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INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the agreement between the Government of
Bangladesh (BLG) wnd the Usalb, - protocol was signed stipu-
lating the reimbursement by the latior of the selected cost:
of the BDG Veluntore Sterilization (V5) Proyram, Accordingly,
in March 1983, US.LLL, bhaka, appointed M/s. M.A. PQuasem & Co. =
Bangladesh Chartered Accountants firm to conduct qguarterly
wudivs o the woluat s sterilication or BRG clindics . The
contrace canived dnoooc weatier, 19, Hiowever, another agree-
ment sigued petwecn USoil and Mua. oo « L. provided scope
or conducting ter. duosterly evaluctions of the Vs Frogram
vovering o th BDG -1l Iﬁui clinles beginning from January -
sarch 1965 quartey. (. ler the given objectives .ind approved
methodol gy, the present report, the nineth of its kind, is
the evaluution of the canuary-March 1987 guarter of the Vs
program of botir BlG and NGO done Fhrough @ nationally
representative sample survey.  The report has already been

submitted to the UsAID, Dhak.a.

The field survey orf the nineth quarterly evaluation was
carried out in April and May, 1987. It was conducted in
50 selected upazilas of the country of which 12 uparilas
were selccted for cvaluavion of NGG clinics .nd the rost
38 upazilas were colcctod for ToG clinge onlys o The

selected . olin. i - Mozt las e grven below:

1 . .
Non~govoernment orgunisation

o/ ¢« s


http:national].ly

ii

District/uparila BAVS FPAB Others

Bogra
Sadar ® =

Rangpur
Sadar ® ® X

Joypurhat
Sadar

>

Dinajpur
Sadar X X X

Noakhal:
Sadar x

Serajgon’
Sadar X

Khulna
Sadar B4 X X

Faridpur
Sadar P X

Gazipur
Tongi X

Narshingdi
Sadar X

Kishorcqgonj
Sadar be

ChdndPUL

Sadar %

BAVS - Bangladesh Asszociation for Voluntary Sterilization

FPAB - Pamily Plunnina Association of Bangl desh



iii

From those selected unazilas, 480 NGO clients were selccted
for ficld survey. bita wore collected for those clients
from ovi: the clinic records and Trom the clients dirceetly

througi: perconal intorviow.

The dctailea methodeloay nd the shijectives of the evaluntion
are contained in the report of the evaluation of the VS program

for January-iarch 1947 quarter and hence are not repeated hore.

According to the controct, this report, contailning selected
tables bLused on weighved client sanple, has been prepured
separately on the Tindings of HGG linics vnly as 'parallel
tables' wf the rejore of the ninet Gqruarter of the cevalua-

tion of the VS rrojrim and are shown in the annexure,



ANNEXURE

NGO TABLES



Table 1: Percentage distribution of the SELECTED CLIENTS by
results of clients survey
Results of clients' surve ! Categories of clients
2L8 of 2 S ;) v !
k Tubectomy ! Vasectomy pAall
A. INTERVIEWED 75.7 72.3 73.9
Sterilized within the refer-
ence qguarter in the
recorded clinic 75.7 69.5 T2.5
Sterilized in the recorded
clinic but before the
reference quarter - 0.4 0.2
Sterilized hefor¢ tie
referoerice quarter in other
than the recorded clinic - 1.6 0.8
Never steriliged - 0.4 0.2
Ste 1l zed twice - 0.4 0,..
B. NOT 1LTERVIEWED 23,0 17.9 20.5
Clients not avail.blo i 10.6 10,0
Client huas permanently left
the recorded address 2.1 1.2 1.7
Client was only temporarily
visiting the recorded
addres: 11.5 5.7 8.6
Client died within the
reference quarter - 0.4 0.2
C. ADDRESS NOT LOCAHTED 1.3 9.8 5.0
Addrew: does not exist/
not found 1.3 9.8 . 0
Tozal 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted . 25 246 480
bstimated foalue* ¢osen o tubec o, I.3 pereent
Eoturated tulse* ¢ose sy Lor vasoot g Louh percent
FRalse cooes means oo shrents gl D under tne tegoy,
Thteriline i in the rooooded ine tobetore the reteron e
quarter', 'sterilived boCopre Uhe g HOoquarter in other
than the recorded ¢y Yy tsteribicd twice', 'nover steritized’,
and 'addiess does ot erat/uot o i,



Table 2:
CLIENTE bv type

Percentuge distribution of

and status of invormed

all the SELECTEDR

consent {orms

Status of informed ! Cotegories of clients
consent form , Tubetomy ) Vasectomy! A1)
USAID-approved

Signed by clivn:s 100, 100.0 120.0

Not signed by clionts - - -
Not USAID-uppr .ved

Signed by client: - - -

Not signed by otionts - - -
No informed coinsent form - - -
Total 100.9 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 270 246 480

Table 3:

Percentage discvribution of

the ACTUALLY

STERILIZED CLIENTS by types of informed
consent forms and status of signing

Type of consent rorms : Cutegories of clients
and status of signing  Tubectomy; Vasectomy ! All
USAID-approved
Signed by clicnts 100.0 100.0 100.0
Mot sigred o ol oents - -
Not Usalb-.ppr: ved
Signed by client - -
Nt siguned by olionts - -
No informed consent fornm - -
Tota: T 100, 100.0 100.0
Welg:ned 1 L7 171 34




Table 4: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized clients
by status of informed consent form: and status of receipt
or surgicul apparel

. . - ! Status of 1 Categories of clients
Status of 1nformed . receipt -f : : n
consent form , X  Tubectomy! Vasectomy! All
: surcgical . . .
! apparel : ! :
UsSAID-approved Recelved U4 S 95,0
informed consent
forms signed by
cllents Did not reccive 0.6 L.& 1.
St .bh-total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Informed consent Received - - -
form not USAID-approved/
informed consent form
USAID-approved but not
signed by clients/
no consent form Did not receive - - -
Sub-total - - -
Received 99.4 9.2 98,4
Aall
Did not receive 0.6 1.8 1.:
Total 100.0 100,G 100.0
Weighted 177 171 348




Table 5: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized
tubectomy clicnts by amount reportedly received

yStatus of facilities reccived

1
Amouvt yeporgedly E 511__ tReceived any ! Received no
received in Tuka ; clients U ofacility ' facility

175,00 71.8 NA NA

170.00 0.c¢ 0.6 -

165,00 2.3 2.3 -

162.00 1.1 1.1 -

161.00 0.6 0.6 -

160,00 0.6 0.6 -

155,00 9.0 9.0 -

150.70 2,2 1.7 0.6

14£.00 0.5 0.6 -

135.00 0.6 0.6 -

130.00 0.5 0.5 -

128.00 1.1 1.1 -

127.00 7.9 7.3 0.6

126.00 0.5 0.5 -

125,00 0.5 0.5 -
Total 100.0 27.0 1.2
Weigyhted N 177

Reportesd average mount @ vkl

Estimatca average anant considering the 'received any
facility' categor, received the approved amount: ThL 174,59

Note: NA in the t.ble stands for not applicable cascew,



Table 6: Percentaqe distribution of the actually
sterilized vasectomy clients by amount
reportedly reccived

: 1Status of facilities roceived
Amount reporicdly | All T ; -
. : ' ... +Received any | Recvived no
received in ‘Tata lcelients T ) o
: , facility . facility
175.00 uE. 2 NA NA
140.00 0.6 - 0.6
130.00 0.0 - 0.6
100,00 0.5 A -
Tot xl 100.0 0.6 1.2
Weighted N 171

Reported average amount: Th,17..0v

Estimated aver.ge amoant considering the 'received any
facility' catogory veceiv.d U e approved amount: Tk.174,.53

Note: NA in thoe table stands for not applicable cases.

Table 7: Percentuge distribution of the ACTUALLY
sterilized clients by status of promise
for unapproved items

Status of promise for : Categories of clients
unapproved items 2 Tubectomy ;'’asectomy! All

Promised for unopiroved

ltems - - -
Not promised 1o

uncpproved 1 enms TG, U 100.0 L00. v

Tot.al 100, 0 100.0 100.0
Welghted N 177 171 348




Table 8: Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by whether they knew
before sterilization that they could not
have ony child after accepting sterilization

, Ccategories of clients

Status of know, edge

Jtubectomy! Vasecolomy , All
Knew 100.0 100.0 100.0
Did not know - - -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Welghted N 177 171 348

Table 9: Percentuage distribution of the actually
steriliczed ¢lients Ly the length of time
they had seriously thought about having
the sterilizotion method

. . Categories of clients
Period ; :
 __Tubectomy 1Vasectomy: All
1 day to 7 days 2.3 11.7 6.9
8 days to 15 Aavs 2.3 8.2 5,2
16 days to 29 Jdays 1.1 0.6 0.9
1 month to 2 months 16.4 17.5 16.9
More than 2 months
to 4 months 7.3 8.8 8.0
More than 4 aontas
to v months 15.3 21.6 18.4
Morce than 6 months
to 12 months 35.0 15.8 5.0
More than 1 . cur 20.3 15,8 13,1
Totod 100.0 100.0 100.0

Weighted N 177 171 3 e




Table 10: Percentagc distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by cutegorices whether
they had t.:lked to cocone who lad “lready
nad 2 sterilication boerore their operation

Whether talked o , Categories of clients
anyone or not yTubectomy ' Vasectomy All
Talked 91.0 52.0 71.8
Did not talk 9.0 48.0 28.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 177 171 348

Table 11:

Percentage listribution of the actually sterilized clients
by the lengtn of time they had seriously thought about

having the sterilization method and whether they had talked

to anyone who had already had sterilization before their

operation

1 T Ny e 1
Period of thinking . type of  operation
C ; ) Tubec tomy : Vasectomy
before sterilization : A , : P~ ;
o (bid noty oo y Did not, .
yTalked | , Total jralked ! v Total
, y talk ! . p talk ]
Less than 30 days 3.4 2.3 5.7 4.7 15.8 20.5
1 month to O months 36,2 2.8 39.0 32.7 15.8 48.5
More than © month.s
to 12 month: 3002 2.9 35.0 8.2 7.0 15,
More than 1 vear Lo, 2 1.1 20.3 6.4 )04 15,
Total 910 y.0 100.0 52.0 48.0 100.0
Welghted N 177 171
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Table 12: Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilizea clients by categories whether
they had suggested anvene for sterilization
arter accepting sterilization method or
whether they would suggest to anyone in
the ruturc

Suqgestion | lient v Categories of clients

estion i ; clicnts -

I9 ) 1 pPubectomy ] Vasectomy! All
Gave suggestion 76 50.3 63.5
Would suggest in future 23, 46,2 34.8
Would not sugqgest in
future - 3.5 1.7
Total 100.0 100.0 1u0.0
Weighted N 177 171 348

Table 12:

clients by recorded and reported helpers

Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized tubectomy

h Reported | | BAVS i Other | BAVS  lOther : ! :
helper i BDG lsaluried I NGU- ! regis- I NGO req'u—}kegis{ Went | AL
' ) | field- !ficla- | field-! tered Iltered ltered! alond
Recorded | | ' | ! Lo f
helper i worker jworker : wnrker: agent :dgont :Dal ! !
L per ] ! 1 1 1 ! { $
BLS fieldworker 1.3 - - - - - I
BAVS salaried
fiel iworker - 35.6 0.6 6.2 - - 0.7 ) '
Ot s
ficliwvorker - - 26.0 0.6 - 1.7 0.9 I
BAYS reylstered
agent - - 10.7 - 0.6 - 11l
Other NGO regis-
tered agent - - - 4.5 - - i
Registered Dai - - 1.1 - - - |
Tot ] 11,23 35.6 20,06 18.06 4.5 2.3 1.1 Ton,

Welgnted N=177
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Table 14: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized vasectomy ¢lients
ed and reported helpers

h Reparted o . i . R i 1 . | ol i q
he}ncr | ?DG ! HAVD‘ ! Cther ! Cther ! qus ; Regls—: ! !
N : rield- : salaried : NGO : N : reGls- : tercd :'r:ent :Does :
Recorded ! wo:ker: field- ! field- :regis— ! tered : Daa :dlone :not ! All
nelper ! I worker 1 oworker o btered 1 oLgent ! I know
~ i ! | agent | ! i i i
+ + t t t —+ + } }
BDG ficldworker C.o - - - oL - n_~ - 1.8
SAVS sa
fieldworker - 17.5 0.6 - 1.2 - 4.7 2.¢ 26.9

raed agent - - - 35.7 - - 2.3 4.1 42.1

Roaictoved i - - - - - 0.5 - - 0.5

Total 0.¢ 12.1 21.7 37.5 $.7 0.5 6.1 E.8 100.0

=
0
i
0
9
i
fl
-4
~1
(o)
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Table 15: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized tubectomy
clients by reported age of client and husband

Age group Age qroup of husband (in vears)

T
|
1 | T T T T T ! 1

of clientsy , ., | 35-39 | 40-44 | 45-49 | 50-54 155591 60-64 | Total
{in years) | ] i | 1 | ! [
20 - 24 2.8 0.6 - - - - - 3.4
25 - 29 13.0  25.4 1.7 1.1 1.1 1.1 - 43.4
30 - 34 - 136  15.8 7.3 0.6 0.6 1.1 39.0
35 - 39 - - 4.0 4.5 3.4 0.6 0.6 13.:
10 - 44 - - - 1.1 - - - 1.1
Total 15.8 27 21.5  14.0 5.1 2.3 1.7 100.0

Weighted N = 177

Mean age of the tubectomy clicent @ 30,7 vears
Mean age of rhe hushand : d00H vears

Table 16: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized vasectomy
clients by reported age of client and wife

Age group Lﬁ ; Age group of wife (in years)

?fnciizng 515-19 5 :o-z4§ z5-29§ 30-34§ 35-39§ 40-44§ 45-49? 50 % Tot.
25 - 29 1.2 h. 4 - - - - - - 7
10 - 34 - 14.6 Ay - - - - - 234
5 - 39 . L1 oL 4.1 - - - -

10 ~ 44 - 7.6 6.5 2.3 - - - lu.a
45 - 49 - - 3.5 2.3 3.5 - - - Vs
50 ~ 54 - - - - 2.3 2.y - - 5.

55 - 59 - - - 0.6 1.8 1. - - "
50+ - - - - - 0. l.¢ 2.3 P
Total T P T N e O - sy v

Wweighted N = 171

Mean aye of the vasectomy client : 40.2 years
Mean age of the wife i 2904 years
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Table 17: Percentuge distribution of the actually sterilized
clients by reported number of living children

Reported number o N Cateqgories of clients
living chiidren Pubeceomy 1 Visectomy pooAll
0 0.5 - U.3
1 1.7 2.3 2.0
2 13.5 26.3 19.8
3 24.9 32.2 28.5
4 24.9 10.5 17.8
5 15.8 15.2 15.5
6 10.2 7.6 8.9
7 4.0 4.1 4.0
8 1.1 1.2 1.2
9 2.3 0.6 1.4
10 1.1 - 0.6
Total 100.0C 100.0 105.0
Weighted N 177 171 34%

Mean numbier of
living children 4.1 3.6 3.9

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

Employment status of ! Categories of clients

'
wife/client JLubectomy | Vasectomy ! Al

Employed with caush
earning 4.5 10.5 7.

(21

Employed without

cash earning 2.3 - L.1
Not emp!oyved 92.7 BY.5 9.1
Not stated 0.5 - J.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Weighted N "_ 177 171 248




Table 19: Percentage distribution of the actually

sterilized clients by occupation of

husband/client

Occupation of
husband/client

Cateqgories of

clients

1
1
]
1

Tubectoiny

Yasectomy ! oAbl

Agriculuure ] 13.5 13.8
Day labour 46,9 6.6 58.0
Business 20.3 12,9 16.7
Service 17.0 3.5 10.5
Not emploved 1.1 0.5 0.9
Not stated 0.6 - 0.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 177 171 348

Table 20: Percentuge distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by their educational

level

Educational level

. Categories o clients

yTubectomy Vasectomy ! All
No schoolinag 73.5 76,60 75.0
No class passed - - -
Class 1 - N 9.0 11,7 10.4
Class Vv 7.9 3.5 5.7
Class V - Ix 8.5 5.3 PR
55C and ubove 1.1 .Y 1.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Welghted 177 171 348
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Table 21: Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by religion

. ' Categories of clients
Religion o : ;
yTubectomy | Vasectomy ! All
Muslim 89,3 u5s.9 92.5
Hindu 10,2 4.1 7.2
Christian 0.5 - 0.3
Totxl 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighited I 177 171 344
Table 22: Percentuge distribution of the actualy
steri'ived clients by ownership of land
Status of land , Categorices of clients
ownership pfubectomy 1 Vasectomy ' All _
Owned land 32.8 22,2 27.6
Did not own luand 67.2 77.8 72.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Jeighted N 177 171 LRS!




Table 23: Percent.ge distribution of the service
provilers/helpers by status of interviow

(Categories of service providers/
Interview statr. yhelpers
( Phvsician JClinic stoff] Helpers

Interviewcd 73.1 - 95,0 [
Not interviewc 26,9 5.0 37,9
Total © T T100.0 100.0 100.0
Welghted N v 20 40 95

Table 24: Perc. .t..je distribution of the clicnts
whose holpers were interviewed by status
of rcceipt of helper fee

Status of reccint y Number of clients whose helpers
of helper fee , were interviewed

reported by hclpers !Tubectomy ! Vasectomy | Ajl

Receiver! 100.0 100.0 100.0
Did not receive - - -
Total ) 100.0 100.0 1°0.0

Weighted [ L 43 29 77
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Table 25: Estimated proportions of clients actually
sterilived by selected upasilos

. . ‘ : . 1 . viroportion of actually steri-
clstrict/upecila eSelecto s sanple dee ) , ; ,
g plreed casces for the sample
L Sub. b Vs, b A L fub. ! Vas., 1 Al
Cinapur
TN 5. Y 1.o0 0.8 0.84

hoangpur
Sadar 9 31 40 1.0C 0.77 0.83

Bogra

Sadar L2 18 410 1.00 0.94 0.98

Joypuvhat
sadar 25 15 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

S0 jgond

Sadar 24 40 1.00 1.69 1.00

L
()

Fhialna

Jadar 7 i3 40 1.00 0.97 0.98

rariapur
sSadar 9 31 40 1.00 0.94 0.88

Cazlpur
Tongi 35 5 10 0.91 1.00 0.93

#ishoreqgonij
Sadar 37 3 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Chandpur

Sadar 35 5 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Loarhal il
sudbiarann 33 7 10O 1.00 1,00 1 .00
Harsingdi
Hado 52 2] J0 0,97 0.75 0,93

ot 276 204 480 0.9 0,90 5. 95




