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INTRODUCTION

In accordunce with the agreement between the Bangladesh Govern-
ment (BDG) =nd the Jsalb, a protocol was signed stipulating
the reimiurscenent by the latter 7 the selected costs of B
Yoluntary sterilicotion (Vs) irogram. the protecol  als,
provides tor o diecpendent audit/cevaluation of Lhe VS prrogram,
accordingly, in derch 1983, USALD, Phara, appointed M/s. M. A,
suasem & Co. - a bangladeshl Chartered accountants firm to
conduct guarterly asudit of voluntary sterilization of BDG
clinics. The contract expired in Decenber, 1984, iowever,
another .gyreement signed Letween USATL and M.a. caasem & Co,
provided scope for conducting ten cuarterly evaluation of

the VS program covering both BDG and HUUI clinics beginning
rrom Janu:ry-darch 1989 quorter,  Under the given ollectives
«nd approved methodology, the present report, the nineth of

1ts kind, 1s the o Jduation of the January-March 1947 quarter

cf othe Vo preuram o beth 05 and D done throudgh o nationally
representutive sampore survey,  The report has alreads been

submitte! to the Unal., Dhaka.

The field survey of the nineth quarterly evaluation was carried
out in April and May 1987. It was conducted in 50 selected
upazilas of the country of which 3+ upazilas were sclected for

evaluatin of BDG clinics and the rost 12 upazilas were selected

-

for NGO indcs cnlyl o Fromothese colected upazilas, 1520 BDG
clients oul 60 100 clionts were solocted ror Ticdd surves,
bata were collecte’ For thoaie clicnts Urom Loth the olinic

records .md from the clients direct!y through personal interview,

! . .
Non-govornment organisation

of e



ii

The detailed methodology and the objectives of tne evaluation
are contained in tire report orf the evaluacion of the 7S program

for January-March 1937 quirter and hence are not repeated here.

According to the contrace, this report, contalning seliected
tables buased on weichted clien® samle, has been PLooared
separately on the U nluaas ol BLG ciinics only as 'pacallel
tables' or ti2 report or the nineti gaarter of the evaluation

of the Vs program anec ore shown in the annexure.
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ANNEZXURE

BDG TABLES



Table 1: Percentage distribution of the SELECTED CI.1ENTS by
results ..f cl:ents survey

: Cateqgories of clients

JTubectomy 'Vasectomy! All

Results of clients' survey

A, INTERVIEWED 2000 6.2 74.3

Sterilized witiin the rererence
Jquarter in the recorded clinic Tl 6G1.06 73.0

Sterilized in the recorded
clinic but before the reference
quarter 0.7 0.6 0.6

Sterilized before the reference
quarter in other than the
recorded clinic - 0.7 0.3

Sterilized twice (lst operation
before the quarter 1 other than
the recosded o inic ond Ond
operation with:n tic niirter in

the recorded ciiniog - 0.4 0.1

Never sterilizo - 0.9 0.3
B. NOT INTERVIEWED _1_7_8- 28.4 .3_]_(1

Clients rot available 10.0 21.6 14.1

Client has permanently left

the recorded address 0.5 2.1 1.1

Client was only temporarily
visiting the recorded address 7.3 4,

v
()]
w

Client died within the

reference quarter - 0,2 0.1
C. ADDRESY NOT LOGCATED 2.2 7.4 4.1

Addreuss does not exist/

not found 1.7 6.7 3.5
Not attempted 0.3 0.7 0.5
Incomplete address 0.2 - ol
Total B - 100, 0 100.0 100, 0
Welghted o ) G S 14510

Estimated Yaloe* cansen Vor tubectomn, 000 percent
Estimated false* soen Uor wvascotor o3 percent

False cases means thone olients who tall undder the catesgory,
"sterilized in the recorded clinic bhut Letore the refercence
quarter', 'sterilized betore the refercnce gquarter in other than
the recorded clinie', 'sterilized twico', '"never storiloed! , ol
'address does not e=ist/not found!',



Table 2: Percentaye distribution o: 11 the SELECTED CLIERTS
by type md status of informed consent Yorms

Status or inrormed v e of operation , Total
consent form LTubectony Vasectom:!
USAID-approved

Signed by clients 99,6 99.06 99.6

Not signed by olient. 0.3 0.4 0.3
Not USAIb-approved

Signed by clients 0.1 - 0.1

Not signed by lients - - -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 984 536 1520

Table 3: percentoge distribution of the ACTUALLY STERILIVED
CLIERTS by types of informed consent forms .nd
status of signing

Types of consent forms : Categorics of clients
and status of signing yTubectomy !'Vasectomy 7 All
USAID-approved
Signed by clients 99,5 99,7 99.5
Not signed by Slicnts 0.4 0.3 0.4

Not USAlL-approve::

Signed by clionts 0.1 - 0.1
Not signed by ciients - - -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.,0

Weiqghteo o 740 330 1110




Table 4: Percontaon

Lrsuricotiaon

4

the actuelly

sterilivod

clients i st:tus 0 intormed consent ©orme and
statns o receipt o surgiel apparel
1 P ey g - ' . - 3
L i sStatus ot Categorics of clients
Status ¢! informe! : . . ! J =
. ,  receipt of : ' !
consent rorm , . (Tubectomy, Vasectomy| All
¢ surgioal . . .
v apparel ! : :
USAID-approved intormed Recelved g9, P b Jb
consent trorms signed
by clients Lid not recelive 0.4 3.4 1.4
Sub-tota! 99.1 u7.7 PO
informed consent :oam keceived 0.4 0.3 0.4
not USAID-approve:d!/
informed consent oo
USATID-approved but
not o signed by clier s,
Lo consent form ad not receive - - -
sub-tot.:! 0. 0.3 0.
Keceived 99,0 PSR DISI
All
Did not receive 0.4 3.9 1.4
Total 190.0 100.0 100, 0
Weighted N 780 530 1110




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

Status of facilities received

] ]
Feeatoan Lot | LMLy, fRocervet T Rocetvat
. , facility ,  Facility
175.00 027 NA NA
170.00 1.5 0.0 0,
165.00 2.6 1.0 L.t
164,00 0.1 0.1 -
160.00 1.1 0.6 0.5
155.00 1.1 0.3 0.8
154.00 0.1 0.1 -
135.00 0.1 - 0.1
130.00 0.1 - 0.1
100.00 0.1 0.1 -
50.00 0.1 0.1 -
40.00 0.1 0.1 -
No payment 0.3 0.3 -
Total 100.0 3.3 4.0
Weighted N 760

Reported average amount: Tk.173,28

Estimated average amount considering the 'received any
facility' catcegor: reccived the approved amount: Tk, 174,46

pote: NA in the toble stands for ot apr licable cases,


http:Tk.173.28

6

Table 6: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized
vasectomy clients by amount reportedly received

yStatus of facilities received

: +Received any ! Received no
clients Vo e .
facility

. , facility

1
Amount reportedly | Alj
received in Taka '

i

175.00 92,49 A MNA
171.00 0, -~ 0.9
170.00 1.2 0.4 0.9
150.00 0.3 - c.3
140.00 0.3 - 0.3
130.00 0.6 0.6 -
100.00 3.4 0.3 3.1
75.00 0.6 - 0.6
70.00 0.3 - 0.3
Total 100.0 1. G.4
Weighted N 330

Reported average imount: 9k.171.002

Estiamted average .uount considering the 'received any
facility' category received the approved amount: Tk.171,54

Note: NA in the table stands for not applicable cases

Table 7: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized

clients booatotus of promice oy Uliapprovest Ltoms

Status of promisc or ' Catoegourices of cliencs
unapproverd items prubectomy (Vasectom, ! Al

Promiserd for unapproved
items - - -

Hot promised for unapproved
items 100.0 100.0 100, 0

Total 100, 0 100.0 100.0
Weighted Y 7850 130 1110
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Table 8: Percentae distribution orf the actually sterilized
clients Ly whetier they hnew before sterilization
that thev =zould net have snvoshil b after acrepting
steriliz.ition

' Categories of clients

Status of knowledye

(Tubectomy ! Vasectomy ! All
rnew 100.0 100,00 100.0
Did not know - - -
Total LU0, 0 100.0 1”0
Weighted N 7784 330 1108

a . . .
Two not stated o ses were not included in this table and
ir the subseqguent Labics of S, 10,00 et 12,

Table Y: tercentase distribution or v actually sterilized
clients by the length of  time they had seriously
thought siout having the sterilization method

. H Categoriecs of clients
Period - — :
yTubectomy | Vasectomy ! All
1 day to 7 days 5.0 4.9 5.0
8 days to 15 days 4.4 7.0 5.1
16 days to 29 days 0.5 0.6 0.5
1 month tu 2 months 10,4 14.8 11.7
Mdore than 2 montho
to 4 monthe 7.8 13.6 9.0
More than 4 months
to 6 months 12.1 18,2 13.9
More than o menth.
to 12 months 31.1 21,2 ~8.2
Mdore thoarn 1 oyear 28,7 19,7 26,0
Total 100.0 100.0 100, O

Welghten o 77 130 1106




Table 10: Percentaye distribution of the actually sterilized
clients by catagories whether they had talked to
anyone who had already had a sterilization before
thelr operation

Whether talked to , Cateqgories of clients
anyone or not (Tubectomy | Vasectomy ! A
Talked 83,9 ey, 4 7.6
Did not talk 1G6.1 30,6 20,4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 778 330 1108

Table 11: Percent e districution tothe actually sterilized
clients by othe longth of time they had seriousty
thought cbout heving the cterilicotion method and
whether thev had talked to vone who had already
had a steriltization before their operation

. - Co J Type ot operation
Period cf thinking : L L -
L . : Tubectomy \ Vasectomy
before sterijization | e ; i e 0
: X yhid noty ' yDid not,
lalked | JJTotal [Talked)  Total
. L Lalk ] . . talk
Less than 30 days H.9 4.0 9.9 .7 Gl 12.8
1 month to 6 months 24.9 5.4 30.3 32.7 13.9 46.06
More than 6 months
to 1¢ months 8.1 3.0 31.1 15.2 6.1 21.3
More thoan 1 vear 25.0 3.7 28,7 14.8 G5 19,3
Total 83, booud 100, 0 Oy 30,0 100,0

Welghted N BVAD 330



http:alrea.dy

9

Table 12: Percent .qc¢ distribution or the actually sterilized
clients b, cateqgories whether they had suragested
anyone for ..terilization ftor accepting steriliza-
tion method v whether they would suggest to anyone
in the futurc

Suggestion by clients ! Categories of clients

99 ! s yTubectomy tvVasectomy ! All
Gave suggestion 65.2 66,7 65.0
Would suggest in ruture 34,1 28,2 32,13
Wiould not sugges: in
future 0.7 5.1 2.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 778 330 1104

Table 13: Fercentuge distribution of the actually sterilized
tubectomy ciients by recorded and reported helpers

N Reported | “ |, = s o
O o Do < o :
™~ helper = SR RN [ B o <
ORU e A R U o) -
Recorded T FURCAN VR S oolh S K —-
N 4 [\P 4] g n ol ~ w0 —
helper ~ vNn | 3 ¢ o lsa oo Q g & R
Qo P o lnow[Poxoa {02 3]
m = [OH @b |00 & Qa I3
“ e
BLG fieldworker 53.0 0.5 14,0 - 5,0 0.4 0.4 73.6
Other NGO field-
worker 0.4 6.8 3.3 - - 0.1 0.3 10,9
BLG registered
agent - - 8.7 - 0.1 - - 8.8
Other NGO registered
agent - - - 0.1 - - - 0.1
Fegistered Dai - - - - 6 0.1 - Vi
Totl 53.4 7.7 LU 0.1 1.0 0. o7 TToo

Woeighted N o= 740
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rercentage distribution of

the actually sterilized

vasectomy clients by recorded and reported helpers

.t

Welaghted o

— - t t + t t t —t t
Xeported L. _. ! I ! [ . 1 . [ [ 1
.. IBDG field-1 B A vV 3 Iother 1 BRG regis- ot Regis— 1 Went 1 hoes
ncliper ! \ ! . [ 1 N ! B ! ] |
| worker | salaried IONGS I tered agent; tered : alone I not ! All
Recorded : :fieldworkcr: Ticid- : : Dol 1 ! know
I i
helper ] ! I worker | ! ] I ]
1 i { ] ! i ! 1
] ] ! 1 ! ! ] I
— + + + t + +— + t
BDO ficldworser ’9.4 1.5 0.2 ©.4 G. . 2.7 6.7 50.9
BAVES shlaried
fleldworker - 0.6 - - - - - 0.6
thier N rileldworker - 0.3 7.6 0.6 - 0.3 0.6 Cod
Bl rogistered agent 0.3 - - 33.6 - 0.9 3.1 37.v
Reglstered 11 - - - - 1.2 - - 1.2
Total 29.7 2.4 T 13.6 2.1 3.9 10.4 100.0
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Table 15: Percentage distribution of the actually sterilized tubectomy
“ients by reported age of client and husband

age group | Age grcup of husband (in vears)
lients s b ai_hg 4 ae_ae Tac_ag ii TA5_aG 'Eo_ca teo_cal Vo ' '
pe) yomss 0 25=29 0 30-34 135-39 140-44 145-49 '50-54 ¢ 2058 SU-ed) 65-697 70-74!) Total
el B 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.3 0.4 0.3 0.1 - - 0.3 - - - - 1.4
17.41

5

I
)
1
—
.
-
<
(U
@}
.
{
-
.
L
|
|
I

- 0.3 39.1

y—

- 0.4 12.8 18.8 4.1

3
- - 0.1 13.2 10.9 -4 - - 30.1

r2
89}

o ~J
- .
w O

0
4 0
- - - 0.3 3.3 4.z 0.3 U.1 0.1 - 10.6
0 0
0

- - - - - .1 0.2 .6 - - - 1.0

- - - - - - 0.3 .1 - - - 0.4

o, 1.3 1.5 35.6 19.3  10.3 5.0 2.0 0. 0.1 0.3 100.0
ST

(in vears;: lients : 29,
Husbaend @ 39.4



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

Age group Age group of wife (in vears)
of clients . Ve . I ! o ! :
. 15=1t 1 20-24 125-29 130=35 135=39 140-44' 45-49" 50+ ol

(in years) ! ! . . : ! ;
25 =29 0.6 S 0.9 - /.6
30 - 34 0.3 6.4 7.6 - 14,3
35 - 39 - 2.4 14.5 4,2 0.0 - .7
40 - 44 0.6 0.6 6.7 10.9 3.3 - 2l
45 - 49 - 0.3 0.6 7.3 G.7 1.2 1o,
50 - 54 - - - 2.1 3.4 2.7 "2
55 - 59 - 0.6 - 1.5 1.8 1.2 .9 6.0
60 - 64 - - - 0.3 0.3 .3 0.9
65 - 69 - - - 0.3 0.6 .9 1.8
70 - 74 - - - - .4 0.9 1.3
Total .5 16.4 30.3 20,06 15.8 6.0 .5 0.9 100,0
Weighted N = 330
dean age (in years) Client 42,4

Wife 31.1
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Table 17: Percentuge distribution of the actually sterilized
clients by reported number of living children

Réported number of . Categorices ol c¢lients
living children (Tubectomy Vasectomy ! All
0] 0.5 - 0.4
1 .8 B, Lo
2 23.2 1.1 1.0
3 30.1 270 2.5
4 19.8 24,9 2.3
5 12.6 13.0 12.7
6 5.9 7.3 6.3
7 2.8 4.2 3.2
8 1.8 1 1.9
9 0.4 0,60 .4
10+ 0.1 - 0.1
Total 100.0 100.0 160.0
Weighted N 780 330 1110

Mean number of
living children

(9]
.
o

5.8 3.¢

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

Employment status i Categories of clients
of wife/client yrubectomy Vasectomy! Al

Employed with cast.
earning il REHA 15,45

Employet wiricout

cash earning 2.9 1.8 2,06
Not employed 84,4 73.9 81,6
Not stated God - 0.
Total T TN 100, 0 100.0

Weighted N 780 330 1110
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Table 19: Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by occupation of

husband/wife

Occupation of X Categorics of clients
husband/wife L Tubectony JVascectomy | All
Agricul ture 25,4 1o, ! IR
Day labour 49.4 00.3 52.6
Busineus 18.6 14,9 17.5
Service 5.2 2.7 4.5
Not employed 0.8 0.6 0.7
Other: 0.0 2oa [
Total 100.0 UEIRY! 00,0
Wolghtod U 7450 5 40 1110

Table :C: Percent.age distribution of the actuslly
steriliized clients by treur educational
level

Educational Categories of clients

]
[]
level prubectomy | Vasectomy ! All

1
No schooling 84,0 66,7 79.3
Mo class passed 0.5 0, RN
Clage 1 - 1V PN AR A §
Class V S e i
Clasn Y- 1X 3.1 S R
SSC i HBC 0.5 loe i,
Total ) 100.0 o0 0.0

Weight e N 750G 330 1116




Table 21:

15

Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by religion

, Categories of clients

Religion 1Tubectomy !Vasectomy ! All

Muslim 81.8 86.1 83.1
Hindu 17.7 13.9 16.6
Christian 0.3 - 0.2
Others 0.2 - 0.1
Total 100 0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 780 330 1110

Table 22: Percentage distribution of the actually
sterilized clients by ownership of land
Status of land : Cateqgories of clients
ownership i Tubectomy ! Vasectomy ! All
Ownerd land 40.8 30.0 37.6
Did not own land 59.1 69.4 62.2
Not :taten 0.1 0.6 0.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weiglited N 780 330 1110
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Table 23: Percentage distribution of the service
providers/helpers by status of interview

1Categories of service providers/
Interview status yhelpers
yPhysician [Clinic staff 'Helpers

Interviewed 77.8 76.0 75.8
Not interviewed 22.2 24.0 24,2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Weighted N 90 104 306

Table 24: Percentage distribution of the clients whose
helpers were interviewed by status of receipt
of helper fee

Status of receipt iNumber of clients whose helpers
of helper fee ywere interviewed

reported by helpers yTubectomy ! Vasectomy ! All
Received 99.6 100.0 99,7
Did not receive | 0.4 - 0.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Weighted N 230 70 300
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Table 25: Estimated proportions of clients actually
sterilized by selected upazilas

yProportion of actually steri-
lized cases for the sample
Tulk». | Vas. ' All p Tub. ' wvas. ' Aall

District/upazila Selected sample size

Dinajpur
Parbotipur 5 35 40 1.00 :.00 1.00

Thakurgaou
Sadar 30 10 40 1.00 0.70 0.93

Pirgonj 3 37 40 1.00 0.92 0.93
Horipur 19 21 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Nilphamari
Domar 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00

Rangpur
Kawnia 14 26 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Mithapukur 35 5 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Kurigram
Ulipur 38 2 40 0.97 1.00 0.98

Naogaon
Sadar 34 6 40 0.97 0.83

v.95
Manda 38 2 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Rajshahi
Mohonpur 32 8 40 0.69 0.75 0.70

Serajgogi
Kazipur 28 12 40 0.93 0.92 0.93

Kushtia
Sadar 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00

Meherpur
Sadar 34 6 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Magura
Sadar 15 25 40 1.00 0.56 0.73

Jessore
Sadar 13 27 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Bagerhat

Sadar 12 28 40 1.00 0.9 0.98
Rampal 4 36 40 1.00 0.97 0.98
Kachua 4 36 40 1.00 0.67 0.70

Barisal
Bakergonj 5 35 40 1.00 1.00 1.00

Gouripur
Kaliakoir 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00

Narshingd:
Shibpur 36 o 40 0.94 1.00 0.95
Raypura 10 - 410 .95 - 0.95
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,Proportion of actually steri-

[}
. . . : i 1 . :

District/upazila :Selerted sample size '1ized cases for the sample

1 Tub. ! vas. ! All 1 _Tub., ! vas, ! All
Tangail
Nagorpur 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00
Delduar 39 1 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ghatail 37 3 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Jamalpur
Madargonj 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00
Mzmensjnqh
Fulbaria 38 2 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Fulpur 38 2 40 1.00 0.00 0.95
Muktagacha 38 2 40 0.97 1.00 0.98
Kishoregonj
Tarail 39 1 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Netrokona
Mohongonj 20 20 40 0.90 0.85 0.88
Sadar 21 9 40 0.97 1.00 0.98
Kendua 35 5 40 0.91 1.00 0.93
Brahmanbaria
Sarail 34 6 40 0.97 1.00 0.98
Noakhali
Begumgonj 37 3 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lakshmipur
Ramgoti 37 3 40 1.00 1.00 1.00
Chittagong
Patiya 40 - 40 1.00 - 1.00

Total 1102 418 1520 0.98 0.90 0.96




