 16 84

Nalnltal 96 4 97 3 78 22 47 53

Pithoragarh 100 - 99 3 94 6 82 18

JdlaUIl 75 25 91 9 79 21 51 49

KdllPUI 76 24 74 26 56 44 37 63

ShaJahanpur 93 7 95 5 77 23 43 57

Sitapur 95 5 93 7 75 25 48 52

Lalltpur 92 8 90 10 86 14 69 31

Jhan~1 97 3 93 7 67 33 62 38

Jaunpur 94 6 90 10 73 27 36 64

Gorakhpur 79 21 83 17 45 55 22 78

Meerut 68 32 77 23 60 40 35 65

Rampur 80 20 87 13 67 33 58 42

Gonda 80 20 97 3 100 0 79 21
=



Table 19 Supply of Oral Pills and Condom

%gettmg regular supply of
Dlstncts Oral Pills Condom

11--------'---------+------1------11

Tehngarhwal

Gaziabad

Nalnltal

Pithoragarh

Jalaun

I<anpur

Shdjahanpur

Sitapur

Lalltpur

Jhan~1

Jaullpur

Gorakhpur

Meerut

Ralllpur

GOlllid

72

96

92

99

85

91

90

95

88

92

97

96

94

95

NA

89

97

99

93

85

95

96

97

89

90

97

95

95

97

NA
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