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Acronyms

Abbreviation | Phrase/Word

APEX APEX Consulting Pakistan

CcoO Community Organization

CPI Community Physical Infrastructure

FGD Focus Group Discussion

KII Key Informant Interview

LEP Livelihood Enhancement and Protection
MER Monitoring, Evaluations and Research
NGO Non-Governmental Organization

POs Partner Organizations

PPAF Pakistan Poverty Alleviation Fund
SAFWCO Sindh Agricultural And Forestry Workers Coordinating
SPSS Statistical Package For The Social Sciences
TRDP Thardeep Rural Development Programme
UBAS User Beneficiary Assessment Survey

GLOSSARY

Terminology Explanation

Acre A unit frequently used for land measurement.
1 Acre = 0.404686 Hectare

District The spcond tier of administrative division in Pakistan following the
Provinces

Tehsil It is the third tier of administrative division in Pakistan following the

District

Union Council

Tehsil/Taluka

It is the fourth tier of administrative division in Pakistan following the
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1. Executive Summary

This report is based on the Beneficiaries Assessment Survey carried out in 21districts across Pakistan
where PPAF interventions were implemented. A total of 2000 households/beneficiaries were surveyed
to collect information about six major components of the PPAF-III. For assessment the 2000
household sample was divided into six types of beneficiaries.

Using before and after the intervention technique, it was found that average household income (size
6.7 persons) and savings have increased. Although one cannot attribute the income increase to the
interventions completely, they did matter in this regard as opined by beneficiaries. Overall the average
poverty score of the sampled households is 39, which means that Transitory Vulnerable group is the
major beneficiary group of the interventions. This pattern holds true for nearly all types of
interventions.

Simple percentage growth analysis shows that on average the income of relatively poor household
increased by around 24%, whereas the same increase was around 17% for relatively non-poor
households. Therefore on average the income of poor households has increased more than non-poor
households.

The results are encouraging vis-a-vis Social Mobilization and households’ participation in community
activities. Overall 91% respondents said they were actively involved in the community activities and
social mobilization directly or indirectly. Intermediate outcome indicator of making 60% of the
targeted poor household members a part of community activities/community members seems to have
been achieved.

For the Livelihood Enhancement and Protection (LEP), the overall beneficiary satisfaction level is
95%. Beneficiaries (94%) utilized assets for income generation, and 89% confirmed assets were
helpful in increasing their incomes. The estimated average increase in income was Rs.4500 per
month. The beneficiaries were also given relevant skill-training for better utilizing assets.
Beneficiaries (97%) who got trainings termed them useful, achieving the intermediate outcome
indicator of training 70% beneficiaries. Linkages development is important for sustainability of
income created through assets transferred. Beneficiaries (41%) said LEP intervention helped in
creating profitable linkages with markets/external organizations.

In the microcredit component 70% of respondents were women. Around half of these women were
illiterate and 41% had educational qualifications from primary to matriculation. These findings
suggest that females with no or relatively low educational qualifications are able to access microcredit
which can be taken as an encouraging sign of socio-economic development.

A large majority 92% termed credit beneficial for them. The average amount of credit (based on all
microcredit beneficiaries) is around Rs.24,800. The average interest rate charged on microcredit is
20%, and the average net income Rs.30,900. Beneficiaries (85%) reported loan was intended for
business needs. The relative dominance of ‘transitory non-poor’ and ‘non-poor’ in overall sample of
microcredit beneficiaries was found. Around 44% maintained their business/enterprise has become
self-supporting, while 52% said they need further credit. A total of 168 microcredit beneficiaries
received skill-trainings. Of the trained beneficiaries, 74% were females. Beneficiaries (74%) were
trained in ‘enterprise development’ and the rest in ‘financial literacy’. Though the degree of
usefulness varied across trained beneficiaries, 96% termed trainings useful.
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Under the Basic Services and Infrastructure interventions, all beneficiaries expressed satisfaction with
drinking water schemes. Apart from the benefit of time-saving, 75% respondents reported lesser
incidence of waterborne diseases in children and other members of household. Further 83%
beneficiaries were very satisfied with sanitation facilities.

Under the irrigation schemes, on average Rs.780 per crop were paid as charges for irrigation. Most
beneficiaries affirmed increase in the crop yield, especially in rupee terms.

In case of link roads/bridges, 93% respondents said the facility helped them save one to three hours
daily. Overall 64% beneficiaries said because of link roads/bridges, the prices of imported goods have
decreased. Similarly, collectively 60% beneficiaries are benefitting from the linkages.

Overall 83% respondents expressed satisfaction with health facilities, which included pre- and post-
natal services, family planning, pharmacy, vaccination for children under one year old. Nearly two-
third beneficiaries reported paying ‘no-fee’ for availing health facilities. The staff was present at the
health facility center and their attitude was kind and helpful.

A majority of respondents (93%) expressed satisfaction with the education interventions, saying
facilities such as books, uniforms, stationery etc. were provided free of cost.

Overall results are satisfactory. However there is need to focus on households with poverty scores less
than 23. Skill training and targeted asset transfer interventions can contribute to move them out of
extreme poverty. In this regard skill training for women can be a vital intervention for such families.
The program interventions on increasing women’s role in the livelihood activities may be explored to
improve socioeconomic outlook of the families. Further the interventions in education, health and
sanitation facilities with women as the main recipients will also indirectly contribute to improving the
families’ poverty status.

APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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2. Introduction and Objective
Background

A leading institution for community driven development, Pakistan Poverty Alleviation Fund (PPAF)
was established as an autonomous private institution, facilitated and supported by the Government of
Pakistan, the World Bank, International Fund for Agricultural Development and other donors.

Its overall aim is to reduce poverty by focusing on institutional development and achieving key MDG
goals. PPAF’s interventions focus on supporting social mobilization, microcredit, community physical
infrastructure, water, energy and disaster management, livelihoods, capacity building, health and
education and environment and social safeguards at grassroots. PPAF works with more than 100
Partner Organizations (POs) across the country to implement these interventions.

In 2011 PPAF carried out a User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey to assess the medium term impact of
program/project level interventions. In the second phase of the user/beneficiary assessment, this study
assessed the medium term impact of PPAF program/projects level interventions on direct
beneficiaries and how to integrate these findings into program activities. It is based on beneficiaries
assessment survey carried out in 21 districts where PPAF interventions have been implemented by
POs.

Programme Brief

The PPAF disbursed Rs.5.07 million under the 47th batch to twenty four POs for interventions in
microcredit, institutional development, capacity building, livelihood enhancement and protection,
water and infrastructure, health, education and disability.

Survey Objectives

The objective is to assess medium term impact of interventions under PPAF-III and to integrate these
findings into program activities. It will provide assessment of the performance of the
program/projects level interventions sponsored under PPAF-III.

2 APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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3. Approach and Methodology

The assessment was carried out by applying quantitative and qualitative techniques through three
complementary tools:

= Household Survey
=  Focus Group Discussions (FGDs)
= Key Informant Interviews (KIIs)

These instruments were prepared and shared with the PPAF.
Sample Design

Quantitative Survey Sample Design

The quantitative survey includes calculation of representative sample of the study and the
interventions. The overall sample of 2000 households was provided by PPAF. Using 95% confidence
level and 5% margin of error, sample size for one intervention was calculated, which turned out to be
333.

Following is the sample calculation for one intervention i.e. Institutional Development.
The basic approach to considering sample size requirements for an unknown population is:

SS1 = {Z *(p)*(1-p)}/c®
=(1.96"2)*(0.318)*(1-0.318)/0.05"2= 333

Where:

Z =Z value (e.g. 1.96 for 95% confidence level)

p = percentage picking a choice, (.318 used for sample size needed)
¢ = confidence interval, (e.g. = +5 = 0.05)

The overall distribution for each of the six interventions is 333. The table below gives component-
wise distribution of the sample in Phase I and Phase II.

Table 1: Intervention Wise Sample Size
Intervention Sample Size Phase-1 Sample Size Phase-II

Water Energy & Infrastructure 334 333
Education 86 333
Health 74 333
Livelihood Enhancement and protection 0 333
Social Mobilization & Institutional

0 334
Development
Micro Credit 476 334
Total 970 2000

In Phase I, the components’ share in the overall sample size was uneven. The sample size of water,
energy and infrastructure and micro credit dominated compared to the sample size of education and
health. Livelihood enhancement and protection, and social mobilization and institutional development
were either missing or not represented. In Phase II, however, all components were given equal share
(16.6%) in the overall sample of 2000 respondents for making it balanced and representative in terms
of all interventions.

” APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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It may be mentioned that the sample size was adjusted by using probability proportion to size keeping
in view districts, interventions, and POs after approval from PPAF. The beneficiaries were selected
through random sampling from the list provided by PPAF and POs.

A total of 41 FGDs and KIIs were conducted during the study.

Household Sample

Household survey was conducted from both direct and indirect beneficiaries across the four
provinces. The province-wise distribution is provided in the table below.

Table 2: Summary of Household Sample Size
Sr. No. Province No. of Districts Sample Size No. of Districts Sample Size
Phase-1 Phase-1 Phase-11 Phase-II

1 Balochistan 0 0 3 443

2 KPK 2 326 4 546

3 Punjab 3 485 7 632

4 Sindh 1 159 7 379
Total 6 970 21 2000

In Phase II the number of districts was increased to 21 compared to 6 in Phase 1. In addition, three
districts of Balochistan province, which were not part of Phase 1, were included in Phase II, with a
sample of 443 beneficiaries.

Poverty Scores in Phase | and Phase |1

The following table gives an overall distribution of households on the basis of Poverty Scores in the
Phase I and Phase II.

Table 3: Comparison of Samples by Using Poverty Status
. . Phase-1 Phase-11
Household Categories Score Ranges Categories Count % Count | %
0-11 Extremely Poor/Ultra Poor 27 2.8 35 1.8
Poor Households 12-18 Chronically Poor 105 10.8 136 6.8
19-23 Transitory Poor 146 15.1 185 9.3
24-34 Transitory Vulnerable 342 35.3 544 27.2
Non-poor Households 35-50 Transitory non-poor 245 25.3 632 31.6
51-100 Non-poor 105 10.8 468 23.4
Total 1000 100 2000 | 100

Note: As beneficiaries of Phase I and Phase II were totally different, we are not comparing the results of both phases. However the table 3
gives an account of the beneficiaries in the two phases.

In Phase-I, 28.7% of the sampled households were classified as relatively poor (on the basis of
Poverty Scorecard with poverty score from 0 to 23). This proportion was 17.8% in the Phase-II.

In Phase-I, 71.3% of respondents were categorized as relatively non-poor (on the basis of poverty
score from 24 to 100). This proportion was 82.2% in the Phase II. The following table details the
poverty status;

Table 4: Summary Comparison of Samples by using Poverty Status

Household Categories Count Phase-1 % Count Phase-I1 %
Poor Households (0-23) 278 28.7 356 17.8
Non-poor Households (24-100) 692 71.3 1644 82.2
Total 970 100 2000 100

APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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The following figure presents the distribution of beneficiaries according to their poverty scores/status
both in Phase-I and Phase-II.

Figure 1: Sample Comparison using Poverty Scores/status
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Only in the case of transitory non-poor in Phase-II, the relative coverage has increased in the overall

sample. It also shows that the overall sample is skewed towards relatively non-poor.

Overall loans and grants are skewed towards the transitory vulnerable, transitory non-poor, and non-

poor. However the transitory poor, chronically poor, and extremely poor have been predominantly

recipients of grants than loans.

Figure 2: Sample Comparison using Loan and Grant wise Poverty Scores/status
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Overall LEP and other beneficiaries are skewed towards the transitory vulnerable, transitory non-poor

but the segment of non-poor of LEP is lesser then other beneficiaries. However the transitory poor,

chronically poor, and extremely poor have been predominantly recipients of assets than other grants.
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Figure 3: Sample Comparison using LEP and Other's Poverty Scores/status
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Limitation of the Study

During the study, following limitations were encountered.

=  Some areas like South Waziristan Agency and district Kech in Balochistan were too remote to

access. Due to security risks these were replaced by other areas without excluding the PO.

= Some of POs had left the areas after the completion of work but APEX in consultation with

PPAF contacted and made possible their presence in the field.

=  As the survey was conducted in extremely hot weather, mobilizing the beneficiaries for FGDs

turned out to be a challenge. However APEX team managed to arrange FGDs.

/"s | f&PEX
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4. Sampled Population Characteristics

An overall analysis is presented on the socio-economic profile of beneficiaries and households and
women empowerment.

Socio-economic profile of Beneficiaries / Households

This section highlights the socio-economic profile of beneficiaries on the whole, and the information
shall be cross-referred while detailing about components in later sections of the report.

Average Household size

Table 5: Average Household Size

Phase-I Phase-I1
Poor Non-Poor Poor Non-Poor

Average HH Size 7 (S.D. =2.320) 6(S.D.=2.4900) | 8,(S.D.=2.310) | 6,(S.D.=2.428)

From the data collected in Phase-II, it appears that the average household size differs across poor and
non-poor respondent beneficiaries. To check whether they are statistically different, the Consultants
tested hypothesis — the average household size is not different between poor and non-poor segments.
The hypothesis was rejected (p-value=0.000). It was concluded that the average household size is
statistically different between poor and non-poor households.

Moreover compared with Phase-I, there was significant change (p-value = 0.000) in the gender
composition of sampled beneficiaries in Phase-II. The following table gives a comparison between the

two phases.
Table 6: Gender Wise Respondents
Phase-1 Phase-11
Men (%) Women (%) Men (%) Women (%)
94.4 5.6 69 31

Compared to Phase-I, women’s representation increased significantly in Phase-II from 5.6% to 31%

in the overall sample.

Programme wise more female beneficiaries were covered under the microcredit — 30% compared to
11% males. In social mobilization, women lead men by 19% to 16%. However in the education
related interventions, women’s participation dips to 6%.

Table 7: Gender Wise Respondents Covcragc

Male Female
# % # %
Microcredit 146 11 188 30
Livelihood Enhancement & Protection 258 19 75 12
Education 294 21 39 6
Health 236 17 97 16
CPI 232 17 101 16
Social Mobilizations 215 16 119 19

Major Occupational groups of Household Heads

The highest (16%) of household heads were businesspersons. The other dominant occupations were
off-farm skilled labor (14%), government service (13%), farm labor (12%), and own-farming (10%).
Unemployed household heads comprised only 1.6% of the total sample.

A"\. APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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Overall Household Income and Expenditure Profile

The average household income per annum was calculated to be around Rs.210,651 before the
interventions. With average household size 6.7 persons, the per capita income comes out to be
Rs.31,440. The annual per capita GDP of Pakistan is Rs.136,736 (Pakistan Economic Survey 2013-
14). Therefore the per capita income of beneficiary household is around one-fourth (31,440/13, 6736

x 100=23%) of the national per capita income.

The overall household annual income, expenditure and saving profiles of the whole sample are;

Table 8: Income, Expenditures, and Savings in Phase II - All Sample
Statistic Total HH Total HH Total HH Total HH HH Saving HH Saving
S annual annual annual annual (Before the (After the
Income Income Expenditure | Expenditure | interventions | interventions
(Before the (After the (Before the (After the ) )
interventions | interventions | interventions | interventions
) ) ) )

N 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 1,084 1,164
Mean 210,651 248,277 173,102 202,985 85,065 89,054
Mode 120,000 300,000 84,000 108,000 24,000 6,000
SD 178,545 222,717 118,704 160,115 150,353 13,2858

Average Household Income

One of the PPAF objectives is to help poor communities improve their living standards through
various interventions. These improvements may be reflected in an increase in the reported household
incomes of beneficiaries. For this purpose, the results of average incomes reported in Phase-1 were
compared with those of Phase-II. Using “before and after technique”, an analysis was conducted on
the basis of information collected in Phase-I1. The following table gives the overall results.

Table 9: Average Annual Income of Household
Income Average HH Average HH Income-before the Average HH Income-after the
Statistics Income (Phase-I) Intervention (Phase-II) Intervention (Phase-II)
N 970 2,000 2,000
Mean 213,807 210,651 248,277
Mode 120,000 120,000 300,000

In Phase-I the average annual income per household was Rs.213,807 per annum on the basis of 970
respondents. It may be mentioned that before and after analysis was not applied during Phase-1. In
Phase-II, the reported annual average income per household was Rs.210,651 before the intervention
and Rs.248,277 after the intervention — showing an approximate increase of Rs.37,626 (around 18%)
per household per annum, on average. Although the whole increase cannot be completely and entirely
attributed to the interventions, it is plausible that the PPAF interventions might have played a positive
role in this increase. It is also noteworthy that these increases were also reported by the beneficiaries
while responding to the questions related with specific interventions, which have been presented in
relevant following sections in this report.

’ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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Table 10: Income, Expenditure and Savings Profiles Loan Vs. Grant
Category Loan Grant
Mean Mode Stal}dzgrd Mean Mode Star}d;{rd
Deviation Deviation
Total Income (Before) 224,560 180,000 138,686 207,863 120,000 185,418
Total Income (After) 299,892 300,000 244,204 237,930 120,000 216,760
Total Expenditure 187,690 180,000 99,742 170,178 84,000 121,968
(Before)
Total Expenditure (After) | 226,034 156,000 153,349 198,364 108,000 161,086
Saving (Before) 91,511 6,000 126,338 83,242 1,000 156,498
Saving (After) 113,854 36,000 144,443 82,097 1,000 128,651

Average Annual Income of Household using Poverty status

The reported incomes of households by beneficiaries across poor and non-poor segments were
analyzed to gauge variations. In this context the following table presents some important information.

Table 11: Changes in Average Annual Income of Household by Poverty Status

Phases Poor Household (0-23) | Non-Poor Household (24-100)
a Average HH Income (Phase-I) 138,711 243,976
Average HH Income-before the
E Intervention (Phase-II) L3R LIRS
Average HH Income-after the
¢ Intervention (Phase-II) 185,863 261,793
b & ¢ | p-values 0.000* 0.000*
b & ¢ | Change in Mean Household Income (%) 24% 17%

*Statistically significantly different at 95% confidence level

These calculations have been done on the basis of household incomes reported by beneficiaries, in
response to questions related to annual income before and after the interventions. It may have an
element of recall, yet keeping in view the nature of Beneficiaries Assessment methodology, this
information has been used for some analysis. In Phase-I though the overall average household income
was Rs.213,807 per annum, it was calculated to be around Rs.138,711 for relatively poor households
and Rs.243,976 for relatively non-poor households. The average household income was statistically
significantly different between poor and non-poor.

In Phase II the annual average income per household was calculated Rs.210,651 before the
intervention. The annual average income was calculated Rs.149,488 for relatively poor households,
and for non-poor beneficiaries households it was Rs.223,896. Moreover, in Phase-1I the annual
average income per household is calculated Rs.248,277 after the intervention. The annual average
income for relatively poor households is Rs.185,863 and Rs.261,793 for non-poor households.

Simple percentage growth analysis shows that on average the income of relatively poor household
increased by around 24%, whereas the same increase was around 17% for relatively non-poor
households. Therefore on average the income of poor households has increased more than non-poor
households.

”\ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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An analysis was conducted in order to understand whether the average incomes have increased for
households in the poor and non-poor segments. The results are presented in the following table;

Table 12: Comparisons of Average Household Income in Phase I and Phase 11

Average HH Average HH Average HH
Household Score . g Income-before the | Income-after the
] Categories Income 5 ]
Categories Ranges (Phase-T) Intervention Intervention
(Phase-II) (Phase-II)
Extremely
Poor 0-11 Poor/Ultra Poor 120,666 105,246 132,131
Households 12-18 | Chronically Poor 137,341 142,657 186,422
19-23 Transitory Poor 143,033 162,879 195,618
24.34 | Iransitory 181,998 192,697 227,480
Vulnerable
WO X7 Transitory non-
Households 3550 | or Yy 229,074 211216 249,678
51-100 | Non-poor 480,620 277,285 318,038

The reported average incomes across poor and non-poor households have increased. This table also
confirms the earlier findings of overall increase in average income before and after the interventions
in Phase-1I. The following figure explains the average income before and after the interventions.

Figure 4: Average Annual Income Phase I, Phase I1 (Before and After)
500000
400000
3
=
E 300000
E 200000
(1]
£
2
L4
0 - e —
Extremely Chronically Transitory Transitory Transitory Non-poor (51-
Poor/Ultra  Poor (12-18) Poor (19-23) Vulnerable non-poor (35- 100)
Poor (0-11) (24-34) 50)
= Annual Average HH Income (Phase-I)
B Annual Average HH Income-before the Intervention (Phase-II)
= Annual Average HH Income-after the Intervention (Phase-II)

Statistical procedures of paired sample hypothesis testing were used for comparing the statistical
difference of household incomes before and after the interventions. The analysis was conducted
separately for relatively poor and non-poor household beneficiaries. However the hypothesis was

Page 15 of 126
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rejected and it was concluded that the average annual incomes of poor households after the
intervention were statistically significantly different from those of before the intervention.

Similarly after the statistical analysis, it was concluded that the average annual incomes of the
relatively non-poor households after the intervention were statistically significantly different from
those of before the intervention.

Average Household Expenditure

Compared with before intervention expenditure, an overall increase in the annual expenditure of

&

households has been witnessed. The results are presented in the following table;

Table 13: Average Annual Household Expenditures

g e St Average HH Expenditure-before the | Average HH Expenditure -after the
Intervention (Phase-II) Intervention (Phase-II)
N 2000 2,000
Mean 173,102 202,985
Mode 84,000 108,000
SD 118,704 160,115

On average households’ expenditure went up by Rs.29,883 from Rs173,102 (before intervention) to
Rs.202,985 (after intervention).

Table 14: Average Annual household Expenditures Using Poverty Status
Phases Poor Household Non-Poor
(0-23) Household (24-100)
b | Average HH Expenditure -before the Intervention 134,666 181,426
(Phase-I1)*
c ﬁ)v*erage HH Expenditure -after the Intervention (Phase- 161,908 211,880
b&c | p-values 0.000* 0.000*
Change in Mean Household Expenditure (%) 20% 17%

*Statistically significantly different at 95% confidence level

The table shows that the average annual expenditure of the poor households was around 20% higher
after the intervention compared with before the intervention. On the other hand, for the non-poor
household, expenditure was around 17% higher. The consumption level has been assessed by
analyzing the annual overall expenditure of the household, expenditure on overall food and other
household items.

| APEX
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The following table gives information about the average annual household expenditures before and

after the interventions across all categories.

Table 15: Average Annual Expenditure Using Poverty Status
Household Average HH Expenditure | Average HH Expenditure
Categories Score Ranges Categories -before the Intervention -after the Intervention
& (Phase-II) (Phase-II)
Extremely
- 116,403 145,140
Poor 0-11 Poor/Ultra Poor ’ ’
Households 12-18 Chronically Poor 134,975 155,474
19-23 Transitory Poor 137,894 169,811
24-34 ransitory 157,363 182,615
Vulnerable
LS Transitory non-
Households 35-50 hoor Y 172,149 197,596
51-100 Non-poor 221,924 265,189

After analysis, it was found that the average annual expenditure of the poor as well as non-poor
households after the intervention was statistically significantly different from that of before the
intervention. This is an encouraging sign.

Average Household Savings

In the before-after scenario, a positive change can be seen in the average household savings. The
following table shows overall average savings per household before the intervention to be Rs.85,065,
and after the interventions Rs.89,054 - on average an overall increase of Rs.7698 per household.

Table 16: Average Annual Saving of Household

Saving Average HH Saving -before the Average HH Saving -after the
Statistics Intervention (Phase-II) Intervention (Phase-II)
N 2.000 2.000
Mean 85.065 89.054
SD 150.353 132.858

The following table shows a more detailed picture about savings across poverty segments.

Table 17: Average Saving of Household using Poverty status

Phases Poor Household Non-Poor
(0-23) Household (24-100)
Average HH Saving -before the Intervention (Phase-II)* 14.822 42.470
Average HH Saving -after the Intervention (Phase-II)* 23.955 49.913
p-values 0.172 0.041*
Change in Mean Household Saving 62% 18%

*Statistically significantly different at 95% confidence level

Average annual savings of the poor households are 62% higher after the interventions. For the non-
poor households, the average annual savings were 18% higher. These increases in savings cannot be
entirely attributed to the project interventions. However it can be argued that given the increase in
income, possibilities for increase in savings are plausible.

The following table presents important calculations related to average household savings before and
after the interventions across all poverty segments. Savings of extremely poor/ultra-poor are in the
negative. However, savings increase as we move from relatively poor to relatively non-poor
segments.
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Table 18:Average Annual Saving using Poverty status

Household Score . Average HH Savmg - Average HH Saving -after
Categories Ranges S LGS OILLT R0 the Intervention (Phase-II)
(Phase-II)
Extremely
Poor 0-11 Poor/Ultra Poor -11,157 -13,009
Households 12-18 Chronically Poor 7,683 30,948
19-23 Transitory Poor 24,985 25,807
24-34 Transitory 35334 44,865
Vulnerable
NOTHECD? Transitory non-
Households 3550 | oo vy 39,067 52,082
51-100 Non-poor 55,361 52,849

Lorenz Curve

The Lorenz curve generated on the basis of household incomes is given below. The calculated Gini-
coefficient came out to be 0.39 (the value of Gini co-efficient ranges between 0 and 1). Higher value
means higher income inequality among households. In the previous round of the survey, the Gini co-
efficient was 0.44. This means that in this sample the income inequalities are lesser than the previous
sample.

Figure 5: Lorenz Curve of Household Incomes from Survey Data
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This decrease in inequality is a characteristic of overall sample, and cannot be directly attributed to
the interventions. It is important to highlight that the previous study was carried out in six districts
and the sample size was 970. For this study the sample size is 2000 from 21 districts. So, it would be a
far-fetched idea to directly connect the decrease in income inequality in the sample with the
interventions that varied across districts.
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5. Key Findings

5.1. Institutional Development and Social Mobilization

Social mobilization is an integral part of the PPAF endeavors for holistic rural development through
community development. For this purpose households are encouraged to form community
organizations (COs) and cluster them up to village and Union Council level. In this process the
involvement of households is important.

In order to assess the participation of households in the community works, several important
dimensions were explored. Spread over 14 districts, the sample consisted of 334 beneficiaries (Table
69)

A significant majority (91% respondents) shared that their household members were involved directly
or indirectly in the selection of community activists (volunteers). In most of the districts, this ratio
was above 90%. Similarly most of the respondents (92%) opined that a member of their household
was a member of a CO. Moreover, in case of 78% of respondents, a relative or a person known to the
beneficiary was also part of the CO. Another positive dimension discovered during the analysis was
that a significant majority (93%) opined that their household was involved in identifying need to form
CO. Further, 92% respondents were also involved in convincing others in their locality to form a CO.

Respondents (92%) said their household was involved in managing the affairs of CO, and 95% said
their household regularly participated in CO meetings. Beneficiaries (88%) participated in CO
activities such as savings and community projects. Around 86% beneficiaries affirmed participation in
developing community schemes and also in preparing the proposals. During FGDs with males,
females and mixed male-female groups, the respondents said females have fair representation in COs.
They also added that the poor HHs proactively take part in the deliberations and activities of COs.
Moreover 52% said that they also do internal lending.

Figure 6:Poverty Scores and Social Mobilization Households
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Overall poverty scores are skewed towards transitory non poor and non-poor. Out of 334 households,
only 88 are transitory vulnerable. In other words assistance will facilitate them to join the transitory
non-poor and also non-poor.
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Gender-wise also, the poverty score is skewed towards non-poor. More male and female beneficiaries

are in the non-poor category than in the poor category.

Table 19: Gender Wise Poverty Status

Male Female
Category m % m %
Poor 41 19 27 23
Non-Poor 174 81 92 77
Total 215 100 119 100
A APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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5.2. Livelihood Enhancement and Protection

The Livelihood Enhancement and Protection (LEP) consisted of three sub-parts - assets transfer, skills
training, and linkages development. First the poverty scores of LEP beneficiaries are presented, and

then various aspects are analyzed.

Poverty Scorecard of Livelihood Enhancement and Protection

Beneficiaries
Figure 7:Poverty Scores and Livelihood Beneficiary Households
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Overall the poverty scorecard is skewed towards the transitory vulnerable and transitory non-poor.
Most of the respondents (111) are transitory vulnerable whereas 69 and 18 are transitory non-poor and
non-poor respectively. Seen from the gender perspective, more male and female beneficiaries are in
the non-poor than poor category.

Table 20: Gender Wise Poverty Status

Male Female
# % # %
Poor 111 43 24 32
Non-Poor 147 57 51 68
Total 258 100 75 100

Gender distribution, and Types of Assets Transferred

Out of total sample of 333 respondents, 75 were females. Several types of assets were given to
beneficiaries, including live animals such as goat/sheep, female calf, poultry units, and other assets
including donkey cart, cycle cart, sewing machines, and grocery items for retail shop. Following table
shows the distribution of assets;

Table 21: Types of Assets

Description # %
Goat/sheep 132 36.6
Female calf/Cow 49 13.6
Donkey cart 19 53

Poultry units 15 4.2

Sewing machine 11 3.0
Grocery items for retail shop 106 29.4
Other 29 8.0

d‘\ | APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 21 of 126



A

Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1| A

>

L

&

L

Half of the livelihood beneficiaries were provided livestock, including goats, sheep, female calf and
cows. It shows most of the beneficiaries are associated with agriculture. On the other hand 29%
beneficiaries established grocery retail shops (For overall distribution of sample across 10 districts,
see Figure 26 in Annex V).

Goats and sheep and grocery items were the most common assets transferred. Although the number
and kinds of assets transferred to beneficiaries is important in its own place, what is more important is
its value contribution and perceived satisfaction for the household. It is not necessary that any
household starts using the assets like goat or calf or poultry for income generation right from the
beginning. However, the satisfaction about the usefulness of asset is critical which is explored in the
next section.

Degree of Assets Usefulness/ Satisfaction

The overall usefulness was measured through 6-point Likert scale from extremely satisfied to
extremely dissatisfy. Out of 333 total respondents, 163 (49%) were “very satisfied” and 104 (31.2%)
“extremely satisfied”. Overall a significant majority of respondents was satisfied with the usefulness
of assets transferred (around 95% composite of all three categories from extremely satisfied to
somewhat satisfied).

Figure 8:Degree of Satisfaction with Asset Provided
160 -
£ 140
E_ 120 104
S 100 +
L=
S 80 4
£ s
2 60 50
20 11 1 ;
Extremely Very Somewhat Somewhat Very Extremely
satisfied satisfied satisfied dissatisfied dissatisfied dissatisfied
= Degree of staisfaction

Although slight variations could be seen during the data analysis, overall in most of the districts
majority of beneficiaries were satisfied with the asset(s) transferred, especially those who did not have
any assets before the intervention (Figure 28) in Annexure V.

Assets and their role in HH income

The assets are valuable and may also be used for future value (income earning as well as personal
consumption support) stream if used productively. Beneficiaries (94%) said they utilized assets for
income generation. Remaining beneficiaries who did not use assets might be due to change in the
assets i.e. some livestock asset died, stolen, sold or no more functional. Around 92% of these specific
313 beneficiaries opined the assets have been useful in increasing household income. Overall (out of
333 respondents), this ratio was 89%. Both these statistics are encouraging. The estimated average
increase in income was around Rs.4,500 per month of households which used assets for income
generation. On average the income increase in poor and non-poor households due to assets transferred
was estimated to be Rs.4,279 and Rs.4,667 respectively. The change in average HH income of
beneficiaries with different poverty scores is presented below;
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Table 22: Average Annual Income of Assets Beneficiaries using Poverty status

Average
Ammua i | At S
Household | Score . Income -before Absolute
q Categories after the q
Categories | Ranges the . Difference
q Intervention
Intervention (Phase-IT)
(Phase-II)
0-11 | Extremely Poor/Ultra 74,591 105,200 30,609
Poor Poor
Households | 12-18 | Chronically Poor 102,211 156,822 54,611
19-23 | Transitory Poor 108,649 141,486 32,837
N 24-34 | Transitory Vulnerable 166,443 204,851 38,408
Ho‘:;;‘;‘(’)‘;;s 35-50 | Transitory non-poor 173,354 208,494 35,140
51-100 | Non-poor 178,044 211,483 33,439
Total 141,656 180,302 38,646

Apart from these, some other important dimensions are worth noting. Firstly, in 99% of the cases
beneficiaries said the representative of CO or PO was present at the time of procuring asset.
Furthermore 97 % said the validation of asset was done by CO in majority of the cases. The details
are shown in table below;

Table 23: Participation of PO and CO at time of Assets procurement

Description Yes % No %
Presence of CO or PO representative at the time of procurement 1
329 99 4
of asset?
Validation conducted by CO regarding your selection? 322 97 11 3

Secondly most of the respondents sold the produce of the asset in local market (89%), and to
contractors (10%). Correlation analysis revealed there was positive significant correlation between
usefulness of asset for income generation and the beneficiaries’ degree of satisfaction with assets. The
coefficient of correlation was 0.321, and it was significant at 95% level of confidence.

Skills Training (for livelihood intervention)

The beneficiaries of asset transfer were given relevant skill-training for better utilizing assets. A total
of 239 out of 333 beneficiaries were trained, and males (82%) were in majority of these specific
beneficiaries. Male-female ratio is presented by the diagram below;

Figurc 9: Livelihood Training Gender WISE

m Male ®m Female
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Most of the participants (89%) for trainings were selected through COs. Only few of the specific

beneficiaries used personal contacts or other sources for getting selected for these trainings.

Table 24: Mode of Selection for Training

Description # %

Through CO 212 88.7
Self-Contact 20 8.4
Other Sources 7 2.9

A significant majority (97%) of beneficiaries who attended trainings termed them useful. Out of these
97% beneficiaries, 64% said they utilized the training and 89% wanted to receive advanced training.

Table 25: Degree of Usefulness of Training

Satisfaction Level # %
Extremely satisfied 70 29.3
Very satisfied 128 53.6
Somewhat satisfied 34 14.2
Somewhat dissatisfied 7 2.9
Total 239 100
Utilization of Training

Description # %
Yes 154 64.4
No 85 35.6

Men were more ‘extremely satisfied’ with the livelihood enhancement and protection than women.

This can also be seen in the fact that more men (19%) were covered under livelihood enhancement

and protection than women (12%).

Table 26: Livelihood Enhancement & Protection

Category Male Female

# % # %
Extremely satisfied 66 36 4 7
Very satisfied 101 55 27 49
Somewhat satisfied 14 8 20 36
Somewhat dissatisfied 3 2 4 7
Very dissatisfied 0 0 0 0
Extremely dissatisfied 0 0 0 0
Total 184 100 55 100

Respondents (59%) opined they were compensated for attending the training, and the average

compensation was Rs.1,300. For poor and non-poor households, the calculated average compensation
was Rs.1,386 and Rs.1,290 respectively. The mode was Rs.1,000 for both poor and non-poor
households. The table below shows the details.

Table 27: Average Wage Compensation

Statistics Poor HH (0-23) Non-Poor HH(24-100)
N 356 1,644
Average 1,386 1,290
Gender wise the compensation was tilted towards males.
Table 28: Gender Wise Wagc Compensation
Male Female
Mean Mean
Compensation Got During the Training 1335 1248
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Linkages Development

Linkages development is important for sustainability of income created through assets transferred.

Respondents (41%) opined that the livestock intervention helped in creating profitable linkages with

markets/external organizations.

Table 29: LEP Intervention helped in Creating Profitable Linkages with Market
Description # %
Yes 135 40.5
No 198 59.5
Scope of the Linkages Developed
Description # %
UC Level 103 76.3
Tehsil Level 21 15.6
District Level 11 8.1

For 76% respondents, the linkages were developed at the UC level. Only 16% and 8% respondents
developed their linkages at tehsil and district levels. This is one area that needs to be improved.
Mainly the linkages were developed with the government agencies/line agencies (65%), followed by

markets and wholesalers (57%) and NGOs (13%).

Table 30: Type of Profitable Linkage
Description # %
Govt. Departments/Line Agencies 88 65.2
Wholesaler/Markets 75 55.6
Other Donors/NGOs 17 12.6
Total 135 100
Multiple Response Set

In terms of linkages’ profitability, the government departments/line agencies led with 61% of

respondents, followed by markets/wholesalers (55%) and NGOs (16%).

Table 31: Which of the Linkagcs is most Profitable
Description # %
Govt. Departments/Line Agencies 82 60.7
Wholesaler/Markets 74 54.8
Other Donors/NGOs 22 16.3
Total 135 100
Multiple Response Set

The beneficiaries who said linkages are profitable were also asked to rank the profit’s intensity in
scales. Collectively an overwhelming majority of beneficiaries (98%) termed the linkages highly

profitable, very profitable, profitable or moderately profitable.

Table 32: How Profitable are these Linkages

Description # %

Not Profitable 2 1.5
Moderately Profitable 4 3.0
Profitable 35 25.9
Very Profitable 48 35.6
Highly Profitable 46 34.1
Total 135 100

Continuing the Benefits of this Linkage

Description # %

Not Profitable 3 2.2
Moderately Profitable 6 4.4
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Profitable 30 22.2
Very Profitable 42 31.1
Highly Profitable 54 40.0
Total 135 100

Similar trend could be seen in the continuation of these benefits. During FGDs, the representatives of
COs who manage community livelihood funds said beneficiaries were largely satisfied with linkages
developed with the government departments and the market. They added that in most cases these
linkages have proved profitable for beneficiaries.
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5.3. Microfinance
Introduction

Microcredit is one of the most important interventions to facilitate economic uplift of deprived
communities in the targeted districts. PPAF provides debt financing for microcredit and enterprise
development as well as grant financing for small scale interventions in the areas of infrastructure,
water, housing, health, education, social safety nets, training and social mobilization. Mostly the
microcredit scheme is backed by training to enhance the capacity of beneficiaries to ensure long-term
sustainability of micro-businesses.

Using a sample of 334 beneficiary-respondents from 10 sampled districts, this section encompasses
several important demographic and socio-economic characteristics of microcredit component under
PPAF-III project. The following table gives a snapshot of sample beneficiaries and their distribution
across districts during both the phases. Though the number of beneficiaries in Phase-I was more than
Phase-I1, their distribution did not include Balochistan, with most of the beneficiaries coming from
Punjab’s two districts. The sample in Phase-II is more representative in terms of geographical
coverage, which can be seen in the Table 71 in Annex V.

Gender Distribution of Sampled Microcredit Beneficiaries

According to UNICEF’s 2012 report on the situation of Pakistani women and children, gender
inequality is widespread in terms of capacities, access to resources, and opportunities; inequality
exists within the family, in the political sphere, and in education and health care. “Women’s
participation in the labor force in Pakistan is low (21.8 per cent), and is concentrated in the informal
labor market,” according to the report.

Overall around 70% respondent-beneficiaries of microcredit component are women. Out of every
three sampled microcredit beneficiaries two are women. However, this result varies across districts
and the variation is presented in the following figure;

Table 33: Gender-wise distribution of sample microcredit beneficiaries
Beneficiary Phase-1 Beneficiary Phase-11
Gender 4 % 4 %
Male 35 8 102 30
Female 394 92 232 70
Total 429 100 334 100

In Phase I, most of the beneficiaries (92%) were females. The Table 72 in Annex presents gender
composition of the sample in Phase II of the survey. The ratio of females in the sampled beneficiaries
was 70%.
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Age Structure of Sampled Microcredit Beneficiaries

The average age of beneficiaries is around 39 years, whereas the mode (the most frequently recorded
age of respondent) is 35 years. Moreover, the minimum and maximum ages were recorded to be 20
and 65 years. To understand the age structure of beneficiaries, raw age counts were converted into
age-groups starting from 20 years with class interval of 10 years. The results are presented in the
following figure;

Figure 10: Age Distribution of Microcredit Respondent Beneficiaries

2%

m20-29 m30-39 ®m40-49 m50-59 m60-69

More than two-third beneficiaries (68%) are in the age-group from 30 to 49 years. This percentage
increases by an additional 30% if age bracket is 20 to 59 years. More importantly the percentage of
female borrowers in all age brackets is greater than male borrowers, except in the age bracket of 60 to
69 years, which has only seven beneficiaries.

Figure 11: Age and Gender Distribution - Sampled Microcredit Beneficiaries
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Furthermore, the proportion of female borrowers is 72% to 77% in the three age brackets from 20 to
49 years. This is an encouraging finding from the perspectives of project objectives.
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Poverty Scores of Microcredit Beneficiaries

The poverty scores of microcredit beneficiaries are presented in the following figure;

Figure 12: Poverty Scores and Microcredit Beneficiary HHs
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Apparently the distribution of microcredit is skewed towards non-poor in Phase II. However the

relative dominance of transitory non-poor and non-poor in the overall sample of microcredit

beneficiaries is encouraging as they have better pay-back capacity than extremely poor or transitory

poor. The poorer sections are better served through grants and assets transfers rather than microcredit.

In Phase I also the distribution of microcredit was relatively skewed towards non-poor beneficiaries.

Table 34: Gender Wise Micro Credit
e Male Female
# % # %
Poor 13 9 13 7
Non-Poor 133 91 175 93
Total 146 100 188 100
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Education Level of Microcredit Beneficiaries

The educational profile of microcredit beneficiary respondents is skewed towards without or with low
educational attainment which may be seen as a positive sign. The following table presents distribution
of respondents according to the educational qualifications;

Table 35: Educational Qualification of microcredit beneficiaries

Educational Qualifications # %
Not Literate 146 43.7
Literate 5 1.5

Primary (Grade 1 to 5) 67 20.1
Middle (Grade 6 to 8) 42 12.6
Matric (Grade 9 to 10) 47 14.1
Intermediate (Grade 11 to 12) 17 5.1
Degree (Grade 14 or higher) 9 2.7
Diploma 1 0.3

Total 334 100

Apparently, not literate seems to be the largest category, but if all other categories that show some
educational attainment from simple literate and primary to grade 14 or higher and diploma etc.,
majority of the respondents (62%) may be classified as literate. However most of the literate
beneficiary respondents possess low educational qualifications such as primary or middle (5th or 8th
grades), a usual phenomenon in poor communities.

Half of female beneficiaries (53%) are illiterate as 42% have educational qualifications from primary
to matriculation (tenth grade). Almost one-fourth of male beneficiaries (24%) are illiterate and 60%
60% have educational qualifications from primary to matriculation (tenth grade). Of the illiterate
respondents, 84% are females.

These findings suggest that females with no or relatively low educational qualifications are able to
access microcredit. It can be taken as an encouraging sign of socio-economic development.

Occupational Groups in Microcredit Beneficiaries

There are two dominant occupational groups in the microcredit beneficiaries; household work or
home-based workers and family helpers; and the second is business. Around two-third beneficiaries
(64%) fall in the two occupational groups (32% each). The following table gives a summary of
occupations among beneficiary respondents.

Table 36: Occupation prior to bcncﬁting from intervention
Prior Occupation # %

HH Work 108 32.30
Own Farming 11 3.30
Farm Labor 12 3.60
Off-farm Skilled Labor 36 10.80
Off-farm unskilled Labor 14 4.20
Govt. Service 8 2.40
Private Job 27 8.10
Business 106 31.70
Other work 9 2.70
Unemployed 1 0.30
Old/handicap (not working) 1 0.30
Presently Unemployed 1 0.30
Total 334 100
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Amount of Credit, Payment Period, Interest Rate, and Net Income

The average amount of credit was Rs.24,800, and the mode was Rs.30,000. Furthermore, the
minimum amount of micro loan was Rs.2,000 and the maximum Rs.70,000. According to 84%
respondents, the size of microloans was between Rs.10,000 to Rs.30,000.

The gender comparison of average loan size for the two phases shows that average amount has
increased for both males and females. However in absolute terms females’ average loan size is more
than males. It may imply that in Phase Il women have better payback capacity and confidence to start

new work.
Table 37: Gender wise Average Loan Size
Phases Male Female
Phase-1 19,914 14,717
Phase-11 21,056 26,422

The average loan size is higher in Phase II than Phase I. Similarly the average loan taken by non-poor
is more than the poor in Phase II. The average loan taken by poor and non-poor in Phase I is almost
same, as shown in the table below.

Table 38: Overall and Average Loan Size
Average Loan Size Phase-I Phase-I1
Overall Average Loan Size 15,141 24,786
Average Loan Size (Poverty Score 0-23) 15,220 23,719
Average Loan Size (Poverty Score24-100) 14,997 25,174

The average payment period of micro-loans is around 11 months, and the mode (most frequent re-
payment period) is 12 months. The minimum credit duration is four months (only one case in
Gujranwala) and the longest is 40 months (only in two cases; one in Rawalpindi, and other in
Karachi).

Table 39: Duration Of Credit, Interest Rate, And Net Income Phase Il
Duration of Credit | Credit Interest Rate Net income earned after credit
(Month) charged (%) re-payment (Rs.)
Average 11.43 20.16 30,903.59
Mode 12 22 20,000
Minimum Value 4 11 600
Maximum Value 40 28 363,400

The average interest rate charged on microcredit is around 20%, whereas in most of the cases it is
22%. Around 82% beneficiaries reported 20-22% interest rate on microcredit. The lowest interest rate
recorded was 11% (in some cases in Sialkot), and the highest was 28% (in all four cases in Ghottki).
On the basis of information provided by beneficiaries, the average net income was found to be around
Rs.30,900.

Microcredit: Intended purposes, actual utilization and beneficiaries’
perceptions about its benefit

The beneficiaries use microcredit usually for business purposes. Around 85% microcredit
beneficiaries reported loan was intended for business needs, while the remaining reported that it was

taken for family needs (13.5%) and medical purposes (1.8%). These results are almost similar for both
male and female respondents.
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As far as the actual utilization of credit is concerned, an overwhelming 99% of beneficiaries opined
the loan was used for the intended purposes which are almost same as of Phase 1.

Table 40: Utilization of Credit
Utilization Phase-1% Phase-11 %
Yes 98.4 98.8
No 1.6 1.2

Similarly 92 respondents maintained the credit was beneficial for them. For those who termed the
credit not beneficial (8%), most of have availed credit for family or business needs.

Future of enterprises after full repayment of credit

An important dimension of microcredit beneficiaries is their opinion about future of their enterprises
after the full repayment of credit. Respondents (44%) opined their business/enterprise has become
self-supporting, while 52% said they need further credit. Only 4% respondents opined the business
would be closed down after repaying the credit (For district-wise details, see figure 30 in Annex V).

In order to explore the underlying factors and any pattern therein, the responses about desire for
further credit were further analyzed in combination with future of enterprise after the repayment of
loan. The following table presents the results;

Table 41: Association between Future of business and further desire for credit
View of taking Further Loan
Total
Yes No
X Business has become self- # 50 94 144
;IOV_V will the supporting % 34.70 65.30 100
usiness run

.. # 100 74 174

after full Further credit is needed % 57 50 42.50 100

repayment of m 6 o 5

credit i i

Business will close 9% 50.00 50.00 100

Total # 156 174 330

% 47.30 52.70 100

Two-third of the respondents whose business has become self-supporting said they would not like to
avail further credit. On the other hand 43% respondents said they would avail further credit for their
businesses.

Skills training for microcredit beneficiaries

Half of the microcredit beneficiaries reported receiving skill-trainings. Most of the participants, 74%,
were females as the average age of the trainees both male and females was 39.5 years.

Out of skill-trained beneficiaries, 71% were trained in enterprise development, and the rest were in
financial literacy. A little more than half of beneficiaries (57%) were selected by COs for training.
The trainings were termed useful by 95% of the trained beneficiaries. Comparatively, in Phase 1 98%
beneficiaries had received training. This ratio was almost double of Phase II sample.

”\ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 32 of 126



Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1| PP A F

The degree of usefulness varied a bit across respondents, and is presented in the form of a diagram

below;

Figure 13: Microcredit - Degree of satisfaction about usefulness of training

4% 1%

m Extremely satisfied m Very satisfied m Somewhat satisfied

Skills-trained respondents (91%) opined they used skills after getting trained. Out of these specific
respondents, 82.4% said they mainly utilized these skills in their villages, while the remaining
respondents used skills out of their locality.

On average, earning of the trained beneficiaries is estimated to be Rs460 per day, while there were
few instances where earning was around Rs.1,000 per day. Respondents (85%) wanted to receive
advanced training, and majority of them were satisfied with trainings. During FGDs most respondents
who got trainings said they fairly utilized the acquired skills.

Poverty score of Household and Skill Training

The poverty scores of households which benefitted from skill trainings are given below in the figure;

Figure 14: Poverty Scores of HHs of Skills Beneficiaries
Poverty Scores of HHs of Skills Beneficiaries
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The skill trainings are skewed towards relatively less poor households. In the previous survey i.e.
phase I, the transitory poor households were the single largest beneficiaries.

During FGDs most respondents said they were provided individual trainings. And those who got
credit from COs, the individual intervention respondents said they utilized it for the intended purpose.
During FGDs, they termed credit and trainings useful.
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5.4. Basic Services and Infrastructure

Basic services and infrastructure development are part of the rural development under the PPAF III.
Basic services such as sanitation, drinking water, and development of infrastructure help improve the
quality of life. Five schemes were implemented under this component;

i- Water and Infrastructure
1i- Health
1ii- Education

54.1. Water and Infrastructure

Beneficiaries (58%) said they have a water tap or water storage tank in their house. Out of those
beneficiaries who did not have such facility inside their homes, 68% opined they had water tap in
street near their residences. Half of the respondents said water was available through tap for four or
five hours a day, while the other half said water availability was for three or less hours per day. Time-
saving was major benefit of water supply in or near their homes, according to majority of the
respondents (For comparative picture across districts, see figure 31 in Annex V.

For most the beneficiaries (87%), the time saved due to nearby availability of water was one to two
hours daily. The time saving was greater for households with previous source relatively far away. A
little less half of beneficiaries (47%) had to visit twice or thrice to fetch water from the previous
source of water. Moreover, in most of the cases (53%) distance of household from the previous source
of water was around 1km, whereas for 15% it was less than a kilometer. For 32% beneficiaries the
distance was 2-5km. It was noted that before implementation of the current drinking water scheme,
tube-well appeared to be the most dominant source, according to 38% respondents. Other previous
sources were village pond, hand-pump, and water channel in 27%, 22%, and 13% cases respectively.
The previous mode of transportation was ‘self” in 58% of the cases along with animals or animal
driven carts. It was also noted that the sampled beneficiaries were not paying any fee or charges for
using the current water supply.

The overall satisfaction of beneficiaries was found to be on positive side.

Figure 15:0verall satisfaction about Drinking Water
Overall Satisfaction from Water Schemes
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Most of the beneficiaries are extremely or very satisfied with the schemes. Another major benefit of
the tap-water scheme is lesser incidence (of waterborne) diseases in children and other members of
household (76%).

Gender wise the satisfaction level is high but there are variations. More men (70%) are extremely
satisfied than women (41%). Similarly more women are very satisfied (41%) than men (21%).
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Table 42: Gender wise Satisfaction
Category Male Female
# % # %o
Extremely satisfied 61 70 17 41
Very satisfied 18 21 17 41
Somewhat satisfied 8 9 7 17
Total 87 100 41 100

Sanitation

Beneficiaries (83%) were very satisfied with the hygiene facilities, and other 17% were somewhat
satisfied.

The following figure depicts it;

Figure 16:Degree of satisfaction about sanitation
=
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Moreover, the sewerage system has improved in the opinion of 72% beneficiaries. Overall they
termed the sanitation schemes beneficial. As majority of the beneficiaries said public toilets were not
enough, it is recommended that public toilets may also be built in the area.

Irrigation

The irrigation schemes were implemented in two districts, Bannu and Layyah. A total of 22
beneficiaries availed the new facility of lined water courses under this intervention. On average the
new irrigation facility was noted to be around 1km away from the fields of respondents.

It took around 12 hours to deliver water from the source to fields, but the mode was 5 hours. Around
Rs.780 per crop were paid as charges for irrigation on average. However, 12 beneficiaries paid some
Rs.200 to Rs.600 for the facility. Mode was Rs.200 (n=5 beneficiaries). Some conveyance losses were

reported by beneficiaries.

Cleaning of water channels was the main responsibility of households. Only 2 out of 22 beneficiaries
reported that they were responsible for operating the facility. Most of the beneficiaries affirmed there
was increase in the crop yield, especially in rupee terms. The average increase in household income
due to better irrigation and improved crop yield comes out to be Rs.18,895 (after excluding the two
extreme high values of Rs.100,000 and Rs.500,000). The mode was Rs.20,000. It can be safely
concluded that on average a household experienced an increase of around Rs.19,000 in income. A
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majority (21 respondents) opined they used the facility on “turn” basis. Some 74% beneficiaries said

they were not cultivating the value added crops.

Overall land Holding
Acres # %
1-2 526 26
3-5 105 5
>5 85 4
No Land 1284 64
Total 2000 100

Link Roads/Bridges

The major benefit of the link roads/bridges was time-saving. The distribution of respondents is

presented in the table;

Figure 17:Distribution of respondents according to time saved per day
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Nearly two-third beneficiaries (64%) opined the prices of imported goods have decreased because of
this facility. Half of beneficiaries pointed towards exports from their locality to other villages/towns.
They affirmed an increase in income owing to these exports.

Moreover, the beneficiaries said the facility has improved their access to emergency centers, and
educational institutions. Similarly, there was an increase in the quality of life as well as in social

interactions.
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Soling

For 95% beneficiaries soling of streets had positive impact on health. There were 86 beneficiaries of
this scheme in three districts, Lakki Marwat, Bannu, and Layyah.

Figure 18:Distribution of Respondents about Positive Impact on Health
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Respondents (79%) respondents experienced a decrease in cost of treating illnesses previously caused
by bad condition of soling prior to intervention. These beneficiaries reported on average a saving of
Rs400. There was also a reported decrease in the laundry costs. Overall 73% beneficiaries affirmed
this. Average saving was calculated to be around Rs.200.

Around 83% beneficiaries reported improvement in the cleanliness of household and saving in time to
clean the house because of less dust.

Beneficiaries (92%) said there was a decrease in the number of accidents owing to better street soling.
There was reportedly no street lighting system as reported by 99% respondents. It may be added in the

next intervention design.

Poverty Scorecard of CPI beneficiaries

Figure 19:Distribution of CPI Respondents and their Poverty Score Card
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Overall the poverty score card of CPI beneficiaries is skewed towards the non-poor. Out of 333
beneficiaries, 116 were transitory non poor, followed by 89 transitory vulnerable and 84 non poor.
Gender wise also, both male and female beneficiaries are in the non-poor category.
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Table 43: Gender Wise Poverty Status

Male Female
# % # %o
Poor 33 14 11 11
Non-Poor 199 86 90 89
Total 232 100 101 100

5.4.2. Health

Health related interventions - Community Health Centers (CHCs) — under the PPAF III function in
various districts across Pakistan. The main health facilities include pre- and post-natal services, family
planning services, pharmacy, vaccinations for children under one year old (For district-wise
distribution of sample respondents see table 79 in Annex V.

Approximately 29% of the respondent beneficiaries were females, while males constituted 71% of the
sample. However this should not mean that CHCs are male focused because in several centers female
doctors are also part of the health interventions. The average distance of beneficiary household from
the health facility was calculated to be around 4km, and for around 60% respondents the distance was
around 3km.

Poverty Scores of Health Beneficiaries in Sample

The following figure gives frequency/number of health beneficiaries in the sample respondents.

Figure 20: Poverty Scores of Health Beneficiaries in Sample
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Most of the respondents belong to households which are either transitory vulnerable or transitory non-
poor. In relative terms, these two categories are major beneficiaries of health interventions.

In most of the cases, no fee was charged for health services. Beneficiaries (64%) reported paying no
fee. The average fee was Rs.12. In Musa Khel 99% respondents said no fee was charged. On the other
hand, 76% beneficiaries in district Kohistan said Rs50 was charged for health services. Furthermore
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all or some medicines are also provided free of cost, according to 43% and 35% respondents
respectively.

From the gender perspective, more male and female beneficiaries are in the non-poor than poor

category.
Table 44: Gender Wise Health
Category Male Female
# % # %
Poor 31 13 28 29
Non-Poor 205 87 69 71
Total 236 100 97 100

Improvement in the quality of health care and Degree of beneficiaries’
satisfaction

Overall 40% beneficiaries responded the quality of health care has improved and half of them said the
quality of health care has remained the same. On the services provided, 83% beneficiaries were on the
positive side of degree of satisfaction on the 6-point Likert scale from extremely satisfied to extremely
dissatisfied. This is well-above the bench mark for intermediate outcome indicators (which was set at
60% in Results Framework of Project Appraisal Document).

The following figure shows overall distribution of respondents in terms of satisfaction with the health

component interventions.

Figure 21: Distribution of respondents about satisfaction with health facilities
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Satisfaction level

To explore the underlying factors of responses about degree of satisfaction further analysis was
conducted. For this purpose, the responses of those beneficiaries who were less satisfied with the
intervention were explored. The analysis showed that major causes of dissatisfaction were inability of
LHWs to liaison between household and the doctor, unavailability of treatment facilities other than
child, absence or not-in-time vaccination of children, and fewer visits of the supervising doctor to
CHC.
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The satisfaction levels reveal variations. Compared to 32% men, only 3% women are extremely
satisfied with the health facilities. Women’s satisfaction levels largely fall in the very satisfied and
somewhat satisfied categories. On the other hand none of the women respondents expressed extreme
dissatisfaction, compared to 6% men who did.

Table 45: Gender Wise Satisfaction
Male Female

# % # %

Extremely satisfied 75 32 3 3
Very satisfied 50 21 40 41
Somewhat satisfied 67 28 43 44
Somewhat dissatisfied 23 10 11 11

Very dissatisfied 6 3 0 0

Extremely dissatisfied 15 6 0 0
Total 236 100 97 100

Another plausible cause that could explain the lesser degrees of satisfaction was the presence of staff
and the perception of beneficiaries about their attitude. The results are presented in the table below;

Table 46: Satisfaction, and underlying causes

Overall degree of Usually, is staff present What is your opinion about staff attitude? Do
satisfaction at the facility? you think the staff was:
Yes No Kind/helpful Casual Non responsive

Extremely satisfied 98.70 1.30 83.30 15.40 1.30

Very satisfied 91.10 7.80 74.40 24.40 1.10
Somewhat satisfied 69.10 30.90 55.50 43.60 0.90
Somewhat dissatisfied 29.40 70.60 17.60 73.50 8.80

Very dissatisfied 16.70 83.30 0.00 16.70 83.30
Extremely dissatisfied 33.30 66.70 6.70 6.70 86.70

Overall beneficiaries opined the staff was present at the health facility center, and their attitude was
kind/helpful.

Major Benefits

Around 43% beneficiaries reported reduction in diseases while nearly half (49%) witnessed reduction
in treatment. Money saved owing to lesser illnesses (average was around Rs.1,100 per month and the
mode was Rs.1,000). The preference for seeking medical care is clearly divided on gender lines.
Predominantly females prefer a female doctor for medical care.

Table 47: Gender Wise Medical Care Taken by

Category Male Female
# % # %o
Male doctor 91 39 11 11
Female doctor 3 1 84 87
LHV/Female Medical 3 1 1 1
Paramedic 139 59 1 1
Total 236 100 97 100

As a result of these benefits combined with the free availability of all or some of medicines and other
factors discussed above, there is an overall encouraging progress in the health component. It is
encouraging to note that around 79% beneficiaries have affirmed improvement owing to money saved
from less expenditure on illnesses. As a suggestion for future intervention, 93% beneficiaries called
for upgrading the CHC.
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5.4.3. Education:

PPAF is committed to endeavors to improve the human capital in relatively poorer communities.
Education is thus an integral part of its overall program.

District-wise distribution of respondents

In the education related interventions, male respondents (88%) are the main recipients than females.
The education related activities were implemented in five districts—Musa Khel, Jhal Magsi, Kohistan,
Hyderabad, and Karachi (For district wise composition of sample, see Table 81 in Annex V).

The gender wise coverage of respondents is given below:

Table 48: Gender Wise Type of beneficiary
Gender # %
Male 294 88
Female 39 12
Total 333 100

Degree of satisfaction with education interventions

The overall degree of satisfaction (combining two categories, extremely satisfied and very satisfied)
of the respondent beneficiaries is 65.8%. It increases to 93% if we add the category of somewhat
satisfied beneficiaries. Only 7% respondents expressed dissatisfaction.

Figure 22:Degree of satisfaction about education
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Satisfaction Level

Beneficiaries (88%) said some of the facilities like books, uniforms, stationery were provided free of
cost. Out of these specific beneficiaries, 95% responded on the positive side of satisfaction, though in
varying degrees. Furthermore, it was noted out of the remaining beneficiaries who said the facilities
were not available free of cost, around 80% were on the positive side of degree of satisfaction. This
little decrease in positive degree of satisfaction may be attributed to the fact that when fee or cost for
other facilities for education is paid by households, their expectations increase. And if the
school/education intervention is not meeting expectations, beneficiaries are likely to be less satisfied.

j".\ APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 42 of 126



Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1|

Though there is wide difference between the male and female beneficiaries, females’ preference for
education is evident from their satisfaction levels — extremely satisfied and very satisfied. The

satisfaction levels of males are more in the very satisfied and somewhat satisfied categories.

Table 49: Gender Wise Satisfaction

Sty Male Female Total

# % % # %

Extremely satisfied 38 13 13 33 51 15

Very satisfied 149 51 19 49 168 50

Somewhat satisfied 85 29 7 18 92 28

Somewhat dissatisfied 17 6 0 0 17 5

Very dissatisfied 4 1 0 0 4 1
Extremely dissatisfied 1 0 0 1

Total 294 100 39 100 333 100

Most of the respondents (95%) opined they would like to ensure their children continue for higher

studies.

Poverty Scores of Education Beneficiaries

The following figure presents the frequency or number of education respondent-beneficiaries.

Figure 23: The Frequency Or Numbers Of Education Respondent
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Most of the respondents belong to those households which are either non poor or transitory non poor.
Relatively speaking, these two categories are major beneficiaries, and the education of these classes

help develop human capital in children and younger population in the specific households.

None of the females was from the poor category. Similarly predominantly males were in the non-poor

than in the poor category.
Table 50: Gender Wise Poverty Status
Catego Male Female Total
. # Y% # %o # Yo
Poor 24 8 0 0 24 7
Non-Poor 270 92 39 100 309 93
Total 294 100 39 100 333 100
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Some Additional Findings

Overall 69% respondents opined a member of their household was part of the Parent Teacher School
Committee. Moreover overall 31% respondents mentioned that a member of their household was part
of the School Management Committee. Though the number of female beneficiaries is much less, they
are more engaged in the community interventions.

Table 51: Gender Wise Participation in School Committees
Cricm Male Female Total
# % # % # Y%
Yes 195 66 36 92 231 69
No 99 34 3 8 102 31
Total 294 100 39 100 333 100
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6. Gender and Women Empowerment

A special section on women empowerment was added in the survey. With focus on gender equality,
according to UNDP, women empowerment is a pathway to achieving millennium development goals
and sustainable development. The sample size for gauging women empowerment was 1,855 across 21
districts.

The main indicators analyzed for assessing women empowerment in the communities were divided
into four main categories;

i- Decision making power

ii- Control over household resources

iii- Access to employment, market, social spaces

iv- Awareness about rights, Nikkahnama, law of inheritance

With regard to decision making power, six indicators were explored. The results are presented as
follows;

Table 52: Women Decision Making Power in HHs

Responses Yes Poor Household | Non-Poor Household
(0-23) (24-100)

# % # % # %
Daily Food 1522 82 238 16 1284 84
Children Education 1385 75 195 14 1190 86
Marriage of Children 1118 60 158 14 960 86
Social Events 1101 59 156 14 945 86
Employment 1052 57 137 13 915 87
Family Size/Family Planning 768 41 89 12 679 88

Figurc 24: Women Decision Making Power in HHs
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Overall respondents said females have relatively more decision making power in case of daily food
and children education. However, on the other hand, the decision making power is relatively less in
matters related to employment, marriage of children, and social events. The power is least in case of
decisions related to family-size and family planning.
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Control over household resources was assessed on four sub-indicators; access to control over cash,
income, assets, and budget. The results are presented below;

Table 53: Women Having Control over Household Resources
Responses Yes Poor Household (0-23) Non-Poor Household (24-100)

# % # % # %
Access to Control 1025 55 153 15 872 85
over Cash
Income 897 48 124 14 773 86
Assets 626 34 85 14 541 86
Budget 722 39 111 15 611 85

Figurc 3: Women Having Control over Household Resources ...
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It can be readily identified that women’s control over household resources is very low. In addition
women in poor households have lesser control over resources than women in non-poor households.
In three out of the four indicators, the percentage of respondents is less than 50% who said ‘yes’ in
response to the relevant questions. Only in access to control over cash, a little more than 50%
respondents said ‘yes’.

Table 54: Do the HH Women Have Access
Responses Yes Poor Household (0- Non-Poor Household
23) (24-100)

# % # % # %
Visibility in and access to social 929 50 136 15 793 85
spaces
Access to market 736 40 93 13 643 87
Access to employment 707 38 93 13 614 87
Ownership of assets/land 574 31 77 13 497 87
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Figure 3: Do the HH Women Have Access
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Except in visibility in and access to social places, in other three indicators the results are less than
40%. In other words according to respondents women have low access to employment, ownership of
assets/land and market.

The fourth category of variables related to the awareness of women about their rights, Nikkahnama,
and law of inheritance. The following table presents the results;

Table 55: Awareness of women of HH about

Responses Yes Poor Household Non-Poor Household
(0-23) (24-100)
# % # Y% # %
Awareness about Rights 1274 69 178 14 1096 86
Awareness about Nikkahnama 1082 58 161 15 921 85
Awareness about Law of inheritance 612 33 67 11 545 89

Figure 25: Awareness of women of HH about...
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In the opinion of 69% respondents, women have awareness about their rights. But this ratio of

respondents decreases to 58% in case of awareness about Nikahnama. It further drops to 33% when it

comes to the awareness about law of inheritance.

On the whole, it can be safely concluded that women don’t have much control over resources and also

have little access to employment etc.

Table 56: Respondents’ Perceptions about Occurrence of Gender Discrimination
Description Yes (%) No (%)
Discrimination against daughters? 26 74
Resistance in educating daughters? 22 78
Female members’ freedom of movement? 43 57
Table 57:
Description Yes No Total
Is there is discrimination against daughters (access to # 484 1371 1855
food, education, healthcare, play)? % 26 74 100
Is there any resistance from male members in # 406 1449 1855
commitment to educating daughters? % 22 78 100
Do the female members of HH have mobility/freedom # 795 1060 1855
of movement? % 43 57

Most of the respondents (74%) said there was no discrimination against daughters, especially in terms

of access to food, education, healthcare and play. Similarly 78%respondents said they were

committed to female education, adding there was no resistance from male members of the family.

However on the question of women’s mobility and freedom of movement, the number of respondents

responding in negative comes down to 57%.
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7. Conclusions and Recommendations

Conclusions

Major conclusions drawn on the basis of data analysis and supporting documents are as follows;
Social Mobilization and CO activities

Overall more than 90% respondents were actively involved in the community activities and social
mobilization directly or indirectly. Respondents (88%) participated in CO activities and new projects.
Both these findings can be used to conclude that PPAF interventions in combination with POs are
helpful in successful mobilization. So, it can be concluded that the intermediate outcome indicator of
making 60% of the targeted poor HH members a part of community activities/community members
seems to have been achieved.

Livelihood Enhancement and Protection (LEP)

More than two-third of LEP beneficiaries (71%) were trained. This shows the intermediate outcome
indicator of training 70% beneficiaries have been achieved.

Beneficiaries (94%) said they utilized assets for income generation, and 92% also confirmed the
assets were helpful in increasing their incomes. The estimated average increase in income was around
Rs.4,500 per month.

Linkages development is important for sustainability of income created through assets transferred.
Respondents (41%) opined LEP intervention helped in creating profitable linkages with
markets/external organizations. This ratio should be further improved in order to strengthen the
income streams for financial sustainability of poorer households.

Microcredit

Overall 70% beneficiaries were women. Though this finding is encouraging, it cannot be generalized
to all microcredit interventions under PPAF in all districts. But the fact remains that this ratio of
women is well above the intermediate outcome target for female percentage in overall microcredit,
25%.

Beneficiaries (92%) termed credit beneficial for them. Majority of the beneficiaries took loan for
business needs. Half of the beneficiaries received skill-trainings as well. Females constitute around
74% of the trained beneficiaries. Out of skill-trained beneficiaries, 71% were trained in “enterprise
development”. The rest were trained in “financial literacy”. Both of these are relevant skill-trainings.
In principle, these trainings reinforced the availability of finance with its effective utilization in micro-
businesses that produced positive net incomes.

Basic Services and Community Physical Infrastructure

Time-saving was major benefit of water supply in or near the homes of beneficiaries. Similarly
reduction in illnesses owing to better quality of water than the previous sources, and the resultant
decrease in expenditures on treatment form the basis for positive satisfaction of beneficiaries.

Better irrigation facilities led to increase in productivity and the incomes of households. Most of the
beneficiaries affirmed there was increase in the crop yield especially in rupee terms. Respondents
(30%) said their household income has increased from Rs10,000 to Rs20,000 as a result of this
facility.
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In case of link roads/bridges, 93% respondents said the facility helped them save 1 to 3 hours daily.
Health

Overall 83% beneficiaries were on the positive side of degree of satisfaction. This high satisfaction is
not similar in all districts.

Education

Overall 93% respondents were satisfied with the education interventions, though the degree of
satisfaction varied across districts. This is well above the benchmark set for the intermediate outcome
indicators. Beneficiaries (88%) said some of the facilities like books, uniforms, stationery were
provided free of cost. Beneficiaries (65%) were part of the Parent Teacher School Committees, which
meant they remained actively involved with the education interventions. Overall satisfaction was on a
higher side where household engagement with school was found present, and children regularly
attended the school.

Recommendations

= Women empowerment is a critical area of intervention. It should be a cross cutting theme in
the program interventions, especially employment/income, mobility, and access.

=  More focus on micro credit, technical trainings, and grants. The program/interventions should
be tailored according to the needs of beneficiaries keeping in view the geographical area.

=  With focus on social mobilization, more efforts should be made to create sustainable
community ownership of the program.

= There should be more awareness about health, especially on the treatment of TB and
Hepeatitis, and cleanliness.

= The amount of loans may be revised upward.

= Home-based businesses should be promoted. There is also need to reduce the interest rate to
improve the microcredit interventions.

= The development of linkages between beneficiaries and the relevant public departments and
institutions is a critical area. Better linkages will go a long way in improving the socio-
economic outlook of the beneficiaries.
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ANNEXES

Annex [:
Terms of Reference

Annex II:
Household Survey Questionnaire

Annex III:
Focus Group Discussion Questionnaire

Annex IV:
Key Informant Interviews Questionnaire

Annex V:
Analysis Tables of Household Questionnaire
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Terms of Reference
USER/BENEFICIARY ASSESSMENTSURVEY - PHASE IT
1. Organization

The Pakistan Poverty Alleviation Fund (PPAF) is the lead apex institution for community-driven development
in the country. Set up as a fully autonomous private sector institution, PPAF enjoys facilitation and support
from the Government of Pakistan, the World Bank, International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD),
and other statutory and corporate donors. The PPAF aims to be the leading catalyst for improving the quality of
life, broadening the range of opportunities and socio-economic mainstreaming of the poor and disadvantaged,
especially women. Our Results Framework reflects our overall objective of poverty alleviation through a focus
on institutional development as the foundation of our work along with achievement of key Millennium
Development Goals. The core operating units of the PPAF deliver a range of development interventions such as
support to social mobilization, microcredit, community physical infrastructure, water, energy and disaster
management, livelihoods, capacity building, health & education and environment and social safeguards at the
grass roots/ community level through a network of more than 100 Partner Organizations across the country. For
a complete profile, please visit our website at www.ppaf.org.pk.

2. Background and Rationale of Study

As part of evaluation of progress toward achieving its objective, the PPAF carried out a User/Beneficiary
Assessment Survey in 2011. The specific objective of the User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey was to assess the
medium term impact of PPAF program/ projects level interventions on the direct beneficiaries and to integrate
these findings into program/ project level activities. The exercise helped PPAF to streamline its operations by
incorporating the experiences and views of existing beneficiaries regarding ongoing PPAF interventions.

In order to assess the medium term impact on the beneficiaries under the 47thbatch of funding approval, the
PPAF has planned to carry out the second phase of the survey. The exercise shall provide timely reliable,
qualitative and in-depth information as an indicator of outcomes to PPAF management and all important
stakeholders.

These terms of reference (TOR) describes the specific objectives of the second phase of

User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, and the detailed scope of work that will be carried out by a consulting
firm under the general direction & consultation with the PPAF.

Under the 47th Batch of funding approval, PPAF has disbursed an amount of Rs.5.07billion under PPAF-III.
The amount was disbursed to partner organizations for Microcredit, Institutional Development, Capacity
Building, Livelihood Enhancement & Protection, Water & Infrastructure, Health, Education and Disability. A
summary of 47th batch of funding

Section 3. Technical Proposal - Standard Forms

Approval is presented in Annex 1. Based on performance of disbursement to date against this funding batch, the
program/ projects are expected to achieve its medium term development objectives.

2. Specific Objectives:

The specific objective of the second phase of User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey is to assess the medium term
impact of PPAF program/ projects level interventions on the direct beneficiaries and to integrate these findings
into program activities.

The User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey is a qualitative research tool adopted by the PPAF which shall be used
to improve the impact of PPAF operations by incorporating the experiences and views of existing beneficiaries
regarding ongoing PPAF interventions.
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This survey exercise is expected to fulfill a number of objectives. Foremost, it will provide the PPAF an
assessment of the performance of the program/ projects level interventions sponsored by the PPAF under PPAF-
III. The study is to be undertaken by the Monitoring, Evaluations and Research (MER) Unit of the Pakistan
Poverty Alleviation Fund (PPAF).

The consulting firm/institution, in collaboration with the MER Team at PPAF, will take lead responsibility for
the following tasks:

1. Understanding the context of all PPAF Program/ Project- level interventions.

2. Designing an acceptable survey methodology, which ensures a representative sample, to capture the views of
PPAF supported/ funded beneficiaries.

3. Developing an Inception Report that defines methodology and study tools, and identifies beneficiaries and
groups to be interviewed at various levels (national, provincial, district and community).

4. Development of a data entry program to be pre-tested by an expert before field work is initiated (field data
entry will be done when possible).

5. Pilot testing and finalization of questionnaires.
6. Hiring and training of survey field teams.
7. Implementation and monitoring of the field survey to ensure high quality data.

8. Conduct interviews and collect data from the beneficiary interviewees, using agreed upon methodology
and tools.

9. Processing and analysis of data and compilation of draft report of findings and recommendations for
presentation to stakeholders.

10. Finalization and submission of report stating findings and recommendations, taking into account stakeholder
comments and inputs in response to draft report.

3. Scope of Study
i. Methodology

The User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey is a qualitative research tool usually used to instigate policy and
program change during implementation phase. For this purpose, the findings shall be quantified to the degree
possible. The core techniques for the survey shall be:

a) Constructive interviews of beneficiary households and representative groups of key stakeholders
(communities, beneficiaries, NGOs, government officials);

b) Focus group discussion, particularly with the beneficiaries;
c¢) Participant observations
ii. Sample Framework

The sample size shall be established according to what is considered significant by the consulting organization
and MER Unit. Given the use of in-depth probing and qualitative techniques, smaller samples considered to be
statistically significant will suffice, yet samples must allow for meaningful cross-tabulation and be of sufficient
size to be useful for decision-making.
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Samples shall be taken from PPAF Program/ Project level interventions resulting from approval of funding in
the 47thbatch, representative of both number of people benefitting and number of projects funded. Stratification
should be done by gender, ethnicity (where relevant), project type (micro-finance, livelihood enhancement &
protection, community physical infrastructure, health, education, water, etc.) and region of country.

On the basis of findings from previous phase of survey, the PPAF proposed that a sample of approximately
2,000 beneficiary households should be selected for the second phase of User/Beneficiary Assessment survey. A
sample of around 1,000 beneficiary households was selected in the first phase of survey where the organization
has faced issues in data consolidation and analysis.

iii. Research Issues/ Interview Questionnaires

The research issues for the survey will be determined by the consulting organization in consultation with MER
Unit. They will be addressed largely by interviewing, using a basic interview questionnaire/guide that may be
modified for use with different stakeholder groups. This questionnaire would include the following topics:

1. Exposure of funds — how did beneficiaries learn of its existence and what do they know about it?

2. Participation degree and nature of beneficiary specially women members involvement in decisions regarding
sub-projecting in community and maintenance of the same

3. Partnerships — collaboration with other entities — local governments, NGOs, private sector; degree, utility,
advisability for each

4. Level of satisfaction of beneficiaries with PPAF Program/ Project level interventions

5. Gauge the performance of programme interventions against some of the intermediate outcome
indicators reflected in the PPAF-III Results Framework

6. Recommendations for improvements in PPAF program/ projects operations Interview questionnaires are to
be tailored to the particular group of PPAF program/ project beneficiaries. Separate questionnaires would need
to be developed for: (a) individual level community beneficiaries; (b) village level community beneficiaries; and
(c) union council level community beneficiaries. Also, gender will be particularly focused in these
questionnaires.

4. Dissemination

The value of PPAF second phase of User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey correlates with the effect it has on
influencing action in terms of PPAF projects and their implementation. While the PPAF program/project
management is the immediate and generally the most important beneficiary of the survey findings, a number of
other groups may also benefit from the findings: the intended beneficiaries of the project(s), PPAF partner
organizations, local government, etc.

5. Deliverables and Schedule:
1. Finalized questionnaires in English and Urdu.
2. A data entry program for survey instrument.

3. A clean and documented data set to be made available to PPAF (MER) approximately 30 days after
the completion of the field survey.

4. The hard copy results of data collection activities.

5. Draft and final report.
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Total time required for the second phase of the assignment is three months. A brief breakdown of the phases of
assignment will include:

Activity

Hiring of field teams by consulting organization

Training and field testing of interview questionnaire/s

Field work (including interim progress review)

Data tabulation and analysis

Final report preparation

Duration

2 weeks

1 week

5 weeks

2 weeks

2 weeks

N
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Annex II:
Household Survey Questionnaire
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I am working with a private company “APEX Consulting Pakistan (APEX)”, a research organization. APEX
has been appointed as consulting firm to collect information from individual household benefited under PPAF
II (i.e. Micro Credit, Education, Irrigation, Social Mobilization, Health Care, Staff Training, Link Roads &
Bridges for user beneficiary assessment survey. I have a questionnaire consisting of some simple questions. In
this process, we request you to provide 25 to 30 minutes of your precious time. I will be very thankful, if you
facilitate me in this regard. This survey will not benefit directly but your answers will provide the information
about the facilities/grants from partner organizations. Your all information will be kept in safe custody and will
not be disclosed. It will only be used for Analysis purpose. If you do not understand the question then you can
ask again from me.

S e -0 Shada gl S Bl Sygip) g (o (oo )OSl SLUS Syl () 2 ) (AT (2 Sl e
Gl )= WS e sl S o b SHLS £ p S S gan Claglaa s iy g ) ciad S R ey 6 Cidds sy
G Gl et aalil) g Jailin g ) gau o 53l 428 by 2 e (808 g 838 S Ol g Mhss i p) R g
KBy Gsian g e 38 plie Giia 30 w25 o pa By ad il 2 p (S JaaS (S Jae () AS (S ol g3 0
JJ\Uﬂw:mjhﬁgjgugj)ﬁJgﬁle\»:LjHu@Hu,\?}n;é&m\‘;e!#:agjﬂwl.wﬁaug)yuych&uwl‘?J
Lala S a5 U ua (S e ) A 91 23 gliaa Gl glaa 03 S a8 alad Sl B S ol b Cllaglaa (Blaia i Sl
NN SIFERIYS TIPSRV T O . PP FEOW PRFR S S PI PO P T

SECTION I. LOCATION PROFILE ~S\ S alia aisa

QL Date (Day/Month/Year) § b - aiga - 02 ) )
Q2. Name of Enumerator P S oaiis Hlad
Q3. Village RS
Q4. Union Council (UC) U S Jud oS i g
Q5. Tehsil Jans
Qe. District e
Q7. Name of Head of Household Al S ol e S ) 68
Q8. Age es || [|Years Jos
Q9. Gender (i 1. Male 2»  2.Female
“ose
Q10. Status of the respondent relationship with HH Head 1. Selfas
2. Spouse sisd/ ~s)
Ay ol g e S )68 3. Father <L/ U Mother
4. F-/M-in-Law b/ s
(e.g. Father, Mother, Eldest Brother, Grandfather, etc.) 5. Son Yy / s Daughter
) 6. D-in-law B
ot s clala ¢ Sl 15 ¢ ol 5 call 5 D) 7. Brother ssle / (e Sister
8. Others _Su(specify wiS zals)
QIlL. Type of beneficiary 1. Micro Credit Sh S 5 Sl
2. Livelihood Enhancement &
and S i Protection YIS TS IENTSTP)
BN
3. Education palad
4. Health Gna
5. CPL el aka S zlan
6. Social Mobilizations JPENDW
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SECTION II. HOUSEHOLD ROSTER

el ) i 1S il g

12. | HH Member Name = . .
7 g . 2 3
(Start with HH Head) -\ 5 2% | o 59 o
530 |8 s 4 |2 |3 |:3
. z Q o
MSIA S| 5B A 3 S 2 E £3
9 © = 154 oz
. Lz T Q™ —~ el 2 5 2
g s ool S TS | 2 B | e 2 2 2 !
fof| 22 0 = 3 = E T2
o © ¢ = ~ < = 2 a0
5 = s-i = i — o = < = £ o
= 9 Q ﬁ jas) < o, 5 o T
s 3 2 0 =8 E 3 5 E3
o ° o &n S 3 3 3 2273
& T O < | =8 B ) As3
= + q | = “ | g
oy oy oy oy oy oy oy
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10
If more than 10 HH members please use extra rooster sheet
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- 1S Jlanivd aadea Sl 5 g 36) ) 15 dlaxd (S 381 S 1 & S

Sex Codes H2 Marital Status Codes H3
1. Male 2. Female 1. Married 3 | 2. Unmarried £ 3. Divorced &\ | 4. Widow 5. Separated =k, &)
Ay Gy o o i o 5 91 )

Marital Status Codes H3

1. Married s ol

2. Unmarried s2% sl e

3. Divorced s3& (33a

4. Widow e s

5. Separated um iy )

Q221. Disability Codes for HH RoosterH6

1. Hearing Disability S <elew | 2. Visual Disability S < )ba: | 3. Speech Disability <us &b 4. Mental Disability )
Sosna Sosma D8 e S Gosma
5. Lower Limb Disability 6. Upper Limb Disability 7.Non ux @ssS 8.0Other S
SsalS o 5508
Relationship Codes for HH Roster H1
1.Self 24 2. Spouse s 3. Father/Mother <W/Jls 4.F-/M-in-Law | 5. Son/ Daughter
o/l
6. S-/D-in-law 7. Brother/Sister 8. B-/S-in-law  «eer SVl | 9, 10. Grandchild
sp/alala Opsele ¢ Nephew/Niece oo 5 ¢ el 9 5/l 5y
e/l
11. Not related & 12. Others (specify) (uS Cabag) K
et
Education Codes for HH Roster H4
01. No literate (above 18 02. Not in School (1 to 03. Literate (above 18 04. Primary 05. Middle
years) o) —w Ju 18 18 years Jus 18 —= 1) years o3 ) —u Juw 18) (Grade 1 to 5 (s
G5l ) (Grade 6 to
oil gAls Sl e JsSe ol & 8 = A
Sl | oased)

06. Matric Grade (9 to 10)

s e s S e

07. Intermediate

(Grade 11 to 12 uase k&
Pk )

08. Degree

(Grade 14 or higher 14 % £
#9L)

09. Diploma/Other

)ip —— Jfﬂ 54 AR }Lﬁ
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/'S .
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Occupation/Profession Codes for HH Rooster HS

01. HH Work

€S 5 25 S

02. Own Farming 03. Farm Labour

QS o sa BESBOICY

04. Off-farm skilled
Labour

05. Off-farm unskilled Labour

D908 Myl pe (e RE
09 a N e ) e

06. Govt. Service

poSke (5 AS s

07. Private job 08. Business

2% S s e BETEI

09. Other Work 10. Unemployed

S S sy =

11. Old/handicap (not working)

(Lo S o Sy Wis/ sma

12. Student (not working)

R0 S o plS) ple Gl

13.Presently
Unemployed

14. Not Applicable (for less than 5 years
of age)

S5, e {8 e oS D ) g Y

SECTION IIL. POVERTY SCORE CARD 3 Sl oS &y

Q 20.

How many people usually live and eat in the household? (do
not list guest, visitors, etc.)

D8l Ostlaped d iy sl S K5l € ) shale e il e ol
9 S A kel S 5518k

Q2L.

How many people in the household are under the age of 18
or over the age of 65?

om0y J 65 sl oS Jls 18 218 S (e 5158
fom S

Q22.

What is the highest educational level of the head of the
household (completed)?

(Je5a) € 2 LS s ooy oty (S ol S 68 2.

1. Never Attended school
AT o J S S

Less than class 1 to class 5 included

3. Class 6 to class 10 included
S Cielen (s s e

4. Class 11, College or beyond
a3l w ol b Cielea (a0 WK

Q 23. | How many children in the household between 5 and 16 years 1. There are no children between 5 and 16
old are currently attending schools? years old in the household _
ot Ge S S S Jue 16 = 5 e S
2. All the children between 5 and 16 years
JsSs s 8 S jee S0 16 5 S S iy old are attending schools
o e | Sl ol e sd S pee (ST b
o
3. Only some of the children between 5 and
16 years old are attending school
ot Sl JSd o s S e (ST 16 o5
4. None of the children between 5 and 16
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years old are attending school
Ul G Sl by 6 SIS e (e 0 (S 16,5
Q 24. | How many rooms does the household occupy including
bedrooms and living rooms? (do not count storage rooms,
bathrooms, toilets and Kitchen or rooms for business)?
S a8 ) )5 s S sedy 2 (S (5 5eS e 168 —
2 edS JslS sl A sl e p Al ¢ A Jut ) a
TS A dallip peSuaiig
Q 25. | What kind of toilet is used by the household? 1. Flush connected to a public sewerage, to
a pit or to an open drain
o Shuie oS L Gy allas S IS S pa il
= o (S ks e 58
2. Dry raised latrine or dry pit latrine
3. There is no toilet in the household
Q 26. | Does the household own at least one refrigerator, freezer or D 1 ok
washing machine?
NOoeieee, 2 s
€ o Opie Sl ¢ yma i et S W) xe 068 Gl LS
Q 27. | Does the household own at least one air conditioner, air YeS. i 1 ok
cooler, geyser or heater?
NOoeieee, 2 o
Sl o8 Ol asy e o) S e asle 55 Sl g€ il LS
¢
=
Q 28. | Does the household own at least cooking stove, cooking Yes oo 1 o
range or microwave oven?
NO o 2 o
38 b iy B8 S e K S 5 S sl ) S a8 Gl LS
= 08l s
Q 29. | Does the household own the following engine driven 1. At least one car/ tractor and at least one
vehicles....? motorcycle/ Scooter
ISl fT5e Sl oS 51 S 5l G 51 658 Sl oS 5l S
o sle (S 8 GLIB U gon My Sls w0l LS Al
2. At least one car/ tractor but no
motorcycle/ scooter
« kb L L L .
o AsSu b dSan g n o S0 AL SR S S ) S
=
3. No car/ tractor but at least one
motorcycle/ Scooter
= A b IS e S o SOl
4. Neither car/ tractor Nor motorcycle/
Scooter
A b IS fige sl o e S ALK
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Q 30. | Does the household own at least one TV? YeSe oo 1ok
oGS s S asde S S8 | Now 2 oyt
Does the household own the following livestock...? 1. At least one buffalo/ bullock AND at

least one cow/ goat/ sheep
fun e e e S o di) g sl 55 S JLEWS | ek S8 SO aS HlaS )l o di b sl SOl oS ) aS
= b

2. At least one buffalo/bullock BUT NO cow/
goat/ sheep
o e LISel S8 5 odebose Sol S 1S

3. No buffalo/ bullock BUT at least one cow/
goat/ sheep
L S8 Sl oS 30 eSO J ) WS AAT L el
= el

4. Neither buffalo/ bullock NOR cow/ goat/
sheep LISol S5 55l e du b penen
B

Q 31. | How much agriculture land (cultivable) does the household Area (Acres) (35N~d,

own? Jseds ) e o8 00 S S Gy B sle 5 (S JeS

Coms wel oy S No Land =0

SECTION IV. INCOME AND EXPENDITURE PROFILE clal Al gl el

HH INCOME PER UNIT TIME ) oS s

Q 32. What is the gross income of your HH under the following categories? (Please ask income before and after of 49 batch)
S il a S ol s el (Samy gl o Smd9. s LS Gl (S S8 Sl wgpedi) aatie

Sr. | Source a (Annual Income) b (Per month income)

No.
A~z Sl LYl (Ask income of last month)

:.1@;‘ ﬁﬁ@.\a‘éah/"hﬁ;

Before After Before After
Intervention Intervention Intervention Intervention

o mieaie | S el | s saie |0 S paie

1 Crops  wslat
2 Vegetables BBt
3 Orchards el

4 Poultry ~& &
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5 Sheep/Goats JhSe S
6 | Cattle (s
7 Business/Shop oS5 ¢« Jbs S
8 Rent (Land) S S ()
9 Daily Labour s34~ s
10 | Job/Service (govt. or private or both)
(™ L S m)aa e ¢5 S 5
11 Social Benefits/Grants (Zakat, BISP, etc.)
o5 o) S5y Sy st oS el 3155) 261 58 ol
12 Other Sources of income in any (Lump Sum)
€Dy ) (el o e 8 S
13 Total Income (Sum of above' above)

(~e sane )0l Alale IS

HH EXPENDITURE (MONTHLY)

falaailal ) Sl 68

Q 33. What is the expenditure of your HH under the following categories?
¢

LS~ oa Alale 18 568 Sl e i) ma e

Sr. | Items a (Expenses Annual) b (Expenses Monthly)
No. ~Ylalal Al (Kindly ask expenditure of last
month) e s a3l _Sele i K
Before After Before After
Intervention | Intervention Intervention Intervention
e oisaie | S mpal | o e el |2 S sals
1 Food <Ss
2 | Clothing 258
3 | Housing A S 8
4 Fuel and Utilities (electricity, gas)
Slaly sl Gaaul
5 Transport/Travel Jiw «Zé ;) gl
6 Health <sa
7 Education pulas
8 Social Functions (Different anniversaries or
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family gatherings etc) <l & alaw

9 Other Expenses <lala Ko

10 Total Expenditure (Sum of Above)

35 com gl S ) a1 S

Q34. | Income — Expenditure =l - 2

Q35. | Savings e N N N B
Q 36. | Borrowings ol e e e e
Q 37. | Is your current income increased than previous | Yes........cocvvvueineininnnnn. 1 )
year
NOoe 2 o
ALl (ae i Sl aid Kie (320 03 53 50 (S
=
Q 38. | Is your current saving increased than previous | Yes..........ccooveveiiininn.e. 1 ok
year
NOwoi 2 o
il wé&édh&)ﬁw&ymﬁy@i
=
Q 39. | Is your current borrowing increased than XS 1 ob
previous year
NO. e 2 o

e lie S Jlu B8R e i odsmse S
= \)7: Adlial

SECTION V. Women Empowerment

Ul LAl oS ol 3
Q40. | Decision Making Power in = JESNS (g jle Abad (1. Yes2.No)
(L -2 e,
a. Children Education pdlad (S Qe ||

b. Employment BESTS ||

c. Daily Food PPN ETS' ||

d. Marriage of Children el S ||

e. Social Events <l & alew ||

f.  Family Size e S glula ||

g. Other (Specify -------- ) (S @l g) K -

Q41. | Does the Women Member of HH have Control over HH Resources? LS (1. Yes2.No).(ux-2 «-1)
Lt Sy S S 1S A S
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a. Access to control over cash S il ) Sad ) 2

b. Income S

c. Assets U ||
d. Budget Ciny |
Q 42. | Does the female HH have? = J s ol S oA (S S LS (1. Yes2.No) 2dk-1)
(U
a. Access to employment (S, S5, ||
b. Ownership of assets/land (s /cuSda (S ) ||
c. Access to market Sy SEES ||
d. Visibility in and access to social spaces i) <3 S oalew ||
Q43. | Does the women member of HH have adequate awareness on? (1. Yes2.No)
(U2 ¢-1)

PR S L PSRRI JUP EQI SRS

a. Rights @&

b. Nikahnama el -85

c. Law of inheritance 058 S

Is there discrimination against daughters?(access to food, education,
e ¢y leS) (f 2 Ssbu s liiel A _SGsdln healthceare, play etc.):
5 )t g ¢ » Qinoa ¢ x»

Is there any resistance from male members in commitment to educating
e S eala alat (S ik (S350 e 08 LS daughters:
¢ = [GIVEN V| S

Does the female members of HH have mobility/freedom of movement:
€ 2 duala (53131 (S Sl il e 68 S 0l a (S LSS

A. Direct HH Level Interventions & Their Benefits

318 5 3l s ol ol g s o8 g8

Direct HH Level Interventions Since January 2011

ég...}auba\})gc.hué:be—icuﬂ)ll SO

Q44. a. Credit Ua R 1. Yes oL
2. No UM

Q45. b. Livelihood Enhancement & Protection S el 1. Yes oL
List ) g i3 2. No g

Q 46.

SECTION VI. CREDIT

Name of Beneficiary (kindly confirm from
roster and write serial number here )
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(U Jlad yaad sl JSEaal Sl Gl o Con i)

Q47. Age (Years) (i e [

Q 48. Gender (i Male 1 LP%

Female 2 Sose

Q 49. Educational Qualification

(Use Education codes provided in family
rooster.See H4)

Q 50. Occupation prior to benefiting from
intervention WS i ) Ly il a8
&

(Use Occupation codes provided for family
rooster) iy K0 e aaniea Sl
S Jlexina) 558 <

Q5l1. Relevance of qualification/prior occupation 1. Yes b
with benefit received from intervention 2. No o
e oreliduals o Ly S Sy o o) il
Q5s2. Amount of Credit (Rs.) %) S (a8 S T I I
Q53. Purpose of Credit faals 1S a8 1. Family Needs — ofiyssa Solula
2. Business Needs usiosa oS
3. Medical ~aleagz3e
4. Others 5 (Specify us S caalias)
Q 54. Name of Agency which provided credit
S g S )
Q55. What were the criteria of the Agency choosing 1.
you for loan? 2.
3.
L8 LS Jhae 8 S Scdmie Sl A S i
Q 56. How was the Agency approached- 1. Through CO
20 =5 B s
2. Self-Contact
$ e S Gl SS Ll [ PNSSLFEN
3. Other means
c.l\ J‘J ﬁj

Q57. Duration of Credit/Payback Period
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LI®
. ot
X

(months)
(Sitn ) e S (ol / o3 (S a3
Q 58. Method of Repayment Installments
No. of Installments: 1 Ll
/3325 S Ll
DS Ay 18 Kaelal
Amount / Installment (Rs.) 2 Llaud
)
Lump Sum Payment (Rs.) 3 S ik Sy
Q59. Credit Interest Rate charged (%) S u=# | %
Qg g
Q 60. Was credit utilized for the intended purpose 1. Yes(gotoQ63) b
2. No o
SLE LS U Laxis | S aemia msllan (3 LS
Qe6l. If “No”, Reasons Shisss 55 s S 1.
2.
3.
Q62. Was any training imparted related to credit 1. Yes ok
enterprise Alaia € g i pm 8LS 2. No(gotoQ66)
f8 i S s s
Q63. If Yes; type of training a8 S < 55 53 gb K 1. Financial Literacy
S LS 2. Enterprise Development
3. Other than specify please
Q 64. Degree of Satisfaction/ Usefulness of Training 1. Extremely satisfied Cedaa Al
2. Very satisfied  (edae o
Solnakal a3 Ll B S 3 3. Somewhat satisfied (abae S5 aa
4. Somewhat dissatisfied — Giedaa e SGas S
5. Very dissatisfied (el pe &
6. Extremely dissatisfied = (iehaa pe L)
Q 65. Total income from enterprise for which credit
was taken after completion of credit cycle
(amount in Rupees)
eJJSdmL;CuJLUJLSJ;\LJ}ng}éQ&d‘SGSU'A)E S
&
Q 66. Net income earned after credit re-payment (Rs.)
Sl duals 3y S (8 KN
Q67. Loss Occurred, if any (amount)
U 515 ol 55 €1 | RS,
Q68. If loss occurred, reasons 1.
2.
Glsay Sl sl olall B |3,
Q 69. How will the business run after full repayment | 1. Business has become self-supporting
of credit WK ga Jui€aa Lyl
APE_X Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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B S Ll S& S a8 2. Further credit is needed
= Sosra S pa B ue
3. Business will close
Bals saam jbys
Q70. What is your opinion: Was the credit beneficial | Yes........................ 1 )
ornot o bled e onld (= 8 e 2 1) (S QIS
NO e, 2 o
Q71. Would you like to avail further credit 1. Yes b
2. No (goto Q74) o
¢ € Gals Wl (i 2 e T LS
Q72. If Yes, reasons 1. For existing enterprise = S Jbis S ed 5 5a
T clsa s 50k S
2. For new enterprise S bS8
Q73. If No, reasons 1.
2.
3.
¢ lisns ot K)
TRAININGS (Only from Micro credit beneficiary) G
Q74. Name of Beneficiary $ LIS e
Q75. Age (Years) {dbad e
Q76. Gender (i Male 1 Ap%
Female 2 Cyse
Q77. Was any training imparted 1. Yes ok
2. No (go next section) o
Sl S S
Q78.1 If Yes: Type of Training A B
(Name) Duration (Days) Agency
o S g G K ana o)l W5 iy a5
1
2
APE_X Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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5
Q78. Mode of selection for training Through CO ............... 1 E PPNPEEREY
DS A8 b Kol _Saw i | Self-Contact.................. 2 <l
A
Other means 3 i S
Q79. Degree of usefulness of Training 1. Extremely satisfied Gieka Sl
Very satisfied Uiabe Gy
3. Somewhat satisfied SSaa S
il
chu S culil Scw | 4. Somewhat dissatisfied S S
ol e
5. Very dissatisfied (ke e S
6. Extremely dissatisfied P WA
el e
Q 80. Post training utilization Yes. oo 1 oL
Jlarivd Boul 22y S a5 No(if no go to Q84) 2 o
Q8l1. If training utilized, place of utilization In the village L. o o3
(place of employment) Outside Village 2 s Sok
(3a S D88 (8 (S UUS 5 Jlaaiad Can i R)
Q82. If training utilized, level of earnings after training =0 | o
(Rs./day) 2 S my S Gl 53 (8 (S Jlania) i R
eEY L;m.qi ]
Q 83. If training not utilized, Reasons 1.
2.
3.
fibisa s 58 (S S L Jlaniad a3 R
Q 84. Was the training useful, YeS i 1 )
Soed 2l S LS | No..oo 2 o
Q 85. Are you interested in advance level training YeS. oo 1 ob
O S (el e W S S a0 4'@ SRES No(if no go to Q88) 2 o
Q 86. If yes, what are the reasons 1.
fon LS Sl 60k A 3.
Q87. If not, what are the reasons 1.
2.
fonS by siond K 3.
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SECTION VII. Livelihood Enhancement and Protection

>

Bdas o) s A% S s

I- Assets Transfer
Q 88. | Which of the income generation assets you own now which were not available before the intervention?
=8 0 S g s geaie gaiiy ol T 058 e opad B0 S Saeline isle ST
a. Assets a. b. c. d. Presently Income Generation (PKR)
name Before | Value | Received | (Through i
| Interve | (Valu | (Through | this ekl Jusls
B ls sl ntion e of this Intervention -
. e. Asset f. Income | g. Selling | h. Income
(Qty) | asset/ | Interventi |) . . . .

s ot on) itself sold Generatio | productio | Generation
apaia | oo (Qty) out (Qty) n (PKR) nofasset | (PKR)
=< | of (Qty) (Qty)

e parch |
ing. < lsgage | SR Juala 228 Juala
PKR) IR = L S b &S A W]
e A A0 sl
- =00 é Caal CS &
1. Goat/sheep
Swls S
2. Female calf
1 5eamile
3. Donkey cart
B LTYS
4. Cycle cart
R
G AS
5. Poultry units
SRS
6. Sewing
machine
Ombie (A
7. Grocery
items for

retail shop

C&.‘ﬂS.\
(- PR

s
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s

8. Others
R
Q 89. | Degree of usefulness of asset provided 1. Extremely satisfied — Oiedae Sl
2. Very satisfied Oadae G
fobisakal aayo Ll b S s Allea Sl 3 | 3. Somewhat satisfied  (felaeSS s oS
4. Somewhat dissatisfied Calae yaS3 aa S
5. Very dissatisfied Ciadas e S
6. Extremely dissatisfied alae e AL
Q90. | Is there any change in assets provided
8 S s 5 Sne ila s S il b 1. Yes ok
2. No(gotoQ93)
Q91. | Ifyes, one major reason for this change 1. Sold <y
2. Got stolen [FPWETN
s oS A Sl ulegls R 3. Died W&
4. No longer functional o Jlastial | U8 3 30
5. Increase ~bzl
Q92. | Was the asset helpful in increasing income level of
household? Yes..ooonnnnn. 1 o
Loyl JRaraie 5 S dlial rasisel€ 5836 | Now.oiviiiiiii, 2 O
Q93. | Ifyes, average approximate increase in HH income
(Rs./month) due to asset transfer:
i _ ) . _ ||| Rspermonth
oaidel b 568 a5 (S e (SAGTl S
nilialad giakas (<L)
Q94. | Ifthere is loss in enterprise, specify the reason/s why: L.

OS . aSialiag g ol ua o8 K| 20

3.
Q95. | When the assets transferred (intervention) to you (Name
of months and year)
s Jiie s A S Gl ae /e S
Q96. | Is the representative of COs or POs along with the Yes.ooannnnnn. 1 ob
beneficiary were present at the time of procurement of
asset?  dgage odilad SS Sl cd, < e S50 No.ooiii, 2 UM
&
Q97. | Is there any validation conducted by CO regarding your | Yes............ 1 ok
selection?
No.o.ooooviin, 2 o
éfsc“‘ ik S ?‘l"‘"‘sw Al t;i‘}"‘s.~ e 2 )l c;“‘b:"“ é *ﬂ
B G S sl S8 Sl
Q98. | Is there any validation of asset identification by CO Yes.ooannnnnn. 1 b
BSAE SH (ol S i€ AisaeS | No....oieeeen. 2 o
Q99. | Did you utilize the assets (received through Yes.oovunnnn. 1 o
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&

intervention) for income generation NOoviiiie 2 o
S drase om0 S et A Sl S ol G
[EVPRWATE LT
Q 100. | If No, reason for not utilizing the asset (intervention) 1.
2.
POPRR S SV ) DV L IR I 3.
Q 101. | At which place/market did you sell the assets/ 1. Local market Sl mlia
production 2. Contractor Jlased
3. Subcontractor  _luSued Sl
LS5 58 oS ) glany/ O 80 _iline EuS jle/ B 4. Other %
II- Skills Training (Only for livelihood) (= =S (ilae )3 jm) Cup 3 8
Q 102. | Name of Beneficiary (please put the individual number
after confirming from roster)
5 aad gl il amy S el s Cas ) QL 1S g 50 daifine
(v | (No. from Roster) L
Q 103. | Age (Years) (Match with roster) — ee ) (b S i) L]
L Sa(
Q 104. | Gender o« 1. Male 3 e
2. Female Sse
Q 105. | Was any training imparted S F S8 SQIS [ 1 Yes ok
S 2. No (go to next section) UM
If Yes: Type of Training (Name) »U\S Sy 5 55 ()b S A B
Duration (Days) < (00) Agency o)\
1
2
3
4
5
Q 106. | Mode of selection for training 1. Through CO ) S e TS
2. Self-Contact LS abal ja 58
DS g hlS e ) S i | 3. Other means &5 S
Q 107. | Were you compensated for training? Yes.oooonnnnnn. 1 oL
L8 L i glaa i S Ky 5 Sl | Nowweeiine 2 o
Q 108. | If “yes” how much compensation you got during the
training? (totalRs.) o glae WS ) 50 S K5 e R BN I
[Ege
Q 109. | Degree of usefulness of Training 1. Extremely satisfied —(fiekae Sl
2. Very satisfied (adae Gy

*
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3. Somewhat satisfied ~(iedasSS as S
4. Somewhat dissatisfied Gradae 5585 2a oS
Soknak) a0 Ll 8 S i | 5. Very dissatisfied Caas e iy
6. Extremely dissatisfied Galae e Sl
Q 110. | Have you utilized the training? Yes..ooonennnn. 1 oL
oS dalaaaili S8 Siy S SQllS | No.eeee 2 o
Q 111. | If training utilized, place of utilization 1. In the village IS
Outside Village b — 038
(place of employment) S LS 55 (558 Jlaniaa) sy i R
(5 8 25 19y 1.8
Q 112. | If training utilized, level of earnings after training (Rs./day)
oS deala ol (S S QLS
N I
Q 113. | If training not utilized, Reasons 1.
2.
il ¢ SIS piliala odils (5w Sy 5 S 3.
Q 114. | Was the training useful? Yes..ooonennnn. 1 oL
€ a5 Yia 038 Ky SLS | No...ooowoononon, 2 s
Q 115. | Are you interested in advance level training Yes.cooonnnnnn. 1 oL
O S (only (uefi F yin e o QIS | Now 2 g
Q 116. | If yes, what are the reasons 1.
2.
el el 53 e R 3.
Q 117. | If not, what are the reasons 1.
2.
ETALIR P I PR IS 3.
II1- Linkages Development
Q 118. | Has the LEP intervention helped in creating profitable
linkages with market/external organizations leading to
) . o o
sustainable increases in income? 1. Yes e
L . 4 i y i i 5 UM /‘
o ) TS (et b S e 5Ly o s I LS 2. No u-v;-'“(.lf no f‘nd the interview s5 cxs S
. s " ok o S 558
b 1€ il jlaely e Sl e 6002 e Sl i ka5
oR
- - 5
Q 119. | If Yes, what is scope of the linkages developed? 1 UC level e S st S
e < 2. Tehsil level _nghu duass
¢ ] WS Laylgye )il ¢ L S :
=l e 3. District level e S el
Q 120. . . 1. Govt. .depts;/line (Yes or No Jb L (L)
What is the type of profitable linkage/s made? agencies (siesSa
il e« CAS\AA
§ oS and (Sl e 2.  Wholesaler/markets
E e Sl J s (Yes or No Uk Jb)
APE_X Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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3. Other donors/NGOs
o> ol e 0isd Sy | (Yes or No ol k)

BY)
Others = (Please specify sl
wS)
Q 121. 1. Govt. depts./line
agencies (siesSa (Yes or No ob b k)
),y.uaﬂ O CAS\A.A
N ' . . 2. \Yholesaler/markets (Yes or No Jb & Jb)
In your opinion; which of the linkage is most profitable? Sl b ds
¢ o Ui wilie saly ) adal L € (e Jld S 3. Other donors/NGOs
o ) e isS R (Yes or No Ukl k)
BY)
(Please
4. Others specify)
S by
Q 122. Rate the linkage on a scale of 1-5: S Sagxb —w ]
ol Ly ey
4. Highly Profitable e 02y ) G
How profitable are these linkages? o 28 S —wShils)~ | 3, Very Profitable e Qi
¢
2. Profitable Ui adlie
1. Moderately Profitable e K3 aa (S Jlxic)
0. No profitable = xée e
Q 123. Rate the linkage on a scale of 1-5: S Saxb w1l

Are you still continuing the benefits of this linkage?

0% ) 5 e ) Gl SE ) IS

ol oy ey

4. Highly Beneficial 3 02k ) S

3. Very Beneficial e <o

2. Beneficial e

1. Moderately Profitable ve 53 as (S Jlie!

0. No profitable 38« &

B. Indirect Community Level Interventions & Their HH Level Benefits

Community Level Interventions in the Village since January 2012

No. | Program Area Lol X;

Interventions  Lws

Q 124, Education a3

1. New/Govt. Schools JsSs GO s e 250

2. O&M of Existing Schools il Syl )
BESWEPESS

Q 125] Health <sua Community Health Center il a8
Al
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Q 126 CPI s¢) (2 o 1. Drinking Water Shls
2. Sanitation sslia
3. Link Roads/Bridges OS5 ndail
-
4. Soling Sl
5. TIrrigations Skl
6. Other S
Q 127] Institutional Development and Social Mobilizations 1. Social Mobilization and Community
Organizations el oalew 5l St alew
Soal eabew Hgl (B8 Saeylal | (Ist, 2nd and 3rd tier o8l g e g
é =7 L‘)‘“‘:‘S)
2. Awareness on basic rights B8 sl
SIS
3. Linkages development Skl
oA
SECTION VIII. EDUCATION aulad
Q 128 Get net enrolment rate from the sample schools | Male | 2« |
CHAS I & sl Swen S adiie S _Ssei | Female | odilsa |
@S dala
(Supervisor will get from intervention School
€28 Jula 53615 )
Q 129{ Number of children going to this (intervention) | Male | 2« |
school from this HH:
Female |  odflss |
s s e (s ) IS ) i 68 )
alaxd GS U=
Q 130] Classes in which children are enrolled in the 1. Nursery/KG > S~ somr
intervention school: 2. Class1 Celes o
3. Class?2 Gielea (5 s
- =) s )N S s ae psielea (S s S by | 4. Class 3 Giclen (5t
5. Class 4 Gelan gl
(encircle all applicable &l s jels y Gl Ji5) 6. Class5 oy
7. Higher Class S el
Q 131] Degree of satisfaction with Education: ¢3buS st | 1. Extremely satisfied
a0 € il 2. Very satisfied cepke o3 S
3. Somewhat satisfied Gepkaa 3 2a S
4. Somewhat dissatisfiedcsabe e S32a S
5. Very dissatisfied Osplae & o3l
6. Extremely dissatisfied ospbe pe S as (S ougle
Q 132] Do the children attend school regularly? 1. Yes Uk (g0 to Q135 eela L 135 e Jisw)
2. No o
¢ o e S el (Raelily S
Q 133] If “No”, What are the reasons? a.
b.
ol S g g R c.
Q 134/ Facilities children get from school — J 5w 1. Books oS
2. Uniform S
’ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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el e duals S s2e (more than one responses 3. Stationery  (siiiu
are possible O (Seee Al ga 261w Q) 4. Food S
5. Drinks Gl ria (milk, juice, etc.  was> ¢ 0253
o e 9)
Q 135] Are the facilities provided free of cost 1. Yes ok
2. No u%
$ 0 20 Je sl B il s LS
Q 136] If Yes, How much per month Sedy S Rs. - =0
8 S ol
Q 137/ What were the children doing before they were 1. Nothing uxeS
admitted to school 2. Helping parents e S O{J‘J
3.  Other work: alS S
s 0 S o dE e S dAh d S 4. N/A bt ot G
Q 138 Are the children still helping the parents after 1. Yes ok
school? =) am S ol s —w J S o ol LS No o
Gt R
Q 139] If yes, do they get enough time for homework 1. Yes ob
2. No ot
= lile i g anlia o o JS S5 am ol WS < b S
Q 140/ Do they get help in their homework from 1. Family members 3,8 S olula
2. Elders 254 (other than family members
?c:éhdmwﬁuyd‘)}ﬁ)ﬁ%\g\s a;%éo\_‘d&)
3. Neighbors c sbue
4. Others S
5. No help needed 58 O s S
Q 141/ Has the children’s going to school impacted the | 1. Positively — : i
HH in any way
2 S s sh S S s Sl Sl
¢ Ln e eS Liipe il ge S | 2. Negatively i Jsh s )
a. Loss of direct income glaa 1S Jadl
b. Loss of HH worker =S e 0S5l S 568
C. Any other negative:
b e sl e S
Q 142] Has any HH member joined the school’s Parent 1. Yesok
School Committee? 2. Noouw
o S Gl 5 (S S 338 nS (S 8 LS
§ S es,d
Q 143 If “No”, why.... $ usS s ¢ oy S
Q 144] If “Yes”, attend the committee meetings 1. Yes b
2. Nooux
APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 78 of 126



Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1|

>

A

[
X
<

regularly?

dlas (Kool e odla) S SIS« i R
S on SnSaod

Q 145

If “Yes”, any benefit(s) of attending committee
meetings

2615 55 58 S S o Siite JiaeS ¢ (s K

Q 146

Is any HH member, part of the school
management committee 2% se 5S 1S LS
¢ o ean 1S S aldaii) S J S

1. Yesob
2. Nooux

Q 147

If “No”, why...? € UsS i ¢ o X

Q 148

If “Yes”, specify roles ...? Sedh N
ug‘)S C“.a‘-j J\JJS [C]

Q 149

If “Yes”, any benefit(s) of being a committee
member? 2 osh S e (S b S
O el 58 50 S

Q 150

Do they intend to ensure that their children
continue with higher education beyond current
school level

Cud}&uw|d..|c§j\ﬁsuﬁmb‘)g)n\w\a}gs
€ 08 Juala (oo e o) 3 S 21 3

1. Yes b
2. Nouw

i

Q151

If “Yes”, why...? TusS s b R

Q152

If“No”, why...? $usS s Sl

SECTION IX. Health

Q 153. | Do you visit health facility (intervention) in your area? <l LS e
LS 03018 ((alius ) il gpas (oS Cinac 2 g3 50 pa el 5
Write no of visits of last month
LS alans (S s g Sl o e Solean X
Q 154. | Why did you choose this health facility for medical care? < 1. [Easy Access el gl
A APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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§ LS oS QA I8 Al g il o oIS lles S Ciaa _i(more than 2. Good Quality Service BEPEEN
one responses are possible uw (S Gl g 20y ) —w Sl Sledd (5 jlane
3. Kind/helpful Staff s @M s
rlee Wy S8 G slas
4. Most Medicines Provided =~ _deab)
o s el 8 )
5.  All Medicines Provided sl olai
6. Self-decision Al Ly
7. Recommended by a friend w2
S Uil o
8. Recommended by community
organizer = = el 1 g
S Ul
9. Other Sox(specify ui S sl s)
Q 155. | Distance from your home to health facility? o s 58 S e
(S ) ol 1S S5 e (S (Kan)
Q 156. | Number of times you visited the health facility? S Gaa .
¢ laad (S Al Sl e s
Q 157. | At the time of visit staff is available there? ~lec LS » af 50 S 2l 1. Yes ok
¢ L(.j REEYY 2. No U,-.“:-‘
Q 158. | What are the services being provided by the CHC/LHW in the 1. OPD S
HH? (more than one responses are possible <Ll s 26l ) —w S 2. Pharmacy (o8
U (San) ok S s i sh S ok e ) o ) o S 8 3. Laboratory TeSt a5 5 )l
¢ Lo ony b oS wip lasa S 4. MNCH services &) o ol )
g (Pre-Post e )
5. Ambulance service (s il el
6. Family planning services JPRIEHEN
Cladd S (24~ gaala
Q 159. | Types of services availed for children Gl 1S (s 1. EPI Vaccination (0-1 children)
aldl S Clads(more than one responses are possible  —» < . S Sl S s ey
O (S Sl 5a 261 )) M} sl ) e dS U
g
2. Screening and management of
malnutrition el sl K S
AUt 1S glay ol
3. Child growth monitoring
S S aig gl (S
Q 160. | How much you fees the charge 1. 10
2. 15
PR ENR PR Bk 320
4, 25
5. If other than mention amount
ug;t\eé)jic:ajﬂccim\)g\
Q 161. | Does the health facility treat all types of patients? I. Yes ob
2. No B
§ U WS 0o S o ya S ol el e i g (ol (S Cinia LS
Q 162. | If “No” Did they refer to other facilities? 1. Yes oL
2. No B
S om S (A ) S ciob sl (o€ Smpens WS s i K
Q 163. | If “Yes”, to which hospital/ Health facility? 1. District Hospital ~Jlips &S .3
2. BHU  Cuiseils ooy
3. THQ  Jbws 55 )l S dans
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¥ b S s b J S 51 s R

Q 164. | What is your opinion about staff attitude? Do you think the 1. Kind/helpful = Ostea ¢ (b ya
staff was: 2. Casual a8y ases
3. Nonresponsive 2 ~ed e
Ko JBSS  aeWS (S e s S Sl S e
U
Q 165. | Wait time in the queue 1. Less than 15 minute Sia 15
S
Uil e lad 2. Between 15-30 minutes - 15
Olas S & 30
3. Between 30 and 60 minutes
ey S &iia 60 =30
4. More than 60 minutes Giie 60
aJLJ_j —
Q 166. | Who primarily provided you medical care 1. Male doctor SIS 3
2. Female doctor JSI5 o sia
S QIS S S g S0S pl sh el 3. LHV/Female Medical — s g
CiSl ¢ K0 g slatechnician
4. Paramedic usSaie |y
Q 167. | Did you receive all the prescribed medicines free of costs 1. All
2. Some S
€ oS (Sl e sl ol 508 (S asad S QI LS 3. None u s S
Q 168. | Did you get the instructions from the health provider, how to 1. Yesb(gotoQI71 5171 e Jlsms
take the medicines? ula)
2. No ux
¢ e (50 iy Glate s Jlesind S50 SIS
Q169. | If “No” why....
f0sS 5 o K
Q 170. | Were the given instructions clear to you for taking the 1. Yes ok
medicines? 2. No e
¢ LSG:‘G“MJS‘J_‘ é&lﬂ\.\fdguﬁéjé@:‘\:@d;bd
Q 171. | What is your view about the quality of care since your last Quality of care has improved
VISit? (S Glxie e S a5 053 S s el 238 R (S S = e e S s
¢ os)lS Quality of care remained the same
SRS e e
Quality of care has worsened since
last visit =15 oS Jbie Cund (S Ly
Q 172. | How do you rate the overall services provided? Extremely satisfied otk saly) o
g
S (53 a3 g sk e geaa (S bk JIy Sl (Sl i ol Very satisfied Ui ekl
¢ £,% Somewhat satisfied Ceplae K32 oS
Somewhat dissatisfied R
Sy ekl e S
Very dissatisfied & oabh) G
Oeplae
Extremely dissatisfied = S
i lineka) e ool
Q 173. | Have you ever been part of any health awareness campaign by 1. Yes b (if yes go to 176
health facility (Intervention) wels 2176 eed Jsm 5 0k Jg‘)
2. No v
APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 81 of 126




Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1|

>

A
[
s
s

S (S 558 (S s e b (S Al il G e eSS LS
(A...w_s)ou.\f:umalsﬁ,a

Q174. | if“No”, why....
€ S 8o Kl
Q 175. | Is the LHW helping the HH to develop liaison between the HH 1. Yes ok
and the supervising lady doctor for treatment of complicated 2. No o
cases?
= o S 3 e gshail ) Oale S SIS R sl 568 s gl il LS
.é&uﬁck&ua\f‘o.\g;.u/\su
Q 176. | Is the CHC/LHW providing treatment to other members of the 1. Yes, always ~digay ¢ Ul
family besides mothers and children? dit ¢ g LS 2. Yes, occasionally S gk
Sdle e S B S lala gl gl e ) osle s 3 I:ISFS .
£o o S b S o
Q 177. | Is the LHW/CHC giving proper and in-time vaccinations to 1. Yesob
the children vaccinations? 2. Noes
08 sier Ciob (S RSG5 (S U o @l o sl sl ) B S
S on Sl
Q 178. | How often does the supervisor lady doctor visit the CHC? 1. Never o eeS
2. Occasionally DS S
§ 2 S 050 S o gl o AS) SIS GBI LS 3. Punctually Sy
Q 179. | What are the benefits to the HH from this? 1. Reduction in diseases =S ux U=
2. Reduction in treatment expenses
€ O s eala 260 3 LS il S 1568 =S e Slal Al S allae 23
3. Reduction in visits to other places of
1) BHU or same level public health facility o b 38 0 43l ol treatment outside the village -0
il il (6 S pus S o 0305 S SIS gdle S s S b
- oS e
2) CHC ... i il (508
Q 180. | How much time is saved/month (no. of days)
Q 181. | How much money is saved per month (Rs.)
Q 182. | Has the saving of time and money improved the HH income? 1. Yes ok
2. No o
§ 26 e D S SIS e (S )l 28
Q 183. | Has the saving of time and money improved the HH quality of 1. Yes oL
life? 2. No o
€ 2 USSR e S 068 i (S ey sl 25 1S
Q 184. | Would you like the CHC to be upgraded? 1. Yesdb
2. No ux
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Q 185. | Is any HH person a member of the CHC affairs committee, if 1. Yes b
there is one? Y siSla COllas S o gl (o Kb 50 KIS 158 LS 2. No o
§ 0S8 s
Q 186. | Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with regards to the 1.
current schemes? 2.
3.
$ s e a ¢ o paiige S s Sasiu
Women Empowerment Ul JLial b S ) 53 (Just related to women health, Only from health beneficiary
uxdjﬁdgﬂmﬁ:a‘)\)ﬂéﬂ:amssoﬁbiqﬂ)
Q 187. | Do the women of this household need to seek permission of, 1. Yes )
while going for a routine checkup? 2. No o
s R ) 2 edS elaa S Jsane S Gl S (S 1,68 Gl LS
=
Q 188. | If yes; who the women need to seek permission of, while 1. Husband RLPIEN
going for a routine antenatal checkup? —s S —l 5i: (4 S .
e b Gelay ) J8 S sane ol a0 (S35 A @l 2. Mother in Law, s
$ mlls o edS .
= =* 3. Father in law L
4. Head of family , ol i S glaila
5. Other (Specify =~ (S <alay)
A
Q 189. | What does influence the power to make decision of own health | 1. Class Cieles
within a household? » lag —w Jsa Smia il e 58 | 2. Age e "
G e 3l S Jelse i S 3. Education and profession ) aala
= = ~iu0ther (Specify uS Caliag)
e
Q 190. | Who pays the cost of availing medical services? — <l s (2l | 1. Wife o
$ BSOS malae £ oS S5 dudise
2. Husband sl
3. Mother U
4, Mother in Law b
5. Other (Specify S alag
S
Q 191. | Who support women for travelling cost? s S ol 52 1. Own Saving G
¢ = Ul oS alal Al
2. Husband xigla
3. Mother (e
4, Other (Specify =~ (S cabag
I R
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Q 192. | Who is primary decision maker at your home? Jwa) (e »S -S4 | 1. Male 34 (husband xsd)

$ 0SSl nlag 2. Female s (self A

3. Other A23(Specify (S cabag
)

Q 193. | Do household members more concerned towards a health of 1. Yes b

woman? S o) —u s S Cina (S 0l i o i S 1,8 LS 2. Nou

¢ U e

Q 194. | Do women find imbalances in terms of power between women 1. Yesob

and men at household level? Ls) Usisse s zhan sh %S ol s LS 2. No o

SECTION X. COMMUNITY PHYSICAL INFRASTRUCTURE (CPI) A3 sy ks 1S glaw

Drinking Water LS
Q 195. Is there a water tap or water storage tank in your | 1. Yes J(go to Q198 Ll 12 198 aei g )

household 25 e St LKL b e 58 SIS | 2. No o

=
Q 196. If “Yes” how many? ¢ i b R
Q 197. If “No” is there a street water tap near your 1. Yes ok

house? b o K u i S 58 SHILS sis K| 2. Noo o

$ L
Q 198. Frequency of water supplied to home or

communal water tap? S S s &

e (S al A S L S (s / 09) __ (daycn
Q 199. Is an electric motor required to fill the water tank 1. Yes ok

in your house? e 5S S 5 S 58 SIS 2. No o

§ 2 Sn s ra S e S o dS
Q 200. If no storage tank in the house, how do you store 1.

water in the house Sad Sy o 8 R 2.

SN ey el s oIS S8 O e s 3.

¢ 5
Q 201. Benefits of water supply in/near your house 1. Time saving i oS <85 ( =56S/ 0):

=SS S Ghasasecuf S 0l bos 08 S| 20 No benefitsuud o26ld 56 S
¢4 | 3. Other benefits: 3l B

Q 202. If there is time saving, how is the saved time 1. Productive activities Ul S 2ia (describe gle

utilized? @«

2. Social Activities Uk S alas(describe croS Ol
S8 a8 Sy Jlal O g o lsycds S )
f 5
Q 203. Effects of tap water on family health 1. Less disease in children and family members
Ulban oS (e 3 A1 S gluila ol s
G i (S lila S g S _SB 2. Less loss of productive time due to
Illnesses
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S gln Sy aie M Cel Sl

3. Income enhanced due to increase in productivity
e ol Gely S 8l (e st S gl slan
sl
4. Income enhanced due to less expenditure on
treating illnesses o Slal A S alaaze
il e il ey S S
5. Negative Affects <l il e (describe oS Ol
)
Q 204. Before implementation of current scheme, what | 1. Village pond QYL IS 58
was the main source of water for your HH? ! 2. Water channel i A8 S
e edS € Sy _—wad jadee yase | 3o Tubewell dis sl
. : ST ) 4. Hand pump &L iw
LS a3 S pump =R
5. Other: A
Q 205. Distance of previous water source from the
house (KM s 58 ) Abald s 568 1S Gl axy )3 Al
e
Q 206. How much time is saved due to this facility? (! e
Sge iy K (S i diely S clgn
Q 207. Do you use this time in other productive 1. Yes b
activities? 2. No o
Q 208. Frequency of daily trips to previous source ~w
Aaml A3 95 S Um0 ~03 (0. of times 2laad )
B I
Q 209. Previous mode of water transportation =3 & | 1. Animals or animal drive cart =S &l gsa L ¢ O san
S Gk Al 1S 350, Vsl ieS a5
2. Bicycle sl
3. Self-carried _s3asa
4. Other: S
Q 210. Overall degree of satisfaction from current 1. Extremely satisfied Uspka 0dh ) G
scheme 2. Verysatisfied = Osplae i
3. Somewhat satisfied Osabe SGaa S
S o s oS gl klal S bkl e il 4. Somewhat dissatisfied oSS s
Gepha
. Very dissatisfied Osabe e &
6. Extremely dissatisfied Oepba e 0dh) B
Q211. Monthly contribution/ fixed charges/bill for Rs. ~—i50_/month ~ixs
availing this facility =S s diue O g gl
dg BJ)BA‘ u\;\);\ /\JI-JLA
Q212. Any comments/ shortcomings/ suggestions with 1.
regards to the current scheme? 2.
3.
- ORsad e S L (il (S (ol o peadi g aew )
Sanitation sslia
Q 213. Sanitation facilities developed under current Drainage S (S AL Sy
scheme:
Toilets uilets
uﬂwédcﬁudcsdamaﬁéﬁsw\
(] Public GIS
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Garbage Disposal Sl S 58
Q214. If public toilets what are the usage charges, if
any: ‘?uﬁl_)s;,;)l%édw\éawluﬁ@\f_
TS s sS )§\ Rs. =50 /visit | e
Q 215. What is the role of HH in their
maintenance/cleanliness:
- = NS LSS 5568 e el gl selia SO
Q216. | Degree of satisfaction with their hygiene 1.-Extremely satisfied Ospbe s3ly) Cun
2R oS Skl ol e s S selia (SO 2.Very satisfied Osplae Qi
fon
3.Somewhat satisfied Oepkie K3 as oS
4Somewhat dissatisfied e SSas S
Gspha
5.Very dissatisfied =~ Ospbe e S
6.Extremely dissatisfied Uspba e ol G
Q217. Is the number of toilets enough for the area? 1. Yes ok
2. No s
§ 0 S L edS Ble sl SRl LS
Q 218. If Garbage Disposal: = Uy «ali &S <15 1.
2.
How was garbage disposal done previously? o! | 3.
ol ali _wSCS SI58d8
Q219. What were the demerits of previous disposal 1.
methods? 2.
3.
LS clilati S (8l il S 830 (S S K158
=
Q 220. How garbage is being collected and disposed 1.
now? 2.
3.
§ olla LSl 5 pen € &S S5 8 iy
Q221. How far is the garbage disposal site from the (KM)
lining area? S —w (53l Sa (St S ali &€ <1358
?CT‘ ‘)‘53
Q 222. Any difference/benefits due to current garbage 1.
disposal scheme? 2.
3.
=5 BALS S 02 ga e (S S Gl ES €15 S
¢
Q 223. Effects of new facilities on health of HH 1.
members and hygiene s S Al e | 2.
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Gl LSy Cona glds 5l Cana (S ol 8 Sl 568 | 3.
RS
Q 224. Any monetary benefits due to these new 1.
sanitation facilities? 2.
3.
el e Sand ol g 560 O (S selia
¢
Q 225. Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with 1.
regards to the current schemes? 2.
3.
S copatige S s S aSuoag e
§ il ailis
Q 226. Is sewerage system is improved now? <
st S e s
Q 227. Any monetary benefits due to these new
sewerage facilities? Ao gy sam 2 ey 04!
?J;\}ééhd;)sf_\ck\cs
Irrigation Y
Q 228. How far is the irrigation facility from your fields
(km)? 50 S w sieS S Al (S il
¢ -
Q 229. What is the mode of water transportation under [J  Unlined watercourse
the new scheme? [ Lined water course
“ [l Pipes
¢ 2 S ARSI Jly ol @l _SaSuies | [ Other:
Q 230. How much time is consumed to deliver water
from facility to the fields <53 (sieS o Sl spu
o V2 iy 5 LS e Y i (ke /g8 )2 B I
Q231. Are there any conveyance losses? 0 No w¢
) ) 0 Yes k. If yes Ji S
f s batiS ol SIS | (] Losses in time bl e S g (S S0
o ak hrs.
[0 Losses in area irrigated e SBle Ol s
Oty
[0 Productivity loss Ol syl sl : (Rs. =50
/field 3Lé /erop o
)
Q 232. How much charges are paid for the facility 1. Rs./hour S A s
2. Rs/field S & s
S om s oS a)ls S . edS Al el | 3. Rs./crop Joad B )
4. Rs./month oo (B )
Q 233. What is the responsibility of HH in the 1. None o e S
maintenance/operation of the irrigation facility 2. Cleaning of channels gslia S OslleS
S, e clla gl sl 1 oS Gl S L 3. Operation of facility UeS, sy S il yes
APE_X Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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Q 234. What is the addition in yield/productivity dueto | 1. Yield Dlsla /erop Juad /field
this scheme? CueS
2. Rs. =sJ/crop Juaid/field DS
€15 mdla) 8 S el gla Ciely S aeu )
Q 235. Overall increase in HH income due to this
scheme & sane e (el S 8 Caely S asS
~lal (Rs. —=sfyear dw)
Q 236. What were the crop practices before this scheme? S S Bk Sdaad Ly gl
Crops Juad Yield sl
1
2
3
4
What are the crop practices after this scheme? ¢ oAb LSS Jaad ey S aSn
Crops Jwab Yield sl
1
2
3
4
Q 237. Are value added crops like vegetables, flowers, I. Yes ok
orchards added in the system after this 2. No o
scheme? AS Luss (aload 38 gl S asSs Gl LS
O s s JA e ali (ul o gt 5 e ly ¢ Jsgg ¢ Ol o
¢
Q 238. If no value added crops added; reasons? 1.
S on Sl 5ic a5 b Juad 33 sy 5o 8 R | 3,
Q 239. If value added crops added; list crop and incremental income (over traditional crops =S oshad el s
s due to these crops S 53l (s 85 o nn g S ) Gaeliy Cans b (ST 55 ¢ G (o8 50 bl S S5 K19
WS gl
Crops Jwat Incremental income sl Szl Year due
1
2
3
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Q 240. What is the method of irrigation? 1. Flood irrigation Sl e
2. Furrow irrigation 00 S ol Gy e s
$ o LS ik S ol i
3. Syphon irrigation P T T
4. Other: B
Q 241. Auvailability of irrigation water? c+d€ 28 | 1. Ondemand
y g
i S L 2. Onturn
Q 242. Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with 1.
regards to the current schemes? 2.
3.
LI (S (ald o patige & w Ma S el
a3k
Link Roads/Bridges R RN
Q 243. Time saved/day by family members due to
better/faster transportation DU 5
Gy (S iy S QA Qe S & il i(hrs S
Jday )
Q 244. Income enhancement (Rs./month) due to better 1. Markets: oSk
approach to: U @1‘\“\ e ly é el Bs 2. Other villages: o u/jls A
ALl 3. Workplace: A= Sas
4. Farm: CueS
5. Due to decrease in transport
cost: S Ue Clal A1 & sal 55
Cely S
Q 245. Has this facility reduced the price of 1. Yes ok
goods/commodities imported into your villages? | 2. No
Ll el 3 ae 38 S s nan s (oS il sl LS
T on Ge oS Uil S
Q 246. Has this facility increased the income from farm | 1. Yes ob
produce exported from the village to outside 2. No o
markets? S UsieS SS9 i any (S Sl g il LS
Cely S (selu ) S5 038 £ jusd (S il s sl
§ oS
Q 247. Has this facility improved the approach to: 1. Emergency centers <53 S ye (o
2. Education institutions <3 (3l oads
= S S ssbay Sl gw o WS | 30 Health facilities SOl g (S v
4. Government offices <3 s (5)\S yus
5. Others: S
Q 248. Has this facility improved: 1. Social contact/interactions JPENT
Sdsadse skl
= WS i Sl gl 2. Quality of relations S e Sl
3. Quality of life S 8% s
4. None of the above S e Yoz
o e S
Q 249. Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with 1.
regards to the current schemes? 2.
3.
@l S eld co palige S s S aSioigmge
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Q 250. Improvement in HH members’ health due toless | 1. Yes ok
dust. 2. No
Ut i (Sl S 568 ey (S (oS e a S
e
Q 251. Decrease in cost of treating illnesses 1. No w¢
2. Yes. If yes, overall savings = sana 55 b S
S U Clal A) S aalles 230 Gay(Rs =so./month Ay ):
Q 252. Decrease in laundry charges/costs 1. No w¢
2. Yes. If yes, overall savings < o= sexe 5 b S
S e Glal A) S geMaa (S Us5S (Rs. =3 /month ~iys):
Q 253. Decrease in transport maintenance costs 1. No o
S e lal Al S g (S & sl 5 | 2, Yes . Ut If yes, overall savings i ok S
G o2aaa(Rs. =s/monthaiyw):
Q 254. Is there proper street lightening in your area? .S | 1. Yes ok
- o sy bl 1S QY S i e e SO | 2. Nooo
Q 255. Is it functioning properly? L S 8 daba b L€ | 1. Yes &
- 2. No uw
Q 256. Effects on HH cleanliness 1. Yes ;obhrs e /day O saved:
SIS g selia S 908 | 20 No wee
Q 257. Any decrease in number of accidents 1. Yes ok
2. No u%
‘5.«5 LS‘;JS U 2laad é cliala
Q 258. If No effect on HH cleanliness; reasons? 1.
2.
S ras 55 O e S g seliea (S G508 R | 3,
Q 259. Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with 1.
regards to the current schemes? 2.
3.
Sl o patige S s S asuodm s
$ S b il

i SECTION X. SOCIAL MOBILIZATION N

Appointment of Community Activist

Q 260. | Was the HH involved in any way in the selection of 1. Yes ok
community activist [volunteer] 2. No w¢

b b o eSiie S ) o K e IS (S 68 SIS
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Q261. | Has the HH been affected in any way by the selection of Advantages/Benefits el s
community activist
1.
Lo i (st soiS s S s () p 8 e 1S (a8 568 SIS g
= Disadvantages — <llads
1.
2.
3.
Q 262. | Has any member of the HH is a community activist 1. Yes ok
_ No o
€ s SIS R o I 5008 38 S 1S g€ SIS
Q 263. | Has any relative/known person is a community activist. 1. Yes b
) No o
€ 2 SIS a8 s IS gaeS a5 i/ Jla iy se S S T LS
Q 264. | Impact of selection of community activist on HH members 1.
(e.g. better motivation to join and participate in CO activities) | 2-
3.
) g I S568 s an s (S i e s B K a5
Ao Al S 5SS 5 el ) e Jabd s e S e (S
(o8 5 S A
Q 265. | Has there been any increase in the HH influence in the CO I. Yesdh
because of the is a community activist
58 S 08 e SIS a5 (S s G ) (HiaaS (pasl o | 2. NO et
= Adbaline & 5u )
Q 266. | Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with regards to this 1.
CcoO 2.
3.
Sad oS s Jon S gan mpalesdsn e gsalisS (S ) o 0l
s /o pad
Formation of Cos
Q267. | Was the HH involved in identifying the need to form a CO? 1. Yes b
) 2. No w#
deldise S (il (S g S a5l S S QI LS
Sl
Q 268. | Was the HH involved in floating the idea that a CO should be 1. Yes b
formed? No o
S Ly dald pallid S s il il ol o Sl eSS Qi LS
Q 269. | Was the HH actively involved in convincing others to form a 1. Yes b
Cco? No u
€ o Cuslaize S QB S U8 (S 5] (o S (gm0 S S
Q 270. | Is the HH involved in managing CO affairs? 1. Yes ok
2. No u

€ 2 Cushe pe 5 S alaie S )sal Sl oanrd) 568 S
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Q271. | Does the HH participate in CO meetings regularly? 1. Yes o
2. No w¢
€ 2 LS Sl (e gDl S CO —ufae B!yl lsS
Q272. | Is the HH actively involved in CO activities? I. Yesu
2. Noux
§ ladinal sa S jus (sl (S 5 ) uidl S S
Q 273. | Is the HH involved in promoting CO activities like savings and | 1. Yes oL
community projects? 2. No o
S Usta o (S b (S Gpsmaio sl )5 a1 ol 568 S
§ o la e g g
Q 274. | Is the HH involved in developing schemes and in preparing 1. Yes ok
proposals? 2. No w¢
$ = Casle Gre 5 (oS Dastad ) e (855 (oS U st seaiagd] g€ S
Q 275. | Any comments/shortcomings/suggestions with regards to the L.
current scheme? 2.
3.

Qﬁ)";j/ UL;“LA//_J‘AJS@‘SC”CJ‘Pédm/\JWQJP}A
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Annex III:
Focus Group Discussion Questionnaire
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assessment survey. | have a questionnaire consisting of some simple questions. In this process, we request you
to provide 25 to 30 minutes of your precious time.

I will be very thankful, if you facilitate me in this regard. This survey will not benefit directly but your answers
will provide the information about the facilities/grants from partner organizations. Your all information will be
kept in safe custody and will not be disclosed. It will only be used for Analysis purpose. If you do not
understand the question then you can ask again from me.

ol
-0 Slaia gila S Bial Eugael 1 (g o )OSy LIS (Sl Sl 2 1) Aidal Al Sl ome

LS ey sk S p B KLLS ¢ e S S an ila e s s g ) a8 35 oy ) iR (sl oS (g )
(sdS cgpmojsla S uslly S dhss —al L9 ol ) = S
uﬂqé:’\g\g&désdgaﬁusdnﬁw‘éu#:"l‘)sﬁu\‘,i‘)d‘&u%iﬁ.dm&\ﬁd&#ﬁy‘yﬁbduﬁswgLJ_.'u

s S sl &ia 30 i 25— e i

- 08 2 s e e Gl Gl BB g (1 gian g e

ol Cllaglaa (3lata — Sal gl (il g e il LR ) L il sa S Al & g0 G 0308 Cadl 3 0150 e 2 9 o
- K8
- S e 1 e g) B gina cila glaa 03 S ) B el Sl

- O S g 0k e il s ) A e g 9SG0 S B Jlaria) s S e St e

(To be Filled Through Group Discussion)

SECTION I. LOCATION PROFILE
el S S Sa

Ql. Date (Day/Month/Y ear)
(o rn 2) 2
Q2. Name of Village

Al 38

Q3. Name of Union Council (UC)
et\ S Jui € (i
Q4. Tehsil

s

Q5. District

a

Q6. Total No. of Households (HHs)
a3 S (S il 568

Q7. Total Village Population

s 8 (S

Q8. Average HH Population
ol Lol S 5€

Q9. Main Occupation of HHs 1. Agriculture <=,
PTRPR TR VIS 2. Animal Rearing Wy o5 5
3. Service “leaa
4. Other S
Q 10. | Are Houses Located in a Cluster or Scattered 1. Cluster s« 35»
DY Y L T POl A LS 2. Scattered_s? Us?
Q 11. | Is any type of telephone facility available in the village? I. Yesb
€ 2253 50 g (S 05l (S and (S (20 038 LS 2. Nou

(Mobile, PTCL, Wireless, etc. o 5 ol sl ¢ Ji) (o 5 (o2 ¢ Jelisa)
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Q 12. | How many shops/stores are there in the village (nos.)

(Fan3) G 5 s oS IS e 38 |

Q 13. | Type of Shops 1. Grocery/household items sb xS --adli S

Ll S sl Ll S Jlariia

2. Agriculture supplies (seeds, grains,
etc ot 5 lial ¢ ) Ll e )

3. Services <la  (tailor, electrician,
etc s e 5 O B ¢ (55,9) )

4. Others AR

SECTION II CO Profile and Formation s s 2g) cis) 88 S (o jeU8 ) A gaS

rigas
Q 14. Community Organizations (COs) I. Yesdh
Present in the Village 2. Noux
Dl el 1 T aeS 3 9a 50 e 38
Q 15. If Yes; Names and Composition ~>3 sl ol : gl K
Q 16. Name of CO ab S ¢y J& )1 i guaS Composition ~aia3
1. a. Mixed Lsdia b, Male2» c. Female
s
2. a. Mixed b slie b. Male2» c.
Female
3. G yee
a.  Mixed bsss b. Male 2 » .
4. Female
s
5. a.  Mixed b sas b. Male2»  c.
Female
S yse
a. Mixed b slas b. Male 2 » .
Female
s
Q17. Total number of members S S Males Females Total
St e gaa e Ol oA e sana
|| || ||
Q18. Type of Cos 1. Village Level _: el S 038

pladl (S 3y 3el& ) i s

N

Mohallah Level ; ass (S Alse
3. Purpose Based Lz s (S 2ala

4.
5.
6.
Q19. Number of participant HHs in
CO U S Ju e G sel8 ) (s e
Aaxd S
Q 20. Who Facilitated Formation of CO 1. NGO: s>
= OS Gre S S Gl el e 2. Government Dept.  ~Saw 8
AR 3. RSP: (ol )
4. Others: S
Q21. Name of NGO/ Gov. Department/
RSP 8w ¢ 2 0wl I ¢ 5l o 0
AU S Sae
Q22. Are any of the COs in your village . Yes ok
part of a VO 2. No oM

o ol el s S S ol
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Q23. If Yes, how many 58 5 ¢ i S |
Q 24. Is the VO further part of an LSO? I. Yes b
?cumalsj\w\dg\}\d}\.ﬁ 2. Noux
Q25. Are members of the poorer HHs in I. Yes b
your village part of any CO? 2. Noux
=SS s e S i S
$ o S (il 5elS ) (S OIS )
Q 26. If Yes do they participate in the CO 1. Yes b
meetings regularly? 2. Noux
=S Oel& ) FigeS o5 LS s r b S
o e S e Kael e gsudla)
Q27. If Yes, do they actively participate in 1. Yes b
the CO deliberations? 2. No ux
S el HiseS o5 LS 50 b A
S om SN o K e &y glia
Q28. If No, Reasons for their non- 1. They are not invited s 2 Uy Cse 3
participation? 2. They feel that they have no say in the decision making ~S — Jua il
Cras (S are (SOl 5yt K O el s e S (Sl e (5 5 nluad
3. They are excluded by other well off members of the CO el a2 (s
= WL S el b b (S QS
4. They feel that other community members are making good decisions
on their behalf ¢ Jome (HseS Koy lad S &S g S5S Jbd o
o =0 S s
5.  Other S
Q 29. If No to, why are members of the 1. They are excluded on the basis of Caste S0 s oy i (S 0 o
poorer HHs not members of the CO? SEPIES
I S 8 st e o S 2. They are excluded on the basis of Religion sy U s i (S cudacs
O o 05 (S S Oy 3l T gaS 3. They are not willing to participate o Uz el &S 505
4. They feel that they have no say in the decision making =S Jua o5
- 0 Sl e S (S e (5 b Alad S G
5. Other S
Ask the next questions in this section if a mixed gender CO exists in the village. Otherwise proceed to the next section.
opls la ¥l Saas B G & e o ) 55 g3 5m 50 (i 5ol 1 S Ta glie (e g3 R
Q 30. Does the mixed membership CO(s) in I. Yes b
the village have women office 2. Noux
bearers?
dela (S @i ae bglae (s 038 LS
S, Jluve Gila s el )l S
S o
Q3l. Do the women members of the CO(s) l. Yes b
attend meetings regularly? tiseS LS 2. Nooux
o Saelily S A S o jel& )
f o P Sad e s
Q32. Do the women members of the CO(s) I. Yes b
actively participate in the CO 2. Nooux
deliberations?
SO Gl (S i sel )l (TS LS
R O Gsliie (S O el )
fun S Sod

*

Q 33. Is this CO registered with respective organization? 1. Yesob
€ 25 Sen ) gl alati il (0 56L& )| (TS LS 2. No u
Q 34. Amount of grants provided to CO (Rs.)
(250) M) 5o 8 (Sl S (i 3ol i saf
Q 35. Credit Interest Rate charged by grant provider (%)
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. ot

X

(3m8) £ o S ot

Q 36.

Repayment schedule of CO to credit provider
b S S A B oS el (S
Jsld S il s

Q37.

Is the members of this CO have access to
microfinance?

S5 il 5 Sele (S OIS S 36l T 5 50eS ol LS
¢ = LS‘L“’)

Q 38.

Is this CO lending internally?
§ = A (s ) (36l )1 (T S LS

Q 39.

If Yes, Total amount of Credit given to internally
(Rs.)
§ ) s S ga B Sl 5 b S

Q 40.

Credit Interest Rate charged to internal borrowers
(%) 29w s S 2ed e oslls ) =B (Sl
(2ad)r 5 S

Q4l.

No of borrowers this CO has? “
dland (S Gslly i (a8 e oy 36l T (B gaaS

Males

Females

Total

Q42.

Repayment schedules of these borrowers
Lon . . '
Jsdd \S il g (Sl 2 edS usld g B

Q43.

How these beneficiaries identified?
§ e S S (il (S sl a5 e

Q44.

Purpose of Credit
daia € 4 B

Q45.

Was credit utilized for the intended purpose
§ 15 Jlaniad 2 oS e 03 S (s i 8 LS

2.

Yes b
No

Q 46.

If yes please explain intended purposes
§ S gl s dalana S Gl 50 O S

Q47.

Name of Agency which provided credit
WSl A f g B

Q48.

What were the criteria of the Agency choosing this
CO for loan?

ol S G S O elE ) JineS S o
£ lla gale € e oS iy s oS

Q49.

Has this CO proposed any livelihood plan?
mpais gs 8 8 ) 2 o) (Tl Gl LS
£ L LS ypn

N —

Yes ob
No ¢

Q 50.

If “yes” who were the participants involved in
preparing proposal?

Ute G S usa o a8 Kod S b S
$ e Sl

Q5l.

Did women participate in preparation for CLF
plans?
$ S S8 e 0 S Ol il o SO A LS

Yes b
No

Q52

Is there any training to community organization?
$oeS oo 5 e 58 (S Ol Je LS ) (TS LS

N —

Yes ou
No ux

Q 53.

Who provided the training?
€ LS b a5 S

Name of training
provider
S g S adl b
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Q 54. What type of training was provided? 1. Record Keeping s )b ~ileS
o8 S ml by i (S and S 2. Financial Management o) bl
3. Inter loaning Discipline ¢S Sl 53
4. Other A
Q 55. Were provided funds used for intended purpose? 1. Yes
$ £ oS al b 3 S 38 o oS daia 2. No
Q 56. Were these funds used for productive purpose? 1. Yesdb
$ o5 s Jlaxinl o e JS dslia (5 yand $ib oy LS 2. No ux
Only From CLF
) B e i
Q 57/ Total savings of this CO
Ui (o= 3ane (S (i el | (T gaeS
Q 58, Is this CO has savings in last 6 month? 1. Yesdb
ola g eny 3 ol el T JEigaeS Ll LS 2. Nouw
f S
Q59 Who and how many recipients are of Males Females
CLF funds? e Ol s
oay S 38 ) Q) ou S8l oS . I
$on S sl oS My S8
Q 60, Is there any bank account at the name I. Yescdb
of CF? 2. No ux
MleS Sy e Sy pb S Gl ) e LS
by =
Q 61, If yes name of bank
LS Sy 5 b A
Q 62, Is livelihood investment plans made of 1. Yesdb
community institution? 2. Nouw¢
=S GlpeS geain OIS il 55 LS
§ o esd JSE S s 0
Q 63, Satisfaction level from the working of 1. Very Goodeea! &
this CO 2. Good ¢3!
A S A8 S ahi Jias Gl 3. Satisfactory ja gl
¢ s (S Glisekal 4. Poor &S
Q 64, Any suggestions for improvement
Srslad e S S e

Q 65. Village/Community level interventions
received since January 2011 .
S dsas g S - o8 e 2011
s 208
Q 66. Types of Interventions a. Community Level i g (S (S
pladl (S G sbass
L.
(Description Jxad)
2.
3.
Q67. Name of Agencies Providing the
Intervention(s) 1.
. APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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e Ay S Sl b dag

2.
Q 68. HHs benefited/benefiting from these
intervention (no.) .
s s Sl salh s sl
(o) ol Vs S
Q 69. How were these intervention(s) | a. By CO; = cish S Gl 36l 1 i saeS
proposed? b. By Agency ik (S (omingl ) 2 W
o8 (53 S 335a3 (S sbas O C. Others S
Note:  If “By CO” g0 to Q74 5o = ik (S il 36l J| _TiqaeS R: &is
wels 174 i s 55 e S
If “By agency” or “Others” Go to Q80 S (indl ) 1) &1 &g
oels s 5180 et w5 ge 8 53 ik
Q70. If by CO in were females involved 1. Yes ok
e o) S e o ik (S Jips S 2. No
o Ssbe (il
Q71. If “Yes” b S Their Percentage (rad)z S SY
Q72. If No, why not/reasons
0sS 5o R
Slisas
Q73. How many HHs participated in the
proposal (no.) .
(Fan3) (S 855 (e Jsad ol S S
Q 74. Was the CO involved in the procedure 1. Yes b
(i.e. from proposal development till 2. No ux
completion  including  designing,
execution, completion, operation) LS
)+ ot S O dae Gl (p el T i saeS
sy JaeSS w0 U (S asad &S L
(S5 Gl s 2l 50 dae ¢ Kl 38
Q75. If “Yes” , Otherwise go to next 1. Fully JeSs
question 2. Partially s3>
o e K B Gjgear t b K
urla
Q 76. Source of Funding for 1. 100% agency funded 338 wail dad s
intervention(s) =S K& o eJS shss 2. Agency + CO contribution ~as S ¢ui 5eU& ji (i g€ (uly ouuinl
gel 2 3. In kind contribution by CO  <SId S Gl )l e
(including land o) Jseda)
Q77. If “Agency+CO” in Contribution
Ratio: S i je 8 ) (i 53 Gy (oasin) S 1. Agency: %
CS)
S 2. CO: % daad Cpl 3ol I el
Q78. Initial Quality of Intervention work 1. Very Good el &
Dbaa el KalS S L 2. Good lea!
3. Satisfactory (s liskl
4. Poor =il
Q79. Is the Intervention Operational 1. Yes b
L Jdy ol A5 LS 2. No w
Q 80. If “No” in, Reasons
Glsas 5o S 1.
2.
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source
G S e ) sl S b i) LS
- = b S

3.
Qsl. If Operational, Present quality status S 1. Very Good 2! &
Gun (S Hlma s sa ga 58 LS Jidn 5l 2. Good lea!
3. Satisfactory (s (il
4. Poor =8
Q 82. Who is responsible for O&M
CfQ}SJ\AMSLS?LEB\ J}\ w‘).j
Q 83. Was any training given to CO members 1. Yes b
for O&M/refresher needed 2. No ux
csds Aatl g Gl S ) yaea (i saaS LS )
o8 50 i g5 S If “No” Go to Q324 ussla b S 324 i Jlsm 55 o K
= s ra S A
Q 84. If “Yes” in, how many members are
trained L A8 a5 OIS S 6 gb K | )
Q 85. If “Yes” in, Who nominated the 1. CO O yeliS )l ST saaS
trainees 2. Agency iad
LS a5al 5 S ud) 55 b S 3. Self-Arranged LS sl 255
Q 8e6. If “Yes” in, Are they doing their work 1. Yes b
properly 2. Now
=0 S S  pshmeass WS 5 o S
o
Q87. If “Yes” What are the arrangements for 1.
their services’ payment 2
oS s S Glad SO b R
=t il LS 1S (Kool 3.
4.
Q 88. What is source of O&M finances 1.
on WS pelph S allle el ) Jady 2
3.
4.
Q 89. Is there any backup support available 1. Yes b
from the agency or from any other 2. Nowg

Q90. | Has the LEP intervention helped in creating
profitable  linkages with  market/external
organizations leading to sustainable increases in
income? L. Yes.ute. . . . . S s &
e SRS i ¢ By o ) S 2. No e (if no, end the interview u JS &33 g9 50 5 (i S))
el e 0l s O J8a3e (e skl die
o S ALl
QoL If Yes, what is scope of the linkages developed? L uc 1§vel b o dm}s, i
¢ S e LS Syl sl ¢ s S 2. Tf?hS{l level Ly ghass Jpans .
= ‘ 3. District level s g S adla
Q92. | What is the type of profitable linkage/s 1. Govt. depts./line agencies (Yes or No)
made? 2. Wholesaler/markets (Yes or No)
§ 2 S pnd (Shal gy i adi ol ) g 3. Other donors/NGOs sl o> 03l - 1 52l &3 (Yes or
’ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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No Jtbob)
4. Others 5 (Please specify X Cala Jlye ool
)
Q93. 1. Govt. depts./line agencies siny oY e —Sae S sSa (Yes
In your opinion; which of the linkage is most orNo ko)
ro}f]"l table‘? ’ & 2. Wholesaler/markets xS )l - sl Js(Yes or No ¢k gb)
I?) . '.L'm N i< o S 3. Other donors/NGOs i3 5 (Yes or No b Jb)
ORI R S ) oin o et o3 4. Others 52 (Please specify S Caba JLys o¢ln
)
Q 9%4. Rate the linkage on a scale of 1-4: 4 1 Sk,
odls gy Sy S
How profitable are these linkages? 4. Highly Profitable xse o3y S
¢ U e oyl S dadl g5 3. Very Profitable 38« <y
2. Profitable 2«
1. Moderately Profitable e S5 aa S Jlie]
Q95. Rate the linkage on a scale of 1-4: 4 w1 Shily,
ﬁiagg‘? still continuing the benefits of this 4. Highly Beneficial e o3l 5 i
T ; 3. Very Beneficial 2 &
¢ ) 02c 8 | [REREN !
e e 2. Beneficial ué«
1. Moderately Profitable e S5 as (S Jlaie]

Q96. | Type o@ 1. Credit ~= 8
2. Trainings < 5
3. Others S
Q97. | Nominations for Credit and Trainings 1. ByCO ik S adaii igS
O 3al 2 S i 5 aa B 2. By Agency s <ijsh (S uin
3. Self-Arranged _y ssb 4
4. Other Means geld K
Q98. | If Credit, Number of HHs availing credit
facility (no.) .
s2eld o il s S G i 568 S 5i ¢ i S
(1) o 0 A
Q99. | Purposes of credit xalia S s 1.
2.
3.
4,
S.
6.
Q 100. | Was/Is the credit utilized for the intended 1. Yes b
purpose o 15 Jleaind 2 eSS dale ol (a8 LS 2. No
S8 edsS
Q 101. | If trainings, number of persons trained 1. Skills trainings: Sy S sl (2lad)
Mand (S G lls Sy i i K 2. Social trainings: a5 oaben( Jaxs)
Q 102. | Types of Skills Trainings Received
a5 (S S 5 (e 568 (S uala 1.
2.
3.
’ APEX Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office
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4,
5.
Q 103. | Degree of Post Skills Trainings Utilization 1. Extensive sk Sz
Cue 53 (S Jlanind Sl any S Ky 5 5 )4 2. Fair cbie
3. Poory=it
4. Nil b=
Q 104. | Types of Social Trainings Received 1. CO Formation / Social Mobilization JiSuii (S alaii i saeS
Mé&\yﬂ@@aéﬁ:&a\a d)ﬂ@\.«a.“.
2. Attendance Register Maintenance <3 S s ) (5 pals
LeS,
3. Savings Record Maintenance s i » S 3,50 S U sim
R
4. Credit Record Maintenance s s oS )2 (S 380 ) (a8
5. Minutes of Meetings <& S (uDlal
6. Others B
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Annex IV:
Key Informant Interviews Questionnaire

A APEX  Copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

’ consulting
R Page 104 of 126




Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1l

A | APEX  copyrights © 2014 APEX Islamabad Office

Page 105 of 126




A

L

>

Einal Report - User/Beneficiary Assessment Survey, Phase - 1|

&

ACP has been appointed as consulting firm to collect information of village under PPAF III (for user
beneficiary assessment survey.

LS ke sk =S a b SIS £ oS S pan il glra o cilnd g ) ciall S 8y 8 CldAS sy oS o o )
(808 csmo el S Uty =g Shosa —napl B9 il ) = LS

I have a questionnaire consisting of some simple questions. In this process, we request you to provide 25 to 30
minutes of your precious time.

il ) 2 e S eSS S Jae un\ﬁsu#:’usml‘,i‘).\m%iﬁudm&\ydﬁ&aﬁé\l\ycunu.ﬁswgg#
- oS ciplis Cila 30 o 25 i e

I will be very thankful, if you facilitate me in this regard.

- 08 e s e b ) Gl B K g (glan S e

This survey will not benefit directly but your answers will provide the information about the facilities/grants
from partner organizations.

ol Claglaa (Blata Sl gl il g e i 3UE ST S il ga Sl Ak g0 G 0308 ol 01 3 e 2 9 o

. s

Your all information will be kept in safe custody and will not be disclosed.

- Ry (e 1 e 5 g) B gina e glra 03 S ) alal Syl

It will only be used for Analysis purpose. If you do not understand the question then you can ask again from
me.

.uﬁcﬁu‘ﬁ#a)gj.\:.uwgiﬁL&i/ﬁl-@wd!y‘gﬁgj;\.ﬂxd@\g;dﬁ&éﬁaé&j@ﬁdﬁ&
(To be filledthroughKII)

Koo prrayd S2 S

SECTION 1. PO PROFILE

il 58 S O HUE N B Jg) mas

Ql. Date (Day/Month/Year)

dh&g%gd.\)@)ﬁ

Q2. Name of Partner Organization (PO)

AL Gl P I L

Q3. Name of Union Council (UC)

1S i S

Q4. Tehsil

LJ:IAAA:\

Q5. District

s

Qe. Total No. of Beneficiaries

Ak oo sana (S sl S Al
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Q7. Total Villages Covered
el o gana (S 5 alS e Gl
Q8. Average HH Population in Covered Villages
@l sl S G5l eS G ) 153 AlS e il
Qo. Main Occupation of HHs Agriculture........cccovevcvvcvecreeee 2y 1
i g3 S 5l eS Animal Rearing...................... G S ososs 2
SeIVICE. . v, ald 3
Other K
Q 10. | Are Houses Located in a Cluster or Scattered CluSter......cooviiiiiiiiiiiins s e 5al
P O 1L Wi P P Ty i VL Scattered...........coooeviiiiniinnnns o 5 2

SECTION II. PO INFORMATION

Glastia (e g b =S G S JEG 1 agd mas

. ic e of intervention you are doing in UCALION. ..euevieitititieiininieeeeeeae, alad
Q11 Which type of int tion y doing Educat alai]
targeted areas )
Health and Disability ............ Bosa sl L)
S Jleiad s 5 b vr 53 L S (e o 80k i
O ) Social Mobilization & Institutional Development... <S_ a3 alew
B Aol i3
Livelihood Enhancement and Protection... Jsl s s 3 S s
L
Community Physical Infrastructure ~53 whiS rlaw
Micro Credit...........ccccoeeiinn.... P R JYEN
Q12. What are the suggestion and recommendation
you would propose for the betterment of the
program-
i ol Saslad WS ol LS (6 53 (S ol S5 5
¢ S8 ead
Q13. How do you mobilize community members
specially women, minorities youth, disabled
and marginalized people -
Ol s 5y sk pald Sl Splew uz sl oSG
SO0R a5 me sl sosiee sl o gl ¢
. oy S S jnia
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Q 14.

How do you facilitate identification and
development of livelihood initiatives-

O S ) puldi (Sl < &5, o
£ S gl G dp e

Q15.

How do you establish forward and backward
linkages to improve returns and opportunities-

Alse sl M S Gshanl g i )5l pan 5l S Gl
- s S il S Uy i S

Q 16.

Is there any mechanism you use for
identifying deserving beneficiaries

s i S i o 8 A&k L) 5SS
LS sl :..d.xS" Ul S patiin

Q17.

What mechanism do you use for providing
grants for livelihood enhancement-

/dg))a LS d 53.‘.3 Al C‘l:?s 6)3}‘559 S Gl ‘—‘i
- S L) s

Q18.

Do you provide continues guidance after
training of beneficiaries.

NN I SUNTY. P JET FYPTRY - NO YU AT
S0 Sl el

Q19.

What is the mechanism for monitoring and
tracking the outcome of the intervention -

S@@\’)J\@\ﬁé@éwﬁamdml
S oS S Ak

Q20.

What kind of training you provide to the
beneficiaries-

S il a5 S S S (sl i S sl
¢
‘%

L 4
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Q21.

How is your experience of being part of
implantation of Program-

¢ o LS a1 S il gali e o) S5 0

Q22.

What are the challenges and limitations you
face during the implementation of program-

Sed oS sesn S8 pndee el Bn G
$ g S Liabes LG goaiy o) il

Q23.

What are the suggestion and recommendation
you would propose for the betterment of the
program-

i ol Saslad WS ol LS (6 3 (S ol S5 5

*
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Annex V:
Analysis Tables and Figures of Household Questionnaire
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List of Table(s)

Table 1: Intervention WiSe SAMPIE SIZE ........ccoeiiueiiiiriiieiieiie ettt 8
Table 2: Summary of Household Sample SiZe..........cccooieiieiiiiiie e 9
Table 3: Comparison of Samples by Using Poverty Status..........cccoccovenirinicnenesesesesese s 9
Table 4: Summary Comparison of Samples by using Poverty Status...........cccooeverernencnesecsees 9
Table 5: Average HOUSEOIA SIZE........cccouiiiiiiiiriieieei et 12
Table 6: Gender Wise RESPONAENLS.........c.ouuiuiuiirieeieiiiieiee st 12
Table 7: Gender Wise Respondents COVETAZE.........coovuuuiurieieieieiiinieieieie s ssas st ssesse s 12
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Table 20: Gender WiSe POVETLY STALUS .......ocoiveiviiieieieiiiie ettt 21
TabIE 21: TYPES OF ASSELS....uuiuieiriiriiiiieeiie ettt ettt sttt 21
Table 22: Average Annual Income of Assets Beneficiaries using Poverty status .........c.cccccoeeverinnnee. 23
Table 23: Participation of PO and CO at time of ASSets ProCurement...............ccoeeeeererrrerreeinneeiseeeeeeenns 23
Table 24: Mode of Selection fOr TTaINING..........cocceieurieiriririeieete ettt 24
Table 25: Degree of Usefulness of Trailing............cccceeiiuriiririeieieeiscee ettt eesenens 24
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Table 28: Gender Wise Wage COMPENSALION ..........oveireirireiieieniieieieieiseeesee e sesssseseessesss st essessessesessensens 24
Table 29: LEP Intervention helped in Creating Profitable Linkages with Market .............cccocovinnnn. 25
Table 30: Type of Profitable LinKaGe .......c.ccoovueiviiurieieiiieeieiei et 25
Table 31: Which of the Linkages is most Profitable............ccccoooiuviniririniiiee e 25
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Table 35: Educational Qualification of microcredit beneficiaries............ccooceieiieioieieieieieeeeeees 30
Table 36: Occupation prior to benefiting from INtEIVENtION .........c.cvuivieeveiieriree e 30
Table 37: Gender wise Average Loan SiZe.........cccoooiuiiiiviieiiiiieieeee e 31
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Table 58: Province Wise Poverty Score Card

Extremely Poor/Ultra | Chronically Poor | Transitory Poor Transitory Transitory non-poor| Non-poor

Poor (0-11) (12-18) (19-23) Vulnerable (24-34) (35-50) (51-100)

# % # % # % # % # % # %

palochis| 14 40 | 37 | 272 | 47| 254 | 133 | 244 | 122 | 193 |90 192
KPK 7 20.0 34 25.0 46 24.9 164 30.1 213 33.7 83 | 17.7
unjab 8 22.9 28 20.6 55 29.7 163 30.0 181 28.6 196 | 41.9
Sindh 6 17.1 37 27.2 37 20.0 84 15.4 116 18.4 99 | 21.2
otal 35 100 136 100 185 100 544 100 632 100 468 | 100

Poverty Scores of Sample Beneficiaries across Districts

Figure 26: Poverty Scores of Sample Beneficiaries across Districts

M Transitory Poor (19-23)

H Transitory non-poor (35-50)

H Transitory Vulnerable (24-34)

H Non-poor (51-100)

B Extremely Poor/Ultra Poor (0-11) B Chronically Poor (12-18)

Average Annual Income from Different Sources

Table 59: Average Annual Income

Income from different Sources Mean Std. Deviation
Crops 120,382 146,236
Vegetables 1,778 13,834
Orchards 96,759 74,607
Poultry 53,554 65,499
Sheep/Goats 27,768 34,333
Cattle 48,826 50,073
Business/Shop 133,587 92,168
Rent (Land) 105,451 98,537
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Daily Labour 105,387 64,256
Job/Service (govt. or private or both) 243,240 197,708
Social Benefits/Grants (Zakat, BISP etc.) 28,732 49,334
Other Sources of Income in any (Lump Sum) 105,590 124,420
Total Income
Average Annual Expenditure on Different Heads
Table 60: Average Annual Expenditure
Expenditure from different Sources Mean Std. Deviation
Food 91,967 65,729
Clothing 10,178 7,481
Housing/Rent/Maintenance 20,479 27,071
Fuel and Utilities (electricity , gas) 19,607 29,759
Transport/Travel 14,057 13,234
Health 17,275 21,357
Education 15,552 16,507
Social Functions (different anniversaries or
family gatherings etc) 14,260 20,742
Other Expenses 17,623 37,631
Total Expenditure 173,103 118,704
Table 61: District wise Income, Expenditure and Saving Profile
Total Total Total Total Saving Saving
Income Income Expenditure Expenditure (Before) (After)
(Before) (After) (Before) (After)
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
Musakhel 272,284 296,743 152,999 216,458 32,731 54,721
Loralai 99,072 117,440 116,443 127,823 57,500 59,250
Jhalmagsi 213,554 211,700 187,179 196,831 93,345 78,665
Kohistan 294,227 329,729 250,839 254,094 115,502 107,370
Lakkimarwat 162,757 172,098 154,838 168,650 61,823 58,087
Shangla 243,880 299,537 249,126 309,405 63,031 79,788
Bannu 150,433 167,881 149,810 159,388 79,306 50,964
Thatta 166,306 193,047 160,713 188,147 63,143 56,623
Layyah 147,112 185,974 101,733 138,152 72,962 73,318
Muzafargarh 217,950 263,076 106,862 115,906 136,018 151,798
Multan 205,956 276,118 178,947 216,997 80,126 84,177
D.G.Khan 212,269 280,836 121,707 160,564 81,614 92,813
Sanghar 201,587 252,332 107,319 149,823 114,614 107,190
Hyderabad 249,214 340,141 241,670 299,421 87,422 95,465
Karachi 297,250 341,649 295,231 356,306 71,282 67,944
Rawalpindi 176,882 246,488 215,702 234,555 39,273 61,873
Badin 136,216 206,168 138,797 125,292 36,473 52,807
Tharparkar 169,314 201,886 134,131 132,720 67,344 121,562
Ghottki 119,361 150,242 103,503 120,167 113,333 113,333
Sialkot 214,627 289,652 223,531 307,193 70,607 108,756
Gujranwala 223,000 267,740 192,530 222,822 68,610 96,667
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Table 62: Province wise Income, Expenditure and Saving Profile
Total Total Total Total Saving Saving
Income Income Expenditure Expenditure (Before) (After)
(Before) (After) (Before) (After)
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
Balochistan 225,669 236,830 165,555 197,617 70,494 69,476
KPK 217,727 246,177 202,052 218,981 93,264 84,103
Punjab 193,358 248,826 143,806 179,759 85,780 99,851
Sindh 211,678 263,777 188,919 224,842 84,434 86,454

Average Monthly Income of Household

Table 63: Averagc Monthly Income of Household

Income Statistics

Average HH Income

Average HH Income-before

Average HH Income-after

(Phase-I) the Intervention (Phase-II) the Intervention (Phase-II)
N 970 2,000 2,000
Mean 18,298.29 18,362.48 20,630.78
Mode 10,000 10,000 20,000

Average Monthly Income of Household using Poverty status

Table 64: Average Monthly Income of Household using Poverty status
Phases Poor Household Non-Poor Household
(0-23) (24-100)
a Average HH Income (Phase-I) 11,606 20,987
Average HH Income-before the Intervention (Phase-
b n 17,191 18,616
Average HH Income-after the Intervention (Phase-
c 10 14,261 22,010
a&b Change in Average Income (%) 48.12 -11.29
a&c Change in Average Income (%) 22.87 4.87
* Statistically significantly different at 95% confidence level
Average Monthly Income using Poverty status
Table 65: Average Monthly Income using Poverty status
Average HH Average HH
Household Score Categories Average HH | Income-before the | Income-after the
Categories | Ranges Income Intervention Intervention
(Phase-I) (Phase-1II) (Phase-1II)
0-11 Extremely Poor/Ultra Poor 9,489 8,986 11,571
Poor .
Households 12-18 Chronically Poor 11,630 11,308 14,046
19-23 Transitory Poor 11,980 23,067 14,928
24-34 Transitory Vulnerable 14,871 14,742 17,241
Non-poor .
Households 35-50 Transitory non-poor 19,636 17,334 20,723
51-100 Non-poor 44,061 24,851 29,292
Total 18,298 18,362 20,631
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Average Monthly Expenditure of Household

Table 66: Average Monthly Expenditure of Household
Expenditure Average HH Expenditure- Average HH Expenditure -
Slt)a tistics Average HH Expenditure before the Intervention after the Intervention (Phase-
(Phase-I) (Phase-II) 1I)
N 970 2,000 2,000
Mean 12279.18 14,845.71 18,783.36
Mode 9000 8,000 8,000

Average Monthly of Household using Poverty status

Table 67: Average Monthly of Household using Poverty status
Phases Poor Household Non-Poor
(0-23) Household (24-100)
a Average HH Expenditure (Phase-I) 9,858 13,252
b Average HH Expenditure -before the Intervention
(Phase-II) 11,165 15,643
Average HH Expenditure -after the Intervention (Phase-
¢ I 18,180 18,914
a&b Change in Average Expenditure (%) 13.25 18.04
a&c Change in Average Expenditure (%) 84.41 42.72
* Statistically significantly different at 95% confidence level
Average Monthly Expenditure using Poverty status
Table 68: Average Monthly Expenditure using Poverty status
Average HH Average HH
Household Score ) A HH Expenditure - Expenditure -
. Categories verage before the after the
Categories | Ranges Expenditure . .
(Phase-]) Intervention Intervention
(Phase-II) (Phase-II)
0-11 Extremely Poor/Ultra Poor 8,990 9,517 13,095
Poor .
Households 12-18 Chronically Poor 9,825 11,457 24,614
19-23 Transitory Poor 10,043 11,263 14,413
24-34 Transitory Vulnerable 11,628 13,122 15,218
Non-poor .
Households 35-50 Transitory non-poor 13,111 14,945 18,430
51-100 Non-poor 18,870 19,515 23,864
Total 12,279 14,846 18,783

Social Mobilization — Sample Distribution across districts

Table 69: District-Wise Distribution Of The Sample (Social Mobilization Component)
District No. of Respondents %
Musa Khel 18 5
Loralai 19 6
Jhal Magsi 19 6
Kohistan 18 5
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Shangla 37 11
Bannu 19 6
Thatta 19 6
Layyah 38 11
Multan 36 11
D G Khan 18 5
Sanghar 18 5
Badin 37 11
Tharparkar 19 6
Ghottki 19 6
Total 334 100

Gender Wise Coverage of Assets Transfered

Figure 27: Gender Distribution Respondents in of Asset Transfer component
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LEP - Degree of Satisfaction About Assets Across Districts
Figurc 28: chrcc of Satisfaction About Assets Across Districts
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LEP - Overall Distribution Of Sample - LEP

Table 70: Status The Overall Distribution Of Sample - LEP

Major assets transferred

Districts # % Female | Donkey | Cycle | Poultry | Sewing | Grocery
Goats/sheep Calf Cart Cart units machine items

MusaKhel | 27 | 8.11 N N
Loralai 28 | 8.41 \ \ \
Kohistan 28 | 8.41 \ \ \ \
Shangla 56 | 16.82 \ \ \ \ \
Bannu 26 | 7.81 \ \ \ \
Thatta 28 | 8.41 \ N \ \
Layyah 28 | 8.41 \ \ \ \ V V
Muzafargarh | 56 | 16.82 \ \ \ N
Multan 28 | 8.41 \ \ \ \ \
Sanghar | 28 | 8.1 v v v v v

Total 333 | 100.00

Microcredit - District-wise distribution of sample Microcredit Beneficiaries

Table 71: District-wise distribution of sample Microcredit Beneficiaries

District Name Beneficiary Phase-1 Beneficiary Phase-11
Muzafargarh 162 51
Multan 163 33
Sanghar 17
Hyderabad 16
Karachi 34
Rawalpindi 34
Tharparkar 16
Ghottki 91 17
Sialkot 66
Gujranwala 50
Swabi 13
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Total 429 334 |

District-wise gender wise Microcredit Beneficiaries

Figure 29: Respondent-beneficiary Statistics - Gender Distribution (Phase II)
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Gender Distribution of Microcredit Beneficiaries
Table 72: Gender Distribution of Microcredit Beneficiaries
District Name Male% Female%
Muzafargarh 14.4 16.0
Multan 34 14.9
Sanghar 8.9 2.1
Hyderabad v 8.0
Karachi 6.2 133
Rawalpindi 5.5 13.8
Tharparkar 11.0 .0
Ghottki 5.5 4.8
Sialkot 24.7 16.0
Gujranwala 19.9 11.2
Total 100 100
District wise Average Loan Size and Interest Rate
Table 73: District wise Average Loan Size and Interest Rate
District Name Creﬁ;‘ziilglgunt I;Z:irgge(l\lj[a:)};lbtﬁ‘s:f( InteIr{eos ltmlzfg)(%’
(PKR) Rounded)
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Muzafargarh 19,706 11 21
Multan 23,788 11 21
Sanghar 25,235 12 22

Hyderabad 34,375 10 22
Karachi 31,382 12 21
Rawalpindi 25,676 12 21
Tharparkar 12,225 12 21
Ghottki 15,588 11 25
Sialkot 26,879 12 18
Gujranwala 26,700 11 19

Loan Size distribution of microcredit across districts

Figure 30: Loan Size distribution of microcredit across districts
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Actual credit utilization, its benefits, and further credit

Table 74: Actual credit utilization, its benefits, and further credit
F “;:: :;z‘::tglt:(l;:;d Was the credit Would you like to
Districts requency beneficial or not? avail further credit?
/Percentage purpose?
Yes No Yes No Yes No
# 50 1 51 0 16 35
Muzafargarh % 98 2 100 0 31.40 68.60
# 33 0 32 1 11 22
Multan % 100 0 97 3 33.30 66.70
Sanghar # 17 0 16 1 1 16
g % 100 0 94.10 5.90 5.90 94.10
# 16 0 16 0 14 2
Hyderabad % 100 0 100 0 87.50 12.50
Karachi # 34 0 33 1 8 26
% 100 0 97.10 2.90 23.50 76.50
Rawalpindi # 33 1 30 4 21 11
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% 97.10 2.90 88.20 11.80 65.60 34.40
# 15 1 13 3 0 15
Tharparkar % 93.80 6.20 81.20 18.80 0 100
. # 16 1 17 0 16 1
Gliodhi % 94.10 5.90 100 0 94.10 5.90
Sialkof # 66 0 56 10 29 36
% 100 0.00 84.80 15.20 44.60 55.40
Guiranmal # 50 0 44 6 40 10
wranwata % 100 0 88 12 80 20
Total # 330 4 308 26 156 174
% 98.80 1.20 92.20 7.80 47.30 52.70
Micro Credit: Future of Enterprise after full repayment of credit
Table 75: Future of Enterprise after full repayment of credit
How will the business run after full repayment of credit?
.. Frequency Business has .
Distrct /Percentage become self- Fu'rt her credit Business will close L=l
. is needed
supporting
# 23 28 0 51
Muzafargarh % 45.10 54.90 0 100
# 13 19 1 33
Diuia % 39.40 57.60 3 100.00
Saneh # 15 2 0 17
anghar % 88.20 11.80 0 100
# 16 0 0 16
SR Gl % 100.00 0 0 100
. # 20 12 2 34
Earschi % 58.80 3530 5.90 100
L # 17 15 2 34
Rawalpindi % 50 44.10 5.90 100
# 11 4 1 16
Tharparkar % 68.80 25 6.20 100
. # 2 14 1 17
(Sl % 11.80 82.40 5.90 100
. # 21 42 3 66
L % 31.80 63.60 4.50 100
Gujranwala i g = s 2y
wranw % 16 78.00 6.00 100
Total # 146 175 13 334
% 43.70 52.40 3.90 100

Microcredit Beneficiaries - Average Age (Years)

Figure 31: Microcredit Beneficiaries - Average Age (Years)
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Drinking Water - District-Wise Time Saved By Beneficiaries (Per Day)
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Figure 32: District-Wise Time Saved By Beneficiaries (Per Day)
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Satisfaction Of Beneficiaries About Water Scheme Across Districts

Eure 33: Satisfaction Of Beneficiaries About Water Scheme Across Districts
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Mode of water transportation under the new scheme

Table 76: Mode of water transportation under the new scheme
Mode of water transportation under the new scheme
District Lined Water Course %
No. of Beneficiaries
Bannu 4 18
Layyah 18 82
Total 22 100
Time saved/day by family members due to better/faster transportation (Hours/Day)
Table 77: District-Wise Time-SaVing
District | Time saved/day by family members due to better/faster transportation |  Total

&l
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(Hours/Day)
1 2 3 4 6
Lakki # 31 23 5 0 0 59
Marwat % 52.50 39 8.50 0 0 100
Layyah 0# 6 3 5 4 1 19
Z) 31.60 15.80 26.30 21.10 5.30 100
Total # 37 26 10 4 1 78
% 47.40 33.30 12.80 5.10 1.30 100
Soling - Distribution of respondents about positive effect on HH members
Figure 34:Distribution of respondents about positive effect on HH members - Soling
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Health - District-Wise Distribution Of Sample -
Table 78: District-Wise Distribution Of Sample - Health
District # %
Musa Khel 83 24.90
Jhal Magsi 83 24.90
Kohistan 84 25.20
D G Khan 83 24.90
Total 333 100
Health - Fee Charged from Beneficiaries - Health
Table 79: Fee Charged from Beneficiaries - Health
District-wise percentage of beneficiaries
Fee MusakKhel Jhal Magsi Kohistan D G Khan
No Fee 99% 61% 21% 74%
Rs. 10 0% 7% 2% 23%
Rs. 15 0% 28% 0% 0%
Rs. 25 1% 4% 0% 1%
Rs. 50 0% 0% 76% 2%

Degree Of Satisfaction About Health Across Districts

I Figure 35: Degree Of Satisfaction About Health Across Districts
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Education - District-Wise Composition Of Sample

Table 80: District-Wise Composition Of Sample - Education

District # %
Musakhel 55 16.50
Jhalmagsi 111 33.30
Kohistan 56 16.80
Hyderabad 55 16.50
Karachi 56 16.80

Total 333 100

Degree of satisfaction about education across districts

Figure 36: Degree of satisfaction about education across districts
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