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In India, the phenomenon of female-headedness IS generally
brought about by default as a fall-out of widowhood, desertion or
divorce, which negates the existence of an adult male in the household.
Female headed households are clearly differentiated from others by their
socioeconomic and demographic features. Evidence from micro studies
in India points to the fact that female headed households are in many \vays
worse off than their male headed counterparts. Lack of ownership and
control over assets, 10\,,: levels of income. illiteracy, poor health,
inadequate health care and malnutrition are some of the constraints which
compound the already hand-to-mouth existence for many of these
households. Also, there are constraints on the female head that are related
specifically to her status as a woman and they stem from social and
cultural barriers to access to resources and labour markets.

Our analysis of macro and micro level evidence on female headed
households, widowhood, and their interface with poveI1y and deprintion
clearly suggests that there are large areas of overlap between these
categories. While most female heads of households happen to be so
because of the absence of the husband due to death, desertion or divorce,
the same phenomenon operates at various levels and in different contexts
to add to the economic vulnerability of the woman.

In order to understand the social and cultural factors which affect
the economic status of these women within the household , a micro study
was conducted by ISST in some villages of Shiypuri district of Madhya
Pradesh and selected slums of New Delhi. India is a country of 950 million
people with significant cultural and ethnic diversities across regions and
socio-economic groups, and the sample results could hardly be taken as
representative of the country as such. However, they do bring up features
that are likely to cut across socio-economic diversities. This Executive
Summary pertains principally to the findings of the survey

In view of the fact that only households without an adult male are
. perceived as "female headed", independent of the contribution towards
economic sustenance of the household by difTerent members of the family,
it was decided that a two-way classification of households by 'perceived
headship' and 'contribution to economic sustenance' would be attempted
Thus, the four categories of households that emerge are:

• Female Headed Female Maintained (FHFM)
• Female Headed Male Maintained (FHMM)
• Male Headed Female Maintained (MHFM)
• Male Headed Male Maintained (MHMM)



At the listing stage, it was not possible to capture the impact of the
economic maintenance criterion and all households were clustered into two
categories, i.e., female headed and male headed, assuming that the head of
the household is also the principal contributor towards its economic
maintenance. About 50 households from the female headed category in
rural as well as in the urban sample were selected and an appropriate
sampling fraction was used for male headed households to select 50
households from this category. During the course of the survey,
calculations were made on the economic contributions of individual
members towards family maintenance. After calculating these
contributions, female headed households were reclassified into FHFM and
FHMM, whereas, male headed households were split into MHFM and
MHMM respectively. Tables have been generated for a range of socio-
economic variables for rural and urban areas separately by these four
categories of households.

In rural areas, of the 14% of the households categorized as female
headed at the listing stage, 7.2% turned out to be FHFM and 6.8% FHMM
households. Of the 86% of households which were male headed at the
listing stage, 67.8% turned out to be MHMM and 18.2% were reclassified
as MHFM. In urban areas 16.9% of households were originally listed as
female headed. Of these, 9.6% were reclassified FHFM and 7.4% were
FHMM households. Of the 83% of the households which were male
headed, only 1.7% were reclassified as MHFM households. The remaining
813% were MHMM households. The significantly high incidence of
females maintaining male headed households in rural areas underscores the
importance of economic contribution made by women in household
maintenance.

In order to examine the incidence of poverty among these different
categories of households, a poverty line was estimated at Rs. 2,763 per
capita per annum in rural areas and Rs. 4,741 per capita per annum in
urban areas by extrapolating the poverty line estimates made by the
Planning Commission, Government of India. Comparisons of the incidence
of poverty by categories of households segregated by location show that in
rural areas nearly 31 % of households fall below the poverty line, while in
urban areas, the percentage is 34. However, in rural areas, 42% of FHFM
households and 44% of FHi\1M households are poor, whereas, in urban
areas the percentages are even higher, with 62.1% and FHFM households
and 45.5% ofFHMM households which are poor. Clearly the incidence of
poverty is much higher among female headed households as compared to
male headed ones, independent of the maintenance criterion.



The incidence of widowhood is very high in all Female I-leaded
households, whether female maintained or male maintaincd. This is true
both in rural as well as in urban areas. The percentage of widows is also
very high in the lowest per capita incomc groups, in both locations. Thus
poverty, widowhood and female headedness appear to be closely
interlinked As regards literacy, both in rural and urban areas male
children have uniformly higher literacy rates as compared to female
children in all groups, with the exception of the FHFM category of
households and in the highest income groups in the urban areas where
literacy rates of female children turn out to be very high In rural areas,
female children barely get access to education, especially in female headed
households.

Work partIcIpation rates of adult females is uniformly higher in
FHFM 'households both in rural and urban locations as compared to adult
males. However, in MHMM households, the reverse is true. The reported
participation rates for adult females in MHMM households in urban areas is
low. There is evidence that the incidence of child labour is higher in
Female Headed households as compared to Male Headed households. This
could be a fall-out of poverty.

In rural areas, it is the females who seem to be bearing the brunt of
food shortage in times of crisis. This is so for both adult females as well as
girl children. The reporting of shortage in period of crisis does not seem to
be very prominent in male headed households. A similar picture emerges
from urban areas as well. If these figures are to be Qelieved, in general,
girls are relatively more deprived than boys in terms of nutrition and food
availability in times of crisis.

Both rural and urban females reported early marriage. Average
number of pregnancies is 4.59 in urban areas as against 6.03 in rural areas.
Reported pregnancy loss is 21% in urban areas and only 5% in rural areas,
which suggests reporting bias, if macro level information is any indication.

All rural female heads of households in our sample are illiterate,
whereas the literacy rate of rural male heads is 36%. The corresponding
rates for urban female and male heads are 25.9% and 56.8% respectively.
Reported incidence of chronic illness is higher in rural areas and among
female heads as compared to urban areas and their male counterparts. To a
certain extent, this could be a reflection of the specific characteristics of
our rural sample which is situated in an area with a very high incidence of
tuberculosis.

Free access and control over assets of whatever kind is much less
among females both in rural as well as in urban areas. Urbanization



appears to reduce such control even more. Sexual harassment of women,
interestingly enough, has been reported as a problem more by men than by
women, suggesting that \-vomen feel constrained to talk ahout such
problems in public. Child care and wage discrimination are perceived as
women's problems both by male as well as by female heads of households
in both locations. Evidence of institutional support of any kind, such as
credit, skills training; reliet: special employment, legal aid, etc. is virtually
non existent in the study location. However, 45.5% women in rural
FHMM households and 26.1% of women in rural FHFM households
reported having secured loans from other sources such as money lenders,
relatives, employers etc. Usually, these are obtained against some
collateral. In case no assets are available as collateral, which is usually the
case for female headed households, some kind of labour-tying arrangement
is resorted to as a substitute of collateral, and usually for a consumption
loan. Implicit interest rates are generally exorbitantly high. In general,
women have much less access to credit of any kind compared to men By
and large the results of the survey substantiate the picture that emerges
from other micro studies and macro level data on female headed
households as being more impoverished and with significantly less access
to education, health care, nutrition and credit as compared to others. What
the numbers do not reveal is the pervasiveness of social constraints and
taboos that curtail the nature of options open to poor women who, for one
reason or another, are left without the 'protection' of an adult male,
however non-functional, to fend for themselves and their families in a
society steeped in patriarchal values.

The thrust of the present study has been essentially to understand
the situation of women in extreme poverty which should be useful for
developing suitable programmes based on the findings. There is a crying
need for assimilating the lessons learnt from past experiments and re-
designing social strategies for the economic and social empowerment of
women in poverty. Special categories of women such as widows,
separated, deserted and divorced women and women heads of households
may be targetted as beneficiaries of governmental poverty alleviation
programmes. Given the low status of such women in Indian society, it is
unlikely that such targetting will lead to significant leakages of the kind that
have been reported from some other regions of the world. The recent 73'd
and 74th amendments to the Indian Constitution reserving one-third of the
seats for women in all elected local level bodies may be useful in so far as
the elected women representatives in such local bodies may be involved in
the identification of female beneficiaries in all government-sponsored
poverty alleviation programmes and their proper implementation on the
ground.



WOME~ IN EXTREME POVERTY IN INDIA: A REVIEW OF
EVIDENCE FROM SECONDARY DATA SOURCES



The study on women In extreme poverty in India with a focus

on Female headed households, widows, Deserted and Separated women

consists of two parts. Part I contains an analysis of available

secondary data on the subject, Part II reports the results of the

micro survey carried out in one urban and one rural location in

the country. Each of the two parts of the study has a statisti-

cal appendix attached to it.

Part I reviews the scenarlO with the help of the existing

quantitative and qualitative information. Section I of the Part

I provides an overview of the concepts and definitions of female

headed households. section II reviews the macro database. In

particular, it puts together relevant data from recent population

Censuses, Sample Registration system and data culled from the

varlOUS rounds of the National Sample Survey Organisation.

section III of Part I reviews evidence from micro studies on a

range of issues covering the linkages between female-headedness

of a household and the marital status of the household head. This

is followed by a socio-cultural analysis of widowhood in India,

focusing on such factors as the centrality of patriliny and

patrilocality of widows, separated and deserted women, the en-

trenched nature of gender division in society and its multifar-

ious manifestations in terms of restriction on mobility, labour

force participation behaviour and social taboos, etc. The

analysis uses among other sources a detailed investigation of the

evidence provided by forty-five micro studies carried out in



recent years in different locations and among different cultural
groups in India.

Part II of the study is based on a micro survey which was
carried out in one rural and one urban location in the country.
The survey questionnaire which was designed by ISST and revised
in an expert group meeting organised by the UN-ESCAP, has been
canvassed in all the countries under the project in order to
ensure inter-country comparability. Both locations chosen for
the survey are recognised as poverty stricken. Shivpuri district
of the state of Madhya Pradesh where the rural sample comes from,
is deemed as a 'backward' district by the Government of India.
The urban sample comes from a poor slum area in New Delhi. The
report on the survey contains some highlights of the findings
based on comparison of the quantitative information from the
survey categorised, among other things, by household types and
location. A selection of the tables generated from the survey
data has been included in the statistical Appendix attached to
Part II.

The man is the unquestioned head of the household in India.
This perception is so firmly entrenched in the Indian psyche that
there is little awareness of the fact that a large number of
families are in reality headed or maintained by women, and a very
large proportion of these are poor. Even in households where the
woman is the main supporter, she herself may often cite the man



as the head of the household. Patriarchal traditions and beliefs

form the backbone of such perceptions.

A number of generic criteria for defining female headed

households have been suggested in the literature. These

definitions have arisen out of different micro and macro level

research and data needs in terms of application. However, often

many surveys and large data collection systems that collect data

on female headed households fail to define the concept clearly,

leaving it to the interviewer to interpret its meaning. More

recently, some surveys have introduced specific definitions. The

result is that a variety of definitions co-exist, limiting the

comparability of available data. However, in general, a female
headed household implies a household with an unpartnered woman as
the principal decision maker, as for example, a woman who is
single, separated, divorced or widowed. The term ~female headed
household' may also connote a wide range of domestic living
arrangements typified mainly by the absence of a resident adult
male as spouse or partner of the dominant woman and where the
woman has assumed the primary household responsibilities of
decision-making and economic support ( Youssef and Hetler, 1984).

While several attempts have been made to adopt more meaning-

ful definitions of headship (such as the person who bears the

chief economic responsibility for the well-being of the house-

hold, or the person who exercises authority over the maintenance

of the household), part of the reason why change has been slow to

come is that determining the seat of economic responsibility and



chief authority becomes difficult in cases where there are multi-

ple earners and, by extension, the possibility of multiple deci-

sion-makers. Faced with this complexity, respondents and enumera-

tors alike are likely to identify the oldest male as the house-

hold head under situations where patriarchal values dominate.

A female headed household has also been defined as one in

which the female is the decision-maker, and/or major provider,

protector, carrier, and bearer in the household (Ranjana Kumari

1989). A woman becomes the head because of some additional con-

siderations such as being the oldest person in the household, or

being more able and competent to take decisions, or being more

acceptable as head than others. The household head is expected to

take the responsibilities of i) Providing economic sustenance ii)

Protecting household members in the event of inter-household

tensions. iii) Keeping the household from breaking apart. iv)

Arranging for financial support in case of economic troubles due

to accidents or natural calamities like fire, theft, floods or

droughts, etc. and v) Taking decision about marriages, property

disposal or acquisition, etc.

A female headed household may also exist in cases where a

resident adult male is present but does not function as the

economic provider or final arbiter in household decision-making.

It thus becomes important to distinguish between a female headed

household and a female supported household, though many house-

holds in India are both.



independent within a larger unit, households start with some

assets which may come from either side in the union of a man and

a woman; furthermore, support can include goods as well as cash.

Support can also include services which, if they were unavail-

able, would require cash, such as child care, when a woman is

working. Even if a man is the only one ostensibly working, the

family may require food grown by a wonan in a kitchen garden

even to survive.

It has been found that there is a difference between the

manner in which men and women 'earners' spend their earnings.

Females tend to use most of their earnings to meet household

needs, whereas males generally withhold more for their own per-

sonal use (Mencher, 1889). This holds true in Kerala, Tamil Nadu

and West Bengal, among the poorest households as well as among

those which are somewhat better off.

Yet, cultural values dictate that even when a woman may be

the major economic support of a household, her husband or some

other adult resident male may be designated as household head.

Micro studies over the past two decades show that the simple

question " who is the head of the household ? " will normally

reveal who makes major decisions but will fail to provide infor-

mation on who supports the household. Thus, a female supported

household is one where the woman might be the main economic

support of a household, but her husband might retain authority

and dominate in other ways ( Mencher, 1993). In such a case, the



widowhood, the genesls of much of the female headedness in

India is a neglected social issue partly because the experience

of losing one's spouse is, overwhelmingly, a woman's experience.

The consequences of losing one's spouse are very different for

men and women. A widower not only has greater freedom to remarry

but also has much more extensive property rights, wider opportu-

nities for remunerative employment, and a more authoritative

claim on economic support from his children. On the contrary, for

a widow, social restrictions such as not being allowed to remarry

in most parts of the country, drastic change in physical appear-

ance ( bar against use of any ornaments, or decorative clothes,

in some cases a shaven head, etc.), non-participation in social

and religious functions, and being looked down upon as inauspi-

cious, etc. make her seem less than a human being.

Fragmentary available evidence suggests that many widows who

are eligible to inherit the deceased husband's land usually

abrogate such rights, and those who do inherit, do so mostly on

severely restricted terms ( Agarwal,1994). Even if a widow has

land in her name she is not allowed full control over it. Living

with kin, whether in a female headed or male headed household,

imposes several restrictions on a widow, the primary among

them being restrictions on earnlng a livelihood. The family

does not look after her and she is not allowed to work outside

the house. Even if the household is well-off, the widow is

impoverished.



Female headed households are clearly differentiated in

socioeconomic and demographic features. Evidence from micro

studies in India points to the fact that female headed households

are in many ways worse off than the male headed counterparts in

the same socio-economic strata and that there is a rela-

tively greater concentration of female headed households in the

disadvantaged/poorer strata. Lack of assets and control over

assets such as land, low or no income, illiteracy, poor health,

inadequate health care, little or no support, and malnutrition

are some of the constraints which compound the already hand-to-

mouth existence for many of these households. Also, there are

constraints on the female head that are related specifically to

her status as a woman and they stem from social and cultural

barriers to access to resources and markets that are created by

patriarchal values. Female heads tend to receive less economic

and psychological support from their kinship groups and the

community. Divorced and abandoned women tend to be blamed for

their husband's departure. Among Hindus, woman who outlives her

husband tends to be blamed for his death, and the lives of such

women are severely affected by many superstitions and taboos.

The use of biased and in-consistent definitions of the

household head as well as cultural preference for males to be

designated as heads results in under reporting of female heads in

the available macro level data. The first major source of infor-



mation on Female Headed households is Census of India which

mainly deals with individuals and not households. Second source

is the National Sample Survey Organization (NSSO) Data

collected by the NSSO also has its own drawbacks such as, the

absence of a clearly specified definition leading to different

interviewers using dissimilar criteria to identify a household

head. Further, the time lag between data collection and dissemi-

nation is very large. Hence in order to get a clear picture of

the socio-economic situation of female heads of households and

widows in Indian society, information from macro sources have to

be supplemented with findings from micro studies.

It is essential to know the concepts and operational defini-

tions used, relevance of data and its limitations while analysing

the macro data generated by the two major sources namely census

and NSSO.

A household lS defined as a group of persons who commonly

live together and take their meals from a common kitchen unless

the exigencies of work prevented any of these from doing so.

There may be a household of persons related by blood or a house-

hold of unrelated persons living together or a mix of both.

Examples of households of unrelated individuals are boarding

houses, messes, hostels, residential hotels, rescue homes, jails,

ashrams etc. These are called institutional households. There



may be one member households, two member households or multi-

member households. For Census purposes each one of these types

is regarded as a household.

There is no strict instruction given for determining as to

who the head of the household is. Hence, by implication, head of

the household is that member of the household whom the members

consider as the head. This might lead to an under-estimation of

female headed households, since female-maintained households

with male spouse present would not be captured.

Even though there is an attempt to improve upon the Census

definition in National Sample Surveys (NSS), it is equally hard

to capture female-maintained-with-spouse-present households in

large scale surveys.

One of the major disadvantage of using the macro-level data

is that the time-lag between the collecting the data and its

availability for use is very large. Hence the relevance of data

to study the contemporary scene remains in question. still, the

analysis of the existing macro level data is important as it

would throw some pointers. Analysis of the available macro-level

data is presented as follows :

1. Incidence of female headed households: longitudinal and

temporal analysis

2. Incidence of widowhood: longitudinal and temporal analysis

3. Female-headedness and widowhood linkages
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household size is smaller
females per thousand males is higher
average land possessed as well as land cultivated is lOHer.



widows was 8.06% with 8.23% in rural areas and 7.46% in urban

areas. Percentage of widowers was 2.43% in all, with 2.71% in

rural areas and 1.6% in urban areas. Thus rural areas have a

relatively higher proportion of the widowed population (Table 4,

Appendix A) .

Incidence of widowers is lowest in Haryana at 5.0% followed

by Punjab, while 5.4% Andhra Pradesh has the highest incidence

followed by Tamil Nadu and Karnataka. Even in Kerala, West

Bengal and Orissa the incidence is around 9%. The low incidence

of widowhood in the two northern states may be a reflection of

the practice of widow remarriage within the marital family in

these areas.

In contrast, incidence of widowers is lowest in Kerala fol-

lowed by West Bengal and highest in uttar Pradesh with 3.8%. In

Haryana and Punjab this is around 2.6%.

A similar analysis is done to find out the proportion of

widows and widowers in ever married females and males by najor

states. Nearly 14.8% of females and 5.4% of males fall into the

category of widows and widowers respectively. Tamil Nadu has the

highest incidence of widows amongst ever married women with

18.4%. Uttar Pradesh ranks highest for males with 8%.

In the Southern states, widowhood amongst ever married women

varies between 17.7% for Andhra Pradesh to 18.4% for Tamil lTadu.

Even in Orissa and West Bengal, widows account for 17 to 13% of

ever married women. Widows in Haryana, Punjab and Uttar Pradesh



Percentage of total of widowed, divorced and separated

(W/D/S) in each age group by sex and place of residence for 1981

and 1992 is presented in Table 5. Incidence of this group of

women increases very sharply with age and it is as high as 78% in

the age group of 70+ years. During 1981, even though this indica-

tor is lower in urban as compared to rural areas upto 40 yrs of

age, it is higher beyond that age.

Percentage of men in W/D/S category is around 27% (1981) in

the age group of 70+ years. In every age group this incidence is

lower in urban areas as compared to rural areas.

Even though 1991 Census figures are not yet available, data

based on Sample Registration Systems (SRS) conducted on a

sample of villages and urban blocks of 6300 sample units covering

a population of 5.794 million is available for 1992 and 1993.

A comparative analysis of 1981-1992 data is also presented

in Table 5. Proportion of the W/D/S group of wonen in the younger

age groups has decreased over time upto the age of 54 years but

has increased in the age group of 55-59 years. Beyond this age

data are not available for comparable age groups.

It is worthwhile to note that as of 1993, 45% of women in

the age group 50+ belong to W/D/S group. Beyond 60 years, this

percentage rises to 62%. In urban areas this group of Homen

comprise 66% of total. Even amongst men, the W/D/S group consti-



tutes about 21% in the 60+ age group. In urban areas they con-

stitute only 18% (Table 6).

Mean age at marriage and the male-female difference in this

also is an indicator for assessing the status of women as com-

pared to that of men. (Table 7). Mean age at marriage has in-

creased over time. In 1992, it is estimated that mean age at

marriage for Ivomen was 19.5 years. During 1981, this was 17.9

years for females and 23.3 years for males. The difference in

mean age between males and females was 4.5 years in 1951. It had

increased to 6.1 years in 1961 and gradually fell to 5.4 years in

1981.

Widowed, divorced and separated women in Indian society

suffer from significant social handicaps. If such women are

household "head", the economic responsibility of running the

household gets significantly compounded. But the Census does not

normally publish data on sex of household heads disaggregated by

marital status. However, marital status distribution of heads of

households for Gujarat and Maharashtra (1972-73), was compiled

from NSS 27th round data by Visaria and Visaria by means of a

special tabulation. (Table 9). From this analysis , it is evident

that most of the female headed households were headed by ~lomen

belong ing to ''',.;idowed/divorced or separated" group of women. In

Gujarat, nearly 80% of women belonged to this category whereas

nearly 90% of men belonged to currently married category. In

Maharashtra, 65 to 68% belonged to W/D/S category of women. Sub-



WORK PARTICIPATION RATES OF RURAL
FEMALE MAIN WORKERS BY MARITAL STATUS.

Married
Widowed
Divorced/Separated

96
77
171

126
111
299

(Calculated on the Basis of Census of India 1981, B-11 series
Tables) .



Percentage of rural female main workers is 15.99. From this,

it appears that the participation of females as main workers is

grossly under-counted in Census 1981. In the above table, 1981

data of female main workers is analyzed with respect to marital

status and type of work. It shows that participation rates of

widows are lower than those of currently married women in rural

India. However, divorced and separated women have much better

work participation rates, even though they work primarily as

agricultural labourers. From this, it appears that restrictions

imposed on widows are higher as compared to those of currently

married women. This may not be true in the case of separated and

divorced women because both these categories of women perhaps

have to fend their way in order to earn their living, whereas

some proportion of widows could be staying in male-headed house-

holds.

Land holding of the households by sex of the head of the

household is a good indicator for studying poverty incidence.

Average land cultivated by female headed households is almost

half in comparison to that by all households ( Table 5). This

clearly suggests that female headed households in India are

relatively more impoverished.

In the following section, a comparative analysis of female

and male headed households by different socio-economic classes

has been made.



Per thousand distribution of female and male headed house-

holds and persons by per capita expenditure groups is presented

in Table 10 for rural areas and in Table 11 for urban areas. In

rural areas, in the lowest per capita expenditure class, both the

proportion of female headed households as well as persons belong-

ing to female headed households is higher when compared to male

headed households. This indicates that in the poorest sections,

proportion of female headed households are more. Further, this

difference is likely to be enhanced if total expenditure is

considered instead of per capita expenditure since average family

size is smaller for female headed households than that of male

headed households.

As far as urban areas are concerned, the proportion of

female headed households with per capita expenditure less than

Rs. 135 per month is more than the proportion of male headed

households. ( Table 11 ). Further, the gap is higher when the

proportion of persons living in these sets of households is

considered. It would be interesting to study per household in-

comes or expenditures also to understand the effect of household

size. In Tables 12 and 13, per thousand distribution of female

and male headed households and persons belonging to them by

social classes and land size group are presented for rural India,

as this indicator is more relevant for rural areas.

It is very clear from these tables that a larger proportion

of female headed households belong to landless class and lowest



land size class with 0.40 hectares of land, and this is more as

compared to that of male headed households. Even the proportion

of persons as an indicator shows a similar pattern. From the

above data, one can conclude that on an average female headed

households are poorer as compared to male headed households.

Amongst scheduled castes, the incidence of female headed

households is highest amongst landless labourers and male-female

gap is substantial. Incidence of male and female headed house-

holds is the same in the lowest land size class with less than

0.40 hectares of land. The pattern of the distribution of persons

living in female headed households is similar to that of male

headed households.

Per thousand distribution of male and female headed house-

holds by occupational status in different caste groups are pre-

sented in Tables 14 and 15. In all the caste categories, the pro-

portion of female headed households belonging to the occupational

category 'others' is higher than the corresponding proportion of

male headed households. Even though wage labour is relatively of

a low status, the gap in the proportion of female-male headed

households is not much. In self-employed category, this propor-

tion is very much lower for females as compared to males. A

similar picture emerges from the analysis of the distribution of

persons in male and female headed households by occupational

categories (Tables 16 and 17).



and salaried category' of households are better represented

amongst male headed as compared to female headed households.

However, incidence of female headed households is slightly higher

than that of male headed households even in the 'casual labour'

category of households. Largest proportion of female headed

households belong to 'others' category. In this context, it is

worthwhile to know which households are categorized as 'others'.

They are the households which work as helpers* without getting

any share of the family earnings in return for the work performed

in the enterprise. Any household getting a share in the household

earning is not classified as 'other'.

To sum up, the available macro level empirical evidence

leads us to conclude that female headed households are relatively

more deprived than male headed households. There is some evidence

to assume that most of the female headed households are likely to

be households headed by widowed, divorced or separated women and

this may add to the low status of female heads of households.

This section presents a review of around 45 micro studies

and surveys on widows and omen-headed households conducted in

various parts of India in recent years. The survey sites are

spread allover the country- from Tamil Nadu, Kerala, Karnataka

and Andhra Pradesh in the South to Punjab, Haryana, Jammu and

Kashmir and Himachal Pradesh in the North; from Bihar, Orissa and





I.4.1 FEMALE HEADED HOUSEHOLDS AND WIDOWHOOD
A look at some of the notable studies on female headed

households brings out the different ways in which this subject

has been researched.

Parthasarathy ( 1982 ) conducted a micro survey in Vizag

district with a sample size of 28,509 households. He reported a

high proportion of female headed households among Scheduled

Castes who were mainly dependent on wage labour. They were a more

marginalized section of the population, even among the poorest

section, in the rural areas.

Institute of Social Studies Trust 1984 did a study

across four States, viz., Karnataka, uttar Pradesh, West Bengal

and Rajasthan to understand the formation of female headed house-

holds and their characteristics.Two districts from each State,

with a total sample size of 429 female headed households and 1709

male headed households were listed. For an in-depth study, 229

female headed households and 295 male headed households were

selected. The study indicated that female headed households were

worse off than their male counterparts both in terms of asset

base and level of expenditure. The proportion of Scheduled Castes

and Scheduled Tribes was very high. These households had a larger

proportion of workers and yet their per capita expenditure was

lower. A large proportion of these households were landless.

Female headed households were uniformly distributed among the



assetless, and, small and marginal landholders. Female heads of

households tended to be in the older age group. Incidence of

single member households was negligible. Over 63% of the female

heads were either widowed or divorced/separated.

Kumari ( 1989 ) took up another study in four villages of

Jaunpur district in eastern uttar Pradesh. 50 female headed

households and 10 male headed households were selected. Majority

of female headedness was due to out-migration of adult males

( 38% ) followed by widowhood ( 22% ). 10% of the households were

female headed because of the female being more able and competent

than their husbands. Other reasons were : ( i ) handicap of the

male ( 12% ), ( ii ) male unwillingness to work 10%), and

(iii) male not contributing to family fund ( 4% ). About 40% of

the female heads were in the age group of 40-55 years.

The Centre for Planning and Development studies conducted a

study highlighting the socio-economic condition of female heads

in a few villages of Anantapur district. 77% of the female heads

had incomes below Rs. 6400 p.a. In times of hardship, economic or

otherwise, they sought the help of friends, relatives and neigh-

bours. While 56% of the sample women were agricultural labour-

ers, 25% vlere engaged in petty trade, tailoring, dairying, etc.

Shanthi conducted another stUdy in a slum in Madras which

showed that widowhood and separation were the main reason for

the rising female headship. The broad findings were:



(5) Incidence of female headedness was high among Scheduled
Castes.



The first point to note is that a strong tradition of patri-

lineal ownership makes it hard for many widows to defend their

legal inheritance rights. Formally, according to Indian law, a

widow has an unequivocal right to a share of her husband's

property, including his land. Field studies, however, indicate

that these rights are comprehensively violated (Dreze and Sen
1993). If a widow has sons, she does not inherit her deceased

husband's land, which goes directly to the sons. However, if the

sons are young, she will be considered the temporary owner of the

land as their 'guardian'.

Agarwal (1994) In her study of gender and land rights in

South Asia reported in a similar vein that although the percep-

tion that a widow has a right to share in the late husband's land

is fairly widespread, in practice it is not so. Those who do

inherit do so on severely restricted terms. These terms vlould

include : whether or not she remains single and chaste; whether

she has sons and if they are minors or adults; whether the late

husband has partitioned from the joint family estate before his

death; etc. within this broad restricted inheritance of land by

Hindu widows in India, there are regional variations within

India. In case she does inherit land, she is likely to be pres-

surized by the husband's relatives to give it up. Widows who have

adult sons can sometimes be cheated by the sons also.



The norms of patrilocal residence are an important cause of

social isolation. In north India, widows are expected to remain

in their husband's village. At the same time, they are unlikely

to receive support from their husband's family (Dreze and Sen,
1993). Dreze, in fact, takes the position that patrilineal inher-

itance and patrilocal residence operate together and serve to

isolate and dispossess widows in particular.

The practice of patrilocal residence in the context of

widowhood means that after losing their husband, widows have very

little freedom to "return" to their parental home. At the same

time, outside a leviratic union they are unlikely to get any

support from their affinal relatives. So a widow remains a cap-

tive in her husband's village, except in the event of either her

remarriage or if the husband was a "gharjamai" in her parent's

village. However, this latter situation is not very common.

wido{ls have a limited freedom to remarry. A large proportion

of "wido·d remarriages" in rural India are leviratic unions,

usually imposed by the family of the deceased husband. A levirat-

ic union is an enduring conjugal relation between a widow and her

husband's younger brother or one of his other close relatives

(Dreze, 1993). The rationale is based on the strictly economic

calculation of preventing possible fragmentation of family land



and property. Two decisive factors influencing the likelihood of

remarriage are childlessness and age. Remarriage is said to be

considerably more difficult for a widow who has children, espe-

cially if some of them are male. Dreze identifies the following

factors which determine remarriage of widows : (1) the number of

children she has (with a greater weight on boys); (2) age of the

widow (and the length of her first marriage); (3) her vulnerabil-

ity to destitution in the absence of another husband (heavily

influenced by land ownership; (4) her relationship with her in-

laws (including the threat of sexual exploitation); and (5) her

experience of conjugal life.

GUlati (1994) states that there is a general agreement that

men in India on an average resort more frequently to remar-

riage than women do. There may be disagreement on how much more

frequently men tend to remarry compared to women, across various

regions and states, but there is no disagreement on the fact that

overall, the incidence of remarriage among men is higher.

Kumar and Rani (1996) while commenting on the exploitation

of widows say that among the Hindus and tribals in India, a woman

is entitled to marry with full rights only once in her life.

There is now some prevalence of widow remarriage among the high

caste population. In those castes also where widow remarriage is

allowed, the sUbsequent unions are solemnized through a simple

ceremony, and such unions suffer from certain disabilities in

regard to performance of particular roles in the rituals of

marriage and worship of deities. No such disability is attached



(D) GENDER DIVISION OF LABOUR :
The gender division of labour severely restricts employment

opportunities for widows (Dreze and Sen, 1993). Low levels of

education, poor health, lack of 'clout', and credit constraints

(male bias being an overriding factor) - all these are the broad

handicaps faced by widows who seek employment or even those who

try to be self-employed (Dreze, 1993).

Widows can expect only a bare minimum of economic support

from their family or community. Restrictions on residence, owner

ship, remarriage and employment discussed above put Indian widows

In a situation of extreme dependency on economic support from

others (Dreze 1993).

In Indian society, a son is expected to look after his

widowed mother. Such looking after is generally restricted to

provision of bare necessities of food and shelter within the

household. Heavy dependence upon a son who migrates can leave a

widow economically weak, while a lack of education and experience

of dealing with the outside world can make self-sufficiency

impossible. For widows who have no son to be supported by, or who

are disowned by any may have to live in perpetual penury. State

support for widows is minimal in India. Inability to remarry,

because of caste or age, combined with the loss of function and



status through the death of the husband, leave few options.

(Lopata 1987).

Sandhya (1994) in her socio-psychiatric study of widowhood

In India says that just after her husband's death, the widow's

immediate problem is economic. The task of bringing up children

and educating them and marriage becomes the primary goal of her

life. widows face problems of share in property, employment,

lower wages, and exploitation.

socio-cultural norms put restrictions on widows vis a VlS

their physical appearance. sandhya (1994) supports this by writ-

ing that a Hindu widow lS prevented from wearing 'mangalsutra'

and 'sindur or kumkum'. It is not uncommon, especially in North

India, that after widowhood, a woman has to wear white saree. In

Maharashtra she has to wear a red saree and red bangles. In the

South, they cannot wear blouses and have to wear almond colour

sarees. In Bengal, she is not allowed to comb her hair. She has

to shave her head also in some parts of Bengal.

K. Kumar and Punam Rani (1996) similarly report that the

moment a Hindu woman becomes a widow, certain disabilities like

non-use of any decorations such as coloured clothes, glass ban-

gles, wearing flowers and use of jewellery except a pair of

metallic bangles get associated with widowhood. In some cases,

the head is shaven. Plain white cloth becomes the prescribed



·and thus find themselves social:~ isolat~d (Sandhya, 1994). A
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Rural/
Urban

Households
(in millions)

Female
Headed
House-
holds(in
millions)

Percent
Female
Headed
House-
holds

Average
Size of
Female
Headed
House-
holds

---------------------------------------------------------------
1984 Rural 100.53 9.70 9.65 3.49

Urban 33.99 2.95 8.68 3.72

1988 Rural 108.36 11.22 10.36 3.30

Urban 34.28 3.40 9.92 3.50

Original Source: National Sample Survey Organisation, Report No.
351, 1989 and Sarvekshana, Special Number,
September, 1990

Women and Men in India 1995, eso, Govt. of
India

Data for 1984 and 1988 are based on 39th
(January June, 1984) and 43rd round
1987 - June 1988)

round
(July



Some Household and Population Characteristics for
Different States and Union Territories by Sex of the Head of HOllsehold

StateiUnion
Territory

Andhra Pradesh
Assam
Bihar
Gujarat
Haryana
Himachal Pradesh
Jammu &: Kashmir
Karnataka
Kerala
Hadhya Pradesh
Haharashtra
Hanipur
Heghalaya
Nagaland
Orissa
Punjab
Rajasthan
Sikkim
Tamil Nadu
Tripura
Uttar Pradesh
West Bengal
Andaman &:

Nicobar Is.
Arunachal

Pradesh
Chandigarh
Dadra &:

Nagar Haveli
Delhi
Goa, Daman &: Diu
Lakshadweep
l1izoraa
Pondicherry

no. of
fh. hhs.
per
1000
hhs.

105
79
94

195
78

124
238

60.
112

88

287

31
207

667
98

171

average
hhs.size

ih. all

hhs. hhs.

Sex-ratio
(no. oi
iamales per
1000 males

fh. all
hhs. hhs.

2.7
3.6
3.7
3.1
3.9
3.7
4.4

5.5
5.3
5.2
5.7

5.0
6.0
5.1
2.0
5.4
5.0
5.7
5.2

2025 987
1682 576
1752 944
1674 964
1709 881
1862 1056
1624 955
1908 965
1573 1078
1882 931
1930 367
1656 956
1081 928
No survey
2056 1006
1461 881
1671 941
1287 899
1830 1017
1570 933
1680 893
1780 958

4.4
3.0
3.0
4.6
4.8

3.1

4.0
3.4
4.5
2.7
3.2
3.5
3.2

4.9
5.4
5.3
4.8
4.2
4.8
5.3
5.1

720
671
1078

2138
2311
1087
1350
2024

746

997

982
936
1018

4.5
3.4
4.9

6.3
3.4
6.0
3.6
3.0

6.7
5.0
5.6
4.9
4.6

per hhs. land area
(0.00 hectare)

ih. all ih. all
hhs. hhs. hhs. hhs.

0.47
0.43
0.41

0.70

0.79
0.73
0.76
0.25
4.29
0.78
0.66
1. 07

0.37
1. 08

1. 69

1.17
0.30
0.24
0.50
0.35

2.02
0.01
0.62

0.01
0.22
0.22
0.84
0.17

0.92
0.96
0.87
1. 28

2.04
0.93
0.86
1. 48

0.35
2.24
1. 67

0.88
1. 36

1. 44

2.74
1. 23

0.56
0.54
1. 03

0.54

2.15

0.12
1.12

0.41
0.50
0.21
0.92
0.29

2.81
0.38
0.46

0.16
0.20

0.89
0.15

0.40
0.36
0.34
0.53
0.76
0.52
0.63
0.74
0.22
1. 18

0.69
0.54
0.79

0.54
0.80
0.78
1. 22

2.03

0.62
0.76
1. 39

0.30
2.06
1. 53

0.90
0.94

0.31
O. Ii
1. 36

0.97
0.55

0.68
1. 34

2.36
0.99
0.47

0.30
0.99
0.47

0.08
0.49
0.30

1. 29

0.09
0.97

0.63
0.45
0.19
1. 00

0.51



Percentage Widowed in Total and Ever-Married Population
by states, 1981 Census

% widowed in
total population

% widowed in
ever-married population

Andhra Pradesh 2.1 10.2 17.7 4.5
Bihar 2.7 7.3 12.9 5.7
Gujarat 2.0 7.0 13.4 4 .6
Haryana 2.6 5.0 9.5 6.0
Himachal Pradesh 2.9 7.6 14.6 6.7
Jammu & Kashmir 3.2 5.7 11. 7 7.8
karnataka 1.8 9.5 18.3 4.5
Kerala 1.1 9.1 18.5 3.0
Madhya Pradesh 2.7 7.8 13.8 5.7
Maharashtra 1.8 8.7 16.0 4.0
Orissa 2.3 9.0 17.3 5.3
Punjab 2.8 5.4 10.9 6.7
Rajasthan 2.6 7.1 12.7 5.4
Tamil Nadu 2.3 10.0 18.4 5.1
uttar Pradesh 3.8 6.4 11. 3 8.1
Hest Bengal 1.4 9.2 17.9 3.4
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Registrar General India, Population of India : ESC~P
Country Monograph No. 10 and Female Age at Marria~e,
Census of India Occasional Paper No. 7 of 1988

Figures for 1951, 1961, 1971 and 1981 are singula~ mean
age at marriage based on population census data. 1992
figure is the mean age at effective marriage based on
Sample Registration System data.
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Marital status Distribution of Heads of Households, Gujarat
and Maharashtra, 1972-73.

GUJARAT
Rural
Urban

3.6
4.8

Ki\HARASHTRA
Rural
urban

2.8
9.6

89.0
90.6

7.4
4.6

100.0
100.0

3.4
3.2

15.2
16.2

81.4
80.6

90.9
86.4

6.2
3.9

67.8
65.1

100.0
100.01

3.6
14.1

28.5
20.5

100.0
100.09

100.0
100.0



Per Thousand Distribution of Female and Male Headed Households
and Persons by Monthly Per Capita Expenditure (Rural)

Expenditure
Group (Rs.)

HOUSEHOLDS
FHH MHH

Less than 65 67 55 74 61
65-80 58 63 70 71
80-95 84 91 98 102
95-110 105 112 119 122
110-125 97 109 101 114
125-140 87 96 89 97
140-160 102 103 99 102
160-180 75 79 69 75
180-215 100 95 87 90
215-280 101 90 87 80
280-370 61 52 50 43
370+ 53 47 46 35
No Response 10 9 10 8

Source: The figures were calculated from data provided in Sarvekshan
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oct-Dee 1991. NSS 43rd roun
(1987-88) .



Per Thousand Distribution Of Female and Male Headed Households
and Persons by Monthly Per Capita Expenditure (Urban)

Expenditure
Group (Rs.)

HOUSEHOLDS
FHH MHH

Less than 90 73 54 99 69
90-110 65 55 83 72
110-135 102 94 127 117
135-160 110 101 117 118
160-185 84 92 93 104
185-215 87 95 87 102
215-255 90 105 92 106
255-310 98 100 91 92
310-385 84 99 69 80
385-520 94 97 70 69
520-700 54 53 35 34
700+ 46 46 27 30
No Response 10 9 10 8

Source: The figures were calculated from data provided in Sarvekshan
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oct-Dee 1991. NSS 43rd roun
(1987-88).



Per Thousand Distribution of Female Headed Households in Different
Caste Categories By Land Size : (Rural)

Household
Group

Scheduled Tribe
FHH
MHH

Scheduled Caste
FHH
MHH

Neo-Buddhists
FHH
MHH

others
FHH
MHH

ALL
FHH
MHH

2.01 &
above

464
263

174
160

153
227

137
187

72
162

1000
1000

656
507

221
222

1000
1000

71
137

30
81

478 153 152 89 129 1000
521 99 141 135 104 1000

476 237 140 85 61 1000
299 179 181 138 182 1000

511 228 128 78 55 1000
336 187 178 146 153 1000

Source: The figures were calculated from data provided in Sarvekshana.
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oct-Dee 1991. NSS 43rd round
(1987-88) •



Per Thousand Distribution of Persons in Female and Male Headed
Households in Different Caste Categories By Land Size : (Rural)

Household Landless 0.01-0.40 0.4--1.00 1.01-2.00 2.01 & All
Group above------------------------------------------------------------------------
Scheduled Tribe
FHH 338 197 179 137 185 1000
MHH 213 145 229 137 207 1000

Scheduled Caste
FHH 593 247 90 37 32 1000
MHH 451 223 154 98 73 1000

Neo-Buddhists
FHH 436 144 146 166 126 1000
MHH 498 148 146 186 87 1000

Others
FHH 386 269 160 106 79 1000
MHH 246 168 183 173 233 1000

ALL
FHH 422 259 148 99 73 1000
MHH 282 172 180 161 198 1000

Source: The figures were calculated from data provided in Sarvekshana.
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oct-Dee 1991. NSS 43rd round
(1987-88) •



Per Thousand Dis~ribu~lon of Female and Hale Headed "ousehol~s by
uccupa~ional S~a~us in Differen~ Cas~e (.a~e!lories: I Rural,

.••gricul~ure
12.,

Labour
13.,

Labour
14.,

u~her~ _'.ii

'iousenolds

Scheduled Tribe
?HH 326 54 3&0 392 62 454 166 ~000
:1HH 352 59 441 3&0 121 500 59 ~000

Scheduled (;as~e
?HH 137 65 205 517 97 614 17& :000
~HH 194 113 307 519 1H 633 57 :000

?HH
:1HH

405

591
242

231
316
310

276
95

:000
1000

363
516

357
395

250

66
:000
:000

The figures were calcula~ed from data provided in 5arveksnana.
Vol XV, So. 2, issue no. 49. Oc~-Dec 1991. N55 43rd round
(l9&7-~5 j.



Per Thousand Dis~ribu~ion of Female and Male Headed Households by
Occupa~ional Sta~us In Different Caste Categories: (Urban)

Cas~e
Ca~egory SELF

EMPLOYED

HOUSEHOLD TYPE
REGULAR
"AGES /SAL.'\RI ED

Casual
Labour

Scheduled Tribe
FHH 152 251 215 382 1000
l1HH 222 -*44 220 1H 1000

Scheduled Cas~e
FHH 169 277 2H 280 1000
MHH 267 HO 259 6.• 1000

Others
FHH 228 283 ln 347 1000
MHH 365 -i68 99 68 1000

All
FHH 216 281 l6-i 335 1000
MHH 348 462 123 67 1000
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The figures were calcula~ed from da~a provided in Sarvekshana.
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oc~-Dec 1991. NSS 43rd round
(1987-88).



Per Thousand DisLribuLion of Persons by OccupaLional SLat~s
In DifferenL caste CaLegories : I Rural)

AgriculLure ~on- Sub-ToLal AgriculLural OLher SubLoLal OLhers :\1:
Agriculture Labour Labour HC'..lser;:;:ds

(1) (2 ) (1) +12, (3 ) (4) (3)+(4) (5 )

Scheduled Tribe
FHH 389
HHH 427

Scheduled CaSLe
FHH 160
HHH 225

444 384 68 452 104 1G00
488 355 116 471 41 1::00

226 492 109 601 172 leoo
334 492 112 OU.f 51 leaO

67
119

Others
FHH
HHH

361
494

212
207

312 240 1.':00

27i 81 1:00

All
FHH
HHH

330
435

81
131

411
565

283
277

365

361
220

70

The figures were calculaLed from daLa provided in Sarvekshana.
Vol XV, ~o. 2, issue no. 49. GCL-Dec 1991. ~SS 43rd round
(1987-88).



Per Thousand Distribution of Persons by
Occupational status In Different Caste Categories

Caste HOUSEHOLD TYPE
Category SELF REGULAR Casual Others All

EMPLOYED WAGES/SALARIED Labour
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
Scheduled Tribe
FHH 188 319 281 212 1000
MHH 251 479 213 57 1000

Scheduled Caste
FHH 215 339 286 160 1000
MHH 288 437 248 27 1000

Others
FHH 278 324 154 242 1000
MHH 421 444 94 38 1000

All
FHH 267 326 176 230 1000
MHH 399 445 117 38 1000

Source: The figures were calculated from data provided in Sarvekshana.
Vol XV, No.2, issue no. 49. Oct-Dee 1991. NSS 43rd round
(1987-88).





S.
No.

"Widowhood
Perceptions of
Widows & Non
Widows"
Social Change:
June 92 Vol.
22 No. 2 Pg.
52-56

"Social Security
ror Deslilute
\V idolls III
Tamil Nadu"
Economic &.
Political Wee-
kly April 1995
pg 7lJ-t-7%
"WHHS Cop-
1I1g II ith caste.
class & Gender
Hierarchies"
Economic &.
Political Wee-
kh March
19lJ-t : Pg 699-
70-t

LX. Jallluna &
P.V. Rmnam-
urti

K. V. Eswara
Prasad

Lakshmi
Lingam

Chittor District
of AP. (Rural)

T<lmil Nadll's
Dilldiglll
District (Rural)

East Godavari
District.
Alldhra
Pradesh (Rural)

180 Widows &. 180
non-widows of Sc.
SC,FC groups in the
50-60 years <lnd 60-
70 years age groups.
Multistage stratified
R.:1ndommethod.

Two villages. One
dry alld Olle wet

Each item consists of h\O

statements :-
I) refer to whether a practice
exists in the area.
ii) Whether they themselves
agreed with it.
Total score of the first part
g;Jve perception of social
nortn. Tolal score of second
part gave the person's
attitude score. The higher
the score, the more the
acceptallcc of widowhood
practices.
Analysis of working of the
pellsioll schemcs III

DillCliglil district for a four
year period.

Survey including case
studies.

Stlld~'
Category

Women Hea-
ded househo-
lds in general

P,'rsrll('r of
Religious/
Soda I
Taboos

Yes

Sod,,1
Constraints on
Labour Market
InvolHments

Yes

Yes among the
upper castes.
Not among the
lowercastes where
II omen participate
in agricultural pro-
duction.



S.
No.

"Widowhood
Perceptions of
Widows & Non
Widows"
Social Change;
June 92 Vol.
22 No. 2 Pg.
52-56

"Social SeclICity
for Destitute
Widows in
Tamil Nadu"
Economic &
Political Wee-
kly April 1995
Pg 7<J-t-7%
"WHHS ; Cop-
ing with caste.
d;ISS 8: Gender
Hierarchies"
Economic &
PI) IiIkal Wee-
kh' March
IIJlJ-t : Pg (1)<}_

711-t

LX. Jamuna &
P.Y. Ramam-
urti

K. Y. Eswara
Prasad

Lakshmi
Lingam

Chiltor District
of A.P. (Rural)

Tamil NCldu's
Dindigul
District (RIICClI)

EClst GodClvClri
District.
Andhra
Pradesh (RurCll)

180 Widows & 180
non-widows of Sc.
BC.FC groups in the
50-60 years and o()-

70 yeClrs Clge groups.
Multistage strCltified
Random method.

Two villClges. One
drY and One wel

EClch item consists of two
stCltements ;-
I) refer to whether a practice
e:xists in the Clrea.
ii) Whether they themselves
Clgreed with it.
TotClI score of the first PClrt
gave perception of social
norm. Total score of second
part gave the person' s
Clltitude score. The higher
the score. the more the
acceptance of widowhood
pmctices.
AnCllysis of working of the
pension schemes III

Dindigul districl for a four
year period.

SlICvey including case
siudies

Study
Category

Women Hea-
ded househo-
lds in general

Presence of
Religious/
Social
Taboos

Yes

Social
Constraints on
Labour Market
Involvements

Yes

Yes among Ihe
upper castes.
Not among the
lowercastcs wherc
women participatc
in agricultural pro-
duction.



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious/ Constraints on

Social Labour Market
Taboos Involvements

•• '"Land Rights of Ramcsh & Rajasthan Two vi Ilages ---- Widow ---- ----
widows" Conf- Shobha (Rural)
erence on wido- Nandwana Udaipur
ws. IIM. B'lore District
March 20-26.
199.t
(unpublished)

5. VARSHA Glljral (RIIf;l1) 1:'1 widows in -t Survcy. Casc Studics. Widow Yes ----
SETLJ : Centre Dislricls Scmi nar
For Social Kno-
\\ledge and
Action. Ahme-
dabad 22-25
March. 199.t

6. "Gender, Caste Uma ---- ---- ---- Widow 'I'es ----

& Labour" Eco- Chakravarti
nomic &. Poli-
tical Weekly
Sept 9. 1995
Vol. XXX No.
:>Cl: p., 22-t:\-~
2255. (Article)



S. Source Author Location Sample IVIet hod ology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious! Constraints on

Social Labour I\larket
Taboos Involvements

7. "Widows 8.:. Jean Drete and Rural North 262 widows from Field Work including Widow Yes Y~.~.
Wcllbeing III Marty Chen India Bihar, eight villages. Survey.
Rural North Gujrat, Rajas-
India" Devel- than. U.P. and
opmclll Econo- West Bengal.
mics research
Programme,
London School
of E':ollomics.
Sept 1992

8. "Negotiating Dr. N. Gorthe Pune ---- Case Studies (2) Widow Yes ----
Property RighlS
lor Wi,!l)ws"
(unpublished)
Conference on
'Widows In
India' 19'J~
IIM B'lore.

9. "Rural House- Nadia Youssef ---- ---- ---- Woman hea- Yes ----
holds headed by & Carol ded hOllseho-
\\omcn : A pri- Hctlcr.W Ids including
ority concern widow & div-
for de\'elop- orcec
mene. World
E mploymclll
programmc Re-
search \\orking
p:Jpcr. M:Jrch
l%-t.



S.
No.

"Widows in
India" Ashish
Publishing
House, 8181,
Punjabi Bagh,
New Delhi-26,
1993

,.W.d,)whl)()(\
A Socio-Psych-
iatric Study"
t\ tohit Puhlic-
ations, N.l). 2
I <)9~.

"Women in the
Third World
Gendcr ISSUCS

in Rural &
UrfJ31) Areas"

IEdward Elgar
Puhli"::lIions
Ltd. Gower Ho-
use. croft road.
Aldcrshol.
Hauts GU 113
HR. England.
1989 (Article)

Lynne
and
Chant.

Brydon
Slyvia

Rural and
Urban Delhi.

Alllh:t1a l)1\·is-
IOn of Haray-
ana, consisting
or Al1Ihab. 1'.11-
rllkshetra .'I.:.
Kamal districts

150 Rural
350 Urban

500 Widows
Total 3 religious
communities from
urban area were
taken Hindu.
I\llIsl i111S. Chrisl i;1II

125 Rural
100 Urban
100 Industrial + (100
Rural 50 Illdualrial)
lor Psy l1Iorbidity.

IlIlcrview. schcduk. IIIVCII-
tory and case study. Also
observation & verbal
Reports

Study
Categol)'

FHHS
Pg. 5-t-5() (hh
heads) Pg.
1..f5-151

(\VHHS)

Presence of
Religious/
Social
Taboos

Yes

Social
Constraints on
Labour Market
Involvements
Yes for rural areas.
No for urban areas.



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious/ Constraints on

Social Labour \Iarket
Taboos Involvements

1..\. "r-. \;trriag~ of Is\'a rac Iialid ra ---- ---- ---- Widow Yes ----
Hindu Wido- Vidyasagra. K
\\s" K.P. Bag-
chi & Co .. 286.
Bepur Behar,
Ganguli Street.
Calcutta
700012. Jan.
I'no

l-t . "Dimensions of CM. Agra\\al ---- ---- ---- Widow Yes ----
Indian Woman-
hood Vol-T
Shri Allllora
Book Depot.
Almora
26:160 I, 199:1
ARTICLE
Widow Rema-
rriage and the
uplift of Hindu
Widows as ref-
Iecled In the
\\filings of
Hindu wrilers
of Bhartcndu
Era by Dr.
G.M. Jaswal
Pg IS .• onw-
ards.



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious! Constraints on

Social Labour Market
Taboos Involvements

I:'. "Womcn & editcd by
Poverty" Univ. Barbara C.
of Chicago Pre- Gelpi. Nancy
ss. Chi~ago & C.~l Hartsock.
London, 1986 Clare C. Novak
(i) Chapter ~ and Myra H. ---- ---- --- .. FHH ---- ----
Pg .-ll Strober.
(ii) Chapter 7 ---- ---- ---- FHH ---- ----
Pg. 103

16. "Determinants A.S. Obcroi. Bihar. Kerala Rural: Survcy Migrants ---- ----
.'\: Consequen- Pradhan 11. and UP xoo-"> onl migralll
ces of Il\lernal Prasad & rvlG. 200-> ill migrallt
Migr:uion III Sardana 200-> relurn migrant
India" Oxford 200-> non-migrant
University Urban:
Press. I<)IN XO()->in migranl

200 out -> migrant
200 return migrant
XO(l->non-llli l',rallt

17. "Violence Aga- Edited b~' ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- ----
inst Women" Sushma Sood.
Arihant Publis- .-

hers. Jaipur.
1')<)0 Chaptcr
2-l:Widowhood
: disor!:!Il & re-
orgn 01" lite
Framcworks by
Prof Helena Z.
Lopata



S. Source Author Location Salllilic IVI ct hodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious! Constraints on

Social Labour Market
Taboos Involvements

18- "Single Womcn Dr. Ncshla
in Indian Per-
spccti,'c" Nirm-
al l300k Agcn-
ey, Kurukshetra
199.t
(i) Chapter 9 ---- ---- ---- Widow .•.... - ... ----
Pg. 60 Village Garhi 100 Case studies. interviews. Widow Yes --_ .•.

(ii) Chapter 10 Sampla of observation
Pg. 68 District Rohtak
"Widows Socio in Harayana.
& Economic
Problems.
(iii) Chapter 15 ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- ----
(iv) Chaptcr 19 ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- ----

19. "Widows" Vol Edited by ---- ---- ---- Widow Yes
I The Middlc Helena Z.
Easl. Asia & Lopala
thc Pacafic
Duke Univer-
sity Press.
Durham. I9~ 7

20. "The Plight Of Lopamudra ---- General article ---- Widow Yes
Widows
Hiatus betwccn
law & , Social
acccptance ..
Social Welfare
V 29 No, Il-
l ~. Ii)~n.

March



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious! Constraints on

Social Labour Market
Taboos Involvements

21. "What it mcans B.M.i\l ---- Gcncral articlc ---- Widow Ycs
to he a Widow .. Aradh~a
Social Welfare
Vol. 3~, no. 9,
Dec. 1987.

22. "Womcn editcd by ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- ----
Images" Rawat Pratibha Jain &
Publications Rajan Mahan
Jaipur & Ncw
Delhi I'Nt)
Chapter 5 "Wi- Gcncral Articlc
dows Role Adj-
ustmcnt & Voi-
knec .. by Ram
Ahuja

2.1. "Womcn in thc R.P. Sharma ---- ---- ---- Wielow l'cs ----
Hindu Litcr-
aturc " Gyan
Publishing
Housc. Ncw
Delhi IY95.
Pagc llO

2~. "status of Wid- Ms.DV Harayana (both -t5()() Houscholds SUI\'CY WidO\\ ---- \10
ows In Hara- Rukmini Rural & Urban) 17-t->Rural
yana .. NCAER . 167->Urban
Ncw Dclhi
1Y9-t. Confe-
rcncc on wid-
O\\'S 111 India
I')',n 11M.
Rangalorc.



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religiolls! Constraints on

Social Labour'Iarket
Taboos Involvements

25. 'The condition Jean Drczc ---- ---- ---- Widows Ycs ----
of India Wid-
ows as a Social
issue" Confer-
ence on "Wid-
ows In India"
199~ IIM,
B'lore

26. "Lifc aftcr De- Shobha ---- ---- ---- Widow and Yes ----
ath Th~ con- Jaishanker Female hcad
tinuing Inter of household
Relationship
Bctwccn Wid-
owhood & l\tar-
ricd State of
Women"
lISST) 1 ')l)~

Conlcrcncc on
"Widow III

India" 199~,
1Il\1. B'lorc

n "\vido\\hood Lcda Gulali Kerab and ---- ---- Widow and ---- ----
<lnd Aging ..

Indi<l thc <lgcd
Ccntrc for dc\'- (Comparison)
clopmcnt stud-
ICS, Kcrala.
Also In
Confcrencc on
"Wido\\s III

tmha " 11),),1
11M. B'lorc



S. Source Author Location Sample Methodology Study Preseuce of Social
No. Category Religious/ Constraints on

Social Labour ;\larket
Taboos Involvements

28 WIDER I.S. Gulali & Kcrala ---- ---- Widow ---- ----
WORKSIIOP L\.'('I.1Cilll:lli
"So.:i.11Security
Pension for Wi-
dows in Ker-
ala" 199.f CDS,
Kerala Conf-
erence on "Wi-
dows in India"
1'N.f 111'.1.
B'lore

29. "Social Security K.y. Eswara ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- ----
for Destitute Prasad
Widows in Ta-
mil Nadu"
Conference on
"Widows III

India" 199.f
lito-I. B'lore

30 "Self Employed Renana ---- ---- ---- Widow ---- _.o .•..•.
Widows: Some Jhabvala
E,perienccs of
SEWA"
SEWA.
Ahmedabad.
19<).f Confer-
ence on "Wid-
ows India "III

19().f 11M.
1l"!<lI\.'



S. Source Author Location Sample i\'lethodology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious/ Constraints on

Social Labour 'farket
Taboos Involvements

31. "FHHS Pro- Ranjana ---- ---- ---- Female ---- Yes (they face
blem, defini- Kumari headed social s~gcration.
tion. Identifica- Iiouseholds stigma &
tion & T;}rg~- oppression)
tling 1988
FHHS Con-
ceptual & Defi-
nitional Pro-
blems : Papers
presented at a
National Work-
shop on FHHS
& development
of guidelines
for their parti-
cipation in De-
velopment New
Delhi.

') "Widows in Jean Drc/c ---- ---- ---- Wido\\ Yes. espcciall~ 1\0.,-.
India" as one 1ll0\'es up
(Unpublished) in the caste

hiesarchy.~, "Women Hea- Ranjana Eastcrn region 50 FHHS and 10 Schedule for a baselinc Female & Ycs (Purdah ----.'.' .
dccl Houscholds Kumari of Ullar I'vlak Headed survey. observation. opcn- Male-headed System e:\ists
in Rural India" Pradesh Households ended discussions households csp~cialh
Radian Pub- (Juanpur with more among upper
Iishcrs 1989 District) emplwsis of castes)

the former.



S. Source Author Location Sample IVI ethod ology Study Presence of Social
No. Category Religious! Constraints on

Social Labour Market
Taboos Involvements

~·t "Tyranny of thc Editcd by ---- ---- ---- Female Hh ---- .•..•--
household'" Devaki Jain & Heads
Shakti books. Nirmala
New Delhi. Bancljcc
1985 Chapter
-l:lndian house-
holds with fe-
male heads
Their incid-
ence. characte-
ristics and kvcl
of li\ing'" by
Pra\'in & Leela
Visaria.
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Women in Extreme Poverty in India (with special reference to
Female Headed Households, Widows, Separated and deserted women)



The micro-level survey conducted by rSST for a belter understanding
of the various dimensions of the status of women in extreme poverty
with special reference to female headed households and widows is
described fully in this part of the report alongwith the analysis of the
data, details of which are given below.

Section 2. Socio-economic and demographic characteristics of
the selected households.

Section 3. Distribution of heads of households (and spouses)
and related dimensions of different status indicators.

Section -+. Respondent group differences by below and above
poverty.

Details on the respondent types, sample design and instruments used in
the survey along with some important concepts and operational
definitions used in the collection and analysis of the sur\'ey data are
also presented are presented in this section.

11.1.1 Sample design: Three complete villages and a poor patch of a
fourth village which is also in the vicinity of these villages all
belonging to the district of SHIVPURI, Madhya Pradesh, India
constituted the rural area chosen for the study. A slum area from New
Delhi was chosen for the urban study. Both the areas were selected
keeping the poverty consideration in view. Special care was also
taken while selecting the villages so that they are neither purely tribal
in nature nor are they devoid of tribal households.

The selected villages as well as the selected urban slums were
completely listed using a listing sheet. Auxiliary information on the
headship of the household and how significant is the contribution of
the different members of the household was elicited at this stage.
Based on this information, an attempt was made to classify the
households into four categories namely.

• Female headed female maintained (FHFM)
• Female headed male maintained (FHMM)
• Male headed female maintained (MHFM)
• Male headed male maintained (MHMM)



However, as per the responses obtained at the listing stage all
households belonged ot the first and the last categories namely FHFM
and MHMM.

Nearly 365 households were listed out of which 52 were female
headed female maintained households and the rest were male headed
male maintained households. All female headed households were
selected for in-depth analysis out of which one was a non-response.
Out of the male headed households every sixth household was selected
using a systematic random sampling method. One of the selected male
household could not be canvassed even after repeated visits and it was
substituted by another household having similar characteristics.
Final Sample Size : Female headed households (51)

Male headed households (52)

Nearly 303 households were listed out of which 52 were female
headed households and the rest were male headed households. All
female headed households were selected with probability one. One
fifth of the male headed households were selected using systematic
random sampling method. One female headed household could not be
canvassed since the respondent refused to give any time to the
interviewer even after persuasion.

Final Sample Size : Female Headed Households (51)
: Male Headed households (50)

Information was elicited both at the listing stage as well as at the final
stage using a formatted and pre-coded questionnaire through personal
interview method.

Male interviewers were used to interview the adult male and the
household information .

Female interviewers were used to interview the females. Care was
taken to isolate the respondents while taking the interviews. Before
interviews had started, all the interviewers were thoroughly trained on
interviewing techniques as well as the definitions and concepts that



have to be adopted while canvassing the questionnaire. Data
collection was done under the supervision of highly experienced staff

In Rural areas, 3 female and 2 male interviewers belonging to Shiv
Puri were involved in the data collection under the supervision of
experienced field co-ordinator belonging to Madhya Pradesh. Similarly
in Urban areas, 3 females and 3 males were involved and all of them
belonged to Delhi. This was also done under the supervision of a
female field co-ordinator who is fluent in Hindi. Training was also
imparted in Hindi ( the local language ).

It may be mentioned here that the interviewers \vere asked to
elaborate the answers given by the respondent where\'er it was not
possible for them to code as per instruction. This information \vas
also studied in order to build the data gaps in the coded form. In
addition, while canvassing the section on sector of activity, it was
difficult to pre-code it. Hence, information on all the activities
undertaken by the respondents was gathered and coded later on.

People interviewed in the selected households are head of the
household (male or a female ), one adult male, if head of the
household is a female , spouse of the head of the household where
head of the household is a male. In addition all widows and deserted
women, unmarried women above the age of 40 yrs were also taken for
the study. In case no women of the latter category was available, an
adult women other than the female head or spouse of the male head
was also interviewed if available in the household.

Total household income : This is defIned as the income of all
members of the household either in the form of cash or kind and total
value of home production net of costs.

Imputed value of forest products collected by the household members
and the value of the dairy products either for sale or home
consumption have been included in the household income in rural
areas. Similarly income obtained from free collection such as rag
picking has been included in the total household income in urban
areas.

Per Capita Income: Income per household member is defined as per
capita income.



Apportioning of Household Income by Sex
Household Income attributable to females is defined as the income
actually received by females plus the fJortion of the income attributable
to them based on the relative number of hours put in by them on home
production. The remaining part of the household income is taken as
the income attributable to males.

\Vorker Any member participating in the income generating
actIvItIes, income being defined as given above is considered as a
worker (earner).

\Vork participation rate: Percentage of workers to the total number
of people .

Economic Dependency Ratio: Ratio of the number of dependents (non-
earners) to the number of earners.

Post Classification of Household categories
Households have been reclassified based on the proportion of
housheold income attributable to females and males into the same four
categories as at the stage of listing and are as given below:

• Female headed female maintained (FHFM)
• Female headed male maintained (FHMM)
• Male headed female maintained (MHFM)
• Male headed male maintained (MHMM)

Poverty line : This is taken from the "Report of the expert group on
estimation of proportion and number of poor", Perspective Planning
Division, Planning Commission, Govt. of India, New Delhi July,
1993. As the figures relate to 1987-88, they have been updated for the
year 1996-97. Consumer price index as per "Central Statistical
Organisation, Government of India, National Account Statistics -
1995," for the years 1980-81 to 1993-94 have been taken for this
purpose. All projections are made using exponential growth. For
projecting rural poverty line consumer price index numbers of
agricultural wage labourers are taken. Similarly consumer price index
numbers of industrial workers are used for projecting urban poverty
line.

• Comparison of the distribution of household categories of selected
households at the listing stage and after appoportioning of
household income by sex is presented in Tables A 1 and A2 for
rural and urban areas respectively.



11.1.3 Classification of households hased on gender disaggr"egatcd
income estimated from slll"Veydata.

It is necessary to know thc main sourccs of incomc in the areas under
study while interpreting the analytical tables.

In rural areas, the main sources of income are agriculture including
collection of forest based products In the specific area chosen for the
survey stone quarrying is one of the important activities and one of the
main sources of income for these villagers is wage labour in these
quarries. During the survey we found that women and children are
paid much less than men. The activity of collection of forest products
is seasonal and is generally done by females and children. The forest
products have to be sold to the established government procurement
agency.

Similarly, in urban areas, home production based on capital like, land
and other equipment is not applicable specially in the urban location
chosen for the study. Hence the income earned is not from joint
home production in general except in one or two households where it
is a joint enterprise. It is the skill and the labour input which
generates income and is generally paid income in urban areas. One
should keep this in mind while interpreting these tables.

II.I.3.I Comparison of distribution of households by household
categories before and after apportioning household income by sex
(Table Al & A2).

• After reclassification of households only 7.2% were categorised as
FHFM households and the remaining 6.9% as FHJvrM households
adding upto an overall of 14% (nearly) of households classified as
FHFM at the listing stage.

• Likewise, 67.8% of households remained as MHMM households
even after reclassification and remaining 18.2% of households
were clasified as MHFM households accounting for 86% of
households classified as MHMM households at the listing stage.
Obvious reason for this being the invisibility of work participation
of females and income thereof



In Urban ~,reas :
• Alter reclassification of households, 96% were categorised as

FHF~! houscholds and thc rcmaining 73% were classified as
FH~!M households making a total or 16.9~'o classified as FHrl\1 at
the listing stage.

• Nearly 83% of households were classified as MHMI\! households
at the listing stage out of which only 1.7% were reclassified as
MHFM households. This shows that conversion of MHI\!M
households into MHFM is not very marked even after
apportioning of household income by sex.

Il.1.3.2 Distribution of households by poverty line and household
categories. (Bl and B2)

• In Rural areas under study, nearly 3] percent of households fall
below the poverty line. As compared to this. proportion of
households falling below poverty line in Female headed female
maintained households (FHFM) is 42 percent and proportion of
Female headed Male maintained households is 44 percent.

• Condition of female headed female maintained households is worse
in the urban areas.

• Overall percentage of households falling below pO\'erty line in
urban areas is 34 percent. As high as 62.1 percent of female
headed female maintained households and 45.5 percent of female
headed male maintained lie below the poverty line. This is as
against 31 percent of male headed male maintained households;
none of the male headed female maintained households belong to
the below poverty group. This perhaps is sheerly because of small
sample.

• This shows that the gap in the proportion of households below
poverty line, between group of female headed households and
group of male headed households is higher in urban areas as
compared to rural area.



11.2 Socio-economic and demographic characteristics of the
selected households.

11.2.0 Age-Sex distrihution of the selected households by
household c<ltegories. ( 2.0 )

• Percentage of males in the age group of 15-49 years is much less in
female headed female maintained households as compared to male
headed male maintained households both in rural and urban areas.
This is more marked in urban areas.

• Given the literacy rates of adult females as against males and the age-
sex distribution, the female heads are likely to have a higher stress than
the male heads.

• Percentage of widows (including divorced and separated women) is
very high in female headed households whether female maintained
or male maintained. This is true both in rural as well as in Urban
areas.

• Percentage of widows is also very high in lowest per capita income
group, (Rs1200 Percapita per annum for Rural areas and Rs. 2400 per
capita per annum in urban areas nearly half of the income level of
poverty line)

• These two findings are in line with the general hypothesis based on
other empirical studies that most of the females belonging to female
headed households are either widowed/ separated and a large
proportion of widows/deserted belong to extreme poverty group.

• The literacy rates of different age-sex groups both in urban and rural
areas reflect expected patterns.

• However it is interesting to note that in urban areas, literacy rates of
female children in female headed female maintained households
(FHFM) is highest as compared to all other groups within the same
category of households and is higher than that of the adult males.
Even though literacy rate of female children are very high even in male
headed male maintained households (MHNtM) the male children score
over the female children.



• Literacy rates of female children in rural areas howcver arc pathctically
low in female headed households irrespecti\e of the 111aintenance
category (both FHFM and FHMM categories) Thesc arc also lower
than the rates in Jldale headed households

• I30th in urban and rural areas, the literacy rates of male children are
uniformly higher than those of fcmale children in all income classes
except in the two higher income group in urban areas \\here literacy
rates offemale children is almost cent percent.

11.2.3 Age-Sex differentials: Work participation rates. (3a and
3b)

• Female work paI1lclpation rate of adult females is higher in female
headed female maintained (FHFM) households both in rural and urban
areas as compared to adult males. It is almost double than that of
males in urban areas.

• Work paI1icipation rate of adult male is higher than that of adult
female both in urban and rural areas in general in MHMl\l households.
This contrast is very strong in urban areas. Even in female headed but
male maimained(FHMM) urban households, the female paI1icipation is
lower than that of the males and is 394% as against 75.0% for
females and males respectively

• Work participation rate of adult females in male headed male
maintained households in the urban area, is pathetically low and is less
than one tenth of that of adult males.

• Another striking feature is that female headed households are taking
recourse to putting the children to work for sustenance whereas in
urban areas this phenomenon is not there in male headed households
and is relatively less prevalent in rural areas.

• The higher work participation rate among the adult females in the rural
Ml-llv[\1 as compared to their urban counterparts may be due to the
fact that they are engaged in home based activities / home production
Further. it may be argued that the low work participation of the adult
females in the urban MHMM household is due to the fact that the
women are not usually allowed to take up jobs outside home
whenever there is a male earner around.

• The sex bias towards work participation is very clear in rural
households. A higher percentage of girls as compared to boys are
pushed into the economic activity This is true both in the case of
male headed male maintained and female headed female maintained
households.



As far as the rural households arc concerned, the economic
dependency ratio in the female headed female maintained households
is 10\'ver than that in male headed male maintained households. This
difference in the corresponding ratios is relati\ely higher in the urban
areas in the belmv poverty group. However this difference is almost
negligible in the above poverty group in the urban area

ECONOMIC DEPENDENCY RATIO
Rural

BP * AP >< TOT
FHFM 2.1 09 13
FHMM 1.8 1.-+ 15
MHFM 3.0 I -+ 16
MHMM 2.7 1.-+ 19

TOT 2.6 1.-+ 17

FHFM 2.7 1.6 2.2
FHMNI 3.6 09 1.8
MHFM 00 2.0 2.0
MHMNI 3.7 1.7 ? -,_ ..)

TOT 3.5 1 6 2.2

* SP
>I< AP

Below Poverty
Above Poverty

From the table on work participation, it is clear that rural households
take recourse to putting children into economic activity in order to
earn their livelihood whether it be any category of household.
However, in urban areas only female headed and female maintained
households were found to be doing so. Under better off conditions,
other members of the family especially adult females and children are
not likely to be allowed to work outside home. This is also getting
reflected in the dependency ratios in the urban areas.

11.2.5 Age-Sex differentials: Food distr°ibution (below and above
poverty line) during shortageso (4a and 4b)



Before :lnalysing the results obtained from this table, it is worthwhile
to recapitulate how this data is elicited and what this table depicts.
This amlysis is based on the replies given by the female heads and
female spouses of male heads regarding food distribution amongst
household members during a period of shortage.

It is interesting to stud~' who gets signiticantly less food during
shortage. some of the results obtained from analysis of the responses
of female heads and spouses of male heads as to how they access the
food distribution of different household members as compared to the
normal aredescribed belo\\· .

In rural areas, it is the females who have been reported to be bearing
the brunt in Female Headed Female Maintained households amongst
adults \vhereas such situation is not reported for adult males.
Amongst the children belonging to poorer group of Female Headed
Female \faintained households. 40% are females as against 27 3% of
males \\ho have been reported to be getting significantly less food
which again reflects a higher deprivation of girl children in this group
of households. In :\1ale Headed Male Maintained households. nobody
has been reported to be getting significantly less food. Perhaps it
needs to be investigated whether this result is because it is derogatory
to the male head if the spouse reports that the consumption of food is
of signincantly lower le\·els. However, a small percentage of adult
males as well as females along with 25% of male children ha\'e been
reported to be getting significantly less food.

Even in urban areas, a similar picture is emerging Percentage of
adult females and female children is higher as compared to their male
counterparts in so far as getting significantly less food than nom1al. It
is also interesting to note that only in Female Headed Female
Maintained households belonging to poorer category, high percentage
of children with a higher percentage of girls as compared to boys have
been reported to be getting significantly lower levels of food. In all
other households. (both belonging to below and above poverty)
children have not been reported to be getting such lower le\'e!s of
food.

If the criterion that the chjJdren get 'less than normal fooe!' is taken
instead of 'significantly less than normal' food more female children
get 'less than normal' food than male children do irrespective of
income class or household category in rural areas. Apart from this, no
other pattern emerges if we take 'less than normal' as a criterion.



11.3 Distribution of heads of households (and spouses) and
related dimensions by different status indicators.

II.3.1.1For this section population group chosen for the analysis
consists of all female heads and spouses of male heads.

II.3.1.2The distribution of these women by the household category in
rural and urban areas are specified below :-

Rural Urban
FHFM 8.3 % 13.0 %
FHMM 7.9 % 10.2 %
MHFM 19.0 % 2.3 %
MHMM 64.8 % 74.5 %
TOTAL 100 % 100 %

It is interesting to note that 19% of the \vomen under the study belong
to Male headed Female maintained households in rural areas as against
2.3% in urban areas. In other words. the women respondents
belonging to this category are spouses of male heads .

•As high as 75.6% of these women have reported that there is no
difference in economic situation between the natal and marital family
in rural areas as against 62.8% in urban areas implying that the
proportion of females reporting disparities is higher in urban areas as
compared to rural areas. It is interesting to note that percentage of

.women reporting a lower status is higher in the urban areas as
compared to rural areas and this is true for each of the household
categories. Even though percentage of \vomen reporting higher status
are also higher in urban areas the gap between urban areas and rural
areas is relatively less.

Perhaps, the reason for this could be migration-related economic
betterment since the place chosen for the survey in this case is Delhi,
the capital of India and the percentage of women reporting a change in
place of residence after marriage is 54 in urban areas.



Age at current marriage has been derived using age of the woman and
the number of years completed after current marriage as reported by
the women. Wherever these two were inconsistent, required probing
was done to get the information which is closest to the reality.

As many as 4'8% of women have reported that they were married
when they were in the lap of the mother or when they were still being
breast fed in the rural areas. Similarly 23% of women have reponed
likewise in urban areas. As opposed to female there was no male who
was reported to have had a marriage while on the mother's lap

Summary table given below presents a comparative picture of Age at
Current marriage of the females and their spouses (ACM) Similar
information is presented with regard to age at first marriage of the
female respondents

Age at marriage
Females Males

Rural Urban Rural Urban
Minimum age at Current Still in lap Still In below 10 below 10
mamage lap yrs yrs

Modal age group at 11-15 yrs 16-20 yrs 16-20 16-20 yrs
current marriage yrs

Less than 15 yrs (ACM) 65.8 58.1 29.7 17.0
% of Women
Less than 15 yrs (AFH) 76.5 58.6 N.R. N.R.
% of Women
Less than 20 yrs (ACM) 89.6 98.1 61.6 58.5
% of Women
Less than 20 yrs (AFH) 96.2 98.6 N.R. N.R.
% of Women

N.R.: Where spouse is not a household member this information \\"as not
elicited and hence the information is not reported.

• In a nut shell, child marriages have been reported by the women under
study.

• A large percentage of these women got married before completing 20
yrs.



• An additional tabulation revealed that nearly R5% of rural females and
91 % of the urban fcmales rcported that they wcrc married bcf()rc the
age of 18 yrs.

• Average age of female at lirst marriage is estimated to be 14.38 yrs. in
urban areas and in rural areas.

• Though marginally, age at tirst marriage in rural areas is higher in the
above poverty group while it is reverse in the urban areas.

• Out of 16.2 % of female heads, only 4.1 % were currently married in
the rural areas. Similarly out of 23.3% of female heads, nearly 112%
were currently married in urban areas.

• Nearly 75% of the female heads are widows/deserted women in rural
areas. Likewise 52% of female heads have a similar marital status in
urban areas. Out of the 48 % of currently married urban heads, 22%
belong to female maintained households and remaining 26% belong to
female headed male maintained households. Nearly 6% of these
women are aged 50yrs or above. In the remaining 20% of household,
even though the contribution of male to the household income is
higher as reported by self or female spouse) the female claims to be
the head for all practical purposes as the male concerned is either a
drunkard or irresponsible both in terms of giving his time or being
active in household affairs.

• Nearly 26% of widowed / deserted female heads from rural areas and
54% from urban areas ha\'e not spent more than three years in the
current marital status. This category seems to be higher in urban areas
as compared to rural areas. Apparently this group of women and their
households are more vulnerable as time that has elapsed after the
change in marital status is not very high to get adjusted to the new
situation. (MH-8)

Remarriage of women was reported both in rural as well as urban
areas. In rural areas 16.8% reported to have been remarried whereas
only 2.3% reported the same in urban areas. No one has reported
more than 2 marriages both in rural and urban areas. (MH-4)

Nearly 61 % of the women from rural areas and 68% from urban areas
have been married for more than 20 years. This is in a sense indicative



of the long lastingness of the ma.rnage relationships in the Indian
context.

In a nutshell, table below presents the percentage of female heads and
spouses of male heads, ie, the group of chronologically senior
females in the households and there marital stability by household
categories.

HH CTPfN >= 20 vrs >=36 yrs >=20 yrs >=36 yrs
FHHv1 88.5 53.8 57.1 32.1
FHl'vThl 80.0 64.0 546 27.3
MHF?'.1 70.0 40.0 --- ---
MHM).'f 53.0 11.8 25.0 31

The population group selected for this section consists of female heads and
spouses of male heads.

Average number of pregnancies reported by these women are 4.59 in urban
areas as against 6.03 in rural areas. Maximum of number pregnancies reported
by these women are as high as 13, both in rural and urban areas. Pregnancy
loss as percent of total pregnancies is only 5% in rural areas as against 21 % in
urban areas.

Summary statement of reproductive history of the group under study is
presented below. It appears that the male preference is more dominant in
urban areas as compared to rural areas.

Summary of Reproductive History (Female Heads and
Spouses of male heads)

Rural Urhan
Total No. of Pregnancies 6.03 4.59
No. of Live Births Daughters 3.18 2.05
No. of Live Births Sons 2.82 2.42
Total No. of Live Births (Children) 6.00 4.47
Death Below 5 Years Daughters 0.90 0.40
Death Below 5 Years Sons 0.82 0.43



Total Death Below 5 Years (Children) 1.72 0.83
No. of Living Daughters . 223 162
No of Living Sons 1.96 1.()()
Total No. of Livin2 Children 419 3.58

• In Rural areas, 15.5% of Viomen have reported more than 9 live binhs
as against 5% in Urban areas. Only 52% have reported less than or
equal to six live births in Rural areas as against 82% in Urban areas

• In Urban areas, in FHl\1M households, 136% of \vomen have
reported 10 to 12 live births as against 34% in ivlHMM households. A
similar picture is emerging in Rural areas where 25% of women from
FHJ\I1J\1 households have reported more than 10 to 12 li\·e births and
17.2% of women from MRMM have reported the same.

Table RPH-4 reveals that 30.3% of the female respondents from rural
areas and 51.8% from urban areas have reported no death of a child.
Tables RPH-3 and RPH-4 give breakup by gender.

Average number of deaths of girls and boys within each household
category is presented in the table given below.

Average No. Of Deaths Of Girls And Boys By Household
Category Below And Above Poverty

Below Rural Urban
Poverty

Girls Boys Girls Boys
F.H.F.M 044 0.39 0.91 0.82
F.H.M.:vf. 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.55
M.H.F.\1. 1.00 -- -- --
M.H.M.:vf. 1.00 1.10 0.57 0.21

Above Rural Urban
Poverty

Girls Boys Girls Boys
F.H.F.M. 0.50 0.30 1.13 073
F.H.M.M. 0.25 0.25 0.79 0.83
M.H.F ..\1. 1.13 0.62 -- --
M.H.M ..\1. 0.75 0.79 0.28 0.61



These are estimated as the average number of child deaths below and
above Poverty. These relate to Female Heads in the Female Headed
Households (FH.FM., FHM.M) and the spouse of laIc Heads in
the Male Headed Households (MH.FM, MH.i\lM.).

From this it is clear that average number of deaths of girl children is
higher than that of boys within each household category in the female
maintained households consistently both in rural and urban areas.
Perhaps. this is indicative of the neglect of the girl children in the
female maintained households. Reasons for these could be manifold.
Perhaps the main reason could be male preference coupled with
poverty (sharing of an inadequate cake) This is already reflected in the
tables presented earlier on food distribution.

As the sample is small it is difficult to derive any specific
conclusions based on the sex-specific death rates of children.
However, it is striking that the death rate of girls in MHNl:M
households in urban areas is 23.5 percent as opposed to 8.3 percent
for boys In FHFM households death rate of girls is much lower than
that obtained in MHMM households.

Sex-Specific Death Rates Of Children Below 5 Years By Household
Category And Type Of Respondent

Below Rural Urban
Poverty

Girls Boys Girls Boys
F.H.F.M. 29.7 28.6 13.8 18.4
F.H.M.Y1. 29.3 31.9 217 22.7
M.H.F.M. 36.4 12.5 -- --
M.H.M.Y1. 24.2 33.9 23.5 8.3

Above Rural Urban
Poverty

Girls Boys Girls Boys
F.H.F.M. 38.5 28.6 23.8 12.5
F.H.M.!v1. 25.0 17.6 18.8 13.6
M.H.F.M. 17.6 25.0 -- --



I MH.M.M.

These are estimated as the percentage of child deaths to total live
births within each sex and relate to female heads in the Female Headed
Households (F.H.FM., F.H.M.M.) and the spouse of Male Heads in
the Male Headed Households (M.H.F.M., MHM.M).

Percentage distribution of women by number of children is presented
in these tables.

• Nearly 33% of females in Rural areas and 42% of females in urban
areas reported to have been pregnant during the previous three years

• From those pregnant, only 24% of Rural women had antinatal care
where as 85% had it in urban areas. (RPH-7)

• Percentage of women reporting pregnancies as well as antinatal care
while pregnant, is highest in MJ-Th.1M households both in Urban and
Rural areas.

Out of those who have reported having had anti-natal care, only 13%
have gone to a physician for anti-natal care in rural areas whereas 46%
have done so in urban areas. Trained health workers are the main
source of anti-natal care in the rural areas whereas only 6 % females
utilise the services of trained health workers for this purpose in urban
areas. Perhaps this is because of the lack of accessibility to the
physicians in rural areas women seek the help of trained health
workers whereas in urban areas situation appears to be better.

• Nearly 94% of the child births were reported to be at natal home in
Rural areas Only in MITh1M households, 9 % of women reported to
have had their child birth in the hospital. However, in urban areas
41. 5% of females have reported to have gone to a hospital.



• Female spouses of male heads in MHMM category of households
prefer to have their child births in the natal home as compared to a
hospital. Higher preference for natal home may be because the women
can avoid sexual pressure by the spouse at least for some days before
and after the child birth and better familiar support from natal home.
Other alternatives are not reported for the place of birth. Relative
preference for hospital is higher in the case of female maintained
households in urban areas.

Only 32% of pregnant women have reported to have had
immunisation against tetanus in rural areas where as nearly 90%
reported the same in urban areas. It appears, some women did not
consider immunisation as anti-natal care. Hence, there may be
differences in figures between those relating to anti-natal care and
immunisation against tetanus during pregnancy.

In RPH-l1, the distribution of women by place of child birth was
discussed where alternatives reported by women were only two
namely Hospital and Natal home. In this table, percentage distribution
of women by type of attendant at child birth has been presented. In
rural areas, nearly 90% of child births have been attended by relatives
and others whereas in urban areas situation is better; nearly 41% were
attended by a physician and 18% by a trained attendant (dai) and 36%
are attended by a dai.

Post natal complications are reported by 12.4% of women who were
pregnant in rural areas and 6.4% in urban areas.

II.3.2.12 Place of consultation for post natal complications
(RPH-13)



Population group selected for this section consists of female and male
heads of households. Since the households from female headed female
maintained category and male headed male maintained category are
larger in number, an analysis of the responses of heads of these
categories of households is more important to assess the status of
female heads vis-a-vis male heads. The other two categories of
households are splinter groups and the variations in the results are
likely to be very high. On account of this, the analysis presented in
this section refers to the responses offemale headed female maintained
and male headed male maintained categories of households unless
otherwise stated.

II.3.3.! Literacy rates
• In rural areas, none of the female heads including those belonging to

female headed male maintained households is a literate; howe\'er
literacy rate of male heads is 36.1 % in MHMM households.

• In urban areas, literacy rate of female heads is 25.9% as against 56 8%
for male heads

• Needless to say none of the female heads from rural areas have ever
attended school.

• Nearly 33% of male heads have attended school in rural areas as
against 58% in urban areas.

• Nearly 39% of female heads have attended school in urban areas.
• Even though urban areas are relatively better than rural areas, the

female heads are far behind male heads even in urban areas.

• Table ED-3 brings out clearly the reasons which have been attributed
by male as well as female heads for not attending school.

• In the case of rural areas, most female heads reported that their
parents did not send them to school. Another reason which was
reported frequently was that they had to assist in the housework
(cooking and cleaning etc.). Most male heads reported that they were
not sent to school since they were needed for earning income. Fairly a
large proportion of male heads have also mentioned that their parents
did not send them to school.

• Likewise in the urban areas also, more than 80% of female heads
reported that parents did not send them to school and few have said
girls were not usually sent to school in the area where they used to



live. On the other hand, high proportion of male heads reported that
they were not sent to school because it was expensive to do so. The
other frequently given reason for being kept out of school was that
they had to support their families economically by earning income.

• In the urban area 73% female heads had been to school. Out of these
18% have spent 9-10 years in the school. Rest of the 82% spent 6

years or less.
• In contrast it was found that 60% of the urban male heads spent more

than 6 years in school.

Most of the female heads attributed the follO\ving reasons for dropping
out of the school:

• Parents did not want them to continue their schooling.
• They got married.

Male heads from rural as well as urban areas attributed the following
reasons for dropping out of the school:

• They were to earn income
• Education was expensive for them.

It is interesting to note that in the rural situation some male heads did
mention that they got married and hence they had to leave the school
(ED-5)

Most of the male heads from urban as well as rural areas identified the
following benefits of being a literate:

• Maintaining one's own account .
• Reading things related to domestic activities.
• Female heads mentioned that they could read things related to

domestic activities.

Male heads from rural as well as urban areas identified the following
benefits of having attended school :

• Gained confidence to talk to officials in local governing bodies.
• Reading things related to domestic activities.
• Maintaining one's own accounts.



The ma:-;imull1 percentage of the female heads had identiliccl
maintcnance of accounts as one of the benefits

Out of 27.3% heads, 3.6°'0 are female heads and 23.6 are male heads
in urban area. only 18°0 heads from rural areas have reported of
having acquired skills and all are males.

Most heads reponed that they have used this skill to earn income by
taking self employment Tailoring and Rakhi making are the two
income generating activities reponed by the female heads from urban
areas. 18% of males have reponed plumbing as means to earning

11.3.3.10 Reasons for non-utilisation of skills for earning income
(ED-I0)

67% of female heads reported that they were unable to use the skill as
there was no market for items produced by using that skill. Male
heads reported that they were denied credit to initiate / continue
business using this skill.



• In rural areas, 480% of female heads have reported chronic illness as
compared 31.6% of male heads.

• If we compare female heads of female maintained household with
those of male maintained households the former group is worse ofT in
rural areas and the latter in urban areas.

• Incidence of chronic health problems are higher in the rural areas
surveyed as compared to the urban areas. One of the main causes for
such high incidence is because most of the respondents from rural
areas \"ork in stone quarries because of which they suffer from
respiratory diseases and lung diseases like T.B.

• Occurrence of such illness is higher in rural areas as compared to
urban areas.

• This is clearly because of the occupational hazards which poor people
have to encounter in the rural area surveyed.

• Percentage male heads seeking treatment out of those is higher than
that reported by female heads ip rural areas where as this is not true in
urban areas.

Sections 3.4.4. to 3.4.6. relate only to urban areas. [Since these
questions were added only in the urban areas after revised
questionnaire was received from Bangkok]

Most popular source seems to be a physician. Fairly a large proportion
of women resort to treatment from home and other than formal
sources.



In the case of male heads. Govt. hospital was used more frequently
whereas in the case of women heads the help of doctors was sought
for treatment.

Money was spent for treatment of all the female heads who were
reported to be sick as against 55.6% in the case of male heads of
M~'l category. However this type of indicator can not be taken on
its face value since all the women heads might be reporting illness only
when it is acute whereas this mayor may not be true in the case of
male heads.

Higher percentage of female heads have reported experiencing
a food shortage during previous year as compared to male heads both
in urban as well as rural areas.



Female and male heads form the group of people for study in this
selection Even in this section a comparative analysis of FHFM and
MHMM households is presented.

• Percentage of heads reporting self employment is only 20 in the case
of females as against 45 in the case of males.

• Percentage of female heads reporting self employment is higher in
urban areas as compared to rural areas. There is not much of a
difference in rural and urban areas for male heads.

• The results relate to the first reported activity by the person
concerned. Percentage of female heads working in the mining and
arranging sector is higher than that of males in rural areas.

• Two sectors of activities which are reported more frequently are
'agriculture, forestry and animal husbandry and 'mining and arranging'
in the rural areas.

• In the urban areas, the activities are more assorted However,
activities are more assorted However, activities like rag picking was
also reported as an activity for livelihood.



This table relates to personal asset ownership of male and female
heads. Fairly a good proportion of female heads of FHFM and
FHMM categories of household, have reported that they own assets.
This is true in rural as well as urban areas.

• As nobody reported asset ownership from MHFM category of
households it was felt that the analysis should be based on headship
rather than on maintenance and the analysis relates to female and male
heads in female headed (FHFM and FHMt\1 together) and male
headed households (MHFM and MHl'vlM together) respectively.

• Among rural female heads 25.4% reported that they own assets.
Similarly 16% reported the same in the urban areas.

• In contrast among rural male heads only 16~/oreport that they own
assets and none of them do so in urban areas.

• This may be due to the fact that the male feels whatever is a household
asset is his personal asset and hence nothing is reported under the
personal assets.

• It is interesting to note that only 14% of the rural heads have reported
that they can buy an asset without seeking consent of the other
members of the family. Out of these 74% are female heads and 26%
are male heads.

• In fact, proportion of female heads reporting an affirmative answer is
76% in FHFM households as against 5% in MHMM households in
rural areas. Just as the male heads perceive all assets to be owned by
them or synonymously by the household a large percentage of them
feel that they need to discuss the issue with the spouse.

• A similar comparison in urban areas reveals that 63% of female heads
from FHFM households and 47% from MHMM households have
reported that they can buy assets without a consent of others.

• Individual freedom can be exercised better by male heads in urban
areas. In rural areas, it appears from the field experience that it is



more than understood that male heads do not have to take consent but
do feel obliged to discuss with the spouse.

• A similar result as that obtained in the case of freedom to buy assets
has been obtained from this.

• Higher percentage of male heads from urban areas claim that they
have freedom to sell as compared to those who claim that they can
buy.

• Nearlv 92% of female heads from rural FHF]'"I households claim that
they can sell an asset as against 67% from urban areas.

• Relati\·ely lesser percentage of female heads claim freedom to buy or
sell assets in urban areas as compared to rural areas with in FHFM and
FHMM households.

• It appears urbanisation works against female heads in this aspect
whereas in rural areas, the household ties help them to buy and more
so to sell an asset without a consent.

• Jewellery seems to be the asset that is owned by most of those who
own assets in rural areas.



• Problems that are faced mostly in rural areas are sickness and natural
calamities based on self reporting by heads.

• Accidents were also reponed in urban areas in additional to the other
two.

• Most popularly reported day-to-day problems are financial and food
shortage. Unemployment has also been reported specially in the case
of male heads.

• Sexual harassment of women is reported by fairly a large percentage
of male heads in rural areas where as very few female heads have
reported this as a problem. Perhaps it is the sense of false modesty that
inhibits the females to express openly that they are being harassed
which is getting reflected in the data.

• Child care and wage discrimination are the other two problems which
are perceived as women's problems both by male and female heads in
rural as well as urban areas.

• A large percentage ofmaJe respondents from rural areas have said that
health is a problem for women.

Percentage of heads reporting of having secured help from
institutional sources for getting credit, skill training , relief, special
employment, student's scholarships, legal help and the like is very
low.



• Nearly 38 percent of households have secured a loan in the rural areas.
Percentage of female heads securing a loan in male maintained
households is 45.5% as against 26. I% in female headed female
maintained households.

• In urban areas, as many as 57% of female heads in FHFM as well as
FHMM category of households have secured a loan as against 37
percent of male heads from MHMM households.

• Perhaps in rural areas, to secure a loan, preference is given to either
male headed or male maintained households. This leaves the female
headed female maintained households relatively more handicapped.

• It also appears that expost demand for loans by female heads is clearly
higher in urban areas both in female maintained and male maintained
households.

• A large percentage* of heads of households have reported that they
have taken a loan from a money lender. In rural areas, 83% of heads
from FHFM households, 60% from FHMM households, 33% from
MHFM households and 62% from MHMM households have reported
that they have secured a loan from a money lender. In the case of
urban areas the pattern is different; 3 I% of female heads from FHFM
households have reported to have taken a loan from relatives followed
by 13% from neighbours. Nearly 44% of them reported sources other
than those classified here. These sources are employers, pradhans,
local shop keepers and the like. However, a small percentage of male
heads from urban areas did report that they had taken a loan from a
money lender.

• Taking Joan from relatives and neighbours seems to be more common
in urban areas. As many as 43% of male heads from male maintained
households have reported that they were obliged by the relatives as
against 3 1% in the case of female heads from female maintained
households (FHFM)

• Female heads ofFHFM and FHMM households take recourse to other
sources such as village Sarpanch, traders, mine owners, in rural areas
also.

* Percentages need not add upto hundred as multiple sources of loan might
have been reported.



• Very few people reported reasons for not getting a loan. However the
reasons which are given, point to the fact that heads of FI-IFM
households can not provide a suitable collater31 and hence cannot be
trusted enough to get a loan. In case of men, loan was refused as they
were defaulters (based on self reporting) .

• In rural areas, nearly 20% of heads who haw secured a loan had to
provide a collateral and higher percentage of heads from FHFM
households had to do so as compared to MHI\ 1.\ 1 households.

The main reason for taking a loan seems to be to cover day to day
expenditure.



11.4 Respondent group differences by below and above
poverty.

• All heads of female headed female maintained households are illiterate
whereas 18.2 % of MHMt\1 households are literate in below-povel1y
group in rural areas.

• Even in above poverty group of households, female heads of FHFM
households are illiterate whereas nearly 4\ % of male heads belonging
to MHM:M households are literate.

• In urban areas, only 11.1 ~o of FHHvl households have literate heads
whereas 58.3% of MHMM have them so. 35% of spouses of male
heads are literate whereas 100% of spouses of female heads are
literate. Literacy rates of female heads are even less than those of
spouses of male heads both in the above and below poverty levels.

II.4.1.2 Attitude towards children's education (ER2 , EU2 , ER3,
EU3)

Eventhough the tables present the various comparisons, only the
FHFM and MHM:M households are taken for the analysis presented
below.

• In rural areas, both in the above and below-poverty households ,
percentage of heads reporting a favourable attitude towards girls IS

almost same in FHFM and MHMM group of households.

• Also, percentage of heads from MHMM households of rural areas
having a favourable attitude to boys education is higher than those
from FHFM households in below-poverty group and reverse is true in
the above poverty group.

In the urban areas, in below poverty group, percentage of female
heads expressing a favourable attitude towards girls education is lower
than the percentage of male heads. Pattern is similar for boys
education as well.
In the above poverty-group 100% of female heads are in favour of
girls education as against 73% for the boys education. Even the
percentage of male heads expressing a favourable attitude towards



girls is higher than the percentage expressing a positive attitude
towards boys.

A comparative analysis of f7Hf7M category of households and MHMM
category of households has been presented below.

• A lower percentage of male as well as female heads from below
poverty were found to be suffering from a chronic health problem in
rural areas as compared to those in the above poYerty group. A higher
percentage of spouses of male heads have reported chronic health
problems from below povel1y group of households as compared to
above poverty groups of households in the rural areas.

• The pattern is similar for female heads in urban areas and so is the case
with spouses.

• In rural areas, percentage of female heads from FHFM households
reporting illness is higher than that of male heads both in below and
above poverty group .

• Percentage of spouses of male heads is higher in below poverty group
as compared to above poverty group in rural as well as urban areas.

Percentage of female heads from FHFM households seeking treatment
is lower than the percentage of male heads in MHMM households
both below and above poverty groups in rural areas. Hundred percent
of spouses of male heads in urban areas reported to have sought
treatment whereas only 60% belonging to below poverty group and
50% belonging to above poverty group have reported so in rural
areas.



The results of the survey reported above corroborate some of the
major findings that could be gleaned from available macro and micro level
information on female headedness and poverty. Secondary findings
suggest that the female heads of households in India are generally to be
found at the lowest rungs of social and economic strata. A signifIcant
fraction of such women are widowed, deserted or separated. The
incidence of illiteracy and povel1y is higher among this category and
households as compared to others. Female headed households have a
higher incidence of landlessness. In case they do possess some land for
cultivation, the average size of holdings is significantly lower than that of
other households.

Our survey results by and large corroborate all these findings.
While generating detailed information on various dimensions of these
households, the survey also throws light on some aspects of the inner
dynamics of poor households in rural and urban India. It was found that
within the category of female headed households, one could make a
distinction between those that are maintained by women and those that are
maintained more by contribution of men in the household. A large fraction
of the latter category would be households where the perceived head is a
woman who belongs to the older generation and has younger adult males,
presumably sons, who contribute to family maintenance. The most
deprived category of households turns out to be those that are both headed
and maintained by females. These are likely to be households where either
no adult males are present or they are non-functional due to disability or
inertia, brought or generally by substance abuse. The absence of an adult
male in the household acts almost as a signal to lower the access of the
woman to resources and labour market opportunities. Social taboos
compound restrictions on mobility and access. Poverty and discrimination

•demark the areas of operation of these households.





Table AI & A2 - Comparison of distribution of household categories at the listing
stage and after evaluation of household income.

Set 3 Characteristics and related aspects of heads of households (and their spouses)
by household categories



RPH : Rrprodllctivc lIistor'y

Table No. RPH-l : Number of pregnancies.

Table No RPH-2 : Number of live births.

Table No. RPH-3 : Number of daughters died before the age of 5 yrs

Table No RPH-4 : Number of sons died before the age of 5 yrs.

Table No. RPH-5 : Number of daughters alive.

Table No. RPH-6 : Number of sons ahe.

Table No. RPH-7: Prenatal care.

Table No. RPH-8: Sources of Prenatal care.

Table No. RPH-9: Place of Child Birth.

Table No. RPH-IO: Immunization against tetanus

Table No. RPH-ll: Type of attendent during child birth.

Table No. RPH-12: Postnatal complications.

Table No. RPH-13:Source of treatment.

ED : Educ;tion

Table No .. ED - 1 : Literates

Table No .. ED - 2 : Attendance in school

Table No . . ED - 3 : Reasons for not attending of schooL

Table No. : ED - 4: Number of years of schooling

Table No. : ED - 5: Reasons for dropping out

Table No. : ED - 6: Perceived benefits of being a Literate

Table No. : ED -7: Percieved benefits of schooling



Table No .. ED - 8: Skill acquisition

Table No. : ED - 9: Utilization of skill for earning income

Table No : ED - 10 : Reasons for non-utilization of skill for earning income

H : Health

Table No. H-l : Chronic health problem.

Table No. H-2 : Illness in preceding six months.

Table No H-3 : Sought treatment for recent illness.

Table No H-4 : Source of treatment.

Table No H-5 : Place of treatment.

Table No H-6 : Spent money towards treatment.

Table No. H-7 : Experienced food shortage during last year.

Tables H4 - H6 relate to urban areas only.

Table No. SEC-1 : Work status.

Table No. SEC-2 : Sector of work.

ASST: Asset

Table No ASST -1 : Personal asset ownership.

Table No. ASST-2 : Freedom to buy assets without consent.

Table No. ASST -3 : Freedom to sell assets without consent.

Table No. ASST -4 : Type of assets owned.



Tc·-;le No. 55-1: Prohlems faced during last two years.

T 2.:-:e No ER 1 : Respondent Group Differentials in Literacy Rate Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Rural)

T:::-:e No. EU I : Respondent Group Differentials in Literacy Rate Belo\\ and Above
Poverty Line. (Urban)

T 2.:-:e No. ER2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Girls Education
Below and Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

T2.:-~eNo. EU2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Girls Education
Below and Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

T2.21e No. ER3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Boys Education
Below and Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

T2~!e No. EU3 : Respondent Group DifTerentials in Attitude Towards Boys Education
Below and Above Poverty Line. (Urban)



Table No. HR 1 : Respondent Group Differentials in Chronic Health Problems Below and
Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No. HUl : Respondent Group Differentials in Chronic Health Problems Below and
Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

Table No. HR2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Recent Illness Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No HU2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Recent Illness Below and Abo\'e
Poverty Line. (Urban)

Table No. HR.3 . Respondent Group Differentials in Seeking treatment Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No HU3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Seeking treatment Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Urban)



Table Al & A2 - Comparison of distribution of household categories at the listing
stage and after evaluation of household income.



Table la & b- Age-Sex Differentials: Widow(er)s

Table 2a & b- Age-Sex Differentials: Literacy Rates

Table 3a & b- Age-Sex Differentials: Work Participation Rate

Table 4a & b-Age-Sex Differentials :Food Distribution



Tahle AI. A COnJpllrision of distrihution of Household Catego'"ies at the Listing
stage and lifter cvaluation of HOII.schuld Incollle. (Runll)

COUllt
Row Pct HH CTPIN Row
Col Pct Total
Tot Pct fHFM FHMM MHFM MHMM

HH CT P
FHFM 26 25 51

51.0 -l9.0 IHl
100.0 100.0

7.2 6.9
FHMM

\-lHFM

\1HM.M 66 246 312
21.2 78.8 86.0

100.0 1000
18.2 67.8

Column 26 25 66 2-l6 363
Total 7.2 6.9 18.2 67.8 100.0

Tahle A2. A Comparision of distribution of Household Categories at the Listing
stage and after evaluation of Household Income. (Urban)

Count
Row Pct HH CTPIN Row
Col Pct Total
Tot Pct FHFM FHMM tvfHFM MHMM

HH CT P
29 22 51

FHFM 56.9 -l3.1 16. \)
100.0 100.0

9.6 7.3

FHMM

MHFM

5 2.•5 250
tvlliMM 2.0 98.8 83.1

100.0 100.0
1.7 81.4

Column 29 22 5 2.•5 301
Total 9.6 7.3 1.7 XU 100.0

IIII_CT_P : Household categories based on respondents Ilerceptioll at the listing stal-:c.
HII_ CTPIN: Household categories after evaluation of household Incollle.



COli lit
Row Pct I3c1ow Abovc Row
Col Pct Povcrty Povcrty To[;11
Tot Pct

HH CTPIN
FHf-M 11 15 20

'+2.3 57.7 7.2
9.8 6.0
3.0 .+ 1

FHMt'-,'l II 1.+ 25
.+-Ul 56.U 6.~

9.8 5.6
J (I : l)

\ 1HFI\ 1 12 I :'.+ 00
18.2 I 81.8 18.2
10.7 I 21.5

~.~ I 1.+~)

\1HM\1 78 ' IllS 2'+0
31. i I 68.': 67.S
69.6 I 66.0
21.5 ' '+6:

Column
I

112 I 251
I

363
Total 30.9 I 691 1000

Count
Row Pct Below Abo\'e Ro\\
Col Pct Pm'erry PO\'erty Total
Tot Pct

HH CTPIN
rHFM IS I II 2»I

62.1 37 Y 9.6
17.5 56
6.0 ~ -

~.

F1-ilv1M 10 12 22
'+5.5 5.+5 7.3

9.7 61
3.3 '+i)

MHFM 5 5
lOeJCJ 1.7

2.5
17

.\1HMM 75 17e) 245
30.6 69.+ 81.4
72.8 85.9
2'+.9 565

Column 103 In 301
Totnl 3.+.2 65.X WOO



T dbl '! Iin. 1.0 l\qe :.lexdi.:.ltribution of :.lelected hou:Jehold.:J by r.ou:JeholJ
C<.ltegory. (Rural)

Females Males
COlJnl

How Pct ')0 • '>0 •
Col rct 0-6 7-14 15-1~ ahC1VO! 0-6 "/-1"1 1~-4lJ ahovp j,l)'''''

Tot Pct y[~1 y[~1 y[~1 yr:>/ y[~1 y r:J I Y[:.;I Y[:>/ TaL-II

HH -r:n'lll I I I i I I I I
4 I 13 I 26 I 16 I 0 I 10 I 1U I 2 I 10'>

3.0 12.4 I 21.8 I 1S.2 I 7.6 I 17. 1 I 1"}.1 / 1.9 I ~.2
2.1 I 4 .2 I 6.3 I 13.1 I 3.0 I 9. 1 / 4 .1 I 1.5 I

.2 .6 I 1.3 I .8 I .4 I .9 I .9 I .1 I
I I I I I I I I

2 10 I 17 / 22 I 16 I 15 I 17 I 10 I I 112
7.0 I 12.0 I 15.5 I 11.3 I 10.6 I 12.0 I 28.2 I 3.5 I 7 "1
5.2 I 5.6 I 5. 3 I 13. 1 I 7.2 I 0.6 I 9.2 I 3.B I

.5 I .0 I 1.1 I .0 I .7 / .0 I 2.0 I 0 I
I I I , I I I Ii

54 I 54 I 100 I )0 I 10 I 40 1 96 I 36 I ~ 7 4
11 .4 I 11.4 I 22.0 / 6. 3 1 10.1 I 10. 1 I 20.3 I 7.6 I 2 } . 6
27.0 1 17.6 1 : 6.1 1 24. (, 1 23.0 I 24 ."1 I 22.0 I 27 .1 I

2.7 I 2.7 I 5.4 1 ' , 1 2.4 I 2. ·1 I 1.0 I 1 . U I•• J

I
, , I I Ii i

126 I 222 1 258 I '"0 I 130 I 111 1 2U2 1 90 I 12"0
9.0 I 17.2 1 20.0 I 4 .7 I 10. 7 I O.U I 21.9 I 7.0 I 64.1

64.9 I 72.5 I 62.3 I 49.2 I 66.0 I 57.9 I 64 .7 I '":.1.7 I
6.3 I 11. 0 I 12. 0 1 3.0 1 6.9 I 5.7 I 14 .0 1 4.5 I

I i I I I !

Column 194 306 414 122 209 197 436 D3 20,1
Total 9.6 1~.2 20.6 6. 1 10.4 9.8 21.7 S.6 :80.0

Table ~:8. 1.0 Age sex distr::.bution of selected households by household
category. (Urban)

Fe~.ales l1ales

CountEo.......Pct 50 & :'0 &

Col Pct 0-6 7-14 15-0 oDove 0-6 7-14 15-49 aDOV~ ?0""
Tot Pct YUll yr,,1 yr,,1 yr,,1 yo/ yr51 yr:;1 yol :otal

Hi-1 CTr J ~I I
, ! , I Ii i i i

19 I 18 1 26 I 12 13 11 18 I 4 I 121
15. 7 I 14. 9 I 21. 5 I 9.9 10.7 I 9. 1 14 .9 1 3.3 I 0.9
13. 1 I 15. 3 1 9.2 / 25.5 0.6 I 6.7 4.5 I 8.7 I1.4 / 1.3 ! 1.9 / .9 1.0 I .0 1.3 I . .3 I

I
, I I Ii
, ,

2 11 I 5 23 I 10 8 I 11 21 I 7 I 99
11. 1 I 5. 1 1 23.2 I 10. 1 O. 1 1 14 .1 21.2 I 7" 1 I 7" 3
7.6 I 4.2 I 0.1 I 21.3 5.3 I fj.5 5.2 1 l).L I

.8 I .4 I 1.7 I "7 .6 I 1.0 1. '.J I , I
I I ! I I I

3 10 I 5 I 5 i I 5 .,
t I 30

33.3 I 16.7 I 16.7 I I 16. 7 16. 7 1 I ;:.2
6.9 I 4 .2 I 1.8 I I 3.0 1.2 I I

.7 I .4 I .4 I I . 4 .4 I I
I I I I I Ii

105 I 90 I 230 I 25 130 I 135 3uG I )~ I 1110
9.5 I O. 1 I 20.7 I 2.3 11.7 I 12.2 32.1 I 3.2 I 01.6

72.4 I 76.3 I 81.0 I 53.2 86.1 I 81. 0 09.1 I 76.1 I
7.7 I 6.6 I 16.9 I 1.0 9.6 I 9.9 ~6.~ / 2.6 I

I ! ! I i

Column 145 110 204 n 151 165 401 16 1360
Total 10.7 8.7 20.9 3.5 11. 1 12.1 29.7 J. 4 ,00.0



Table 1a-Age-Sex Differentials: Widow(er)s

Household Adults * Non-Adults ** Adults * Non-Adults **
Category Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

FHFM -- 57.1 -- -- -- 50.0 -- --

FHMM -- 47.4 -- -- -- 33.3 -- --

MHFM -- 0.0 -- -- -- -- -- --

MHMM 1.6 3.8 -- -- 5.1 2.0 -- --

I ALL I 1.2 10.1 -- -- II 4.4 I 10.6 -- r --



Table 1b-Age-Sex Differentials: Widow(er)s

PCI Adults * Non-Adults ** I PCI Adults· Non-Adults ••

Class Male Female Male Female Class Male Female Male Female

< 1200 Rs - 40.0 .. -- < 2400 Rs .. 28.3 -- --

< 2400 Rs - 8.7 .. _. < 3600 Rs .. 5.3 -- --

< 3600 Rs .. 9.0 -- -- < 48-::;0 Rs -. 7.1 -- -.

3600 & Above 2.4 7.2 -- -- 4800 & Above 6.4 8.6 -- --

ALL I 1.2 10.1 -- -- iI ALL 4.4 106 -- J -- f



Table 2a-Age-Sex Differentials: Literacy Rates

Household Adults * Non-Adults ** Adults * Non-Adults **
Category Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

FHFM 35.0 2.4 22.2 7.7 63.6 31.6 45.5 72.2

FHMM 28.9 -- 23.5 11.8 71.4 48.5 92.9 60.0

MHFM 36.4 8.7 62.5 33.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

MHMM 45.2 7.5 57.9 21.6 60.8 37.3 85.2 77.8

,
ALL I 41.5 6.9 52.8 22.5 I 62.0 38.7 83.6 I 77.1I

I



Table 2b-Age-Sex Differentials: Literacy Rates

PCI Adults 1< Non-Adults ** PCI Adults 1< Non-Adults **
Class Male Female Male Female Class Male Female Male Female

< 1200 Rs 6.3 -- 4.5 -- < 2400 Rs 73.9 33.3 81.8 20.8

< 2400 Rs 35.0 -- 41.3 11.5 < 3600 Rs 41.8 28.1 85.3 69.6

< 3600 F,s 29,3 6.3 60.6 19.1 < 4800 Rs 51.4 38.1 91.7 100.0

3600 & Aba.;; . 51.4 11.4 72.2 45.7 4800 & Above 65.2 43.5 81.3 97.8
!
!

I ALL : 41.5 I 6.9 I 52.8 I 22.5 I ALL 62.0 38.7 83.6 I 77.1



Table 3a-Age-Sex Differentials: Work Participation Rate

Household Adults * Non-Adults ** Adults * Non-Adults **
Category Male Female Male Female I Male Female Male Female

FHFM 70.0 76.2 -- 23.1 31.8 73.7 18.2 --

FHMM 86.7 89.5 29.4 5.9 75.0 39.4 -- 20.0

MHFM 86.4 87.0 .. 11 .1 100.0 100.0 -- --

MHMM 93.5 83.0 5.3 8.1 81.0 7.8 -- --

I ALL I 90.5 84.0 5.6 9.2 II 78.4 19.9 1.2 ! 0.8

Figures represent percentage of people participating in any economic activity within each
age-sex and household category.



Table 3b-Age-Sex Differentials: Work Participation Rate

PCI Adults • Non-Adults •• PCI Adults * Non-Adults "*

Class Male Female Male Female Class Male Femal'? Male Female

< 1200 Rs 87.5 74.2 4.5 63.6 < 2400 Rs 63.8 21.7 -- --

< 2400 Rs 90.2 82.5 12.7 - < 3600 Rs 85.5 8.8 -- 4.3

< 'J-nn Rs 76.7 82.0 3.0 6.4 < 4800 Rs 88.6 9.5 6.3 --vOvv

3600 & Above 96.3 86.7 1.3 19.6 4800 & Ab::lve 78.3 25.3 -- --

ALL I 90.5 I 84.0 5.6 I 9.2 ALL 78.4 I 19.9 i2 I 0.8

Figures represent percentage of people participating in any economic ac::vlty within each age-sex and

PCI Class.



Table 4A. Age-Sex Differentials: Food
Distribution Below And Above Poverty Line

During Shortage (Rural)

Household Adult * Non-Adults **

Category MALES FEMALES MALES FEMALES ALL

FHFM 0.0 26.7 27.3 40.0 25.7

FHMM 0.0 20.0 11.8 7.7 10.6

TFH 0.0 24.0 17.9 16.7 17.1
Below Poverty Line

MHFM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

MHMM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TMF 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ALL 0.0 9.0 5.3 I 2.5 4.1
Household Adult * Non-Adults **

Category MALES I FEMAL:::S MALES FEMALES ALL

FHFM 0.0 23.1 12.5 0.0 13.8

FHMM 7.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8

TFH 5.9 15.0 8.3 0.0 9.1
Above Poverty Line

MHFM 0.0 37.5 0.0 0.0 13.6

MHMM 10.0 12.5 25.0 0.0 10.7

TMF 5.9 25.0 14.3 0.0 12.0

ALL 5.9 23.3 13.0 0.0 11.5

* Figures represent percentage of people getting less than nor-
mal to the total number of people belonging to the households
experiencing food shortage with each age-sex and poverty
category.

** This table is based on the rnformation reported by the Female
heads & spouses of male-heads.



Table 4B. Age-Sex Differentials: Food
Distribution Below And Above Poverty Line

During Shortage (Urban)

Household Adult • Non-Adults --

Category MALES FEMALES MALES FEMALES ALL

FHFM 20.0 38.5 33.3 47.4 39.1

FHMM 0.0 36.4 22.2 0.0 19.4

TFH 8.3 37.5 27.8 39.1 31.2

Below Poverty Line
MHFM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

MHMM 7.7 28.6 0.0 0.0 8.3

TMF . 7.7 28.6 0.0 0.0 8.3

ALL 7.8 30.9 4.4 9.7 13.0

Household Adult ,. Non-Adults **
Category MALES I rcMALES MALES FEMALES ALL

FHFM 20.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 15.0

FHMM 7.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.1

TFH 11 .1 11.8 0.0 0.0 20.4

Above Poverty Line
MHFM 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

MHMM 40.0 45.5 0.0 0.0 26.8

TMF 40.0 45.5 0.0 0.0 26.8

ALL 34.4 37.5 0.0 0.0 23.2

- Figures represent percentage of people getting less than nor-
mal to the total number of people belonging to the households
experiencing food shortage with each age-sex and poverty
category.

** This table is based on the information reported by the Female
heads & spouses of male-heads.



Set 3 Characteristics and related aspects of heads of households (and their spouses)
by household categories
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Table No. RPlI-?- 1"r'equency f)i sl.ri bul. i on of Women r:p.port:tnq no. oE
I i.ve b i rl.hs by 1111 Cat:p.<jor:ies. ( IHJI~A r.)

(:q 1111 t I
H"w I'cl I (J - I) ( ~ - ,,) ('/ - "I (1 () - 1;') I J - I',)

(;" I I'~:l. I J<fJW

'I'" 1 Pet I J I :'1 II ,II ',I 'J'rd ,I I

1111 ':'1'1'1 N I I I I I
j·'IJFM I I J 1 " I I :1(,

I I " , ~ I ~ ;> .. \ ·H.\· I I. II I I. II '). ;'

I 1 1 , ~ I {j.n (J •. 1 I /, .J I 1 (JO.O

I 1 • ~ I \ q I.. I . ,I I .~
I I I I

E'IIMM I J I 1,' I tl I ;, ~
I ~ . 2 I 2 '.I •. : ~I , : I ?t). () I H • ~)

I 2. ') I 6,1 11, " I L~ , () I
I .~ I 2.5 3, :' I ;: • J I
I I I 1
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I 10.0 I ~ O. l' 40. ,\ LO.O I 21.1

I 17.1 I 21.1 26 .., 1~.() I
I 2.1 I 8.'0 8.S 2.1 I
I I I

MHMM I 24 I 7:' 4f 30 I l'I1
I 13.8 I ~1, .: 27, ,; 17,2 I (,1.j

I 68.6 I 63.": 52. - 6').8 I
I 8.5 I 25.~ 16. :; 10,6 I

Column 35 11, 91 43 1 2fH
Total 12.3 40.: J2. ' 1 e,.1 , ~ 100.0

Table No. RPH-2 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
live births by HH Categories. (URBAN)

count I
Row p(;t I (1 - 3 ) (4 - .:)) (7 - ~. I (10 - 12;
Col Pet I Row
Tot Pel:.I 11 2 31 4 I Toted

HH- CTPIN I I I I
E'HE't1 I 4 I 1;;

J 2 I 27

I 14.8 I 66./ 11. : 7.4 I 13. (,

I 6.1 I 18.4 12. " 20.0 I
I 2.0 I 9 r, 1."- L.O I
I I I

E'HMI1 I 7 I Jr, 2 3 I 22
I 31. 8 I 45. "- 9.: Ll. (, I 11. L

I 10.6 I 10.2 8. " 30.0 I
I 3.5 I 5. (J 1. " L.e, I
I I I

MHE'/1 I 5 I I ':>

I 100.0 I I 2 ..')
I 7.6 I I
I 2.5 I I
I I I

MHM/1 I 50 I 7') 2() ':> I 14 ')

I 31.5 I 4(J. ~; 13 .f~ l.~ I '/2.'J

I 75.8 I 71. 4 80. () !,(J.O I
I 25.1 I 35.2 10.1 2.~ I

Coluron 66 9 ;~ 2~.. 10 L 'l 'J

Tot;, J 33.2 4 'J.;' 12. " ':>.0 10(J.O



Tdblp. No. HI'II-3 l:'n~quenc;y D i_st r ibu t I on of Women r::..-porLinq no. of:
dduqhters died beforp. the age of 5 yrs by HII
Cd teqo r::ies . (IHJHI\f.)
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• L

Table No. RPH-3 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
daughters died before the age of 5 yrs by HH

Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet (1 - 31

Col Pet Row
Tot E'et 0 11 Total

1111 - CTPIN I
fll fl4 16 11 I 27

59.3 40.7 I 13.6
11.7 17.7 I

8.0 5.5 I
I

fllMt4 16 '" I 22
72.7 27.3 I 11. 1
11.7 9.7 I

8.0 3. () I
I

MHfl4 5 I 5
100.0 I 2.5

3.6 I
2.5 I

I
MIIM/1 100 45 I 14 ~

69.0 31. () I 72.9
73.0 72.6 I
50. :j 22J, I

Co lUlfor, 13-/ 62 1'.J'.J
Tot;j 1 68.8 31. 2 100.0



F·requ0.ncy distribution ot No. ot Wom"n (llf~.lds/SfJol1ses)

reporting m.lrri<1lJp.s by HH Cdt"lJoril's (f{lJPAf.)
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Table No. MH-4: Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses)
reporting marriages by HH Categories (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet INo. of marriag~s
Col P.-::t 1

Tot Pet 1 21
1 1
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T,lhIr, No. MH 5 : I-'requr,ncy d is t ri hu tion ot No. of Womr,n (H0..lds/Spouses)
reporting ag0. at first marriage by HH C.ltcgor:-ies (RURAL)
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Table No. MH-5: Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses)
reporting age at first marriage by HH Categories (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet BE:LOW 10 11 - ,,:, 16 - 2( n - 2" Jr, & l\OOVE,~

Col Pet YRS YRS YRS YRS Row

Tot Pet 01 1 1 21 ~I 4 I ./ I T'.>'-<J1
HH- CTPIN 1 I I 1 I 1

fHtM 1 7 1 12 1 7 I 1 I 2f.J
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I 20. () I 14 .') I B,l I !JO.U 100,0 I
I 3.~ 1 5. ~, 1 'j. '; I . ~) ,5 I
I 1 I I I

fHMt1 I j I " I 9 I 1 22
I 13.6 1 40.:' I 40.:' I 4.~ I 10.2
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7able No. MH-6: Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses)
reporting no. of years of current marriage by HH
categories (RURAL)
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Table No. MH-6: Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses)
reporting no. of years of current marriage by HH
Categories (URBAN)
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1 'I. oJ 1b.:' I j.l, ., I I ' . .1 I ' ..
I II ~. " "1,. q I ! ',.] !'1. ; I I /].·1 .. " I
I 7 . II 1·1.1 I 1, I I I. I

!-- --L

,J 11111/. I,. II II

'1,,1 ,! ".·1 1 h . I



Tahle No. MH-7A F'requ(~ncy distribution ot No. ot WOm('1l (llearh/SpoIJses) ln
CUll rent marital status for' less than ~ yrs by HH
Categories (RURAL)

COlin!

I<{)wp~"' 1 M/\I<H11':1)W I ()OWl':11 11I'::;!':H'I'I':ll
Cc)1 p(·f HI\W

'I'()I. Pl- t %1 31 '11 Tn 1 . I I

1111 ';'1' I'1N 1 1 1
FHH\ 1 ~1 1 1

1 fJA.'l I 1 J. 1 I ?ll. l'

I 57.1 1 1.00.0 1
1 17.8 1 2.2 1
1 I I

fHMM 1 6 1 1 "
I 100.0 1 1 1.3.'
I 42.Q 1 1
1 13.3 1 1
1 I I

MHHI 30 I I 1 -il

100.0 1 1 1 6tJ.

100.0 1 I I
66.7 1 I I

Column 30 14 1 45
Total 66.7 31. 1 2.2 100.u

Table No. MH-7A Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses) in
cuurent marital status for less than 5 yrs by HH
Categories (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet IMARRIED WIDOWED DESERTED OTHERS
Col pr;t I Row
Tot P<:t 1 21 31 41 <;1 Tola1

HH - CTPIN 1 I I 1
fH fl1 1 1 8 I 3 1 1 12

1 1 66.7 I 25.0 1 8.:; 34.]
I I 61. S I 60.0 I 100. ';
1 I 22.1 1 8.6 1 2 (~

I 1 I 1
FHM11 I 1 I " 1 2 I 1:3

I 12.5 I 62.S 1 25.0 1 22.9
1 6.3 I 38. S I 40.0 1
I 2. ') I 14.::: I 5.7 I
I I I I

MH F11 I 15 I I I lb
I 100.0 I I 1 42. 'J

I 93.fJ I 1 1
I 42. 'J I 1 1

Col Wrlf, 16 1:; 5 Jb
TotiJl 45.7 37.1 14 .~J 2. 'J 100.0



'l'ahlf'No. MH-7F\ r'rcqucncy rlistrihution ot No. ot Wom0n (Hf,ad:'i/SpOIl :;cs) in
cuurcnt ma r-it.aI st.at.u:'itor morp. t.han 5 yr:> hy HH
Catcgor-ics ( RURAL)

C(1I11l1

I(ow 1\:1 Mf\IUlll':ll WIIl\lWF,1l

C()! Pel I<qw

Tol p~-I ?ol \1 'I'()! ,II

1111 <:'1'1'1 N I I
I,'II!,'M ~) I \.' I 1i

:!').,1 1 'iO.t) 1 h .. '

%.0 I ~)/. ~ 1

1 .') I ~ • ·1 I
I I

FH~lM fl I 1 1 I 1 n

4:!.1 I 57. q I '1.0

3 .. I 4'1.8 1• L

3.0 1 4 .1 1

1 1

MHFM 60 1 1 b\~

100.0 1 1 22 ...:
24.3 I I
22.2 I I

I I
MHMM 174 I I 174

100.0 I 1 64.4
70.4 1 1

64.4 1 1

Colurnn 247 23 270
Total 91.5 8.5 100.0

Table No. MH-7B : Frequency distribution of No. of Women (Heads/Spouses; in
cuurent marital status for more than 5 yrs by HH
categories (URBAN)

Count I
Row ?r::t IMARRIED WI Omit: D DESERTt:i)
Col Pr:t 1 Row
Tot Pr::t 1 2 31 4 I Total

HII -CTPIN I 1 I
fH 04 I 10 1 :2 1 16

1 62.5 25. () I 12.5 1 13. 'J

1 5.8 80. () I 66.7 1

1 5.6 2.t I 1.1 1

1 I 1

FH1414 1 1:2 I 1 11

1 85.7 7. i. I 7.1 1 'i. fj

I 7.0 20. () I 33. :; 1

I 6.7 J, .6 1

I I
MH 04 I 5 5

I 100.0 2.!J

I 2. 'J

I 2.0
I

MIIMI4 I 145 14,',

I 100. () BO.f>

I 84. 'j

I 80.6

Colurren 17% " J 1.BO
Tot;, ! 9t>. () 2. :: ].7 !OO.O



Frequency distribution
of years of current
Categories (RURAL)

of widows/deserted women by nunilier
maritdl status ln different HH

Count
Row Pct 1 - 3 4 - 5 6 AND A
Col Pct BaVE
Tot Pct 1 2 3

FHFM 7 2 12
33.3 9.5 57.1
70.0 40.0 52.2
18.4 5.3 31.6

FHMM 3 3 11
17.6 17.6 64.7
30.0 60.0 47.8

7.9 7.9 28.9

Column
Total

5
13.2

23
60.5

10
26.3

Row
Total

21
55.3

17
44.7

38
100.0

Frequency distribution
of years of current
Categories (URBAN)

of widows/deserted women by nL~er
marital status in different HH

Count
Row Pct 1 - 3 4 - 5 6 AND A
Col Pct BaVE
Tot Pct 1 2 3

FHFM 9 2 6
52.9 11.8 35.3
64.3 50.0 75.0
34.6 7.7 23.1

FHMM 5 2 2
55.6 22.2 22.2
35.7 50.0 25.0
19.2 7.7 7.7

Column
Total

14
53.8

4
15.4

8
30.8

Row
Total

17
65.4

9
34.6

26
100.0



Table No. RPH-I : Number of pregnancies.

Table No RPH-2 : Number of live births.

Table No. RPH-3 : Number of daughters died before the age of 5 yrs.

Table No. RPH-4 : Number of sons died before the age of 5 yrs.

Table No RPH-5 : Number of daughters alive.

Table 7':0 RPH-6 : Number of sons alive.

Table 00. RPH-7 Prenatal care.

Table No RPH-8 Sources of Prenatal care.

Table No RPH-l0: Immunization against tetanus.

Table !\ 0 RPH -11: Type of attendent during child birth.

Table !\o. RPH-12: Postnatal complications.

Table No RPH-13:Source of treatment.



TClbLe No. IWll- L l"requency DLstrLbutLon of Women (Heads/Spouses)
r:epor:tLng no. at pregnancies by HI! Categor:Les.
(RURAL)

r;Ollnt

H()w p~; I Irl(j pr"'l ( 1 - \) ( ~ - I,) ('I - 'I) (10 - I:') ( 1 I - I!»)

c,,1.p~. f !,I)W

'I'()t, P," 01 1.1 'I \1 ,II ~,I "'<01" I

1111':'1'1'1N I I I I I I
Fln"M I I 1" I In I I I ~(,

I t !, . ~ I 3 fJ • ~) I JH . ~) I J.B I ,J. H I H. l

I 11 .4 I 8.11 I I.I.n I 2.3 I 1.00.0 I
1 1..3 I 3. :~ I I " j .J I .J I
I I I I I I

FHM~I 1 I 1 I 7 I q I 'J I I 2~
4.0 I 4.0 1 28.n I Jf,.(l I 213.0 I I 'I.~

3.2 I 2.9 I 6. :: I ~.9 I 1~.~ I I
.3 I .3 I 2.::; I 2.<\ I 2.2 I I

I I I I I
MHfl I " I 24 I 24 6 I I fJO

I 10.0 I 40.0 I 40.0 10.0 I I 19.0
I 17.1 I 21. :.: I 26.4 13.6 I I
I 1.9 I 7.1) I 7.6 1.9 I I
I I I I I

MHMM 30 I 24 I 72 I 48 30 I I 204
14.7 I 11.8 I 35.3 I 23.5 14 .7 I I fJ4.e
96.8 I 68.6 I 63.7 I 52.7 68.2 I I

9.5 I 7.6 I 22.9 I 15.2 9.~ I I

column 31 35 113 91 4 ~ 1 Jl~
Total 9.8 11. 1 35.9 28.9 14.0 .J 100.0

Table No. RPH-l Frequency Distribution of Women (Heads/Spouses)
reporting no. of pregnancies by HH Categories.
(URBAN)

Count I
Row P<;t Ino preg (1 - 3 ) (4 - 6 ) (7 - 9 ) (10 - 12) (13 - 1::')
Col Pct I Row
Tot Pet I 01 11 21 31 4 I 51 To Lcd

HH - CTPIN I I I I I I I
fH El4 I 1 I I 18 I 2 I 3 I I 2lJ

I 3.6 I 14.3 I 64.3 I 7.1 I 10.7 I I 1J.O
I 6.3 I 8.0 I 15. ~ I 8. :J I 27.3 I I
I "5 I 1.9 I 8.4 I .9 I 1.4 I I
1 I I I I I I

FHI414 I 6 I 10 I 2 I J I 1 I 22
I 27.3 I 45.5 I 9.1 I 13.6 I 4.5 1 10.2
1 12.0 I 8. f) I 8.3 1 27. J I 100.0 I
I 2.8 I 4.7 1 .9 I 1.4 I .5 I
I I I I I I

MHFM I .5 I I I I 5
I 100.0 I I I 1 2.3
I 10.0 I I I I
I 2. :J I I I 1
I I I I I

MHt4H 15 I 35 I H5 20 I ~ I I 1.60
9.4 I 21. 9 I 53.1 12.5 I 3.1. 1 I '14 . ~

93.8 I 70.0 I 75.2 83.3 I ~5.~ I I
7.0 I 16. -J I 39.5 9.3 I 2.3 I I

Coluwn 16 50 113 24 11 1 21~
Total 7.4 23.3 52.6 11.2 5.1 .~ lfJf).O



Table No. RPII-2 I"r:equency Distr:tbuLton at Women r:epor:tinq no. oE
live bi r:ths by 1111 Cateqor:ies. (RURAL)

COIlIlI. I
How Pcl 1(1 - J) (4 - 6) (-, - 'I) (1 f) - \:' ) (I I - 1 ~, )

Col Pct I l{fJW

'1'01 Pel I 11 ~I II -II ~1 I Tr,l d I

1111 (:'1'1'1 N I I I I I
1--'11--1'1 I II I 'I I I /f)

1~,4 I 4/'.3 I '14.l> I l.ll I l.1l fJ. :J

1 J .4 I 'J.t:> I lJ.q I /. . .l I 1f)().O

1.4 I 3.9 I _1. ;: I .4 I .4
I I I I

E'HMM 1 I 7 I 10 I " I /'4
4.2 I 29.2 I 41.7 I 2~). 0 I fj. ~

2.9 I 6.1 I 11. () I 14.0 I
.4 I 2.5 I ) •. 'J I /'.1 I

I I I I
MHE'M 6 I 24 I 24 I 6 I 00

10.0 I 40.0 I 40.0 I 10.P I 21. 1
17.1 I 21. 1 I 26. -1 I 14 .l I

2.1 I 8.5 I 8.5 I 2.1 I
I I I I

MHMM 24 I 72 I 48 I 3u I U4
13.8 I 41. 4 I 27.6 I 17.2 I 61.3
68.6 I 63.2 I 52.7 I 69.e I

8.5 I 25.4 I 16.9 I 10.6 I

Column 35 114 91 43 1 2B4
Total 12.3 40.1 32.0 15.1 .4 100.0

Table No. RPH-2 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
live births by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet I (1 - 3 ) (4 - 6) (7 - 9) (10 - 12:
Col Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 11 21 31 4 I Total

HH - CTPIN I I I I I
E'HFM I 4 I 18 I 3 I 2 I 27

I 14.8 I 66.7 I 11. 1 I 7.4 I 13.6
I 6.1 I 18.4 I 12.0 I 20.0 I
I 2.0 I 9.0 I 1.5 I 1. () I
I I I I I

E'H!'1t4I 7 I 10 I 2 I j I 22



Tdble No. RPIl-2 FLequency DistribuUon of. Women LepoLtinq no. oE
Li.ve births by llllCdteqories. (RURAL)

COIIIl t I
!<qW p\:l 1(1 - I) ( ~ - 1,1 (I - '11 (I I) - I :') (! I - I ~,)

(;,,\ Pel I I<£jw

'I'qL F,;! I Ij ;: I .11 ,1/ ',I 'I',)! d I

1II1 (:'1'1'1 N I I I I I
FIII-'M I I 11 I '1 / I /,fJ

I 1~).~ I ~;.>..1 I 'H,t) I S. H I 1.11 'J . ;.>
I 11. ~ I (J. t) I (J. ,) / /' •. J I !OO.o

I 1.~ I 'j. q I l ..' I . '\ I . ~
I I I I I

FHMM I 1 I 7 I Il' I r, I %~

I ~.2 I ;'>9.2 I ~ 1 ."I I ;'>h.O I fj .. '>

I 2.9 I 6.1 I 1J..,1 I 1~.0 I
I .~ I 2.5 / 3.5 I %. ] I
I I I I I

MHFM I 6 I 2~ I 24 I .., I f,O

I 10.0 I ~O.O I 40. l' I 10.n I 21 .1
I 17. J. / 21.1 I 26 .., I H.n I
I 2.1 I 8.5 I 8.S I ?l I
I I I I I

MHMM I 24 I 7'2. I 4 t I 30 I 1H
I 13.8 I 41. '1 I 27.0 I 1"7.2 I (,J..J

I 68.6 I 63.2 I 52.7 1 69.0 I
I 8.5 I 25.4 I 16.9 I 10.6 I

Column 35 114 91 43 J. 20~
Total 12.3 40.J. 32. (, J.5.1 .4 J.OO.O

Table No. RPH-2 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
live births by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet I (1 - 3) (4 - 61 (7 - j) (10 - 12 )
Col Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 11 21 31 ~ I To t <:11

HH-CTPIN I I I I I
FHFM I 4 I J.8 I :; I 2 I 2"7

I 14.8 I 66.7 I 11. J. I 7.4 I 13.6
I 6.1 I 18.4 I 12. () I 20.0 I
I 2.0 I 9.0 I 1.5 I 1.0 1
I I 1 1 I

FHMM I 7 I J.O I 2 I :; I 22
I 31. 8 I 45.5 I 9. 1 I 13.6 I 11.1
I 10.6 I 10.2 I 8. () I 30.0 I
I 3.5 I 5. () I J..c I 1.5 I
I I I I I

MHFM I 5 I I I I ')

I 100.0 I I I I 2 c.J

I 7.6 I I I I
I 2.5 I I I I
I I I I I

MHMI~ I 50 I 7 () I 2(, I 5 I H'>

I 34.5 I 48.3 I 13.8 I 3. ~ I 7'2.9
I 75.8 I 71. 4 I 80. () I 50.0 I
I 25.1 I 35.2 I J.O. 1 I 2.5 I

Column 66 98 2S J.() 199
Total 33.2 49.2 12. {; 5.0 100.0



T<lble No. RPH-3 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
daughters died before the age of 5 yrs by HH
Categorics. (RURAL)

COllI\t

l<ow Pel (1 - .I) ( ~ - 0) ("I - 'I)

Col Pet I<nw

'l'ot Pet 01 1 I :'1 31 '1',,1,,1

1111 C'I' 1'1 N I I I I
F'IH'M 12 I 1.\ I I I 7"

46.2 I ~().t1 I 3.il I I () . ~...

8.7 I <J. '1 I 11 .1 I I
4.2 I ~.b 1 .~ I I

I I I I
F'HMM 12 I 10 I ., I I 74-

50.0 I 4J .7 I 8.3 I I 8. :1
8.7 I 7.6 I 22.~ I I
4.2 I 3.5 I .7 I I

I I I I
MHF'M 30 24 I 6 I I 60

50.0 40.0 I 10.0 I I 21.1
21.7 18.3 I 66.7 1 I
10.6 8.5 I 2.1 I I

I I I
MHMM 84 84 I I 6 I 174

48.3 48.3 I I 3.4 I 61. 3
60.9 64.1 I I 100.0 I
29.6 29.6 I I 2.1 I

Column 138 131 9 6 284
Total 48.6 46.1 3.2 2.1 100.0

Table No. RPH-3 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
daughters died before the age of 5 yrs by HH

Categories. (URBAN)

CounL
Row Pct (1 - 3)
Col PCL Row
Tot Pct 01 11 Total

HH CTPIN I I-
FHFM 16 11 I 27

59.3 40.7 I 13.6
11.7 17.7 I

8.0 5.5 1

F'HMM 16 6 22
72.7 27.3 11 .1
11. 7 9.7

8.0 3.0

MHFM 5 5
100.0 2.5

3.6
2.5

MHMM 100 45 145
69.0 31.0 72.9
73.0 72.6
50.3 22.6

Column 137 62 199
Total 68.8 31.2 100.0



TabLe No. RPI!-4 Fr:equency DistribuLi..on ol Women r:epor:-ting no. of
sons died belor:e Lhe age of 5 yr:s by HH
Categor:ies. ( RUr~AL)

COllnt

j{()W P," ( 1 - .I) ( ~ - ll)

C"I 1','1 I<,.w

Tot P," 01 11 .'1 'I'()I d I

I1I1 1:'1'1'1 N 1 I I
fllFM H I 11 I ?t'

,).l.ll 1 ~2 ..1 'J.B I (J. :'

10.6 I 7.6 1 2 .~1

4.9 I 3.9 .~
I

E'H~l~1 10 1 13 ~>1
41. 7 1 5~.2 ~.2 H.c,

7.6 I 9.0 12 .~1

3.5 1 4.6 • 4

1
MHE'M 42 I 18 !>l

70.0 I 30.0 21. 1
31. 8 I 12.5
14.8 1 6.3

I
MHMM 66 I 102 6 174

37.9 1 58.6 3.4 61. 3
50.0 I 70.8 75.0
23.2 I 35.9 2.1

Column 132 144 & 284
Total 46.5 50.7 2.8 100.U

Table No. RPH-4 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
sons died before the age of 5 yrs by HH
Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row t'-::t (1 - 3 ) ( 4 - 61
Col p-::t Row
Tot t'r;t 01 11 21 Total

HH-CTPIN 1 I I
fH Fl1 21 I 6 I I 27

77.8 I 22.2 1 I 13.6
14.8 I 10.9 1 1
10.6 I 3.0 1 1

I 1 1
fHM11 16 I 1 2 1 22

72.7 I 18.2 I 9.1 I 11. 1
11. 3 I 7.3 I 100.0 I

8.0 I 2.0 I 1.0 I
I I I

MH Fl1 5 I I I 5
100.0 I I I 2.5

3.5 I I 1
2.S I I I

I 1 I
MHMJ1 100 I 45 I I 1~ ')

69.0 I 31.0 I 1 72.9
70.4 I 81.0 1 1
50.3 I 22.6 I I

Column 142 S5 2 199
Tot;;l 71. 4 27.6 1.0 100.0



Fr-equency Distr-ibution of Women repor-ting no. of
children died befor the age of 5 yrs by HH
Categor-ies. (RURAL)

Count
Row Pet (1 - 3 ) (4 - 6) (7 - 9) (10 - 12 )
Col Pet
Tot Pet 0 1 2 3 4

FHFM 10 10 6
38.5 38.5 23.1
11. 6 7.5 10.5

3.5 3.5 2.1

FHMM 4 16 3 1
16.7 66.7 12.5 4.2

4.7 11.9 5.3 100.0
1.4 5.6 1.1 .4

MHFM 30 18 12
50.0 30.0 20.0
34.9 13.4 21. 1
10.6 6.3 4.2

MHMM 42 90 36 6
24.1 51.7 20.7 3.4
48.8 67.2 63.2 100.0
14.8 31.7 12.7 2.1

Column
Total

86
30.3

134
47.2

57
20.1

6
2.1

Row
Total

26
9.2

24
8.5

60
21.1

174
61. 3

284
100.0

Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
children died befor the age of 5 yrs by HH
Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet (l - 3) (4 - 6) (7 - 9)
Col Pct
Tot Pet 0 1 2 3

FHFM 14 12 1
51.9 44.4 3.7
13.6 14.5 8.3

7.0 6.0 .5

FHMM 14 6 1 1
63.6 27.3 4.5 4.5
13.6 7.2 8.3 100.0

7.0 3.0 .5 .5

MHFM 5
100.0

4.9
2.5

MHMM 70 65 10
48.3 44.8 6.9
68.0 78.3 83.3
35.2 32.7 5.0

Row
Total

27
13.6

22
11.1

5
2.5

145
72.9

Column
Total

103
51.8

83
41.7

12
6.0

199
100.0



Table No. RPII-S Frequency Oi stri.hution o( Women reporting no. of
dauqhters alive by HII Categories. (RURl\L)

C:Ollnt

Row Pct. ( 1 - I) ( ~ - t>j

r.ol Pct. I{"w
'1'01 Pel 01 1 I /.1 '1'" 1 .l \

1111 1;'1'1'1 N I I 1
FIIFM !. I 1'1 ~l 1

7 ../ 1 Fl.\ 1 fJ.:' I 'I

13. ~j 1 'J.8 6. () I
.7 I 6.7 1. H I

I I
FHMM 1 1 18 ~ I ;'·1

4.2 I 75.0 20.8 I lJ • ~.

6.7 1 9.3 6. (, I
.4 1 6.3 1.8

1
MHfM I ~2 18 bl.

I 70.0 30. I' 21.;
1 21.8 23.1
I 14.8 6.3
I

MHMM 12 I 114 48 174
6.9 I 65.5 27.6 61.3

80.0 I 59.1 63.2
4.2 I 40.1 16.9

Column 15 193 76 284
Total 5.3 68.0 26.8 100.0

Table No. RPH-S Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. of
daughters alive by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row l'et (l - 3 ) (4 - 6 ) (7 - ~i

Col l'et Row
Tot Pet 01 11 21 ~j 1 Total

HH-CTPIN I I 1 1
FH 01 4 1 18 1 1 1 27

14.8 1 66.7 1 14.8 I 3.7 I 13. ()
19.0 1 10.5 1 80.0 I 1on. () I

2.0 1 9.0 1 2.0 I < 1
I 1 I

FHMM 2 1 19 1 I 22
9.1. I 86.4 1 4.5 I 1l.1.
9.5 I 11. a 1 20.0 1
1.0 I 9.5 I .5 1

I I 1
MHfM I 5 5

I 1.00.0 2.5
I 2.9
I 2.5
I

MHMM 1.5 I 130 1 ~ "

10.3 I 89.7 7 L. • IJ

71. 4 I 75.6
7.5 I 65.3

Column 21 172 5 1. 1.yy
Tot.al 10.6 86. ~ 2.5 .5 1.00.0



Tilblc No. RPH-6 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. ::r:
sons illive by HH Categories. (RURAL)

COIUlt

I<ow Pel ( 1 - I) ( ~ - h) (I - <l)

Cnl Pel How
'1'01. Pet () :' I II 'I'()I d I

II1I (:'1'1'1 N I I
FIIFM 6 1 'J 1 I /'1)

23.1 1:1.1 :1. II 1 I 'l. :.,

2~.0 II . li l.1I 1 I
2.1 6 ../ . ·1 1 I

I I
E'HMM 1 \./ S 1 I 2~

4.2 70.8 20.8 1 ~ ., I o . ~)
4.0 7.7 13.9 1 100.0 I

.4 6.0 1.8 1 .4 I
1 I

MHE'M 48 12 I 60
80.0 20.0 I 21. 1
21.6 33.3 I
16.9 4 ') I

I
MHMM 18 138 18 I 174

10.3 79.3 10.3 I 61.3
72.0 62.2 50.0 I

6.3 48.6 6.3 I

Column 25 222 36 284
Total 8.8 78.2 12.7 .4 100.0

Table No. RPH-6 Frequency Distribution of Women reporting no. :)f
sons alive by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count

Row Pet (1 - 3 ) (4 - 6)
Col Pet Row
Tot Pet 0 11 21 Total

HH CTPIN I I-
FH F1~ 3 21 I 3 I 27

11.1 77.8 I 11. 1 I 13.6
15.0 13.7 I 11.5 I

1.5 10.6 I 1.5 1
I 1

E'HM!~ 2 17 1 3 1 22

9.1 77.3 I 13.6 1 It. 1
10.0 11. 1 I 11.5 1

1.0 8.5 I 1 c 1• J

I I
MHFH 5 1 5

100.0 I 2.5
25.0 1

2.5 1
1

MHMH 10 115 20 1 145
6.9 79.3 13.8 1 7?9

50.0 75.2 76.9 1
5.0 57.8 10.1 1

Column 20 1~2 26 199
Total 10.1 76.9 13.1 100.0



'I'Clf> l.e No. HI'II-'1: F' r'equP. n c y Ili::t:ribut:i on ot IIedds/:-;pollses who had
taken Prenata L ca roe by 1111 Cal:egories. (RURAL)

Clltlld I
1{I)W 1'cl IH',:; III)

(:,)1 1'\" I I{(·w

'I'()l I'cl I 1 I ' I T,)! ,II

1111 <:'1'1' I N I I I
I"III,'M I I " I

I I 1 (HJ • (I I 1. "
I I /. t) I
I I 1. 'J I
I I I

HIMM I I I "

I 20.0 I nO.n I 11. q

I 4.U I b.l I
I 1.0 I 'J. 'J I
I I I

MIIFM I 6 I 24 I jCl

I 20.0 I 80.n I 20. 1
I 24.0 I 30.0 I
I 5.8 I 23.3 I
I I I

MHMM I 18 I 48 I 66
I 27.3 I 72.7 I 64.1
I 72.0 I 61. 5 I
I 17.5 I 46.6 I

Column 25 78 un
Total 24.3 75.7 100.0

Table No. RPH-7: Frequency Distribution of Heads/Spouses who had
taken Prenatal care by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet YES NO
Col Pet
Tot Pet 1 2

1 1 4
20.0 80.0

1.3 28.6
1.1 4.3

2 4
100.0

5.0
4.3

3 5
100.0

6.3
5.3

4 70 10
87.5 12.5
87.5 71.4
74.5 10.6

Row
Total

5
5.3

4
4.3

5
5.3

80
85.1

Column
Total

80
85.1

14
14.9

94
100.0



Frequency Dis t r ibu tion
sources of prcnat~l
(RURAL)

of Hcads/;:;pouscs reporting
c~rc by HH C~tcgories.

~)()l ) I":CJ-:~) (W 1'1; I':N/\'I'/II. ( :/\ 1;/·:

!Jhy:.3 ic i dT rd i IH~d Midwi fc '["',Jd i I i ~,I": (' I cl I I v (',) t tl (~ r-~; 111,1.

il',,, 1 Lil l'f"dCf i I i (...r If' r·~;

P(~ r:>onnel

liH CTPIN N1 N2 N3 N~ N ~J N6 In
-

HI FM 0 0 l) 11 ()

FHMM 0 0 0

MHFM 5 0 0 () 0 0 '>

MHMM 30 5 5 0 \0 20 70

Total 37 5 5 32 20 no

Frequency
sources
(URBAN)

Distribution
of prena tal

of Heads/Spouses reporting
care by HH Categories.

PhysiciaTrained Midwife Traditi0kelativeOLhers Frequency
health PractitiGner.s
personnel

HH CTPIN Nl N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 11UH

FHMM 0 3 0 0 2 0 '>

MHFM 0 6 0 0 6 0 I."

MHMM 6 18 0 0 6 0 ,l()

Total 6 27 0 0 14 0 47

Physian

Midwife

Reiat i ves N6

N2 Trained heai t/l Personal

N4 Tradl tlonal peactl Lioner

Qt/Jers



Frequency Distribution of Women
child birth by HH C<ltegories.

reporting
( RURAL)

Column
Total

Table No. RPH-9: Frequency Distribution of Women reporting place of
Child birth by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pct HOSPITAL NATAL HO
Col Pet ME
Tot Pct 1 4

1 3 2
60.0 40.0

7.7 3.6
3.2 2.1

2 1 3
25.0 75.0

2.6 5.5
1.1 3.2

3 5
100.0

12.8
5.3

4 30 50
37.5 62.5
76.9 90.9
31. 9 53.2

Column
Total

55
58.5

39
41. 5

Row
Total

5
5.3

4
4.3

5
5.3

80
85.1

94
100.0



Frequency Distribution of
immunization against tetanus
( RURAL)

Count I
J{(JW 1'\'1 I y I':~; NO

Col I'"t I How
Tot r.:t I :~I To t .1 I

1111 '''1'1'1 N I I
t'HHI I ., I..

I 10il.ll I :-'.1

I 3.ll I
I 2.1 I
I I

tH~\~\ I I ~
I 20.0' 80.0 I c ~

:J.L

I 3.2 6. 1 I
I 1.0 4 .1 I
I I

MH t~·\ I 12 I: I :~ t1

I 50.0 50.0 I 24. I

I 38.7 18 ..:' I
I 12.4 12.4 I
I I

MHMM I 18 48 I 66
I 27.3 72.7 I 68.0
I 58.1 72.7 I
I 18.6 49.5 I

Column 31 66 97
Total 32.0 68.0 100.0

Frequency Distribution of
immunization against tetanus
(URBAN)

Count
Row Pct YES NO
Col Pet
Tot Pet 1 2

1 2 3
40.0 60.0

2.4 33.3
2.1 3.2

2 3 1
75.0 25.0

3.5 11.1
3.2 1.1

3 5
100.0

5.9
5.3

4 75 5
93.8 6.3
88.2 55.6
79.8 5.3

Column
Total

85
90.4

9
9.6

Row
Total

5
5.3

4
4.3

5
5.3

80
85.1

94
100.0

Women reporting
by HI! Categories.

Women reporting
by HH Categories.



Tilble No. RPH-ll: Frequency Distribution of Women r.-epor.-lingthe type
of attendent during child birth by HH Ciltegories.
( RURAL)

C()Illlt

How \' ~• t 11'IIY~; I C I/\N 1)/\ 1 I{I·:I./\'I' I VI·::; (!'I'III·:I\::

Col Pct I{(IW

Tot Plot ~I ~ J I 1,1 'I'll I .1 I

IIII (:'1'1' I N I
'.'II.'M "'.

100.n ? I

2.~
2.1

F'HMM 2 3 ~)

~O.O 60.0 r .,
Cl./

100.0 3.6
2.1 3.1

MHF'M 18 6 24
75.0 25.0 24.7
21.7 100.0
18.6 6.7

MHMM 6 60 6b
9.1 90.9 68,0

100.0 72.3
6.2 61. 9

Column 6 2 83 6 97
Total 6.2 2.1 8~.6 6.2 100.0

Table No. RPH-ll : Frequency Distribution of Women reporting the type
of attendent during child birth by HH Categories.
(URBAN)

Count
Row Pet PHYSICIA TR TRD D DAI OTHERS
Col Pet N AI
Tot Pet 1 3 4 6

1 2 2 1
40.0 40.0 20.0

5.3 11.8 2.9
2.1 2.1 1.1

2 1 3
25.0 75.0

2.6 8.8
1.1 3.2

3 5
100.0

13.2
5.3

4 30 15 30 5
37.5 18.8 37.5 6.3
78.9 88.2 88.2 100.0
31.9 16.0 31.9 5.3

Column
Total

38
40.4

17
18.1

34
36.2

5
5.3

Row
Total

5
5.3

4
4.3

5
5.3

80
85.1

94
100.0



Table No. RPH-l2: Frequ~ncy Distribution of Women reporting Postnatal
campI ica tions by HI! Categories. (RURAL)

Counl 1
How Pet. 1YI';:; liO

C:oJ Pel. I H<)w
Tol Pel I 1 I 21 '1',,1.<1 I

"" (;'1'1'1 N I I I
~-"E'M I I ~ I %

I I 1(J().0 I 2. 1

I I 2.4 I
1 I 2. 1 1
1 I I

rHMM 1 1 5 I 5
I 1 100.0 I :) . 2

I I 5.9 I
I I 5.2 I
I I 1

MHrM I 6 I 18 1 24
1 25.0 I 75.0 I 24.7
1 50.0 I 21.2 I
I 6.2 I 18.6 I
I I I

MHMM I 6 I 60 1 66
1 9.1 I 90.9 I 68.0
1 50.0 I 70.6 I
I 6.2 I 61. 9 1

Column 12 85 97
Total 12.4 87.6 100.0

Table No. RPH-12: Frequency Distribution of Women reporting Postnatal
complications by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet YES NO
Col Pet
Tot Pet 1 2

1 1 4
20.0 80.0
16.7 4.5

1.1 4.3

2 4
100.0

4.5
4.3

3 5
100.0

5.7
5.3

4 5 75
6.3 93.8

83.3 85.2
5.3 79.8

Column
;Total
~
J

6
6.4

88
93.6

Row
Total

5
5.3

4
4.3

5
5.3

80
85.1

94
100.0



Table No. RPH-13: Frequency Distribution of Heads/Spouses reporting
type of consultancy sought for treatment by HH
Categories. (RURAL)

Count
How Pel P II Y ~; I C [ I\N

Co.l Pet H.ow

Tot Pet 01 1 I TO!.dl
1111 (;1' PIN 1 1-

MHFM 1 6 1 6

1 100.0 1 50.0
1 100.0 1
1 50.0 1
I I

MHMM 6 I I 6

100.0 1 1 50.0
100.0 1 1

50.0 1 1

Column 6 6 12
Total 50.0 50.0 100.0

Table No. RPH-13: Frequency Distribution of Heads/Spouses reporting
type of consultancy sought for treatment by HH
Categories. (URBAN)

Count
Row Pet PHYSICIA
Col Pet N
Tot Pet 0 1

1 1
100.0
100.0

16.7

4 5
100.0
100.0

83.3

Row
Total

1
16.7

5
83.3

Column
Total

1
16.7

5
83.3

6
100.0



Tahle 7':0 : ED - 2 : Attendance in school

Tahle t'o : ED - 3 : Reasons for not attending of school.

Tahle 7':0. : ED - 4: Number of years of schooling

Table 7':0 : ED - 5 : Reasons for dropping out

Tahle 1\0 : ED - 6: Perceived benefits of being a Literate

Table 00 : ED - 7: Percieved benefits of schooling

Table ):0 : ED - 3: Skill acquisition

Table ~o : ED - 9: Utilization of skill for earning income



Table No ED-l Frequency Distribution of Literate and Illiterate
Heads by Categories. (RURAL)

CounL I
Row Pet I Yl::S NO
Col PeL I Row
Tot Pet I 11 21 ToLal

1111 CTPIN I I I- FHFM I I 25 I 25
I I 100.0 I 7.8
I I 11.2 I
I I 7.8 I
I I I

FHMM I 24 I 24
I 100.0 I 7 c• :J

I 10.8 I
I 7.5 I
I I

MHFM 18 36 I 54
33.3 66.7 I 16.9
18.8 16.1 I

5.6 11. 3 I
I

MHMM 78 138 I 216
36.1 63.9 I 67.7
81. 3 61. 9 I
24.5 43.3 I

I

Column 96 223 319
Total 30.1 69.9 100.0

Table No ED-l Frequency Distribution of Literate and Illiterate
Heads by Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet I YES NO
Co1 Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 11 21 Total

HH CTPIN I I I- FHFM I 7 I 20 I 27
I 25.9 I 74.1 I 9.9
I 4.9 I 15.4
I 2.6 I 7.3
I I

FHMM I 7 I 15 22
I 31. 8 I 68.2 8.0
I 4.9 I 11. 5
I 2.6 I 5.5

I I
MH fl~ 5 I 5

100.0 I 1.8
3.5 I1.8 I

I
MHMM 125 I 95 220

56.8 I 43.2 80.3
86.8 I 73.1
45.6 I 34.7

I

Column 144 130 274
Total 52.6 47.4 100.0



Table No. ED-2 Fr:equency Distr:ibution of Heads who have attended
school by HH Categories. (RURAL)

COIJnt. I
Row Pel I YI·::; NO
Col Pct I kCJW

Tot Pct I 11 21 'l'GL" I
1111 (~'I'P I N I I I

FHFM I I 26 I 26
I I 100.0 I 0.0
I I 11 .0 I
I I 8.0 I
I I -j

FHMM I I 25 I 2"
I I 100.0 I 7.b
I I 10.5 I
I I 7.6 I
I I I

MHFM I 18 I 36 54
I 33.3 I 66.7 16.5
I 20.0 I 15.2
I 5.5 I 11. 0
I I

MHMM I 72 I 150 222

I 32.4 I 67.6 67.9
I 80.0 I 63.3
I 22.0 I 45.9
! I

Column 90 237 327
Total 27.5 72.5 100.0

Table No. ED-2 Frequency Distribution of Heads who have attended
school by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pct I YES NO
Col Pct I Row
Tot Pct I 11 2 Total

HH CTPIN I I-
FHFM I 11 I 17 28

I 39.3 I 60.7 10.2
I 7.3 I 13.6
I 4.0 I 6.2
I I

FHMM I 9 I 13 22
I 40.9 I 59.1 8.0
I 6.0 I 10.4
I 3.3 I 4.7
I I

MHFM I 5 5
I 100.0 1.8
I 3.3
I 1.8
I

MHM1~ I 125 95 220
I 56.8 43.2 80.0
I 83.3 76.0
I 45.5 34.5
!

Column 150 125 275
Total 54.5 45.5 100.0



I'al'ents Needed to Needed t.O Needed 101 Needed [01 ~;cho() I t',l:: Allendinq Scllool No ~;cll()oI Gol (;i r Is de> Ot h" r AI.

di t not assist in ca re tor Product i011 income no f ima I.c primdry tacd itie:: {or gi ds married nol golo specily
send me house wor~·: younger (home con- earning & teacher school were too school in

c,-.nki 11<1 & ,-hi Idl <'Il. :>1lm}'1 i'Hl i lH'nlllP I}I' - W.l:; I ()O for dWdY, t.lli" II r f:d

cleaning or sale) neration expensive,
activities

1111 CTPIN
FHFH 35 31 15 8 19 0 0 0 0 0 69 100
FHMM 60 28 12 12 16 16 0 0 0 48 100
MHFH 17 0 0 0 83 0 0 33 17 17 0 17 100
MHMM 28 4 0 0 88 16 8 0 0 0 36 100
TOTAL 30 9 3 2 72 3 12 10 3 3 0 38 100

Parents Needed to Needed to Needed for Needed fOl School hac-:Attending School No school Got Girls d,-. Ot hl~r AL

did not assist in ca r·c' f () r P"odllcl iall income no f ill1d 1(' prjmclry faci I iI i(';" for q i r I,; married not. qot.o s!'cc if y

:;end me I\<)us" work y,Hllh)('1 ( h•.)1111~ COI\- edr-n i Ilq & t ('deb., I ~;chool W(:fl: t ()() Hchnol in

cooking & children. sumption income ge- was too for away. this a rea
cleaning or sale) neralion expcn:; i ve.

act ivi I i c:;

HH CTI'IN
FHFM 82 6 0 0 6 0 1 ? G 0 0 1 :' .'.\ 10<1

FHMM 85 15 0 8 () 0 B () 15 8 .11 l) 100

MHMM .17 11 II ~) '1"/ Il ~I S () [) ~) [) ?6 100
1'01'1\1. 4n III II ~) l"I () 1;) ;; , 1 I' .~ 10().'

Row Pp r("(~nt i\q<'!; dn not ,Hid l'pl,' 1(10 lH',",lll:;(' "I 1111111 11'1<' I ('.'ql\)Il:;t':;.



Table No. ED-4 Frequency Distribution of Heads by No. o[ years of
attending school. (RURAL)

C:ounl IRow Pet 1 <~? 3-~ ~-h "-II 'J - 10 1I - I;'
C:ol Pet. I Rr)w

Tot Pet I 2 31 ~I :, ()I 1'oL"1
1111 --(:1'P IN I I I I

MHFM I (, (, I (, I IH
I :n.3 )).3 I YJ. j 1 ;<'U.O

I 50.0 100.0 I LOU.O I
I 6.7 6.7 I (,. , I
I I I

MH~lM I 6 36 I L' III I r:.
I 8.3 50.0 I 1'). l ~ I). () I fJO.11

I 50.0 LOO. II I J()O, ,1 1 I) () • () I
I 6.7 40.0 I 1 \." 20.0 I
I I I

Column 12 6 36 l' f, 18 'JO
Total 13.3 6.7 40.0 1J. _, 6.7 ;'0.I) lUO.U

Table No. ED-4 Frequency Distribution of Heads by No. of years of
attending school. (URBAN)

Count IRow Pct I <=2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-10 11-12
Col Pct I Row
Tot Pet 1 11 21 31 41 ':>1 61 ToL<.Il

HH-CTPIN I I I I 1 I I
E'HFM I 3 I 1 5 I I 2 I I 11

I 27.3 I 9.1 45.5 I 1 18.2 I I 7,3
1 23.1 I 3.6 20.8 I I 7.4 I I
I 2.0 I .7 3.3 I I 1.3 I I
I I I I I I

FHMM I I 2 4 I I I 1 I 9
I I 22.2 44 .4 I n. I I 11. 1 I 6.0
I I 7.1 16.7 I 6. I 3.8 I
I I 1.3 2.7 I 1. I . 'I I
I I I I I

MHE't1 I I s I I ~
1 I 100. I) I I 3.3
I I 15.6 I I
I I 3 ..j I 1
I I I 1

MHMM I 10 I 25 15 25 I 2~ 2~ I 12~
I 8.0 I 20.0 12.0 20. () I 20.0 ..'0.0 I fLj. J

I 76.9 I 89.3 62.5 78.1 I 92.6 ')6.2 I
I 6.7 I 16.7 10.0 16.7 I 16.7 16."1 I
I I I I

Column 13 2lJ 24 32 2'1 26 1:'0
Tot'" 1 8.7 18.7 16.0 21.3 18.0 1"1.3 100.0



Tilble No. : ED-!.> Frequenr.y Ili 1;1rib'" ion of Ileilds reporLin<J rf~d~;(;n:;

for droppinq 0", f 10m l;choo I I I<URAI. )

Parents Needed to Needed Needed for Needed tor School has Attending School No school Got Others All
did not assist in to \,,",1 r(" PIOdIlCli\)n i nconH~ no f (~m,l I (' pr i mery fac:i lit.i <:1; f () ( q irIii married specify

send housework foe (horne eaening & teachees. school were too
cooking & younger consump- income WilS loo r ilr dwdY
,:] 1','11 i Ih) ,'h11.1"'11 t ll)1l l )I' q(.'IH'r ,11 i 'HJ (~xpefl:j i V(~

sale) activities
HH CTPIN

MHrM 0 0 () 0 3J () 0 0 0 33 6" 100

MHMM 11 0 0 0 75 0 8 8 0 8 8 100

Total 11 0 0 0 108 0 8 8 0 41 75 100

Table No.: 80-5 Feequency Oisteibution at Heads eeporting reasons
tor dropping oul from schoo] ( URBAN)

Pa renls Needed to Needed Nt",ded fo" Needed f () I ';chool hds Alt.endinq School No Behonl Cot 01.1", rs A 1 I
•.'lid Ill'd C\ ~;::, i~,t in I" ,',11 (' 111\htll,<1 i \)11 i IlI'CHIlI' Ill' I l' 111.1 ~ \ • pr i III('r y 1.1(' i I I I I ( 1('1 q j t J:; rn" r { j f:fj ::r ,(.(' I f '{

~en..:J housewolk 1,-)1 (home ('.1 I'll i Ilq ~ I l'dctll' [~;. :;cllool W(~ [ (. I Of)

cooking & younge'! cons lImp- inCOIn0 Wi)S 100 f d! dWdY

cleaning chi ld!'en t ion or <Jenprdl inq ('xpen~;i V{'

:;,,1,') .1' 'I I v I I I l':,

HH CTPIN-
FHrM 36 9 0 0 a u 'J 0 a 27 ,I:' 100

FHMM 22 1 1 11 0 a 0 11 0 0 33 22 100

MHrM 0 100 0 100 100 0 0 () 0 () 0 100

MHMM 36 ]2 12 ~ 32 a 60 () 0 ~ l.' 100

TOTAL 34 I :> 11 '/ III () ',] (J Il '/ 1 !J 100

I{ow 1'(' I ("Pill IlqP~' do not "dll IIpto 1(Il) Lll' l :.1II ~: l' 01 11111 I Ii" I" r C~jPOIl~>l·:;.



f"requency Distribution of Head!; reporl inq perceived klf'llefits

01 hC'illlJ l.itv( .• I(' by 11~)lI~;ehC)ld ~·dl('q(JJif·:;.(f{lJJ{I\I,)

LII illY';

related to

up employ-

ment that

r (~qll i ref;

me l.o be

governing

bodies

100

lOa

IUO

MHFM

MHMM
TOTI\\.

100

91

Frequency Distribution of lIeads reporting perceived benefit"

"I lH~illq Liler.lle by 1I0usel10ld cilLc(J"ries.(UHllI\N)

J eqll ires

lOt' I () b(:

HH CTPfN

',"WM ll.l \ I \'1 ~I () ~)II IO{)

I,'II~IM 100 0 1 ~ Ill> ~) ) lOll

MIIF'M 0 0 0 lOti () 1(1)

~1I1~1~1 Illl I ~1 /0 IjU " IO{)
'I'0'l'1\\. 'Ill 1 ~ 1 <J Illl 10 100



frequency Dist-ribution o[ Heads report illq perceived benefits of

having attended school by HOllsehold <:aleqories. (RURAL)

carl

main1din

Or 1-.<: I

WdySLhinqs

"'1.11,,.1 I,)

conI ieJellee le.<). conI rd

I.) 1,\ I k I.) (-I" I pi 1(" "

up empLoy-
lIH'ld I h.d

I equ i re~;

me La be
I (' I (' r ,II (,

myeeo. ollieidls in

aClivities local

qov(,,"inq

bodic.:,j

MHE'M

MHMM

TOTAL

100
100
100

t'reqllency [)ist r ibution of Heads I epor t i ng perce i ved benel i l" o[

haVing altended schooL by Household caLegories. (URBAN)

Lhillqs

reldt(~d to

con r i den.:e (e. q. con I r,]

10 Idlk 10 clG leIter::

of [ic I d I ,; inmy ('co .

.hot i v i I i (':;

.1 t home

up employ-
menL t hdL

r (!qu i r{~:;

Ill(' 1 f) t J{'

qov<:'"lng

bodies

HH CTPIN

I-'III-'M \.1) :'ll ,1ll 110 f,(1 1I 100
nlMM 100 0 II lib 0 1 ~ 100
MHI"M 0 0 100 1 Oll II 0 100
MIlMM l(l 1O ,Ill III l'. IJ 100
TOTAL bll ;>1 ~>1 110 ,\3 100



Table No. : 1::0-8 fr-equency Oistr-ibution of Heads r-epor-ting
<lcqui::;ition of skill:> by Hou.sehold c<ltegor-ics. (RURl"L)

Count I
Row Pet I YES NO
Col Pet. I Row
Tot Pet I 1 I 21 Total

1111CTPIII I I
FHFH I I 26 I 26

I I 100.0 I 7.8
I I 8.0 I
I I 7.8 I
I I I

FHMM I 25 I 25
I 100.0 I 7.5
I 7.6 I
I 7.5 I
I I

MHFH I 54 1 54
I 100.0 1 16.2
I 16.5 1
I 16.2 1
I I

MHMM 6 I 222 1 228
2.6 I 97.4 I 68.5

100.0 I 67.9 I
1.8 1 66.7 1

I I

Column 6 327 333
Toeal 1.8 98.2 100.0

Table No. : £D-8 Fr-equency Distr-ibution of Heads r-epor-ting
acquisition of skills by Household categories. (URBAN)

Coune 1
Row Pe~ YES NO
Col Pe~ Row
Tot Pee 11 21 Toeal

HH CTPIN , II
FHFM 5 I 23 1 28

17.9 I 82.1 I 10.2
6.7 I 11. 5 I
1.8 I 8.4 I

I I
FHI~M 5 I 17 I 22

22.7 I 77.3 I 8.0
6.7 I 8.5 I
1.8 I 6.2 I

I I
MHrM I 5 I 5

I 100.0 I 1.8
I 2.5 I
I 1.8 I
I I

MHHI~ 65 I 155 I 220
29.5 I 70.5 I 80.0
86.7 I 77.5 I
23.6 I 56.4 I

I I

Column 75 200 275
Total 27.3 72.7 100.0



Frequency ni~LriblJt.ion of Iledds cdruil\q income uBillq

slei 11 by Household caLeqo,- ie~;. (lJIWI\N I

S e E lTl P I () y no e n L E m p 1 0 y m e n L

e'.ll <"'J'"1 i - H.lIdli HlIlll\t Ill] I'ltlmb('l ~;I"H' '1',1 i I \)J ~;Il,hok:; Klli t I i IHI 01 It,·, " !\.tqdll- ('fJ::1 Md r '-,(:1- (;a r rJ(:rl- Power OLhers Totdl

es of Hhh making Printing maker prepara- stiching wari office ing ter Press

press t ion embroid- CCllt.re Division

ery

HH CTPIN

HHHM 0 6 6 6 6 6 0 0 6 6 6 6 6 .;

Frequency Distribut ion of lIeilds earninq income lIsinq

sleill by lIolJ~;ehold caLeqories. (lJHIlI\N)

C.11 cq~,",I~i- I{,~kh i l\lIlll\ i Ill] 1'llIl1Il)(.'r ~;lhH' '1',1 i Inl ~;Ild\: k~; Klli II iflq Ol.lll'r :; /\,Hld 11- IJq::! Market- ed rrJ(:rl- Power Others Tot ,11

es of Hhh making Printing maker prepard- "I ichinq Wd r i () ( f i < '" inq I"r Pr"pss

press I ion embroid- cent. r (~ Ilivisioll

1'1 y

t'Ht'M ~}O 0 0 0 ~)U 0 0 0 () II \1 \) I) (1 Il1ll

fHMM 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~O 0 0 0 0 0 0 I) 1,1\1
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HH CT !'IN

E'HE'M 0 33 67 0 33 100
E'HMM 0 0 0 33 "I 100
MHMM 10 0 0 10\.. 0 100
TOTAL 45 9 18 5S 27 100



ASST: Ass('(

Table No. ASST -I : Personal asset ownership.

Table No. ASST -2 : Freedom to buy assets without consent.

Table No. ASST-3 : Freedom to sell assets without consent.

Table 1':0 ASST -4 : Type of assets owned.



Table 110. 1\5:'>'1'-1 ITrequency Distribution of Heads reporting
owncrship of pcr::;onal u.,s5CtS by HH C<1tc'Jorics.
(RURAL)

Count I
Row Pet IYES NO
Col Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 1 I 21 Total

HI! r::TPIll I I I
fllfM I 5 I 21 I 21j

I 19.2 80.8 I 7.8
I 10.2 I 7.4 I
I 1.5 I 6.3 I
I I I

fH~\M I 8 I 17 I 25
I 32.0 I 68.0 I 7.5
I 16.3 I 6.0 I
I 2.4 I 5.1 I
I I I

MHfM I I 54 I 54
I I 100.0 I 16.2
I I 19.0 I
I I 16.2 1
I I I

MHMM I 36 I 192 I 228
I 15.8 I 84.2 I 68.5
I 73.5 I 67.6 I
I 10.8 I 57.7 I
I I I

Column 49 284 333
Total 14.7 85.3 100.0

Frequency Distribution of Heads repo~ting
ownership of personal assets by HH Categories.
(URBAN)

Count I
Row ?ct IYES NO
Co1 ?ct I Row
Tot Pet I 11 21 Total

Hi-' :TPIN I I Ii
rHE"'?1 4 I 24 I 28

14.3 I 85.7 I 10.4
40.0 I 9.2 I1.5 I 8.9 I

I I
rH)~~1 6 I 16 I 22

27.3 I 72.7 I 8.1
60.0 I 6.2 I

2.2 I 5.9 I
I I

MH F11 I 5 I 5
I 100.0 I 1.9
I 1.9 I
I 1.9 I
I I

MlH1t1 I 215 I 215
I 100.0 I 79.6
I 82.7 I
I 79.6 I

J

Column 10 260 270
Total 3.7 96.3 100.0



TClblc 110. ASST-2 Frcqucncy DiGtribution of HctidG rcporting frecdom
to buy assets without consent by Ill!
Categories. (RURAL)

Count IyenRow Pet no
Col Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 1 I 21 Total

HH CT PIli I I I-
I 19 I 6 I 25FHFH

76.0 I 24.0 I 7.5

I
41. 3 I 2.1 I

5.7 1.8 I
I I I

FHMM I 15 I 10 I 25
I 60.0 I 40.0 I 7.5
I 32.6 I 3.5 I
I 4.5 I 3.0 I
I I I

MH f1-1 I I 54 54
I I 1OC.0 16.3
I I 18.9
I I 16.3
I I

MHl'-'.M I 12 I ::'6 228
I 5.3 I 94.7 68.7
I 26.1 . I 75.5
I 3.6 I 65.1
I !

Column 46 2::6 332
Tot:al 13.9 86.: 100.0

Table No. ASST-2 Freque!":::yDistribution of Heacs report':"ng :::::::::'OIT\
to buy asset without consent by HH Categ::.:::':"es.
(URBAN)

Count I
Row Pet Iyes no
Col ;Oct I Row
Tot P<:t I 11 2/ Total

HH CTPIN I I II
E"H:11 I 17 I :0 I 27

I 63.0 I 37.0 I 10.0
I 13.3 I 7.1 I
I 6.3 I 3.7 I
I I I

FH~,.t.!1 I 11 I . , I 22
I 50.0 I 50.0 I 8.2
I 8.6 I 7.8 I
I 4.1 I 4. 1 I
I I I

MHfH I I 5 I 5
I I 100.0 I 1.9
I I 7 • IJ.:J

I I 1.~ I
I I I

MH/1/1 I 100 I 115 I 215
I 46.5 I 53.5 I 79.9
I 78.1 I 81.6 I
I 37.2 I 42.8 I
! I I

Column 128 141 269
Total 47.6 52.~ 100.0



Frequt-~ncy Distribution of !leads
to sell assets without
Cat e<] 0 rie s. (RU PA L )

reporting
consent

f re'~'Jom
by HH

Count
How Pct
Co1 Pct How
Tot Pct 11 21 Tot;)l

WI -r:TP III I
~-lItH 21 2 I 21)

92.3 7.7 1 8.4
27.6 .9 I

7.8 .6 I
I

fHMM 15 10 I 25
60.0 40.0 1 8.1
17.2 4.5 1

4.9 3.~ I
I

MHtH 18 36 I 54
33.3 66.7 I 17.5
20.7 16.2 I

5.8 11.7 t

I
MHMM 30 .- . 1 20~1 ,

14.7 8::.3 1 66.0
34.5 76.4 1

9.7 56.3 I
I

Column 87 2:2 30'J
Total 28.2 71.8 100.0

Table No. ASST-3 Frequency Distribution of Heads report':'ng f.::,=e~om
to sell asser:s without cons en".: b::' HH
Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row Pct 1
Col Pct 1 Row
Tot Pct 1 11 21 Total

Hl-'-::7 PItJ I I I
fHtH 18 I 9 1 27

66.7 I 33.3 1 10.3
12.5 I 7.6 1

6.9 I ::.4 I
I I

fHI1M 11 I 9 I 20
55.0 1 4::.') I 7.6

7.6 1 7.6 I
4 .2 1 3.4 1

MHE-M
I I
I 5 1 5
I 100.0 I 1.9
I 4.2 I
I 1.9 I
I I

MIIMM 115 I 'J5 I 210
54.8 I 45.2 I 80.2
79.9 I 80.5 I
43.9 I 36.3 1

I I

Column 144 118 262
Tot;)l 55.0 45.0 100.0



Tilblc 110. ASST-1 Frcqucncy Distribution of HCilds rcporting types of
assets owned by Ill! Ciltegories. (RURAL)

1111 r:T['IN jcw(:llcry !JC~W milchlnwriat watc blc'!cle rildl0 illl

fllFl1 5 0 0 0 0 2(,

fllMM 8 0 0 0 a 2~

MilF11 0 0 0 0 0 51

HIIHH 12 0 0 21 6 222

Total 25 0 0 21 6 327

RURAL WEIGHTED percentClge

HH r::7PIN jewellery sew machinwrist wate blCicle radio all

fHfM 19 0 0 0 0 100

fHMM 32 0 0 0 0 100

HHtH 0 0 0 0 0 100

M!iMM 5 0 0 11 3 100

Total 8 0 0 7 2 100

Frequency Distribu~ion of Heads reporting types of
assets owned by Hn Categories. (URBAl'I)

jewellersewing wrist bicycle caolo all
HH C':'?IN machine watch

fritH 3 1 0 0 0 28

n!MH 5 1 0 0 0 22

H!-itH 0 0 0 0 0 5

MHMH 0 0 0 0 0 215

Total 8 2 0 0 0 270

UR8AIJ WEIGHTED percent:age

jew",llersewing wrist: bicycle radio all
HH CTPIN machine watch

FHtH 11 4 0 0 0 100

FHt~M 23 5 0 0 0 100

HHtH 0 0 0 0 0 100

MHHM 0 0 0 0 0 IOn
Total 3 1 0 0 0 10n



SS : S"pport

Table 1'-:0 5S-1: Problems faced during last two years.

Table No. SS-2: Day to day problems.

Table 1\0 S5-3: Problems of women.

Table 1'-:0 SS-4: Institutional help.



Table /lo. 55-1: Distribution of Heads reporting problems faced during
last two years. (RURAL)

IlIl_S:rP1N Nl N2 tl3 N~ N5 t/l, N7 NU tl9 I\LL

flleM 4 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 7
fllMM 5 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 9
MileM 24 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 30
MIlMM 36 6 6 30 6 0 12 0 6 78

TOTAL 69 11 6 32 6 0 18 0 8 1::>1

HH S7PIN Nl N2 N3 N4 N5 tJ6 N7 N8 ti 9 J\LL

~H ft1 57 4J 0 14 0 0 0 0 1~ 100
,,,MM 56 22 0 11 0 0 0 0 11 100
~HeM 80 0 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 100
~~MM 46 8 8 38 8 0 15 0 8 100

TOT;~ 56 9 5 26 5 0 15 0 6 100

Table no. 5 c: _1 • Distribution of Heads reporting problems faced c·...:::.:..:1g
last two years. (URBAN)

HH ::7PIN N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8 tJ9 ALL-

,IIeM 10 3 2 3 0 0 0 1 1 17
'P.MM 7 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 13
MHMM 55 20 5 20 0 0 0 5 0 90

TOTN.. 72 25 8 26 0 0 0 6 2 120

HII- C7PIN ~11 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8 N9 JILL

,IIeM S9 18 12 18 0 0 0 6 6 100
cP.~M 54 15 8 23 0 0 0 0 8 100
~IIMM 61 22 6 22 0 0 0 6 0 100

TOTi-L "0 21 7 22 0 0 0 5 2 100

Nl=Sickness
N2=Accident
N3=Theft
N4=Natural Calamity
N5=Activities by Police
N6=Flobbery

-N7~Attack by unr.nown Persons
N8=Loss of Job
N9=Others (Specify)



T,~hlc Ho. S5-2: Distribution of HC.:Ids f.:lcing d.:lyto d.:lyproblems bj'
Illl Categories. (RURAL)

1111 ':T r I N1 N2 N3 N4 115 No tn NO II') tl10 N11 N12 Nl] ~114 Nl~ ALL-
riff11 14 13 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 15
rHMM 11 11 1 0 5 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 2 1 1 13
1~:lrM 12 6 6 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1U
P.:1MM ')0 90 24 30 04 30 60 36 36 30 30 24 60 54 1U 1J2

TOit.L 127 120 34 31 102 32 61 37 36 30 34 25 62 56 19 178

HH ':TPI N1 N2 N3 N4 115 N6 N7 NO N9 tl10 NIl N12 N13 N14 N15 ALL

r~tM 93 87 20 7 7 7 0 0 0 0 20 0 0 7 0 100
f:-:~M 85 85 8 0 38 8 8 8 0 0 8 8 15 8 8 100
1~~tM 67 33 33 0 67 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 IOO
P.~MM 68 68 18 23 64 23 45 27 27 23 23 18 45 41 14 100

T07r.L 71 67 19 17 57 18 34 21 20 17 19 14 35 31 11 1 (JO

Ta~le 110. 55-2: Distribution of Heads facing day to day problems Dj
HH Categories. (URBAN)

HH ::T PI N1 N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8 N9 NI0 N11 Nl:::N13 tll4 N15 ru..~-

r?-:t!115 9 3 0 8 1 2 0 1 0 4 1 1 0 0 16
r?-:MM 11 2 3 0 7 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1·;
p.?-::H 5 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 :,
11?-:~_"185 70 55 0 25 5 5 0 5 0 50 10 0 0 0 1: S

TOLal 116 86 61 0 45 7 8 1 6 0 54 11 2 0 210

HH C:, PI Nl N2 N3 N4 N5 N6 N7 N8 N9 NI0 N11 N12 N13 tll4 N15 f\2.~-
r?-::H 94 56 19 0 50 6 13 0 6 0 25 6 6 0 0 '-00
r?-:"?179 14 21 0 50 7 7 7 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 100
M?-::!1100 100 0 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100
M!-:!'1.'149 40 31 0 14 3 3 0 3 0 29 6 0 0 0 100

Total 55 41 29 0 21 3 0 3 0 26 5 1 0 0 100

Nl=Financial Problem
t/2=Food Shortage
t/3=UnemDloyment
N4=Overwork
t/5=Health Problem
N6=Problem wi th children
N7=Cronic illness
N8=Problem wi th spouse
N9=Problem with Hh Kin
NIO~Problem wi th Kin outside HH
Nll=Underemployment
N12-£motional Problems
Nl J=Domestic Violence
N11=Violence with neighbours
N15=Ochers (Specify)



Table No. SJ-3: Distribution of Head:; reporting problems of women by
HH C.ltcgorics. ( RURAL)

1111 CTPIN N1 N2 NJ N4 N5 Nfl N7 NO N<J NlO ALL

filtH 0 7 1U 11 0 12 4 2 0 0 25
fHMM J 9 15 12 1 6 6 J 0 0 24
MIlFH JO 12 42 6 0 0 12 42 0 0 54
MIlMM 10~ 54 150 10 0 6 30 174 6 6 220

TOTAL 1J5 82 225 47 1 24 52 221 6 6 3J1

HH CTPIN Nl N2 NJ N4 N5 N6 N7 NO N'J N10 ALL

fHtH a 28 72 44 0 48 16 8 a 0 100
fHMM 13 38 6J 50 ~ 25 25 1J 0 0 100
MHtH 56 22 78 11 a a 22 78 0 0 100
MJ-;MM 45 24 66 8 a 3 1J 76 3 3 100

TOTAL 41 25 68 14 0 7 16 67 2 2 100

Table No. 55-3: Distribution of Heads reporting problems of wome;: by
HH Categories. (URBAN)

HH CTPItl N1 N2 N3 N4 ~l5 N6 N7 N8 N9 N10 ALL
fP.~ 1 6 7 1 1 0 2 8 10 4 26
Fj-'~ 0 2 4 1 0 4 3 8 5 21
MP.:11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5
Mr.!-'.M 0 75 0 0 0 0 5 10 115 0 190

TOTAL 1 83 11 2 2 0 11 21 138 9 242

HH CT?!~1 Nl N2 N3 N4 ~l5 N6 117 N8 N9 NI0 ALL-
FH :11 4 23 27 4 0 8 31 38 15 100
F:-:~,I_"" 0 10 19 5 S 0 19 14 38 24 100
MP.:11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100
Mj-'~ 0 39 0 0 0 0 3 5 61 0 100

TOTAL 0 34 5 1 1 0 5 9 57 100

Nl~Sexual Harassment
N2~Child Care
NJ-Wage Discrimination
N1=Hours of Work
N5-Hobility
N6-Working Conditions
N7-Work Load
N8-Heal th
N9-No Problem
N10-Others



Table No. S5-'1: Di.::;tribution of Head.::;.::;ecuring help from the
institution by HI! Cateqocies. (RURAL)

Count
Row Pct NO IIELl' LOI\N RELlEr" SPF.CII\L
Col Pct E:r~PLOYM£ Row
Tot Pct 11 31 41 ToLll

1111 -CTPIN I I I
fll Er1 25 I 1 I I 26

96.2 I 3.8 I I 7.8
8.1 I 14.3 I I7.5 I .3 I I

I I I
fH~1~1 21 3 I I I 21

87.5 1:.5 I I I 7.~
6.8 33.3 I I I
6.3 .9 I I I

I I IMHP-l 48 I I r; I 54
88.9 I I 11.1 1 16.3
15.5 I I 100.0 I
14.5 I I 1.8 I

I I I
MH~~ 216 6 I 6 I I 228

94.7 2.5 I 2.6 I I 68.7
69.7 66.~ I 85.7 I I
65.1 1.:3 I 1.8 I I

! I I

Colu:7\n 310 9 7 6 332
Total 93.4 2.7 2.1 1.8 100.0

Table No. S5-4: Distribution of Heads secur':"nghel? from the
institution by HH Categories. (URB.:'.N)

Count I
Row p(: I NO HELP LO;'~; LEGAL OTHE"S
Col p(: I HELP Row
Tot Pc I 11 61 71 Total

HH-CTPIN I I I I
FH~-! I 27 I I 1 I 28

I 96.4 I I 3.6 I 10.4
I 10.5 I I 100.J I
I 10.0 I I .4 I
I ! I II I

fH1"~1 I 21 1 I I 22
I 95.5 4.S I I I 8.1
I 8.1 16.7 I I I
I 7.8 • 4 I I I
I I I II

MHE:1 I 5 I I I 5
I 100.0 I I I 1.9
I 1.9 I I I
I 1.9 I I I
I I I I

MH~I~ I 205 c I 5 I I 215.-
I 95.3 2.3 I 2.3 I I 79.6
I 79.5 83.3 I 100.0 I I
I 75.9 1.9 I 1.9 I I
I I I I

Colurnn 258 6 5 1 270
Tot",l 95.6 2.2 1.9 .4 100.0



Table No. LN-l : Heads securing loan.

Table No. LN-2: Source of loan.

Table No. LN-3: Reasons for not getting loan.

Table No. LN-4: Secured loan with collateral.

Table No. LN-S: Reasons for taking loan.



'l'dbLe No. LN-l: Frequency Distribution ot Ilead:; securinq lOdn by Illl
CCltcgorics. (RURAL)

Count
lYE::;Row Pet NO

Col Pet I Row
Tot Pet I 1 I 21 To t .11

1111 r:T PIN I I I-
tiltH I 6 I 17 I 23

I 26.1 73.9 I 7.7
I 5.4 I 9.2 I
I 2.0 5.7 I
I I I

tHMM I 10 I 1: I 22
I 45.5 I 54.5 I 7. 4
I 8.9 I 6.5 I
I 3.4 I 4. J I
I I I

MH P.1 I 18 I 30 I 48
I 37.5 I 6:.5 I 16.:
I 16.1 I 16.: I
I 6.1 I 10.: I
I I

,
MHMM I 78 I 1:6 I 204

I 38.2 I 61.3 I 68.~
I 69.6 I 68.: I
I 26.3 I 42.4 I
! I I

Column 112 le: 297
Tocal 37.7 62.2 100.0

Table No. LN-l: Frequency Dist:ribution of Heads securing loan cY/ nO:
Categor':"es. (UREAll)

Counc I
Row ?ct IYES NO
Col Pet: I Row
Tot PeC I 11 21 Tocal

HH CTPIIJ I I ,,
F'H F11 I 16 I :2 22

I 57.1 I 42.? 11. ::
I 15.5 I 8.5
I 6.6 I .4 .?

I I
F'HW1 I 12 I 9 21

I 57.1 I 42.: 8.6
I 11.7 I 6. ~
I 4.9 I 3.7
I I

MH F11 I 5 I 5

I 100.0 I 2.0
I 4.9 I
I 2.0 I
I I

MH!1M ·1 70 I 12') 190
1 36.8 63.2 77.9
I 68.0 I 85.1
I 28.7 I 49.2
I !

Column 103 141 2H
Total 42.2 57.8 100.0



Frequ(~ncy Dis tribu tion
lo~n by HH C~tcgoric5.

Frequency Distribution
loan by HE Categories.

Nl~Honey Lender
N2-Relative
NJ~Neighbour
N4~Land Lord
NS-Bank
N6-Crcdit AssociaCion
N7-Co-operaCive Society
NO-Other

of lIeadJ
(RURAL)

of Heads
(URBAN)



T.:lblc No. LN-3 : Frequency Di::;tribution of Head::; reporting rC.:l::;on::;for
not getting loan by l!l! Categories. (RURl\L)

1111 CTPIN Nl N2 NJ N4 NS N6 N7 Nil N') NIO NIL N12 NLJ N14 DUM

MIIMM 6 6 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 III

Pf::HCCNT JJ 33 0 0 0 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100

Table No. LN-3: Frequency Distribut:'on of Heads reporting reasc;.s for
not getting loan bv HH Categories. (URBAN)

HH CTPIN Nl N2 NJ N4 NS N6 N7 N8 N9 NIO NIL N12 NIJ N14 DUI·1

1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 2

2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2

5 5 0 0 0 5 0 S 0 5 0 0 0 0 20

TOTAL 5 6 0 1 0 7 0 8 0 6 0 0 1 24

URBAN WE:IGHTE:D PE:RCE:NTAGE:

RE:ASOUS fOR NOT GETT!~IG LOAN

HH C7PItJ Nl 112 N3 N4 N5 tJ6 N7 NS t< 9 NIO In: 1112 N13 NH DU14-

fH E11 0 50 0 50 0 SO 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 50 100

fr.~M 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 50 0 50 50 0 0 0 100

HH~~.M 25 25 0 0 0 2S 0 25 0 25 0 0 0 0 100

TOTAL 21 25 0 4 0 29 0 33 0 25 0 0 100

NI~I failed to return a previous loan.
N2=I do not have enough assets.
NJ=Strained relations.
N4=The household has no earning member.
N5=The lender does not trust women.
N6=The lender does not trust the poor.
N7~I did not meet the credit criterea.
N8=I was unable to provide collateral.
N?-The procedure was complicated.
NIO-It was difficult to convince the officials.
NIl-The in:JCitution is too far away.
NI2-TIJe terms and conditions were difficult.
NIJ-The rates of interest were high.
N14-0ther (Specify).



T.:lblc No. LN-'1: Di:>tribution of HC.Jd::; :>ccuring lO.::lnwith coll..1tcr-1l
by Ill! Cate<]ocies. (HlJAAL)

Count I
Row Pet 1 n:; NO
Col Pet 1 Row
Tot: Pet 1 21 Total

111I -CTPrN I I
fIl f1'1 I 2 5 I 7

I 28.6 71. 4 I 6.5
I 9.1 5.8 1
1 1.9 4 .6 I
I 1

fIl~M 1 2 9 1 11
1 18.2 81.8 1 10.2
1 9.1 10.5 1
1 1.9 8.3 1
I I

MH~ I 6 L:: 1 18
1 33.3 66.7 1 16.7
1 27.3 14. J I
I 5.6 11. 1 1
1 I

I

MH~~ 1 12 60 I 72
I 16.7 83.3 I 66.7
I 54.5 69.9 1
I 11.1 55.0 1
I !

Column 22 86 108
Total 20.4 79.6 100.0

Table No. LN-4: Distribution of Heads securing loan with collate~=l
by HH Categories. (URBAN)

Count I
Row l'-::tIn:s NO

Col P-:t I Row
Tot P-::t I 11 21 Total

HH CTPIN 1 1
fH f?1 I I 12 13

I I 100.'! 13.0
I I 13.:-

I I 13.0
I I

fHt~~1 I 1 I 11 12
I 8.3 I 91.7 12.0
I 100.0 I 11. 1
I 1.0 I 11. ()
I I

MHt1!1 I I 75 75
I 100.0 75.0
I I 75.8
I I 75.0
I I

Column 1 99 100
Total 1.0 99.0 100.0



TClble No. LN-5: Distribution of HeCld:; repoLtinq reasons tor ta ki:-:,:
loon by HH C-ltcgorics. (RURAL)

HII CTPIN Nt N2 NJ N·! N5 N6 1/7

FII .1-1 0 ~ 0 2 6

rllMM 2 5 0 3 0 to

Mil F1-1 0 0 6 0 6 12 10

MIIMM 12 18 30 0 10 0 70

Total 13 21 4J 0 20 14 112

HH CTPIN Nl N2 NJ N~ N5 N6 Ni

rH F1'1 0 17 33 0 17 33 100

rHMM 10 20 a 30 0 100

MH F1'1 0 a -- 0 33 67 100

MHMM 15 23 -- 0 23 a 10C

Total 12 19 0 25 13 100

Table No, LN-S: Distribution 0: Heads reporc:ing reasons ::::Jr taki::-.=
loan by HH Ca::egor:'es. (URBj\J·!)

HH C7PIN Nl N2 ~~3 N~ N5 No N7

fH E11 2 1 0 3 8 16

fEMM 0 1 ~ 0 3 6 12

HH E11 0 0 ') 0 5 0 5

HHHH 15 15 - a 40 10 70

TOTAL 17 17 ~2 ') 51 24 103

HH C7PItI Nl N2 ~I -;. tJ, N5 No N7- .'~

rp. F1~ 13 6 25 0 19 50 100

fP..~'1 0 8 25 ') 25 50 100

HH E11 0 0 !) !) 100 0 lUO

1~P.!~11 21 21 7 !) 57 11 lUo

TOTAL 17 17 12 0 50 23 100

Nl-Asset Purchase
N2~Busine3s Expense
NJ-Social function
N1-Religious function
NS-flousehol d Expenses
N6-0thers Speci f:;
N7-All



Table No. ER I : Respondent Group Ditferentials in Literacy Rate Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No. EU I : Respondent Group Differentials in Literacy Rate Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Urban)

Table No. ER2 : Respondent Group Ditferentials in Attitude Towards Girls Education
Below and Above Poveny Line. (Rural)

Table No. EU2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Girls Education
Below and Above Poveny Line. (Urban)

Table No. ER3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Boys Education
Below and Above Poveny Line. (Rural)

Table No. ElJ3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude Towards Boys Education
Below and Above Poveny Line. (Urban)



Table ER1. Respondent Group Differentials in Literacy
Rate Below And Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

Hou:;ohold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Category

FHFM NA .. .. N.A. 100.0 * _. 7.7

FHMM N.A. .. .. NA .. .. ..

TFH NA N.A. N.A. N.A. .. .. ..

Balow Poverty L1na
MHFM 0.0 0.0 N.A. .. .. .. --

MHMM 18.2 0.0 NA .. .. .. -.

TMH 0.0 0.0 N.A. .. .. -- -.

ALL 15.4 I 0.0 NA -. 12.5 -. I 6 ..J

Housenold MH

I
FH SFH SMH

I
OM OF

I
ALL ,

Category I,

!
FHFM N.A. - N.A. NA .. .. ..

FHMM N.A. .. .. N.A. 33.3 .. 7.1

TFH NA .. .. N.A. 25.0 -. 4.1

Abova Poverty LIne
MHFM 42.9 NA N.A. .. 50.0 .. 18.2

MHMM 40.7 N.A. N.A. 8.7 0.0 .. 25.0
:

TMH 41.2 N.A. N.A. 6.5 50.0 .. 23.0

ALL 412 I 0.0 0.0 6.5 40.0 .. 211

MH=Male Headed
FH=Fema/e Head
OM = Other Male

N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head
SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OF=Other Female
- = Number of Responses to the variable is zero

* Figures represent 0rcenrage of respondents 'literacy rate Within each r€:~por:=r:r::
group by household category and poveny level.



Tabla EU1. Respondent Group Differentials in Literacy
Rata Below And Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

HOU30hol<.J MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Catc<)ory

FHFM NA 11.1 • o. N.A. .. .. 10.0

FHMM N.A. 20.0 100.0 N.A. 100.0 33.3 44.4

TFH NA 14.3 100.0 NA 100.0 20.0 26.3

Below Poverty LIne
MHFM .. N.A. N.A. .. .. .. ..

MHMM 583 NA N.A. 35.7 .. 100.0 48.1

TMH 58.3 N.A. N.A. 35.7 .. 100.0 481

ALL 583 14.3 100.0 35.7 100.0 600 I .1~ •~.-
Household MH

I
FH SFH SMH

I
OM OF ALL.

ICategory

I
FHFM NA 50.0 66.7 N.A. 75.0 50.0 57 1 I
FHMM NA 41.7 33.3 N.A. 100.0 .. 47.1 I

TFH NA 45.5 50.0 N.A. 83.3 50.0 52.5

Above Poverty L1na
MHFM 100.0 N.A. N.A. 100.0 .. .. 1CJ.0 ,

MHMM 56.3 N.A. NA 50.0 .. .. -~ a I::JL •

i
TMH 576 N.A. NA 52.6 .. .. -. -::~ I

I

ALL 57.5 ~- - 50.0 52.6 83.3 22.2 I 54 :;::J.::J

MH=Ma/e Headed SFH=Spouse of Female Head
FH=Fema/e Head SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OM=Other Male OF=Other Female
N.A = Not Applicable - = Number of Responses to the variable is zero

• Figures represent percentage of respondents 'literacy rate Within each resPJr,cer::

group by household caIe']ory and poverty level.



Table ER2. Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude
Townrds Girls Education Below And Above Poverty

Line. (Rural)

Hou::ehold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Category

FHFM N.A. 72.7 •• -- N.A. 100.0 100.0 769

FHMM NA 72.7 50.0 N.A. 100.0 100.0 73.3

TFH NA 72.7 50.0 N.A. 100.0 100.0 75.0

Below Poverty Line
MHFM .. NA NA -- -- .- .-

MHMM 72.7 NA N.A. 70.0 -- 66.7 68.0

TMH 61.5 NA N.A. 58.3 -- 66.7 58.6

ALL 61 5 72.7 50.0 I 58.3 250 70.0 I 60.9 I
Household MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL

ICategory

FHFM N.A. 53.3 50.0 N.A. 100.0 100.0 61.9

FHMM NA 643 250 NA 833 50.0 60.7

TFH N.A 58.6 33.3 N.A. 875 66.7 61.2

Above Poverty Line
MHFM 85.7 NA NA 75.0 100.0 60.0 77.3

MHMM 51.9 N.A. N.A. 65.2 -- 50.0 57.7

TMH 58.8 NA N.A. 67.7 100.0 57.1 53==

ALL 58.13 53.6 33.3 67.7 95.0 58.3 I 533 I

MH=Ma/e Headed

FH=Fema/e Head

OM =Other Male

N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head

Sfv1H=Spouse of Male Head

OF=Other Female

-- = Number of Responses to the v(J(wble IS zero

••Figures represent pGrc6ntage of respondents having positive attitude to'NaICS

girls education within each respondent group by household category and poverty

level.



Table EU2. Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude
Towards Girls Education Below And Above Poverty

Line. (Urban)

Household MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
C<ltoCJory

FHFM N.A. 77.8 * -- .. .. .. 700

FHMM N.A. 70.0 100.0 _. 100.0 66.7 77.8

TFH N.A. 75.0 100.0 .. 1000 40.0 73.7

Below Poverty Line
MHFM _. N.A. N.A. .. _. _. ..

MHMM 100.0 N.A. N.A. 85.7 -- 100.0 92.6

TMH 100.0 N.A. N.A. 85.7 .- 1000 92.6
I

ALL 100.0 I 75.0 100.0 85.7 1000 I 70.0 I e8.4

Household MH

I
FH SFH SMH OM OF

I
ALL

ICategory

FHFM N.A. 100.0 66.7 N.A. 100.0 100.0 95.2

FHMM N.A. 75.0 100.0 N.A. 100.0 _. 82.4
I
I

TFH N.A. 86.4 83.3 N.A. 1000 100.0 89.5 I
Above Poverty Line I

MHFM 100.0 N.A. N.A. 100.0 _. .. 100.0
i

MHMM 875 N.A. N.A. 83.3 .. 1000 1:6.3

I
TMH 87.9 N.A. N.A. 84.2 .. 100.0 c6.8

j
ALL 87.9 I e5.4 83.3 842 100f) 100 a I "371 I

MH=Male Headed

FH=Female Head
OM=Other Male
N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head

SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OF=Other Female
- ~ Number of Responses to the variable is zero

* Figures represem percemage of respondents having positive attitude to'N'lrds
girls education within each respondent group by household category and p:;verl,/
level.



Table ER3. Respondent Group Differentials in Attitude
Towards Boys Education Below And Above Poverty

Line. (Rural)

Hou~ehold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Category

FHFM NA 63.6 * .. N.A. 100.0 100.0 69.2

FHMM NA 81.8 100.0 NA 100.0 100.0 86.7

TFH NA 72.7 100.0 NA 100.0 100.0 78.6

Below Poverty Line
MHFM .. NA NA -- .. -- ..

MHMM 90.9 NA NA 1000 100.0 66.7 92.0

TMH 76.9 N.A. N.A. 83.3 100.0 66.7 79.3

ALL 76.9 I 72.7 100.0 83.3 I 100.0 I 70.0 I 79.2 I

Housenold MH

I
t-H SFH SMH

I
OM

I
OF

I
ALL

ICategory

FHFM N.A 73.3 100.0 N.A 50.0 100.0 76.2

FHMM NA 85.7 25.0 NA 83.3 100.0 78.6

TFH NA 79.3 50.0 NA 75.0 100.0 77.6

Above Poverty Line
MHFM 85.7 N.A N.A 87.5 100.0 80.0 86.4

MHMM 63.0 N.A. N.A. 65.2 -. 100.0 65.4

TMH 67.5 NA NA 71.0 100.0 85.7 71.6

ALL 67.5 I 79.3 50.0 71.0 I 90.0 87.5 72.2 !

MH=Ma/e Headed

FH=Fema/e Head

OM = Other Male

N.A =Not Applicab./g

SFH=Spouse of Fema!f~ Head

SMH=Spouse of Male HGad

OF=Other Female

- = Number of Respon:es to the vanable is zero

* Figures represent p<3rcGntage of respondents having positive attitude towards bo'ls

education within each respondent group by household category and poverty level.



Tablo EU3. Respondent Group DiHerentials in Attitude
Towards Boys Education Below And Above Poverty

Line. (Urban)

HOU3ehoid MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Cateqory

FHFM NA 61.1 * -- NA 0.0 50.0 60.0

FHMM N.A. 70.0 100.0 N.A. 100.0 100.0 83.3

TFH NA 64.3 100.0 N.A. 100.0 80.0 71.1

Below Poverty LIne
MHFM .- NA NA -. -- _. -.

MHMM 91.7 NA N.A. 100.0 -- 100.0 963

TMH 91.7 N.A. N.A. 100.0 -- 100.0 96.3

ALL 917 I 64.3 I 100.0 lCO.O I 100.0 I 90.0 I 90.8 I
Household MH

I
FH

I
SFH

I
S~v1H

I
OM

I
OF ALL

ICategory

FHFM N.A. 80.0 66.7 NA 100.0 100.0 85.7

FHMM NA 83.3 100.0 N.A. 100.0 -- 88.2

TFH NA 81.8 83.3
. NA 100.0 100.0 86.8

Above Poverty LIne
MHFM 100.0 N.A. N.A. 100.0 -- -- 100.0

MHMM 90.6 NA NA 88.9 -- 100.0 90.2

TMH 90.9 N.A. N.A. 89.5 -- 100.0 90.6

ALL 90.9 I 81.8 83.3 89.5 100.0 100.0 I 90.1

MH=Ma/e Headed
FH=Fema/e Head
OM = Other Male
N.A = Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head
SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OF=Other Female
- = Number of Responses to the variable is zero

* Figures represent percemage of respondents ha'/ing positive attitude tONards boys
education within each res{X)ndent group by household category and {X)verty level.



Table No. HR I :Respondent Group Ditferentials in Chronic Health Problems Belo\v and
Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No. HUl : Respondent Group Differentials in Chronic Health Problems Below and
Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

Table No. HR2 : Respondent Group Ditferentials in Recent Illness Below and Abow
Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No. HU2 : Respondent Group Differentials in Recent Illness Below and Abow
Poverty Line. (Urban)

Table No. HR.3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Seeking treatment Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Rural)

Table No. HU3 : Respondent Group Differentials in Seeking treatment Below and Above
Poverty Line. (Urban)



Table HR1. Respondent Group DiHerentia/s in Chronic
Health Problems Below And Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

Household MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Cateqory

FHFM NA. 36.4 * .. N.A. .. 100.0 33.5

FHMM N.A. 36.4 100.0 NA. .. .. 375

TFH N.A. 36.4 100.0 NA .. 500 37.9

Below Poverty LIne
MHFM 50.0 NA NA 50.0 .. _. 5·J.0

MHMM 27.3 NA. N.A. 50.0 100.0 33.3 ~O.O

TMH 30.8 N.A. N.A. 50.0 100.0 33.3 ~~4

ALL I 30.8 I 36.4 I 100.0 I 50.0 I 66.7 I 35.0 I .:.,J.9 I
Housenold I ,\11h

I
FH SFH

I
SMH

I
OM

I
OF

I
.:.....L

ICategory

FHFM NA. 53.3 100.0 NA .. - ~;-.6

FHMM NA. 21.4 75.0 N.A. 16.7 - 2::.0

TFH NA 37.9 83.3 NA 12.5 .. ::~.7

Above Poverty LIne
MHFM 143 N.A. N.A. 0.0 50.0 20.0 "3.6

MHMM 33.3 N.A. NA 20.8 .. - 254

TMH 294 NA NA 15.6 50.0 14.3 22.7

ALL I 29.4 I 37.9 I 83.3 I 15.6 35.0 I 12.:: 22.8 I

MH=Male Heaaed
FH=Female Head
OM=Other Ma:e
N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head
SMH=Spouse of f,fale Head
OF=Other Female
- = NUmber of Responses to the variable is zero

••Figures represent percentage of respondents suffering from chror.ic hea :h problems

within each res;xJnoent group by Household Category and Poverty le/ef.



T~blo HU1. Respondent Group Differenti~Js in Chronic
He~lth Problems Below And Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

Household MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Catoqory

FHFM N.A. 16.7· -. N.A. -- 0.0 15.0

FHMM N.A. 40.0 33.3 N.A. _. 33.3 22.3

TFH NA 25.0 33.3 N.A. _. 20.0 :2.7

Below Poverty Line
MHFM _. N.A. NA .- .. _. _.

MHMM 16.7 N.A. N.A. 28.6 -. .- ::.2

TMH 16.7 N.A. NA 28.6 .. .- ::.2

ALL I ~6.7 I 25.0 I 333 28.6 I 0.0 I 10.: I -_.- I
Household I :..,iH

I
Fri

I
SF;"

I
SMH OM

I
C.-

I
.:. ,

I--
Category

FHFM NA 40.0 33.3 N.A. 25.0 - ::.6

FHMM NA 25.0 66.7 N.A. 0.0 .. ,;.4

TFH NA 31.8 50.0 NA 16.7 -. 2:.9

Above Poverty Line
MHFM - N.A. NA .. .- - -
MHMM 15.6 N.A. N.A. 16.7 .. .. . 5.7

TMH 15.2 NA N.A. 15.8 _. .. -5.1

ALL 15.2 I 31.8 50.0 15.8 16.7 0.': -S.8

MH=Male Headed
FH=Female Head
OM = Other Male
N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head
SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OF=Cther Female
- = NUmber of Responses to the variable is zr::ro

.,.Figures represent {:€rcentage of respondents suffering from chrcr.:c hea:-; problems

within each respondent group by Household Category and PO'lerty fe'lel.



Table HR2. Respondent Groups Differentials In Illness
Below And Above Poverty Line. (Rural)

HOU3ehoid MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Category

FHFM NA 54.5 •• _. N.A. -- 100.0 53.8

FHMM NA 36.4 100.0 N.A. 50.0 -- 43.8

TFH N.A. 45.5 100.0 N.A. 33.3 50.0 48.3

Below Poverty LIne
MHFM 50.0 NA N.A. 50.0 -- -. 50.0

MHMM 72.7 NA N.A. 50.0 -- 333 56.0

TMH 69.2 NA NA 50.0 -- 33.3 55.2

ALL 692 I 45.5 100.0 I 50.0 I 11.1 I 35.0 I =~2 I

Housenold I MH

I
FH

I
SFH

I
SMH

I
OM

I
OF

I "''--
ICategory

FHFM NA 60.0 50.0 NA 100.0 50.0 6, .9 I
FHMM NA 21.4 75.0 NA 16.7 -- 25.':

TFH NA 41.4 66.7 N.A. 37.5 16.7 40.8

Above Poverty LIne
MHFM 71.4 NA N.A. 25.0 50.0 20.0 40.9

MHMM 44.4 NA NA 25.0 -- -- 34.0

TMH 50.0 NA NA 25.0 50.0 14.3 35.0
,

ALL 50.0 I 41.4 50.0 I 25.0 60.0 I 14.6 I 35.9 I

MH=Male Headed
FH=FemaJe Head
OM=Other Male
N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head
SMH=Spouse of Male Head
OF=Other Female
- = NUmber of Responses to the variable is ZEro

.••Figures reprEsent percentage of respondents who suffered from illness rE':er::l'j
within each respondent group by Household Calegory and Poverty IE'Iel.



Table HU2. Respondent Groups DiHerentials In Illness
Below And Above Poverty Line. (Urban)

Hou:lehold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Category

FHFM N.A. 44.4 .• .. NA .. .. 40.0

FHMM NA 50.0 33.3 NA .. 33.3 38.9

TFH NA 46.4 33.3 NA .. 20.0 39.5
Below Poverty Line

MHFM .. NA NA .. .. .. ..

MHMM 33.3 NA NA 42.9 .. 100.0 ~0.7

TMH 33.3 NA NA 42.9 .. 100.0 :'0.7

ALL I 33.3 I 46.4 33.3 I 42.9 I 0.0 50.0 I :39.9 I
Housenold ,'v1H

I
FH SFri

I
SMH

I
OM OF

I
;"LL

ICategory

FHFM NA 50.0 100.0 NA 25.0 .. :'2.9

FHMM NA 50.0 33.3 NA .. .. 41.2

TFH NA 50.0 66.7 NA 16.7 .. 42.1

Above Poverty Line
MHFM 100.0 NA NA - .. .. 50.0

MHMM 18.8 NA NA 16.7 .. .. 17.6

TMH 21.2 N.A NA 15.8 .. .. ;8.9

ALL 21.2 I 50.0 66.7 I 15.8 16.7 0.0 I 2, .8

MH=Ma/e Headed

FH=Fema/e Head

OM=Other Male

N.A =Not Applicable

SFH=Spouse of Female Head

SMH=Spouse of Male Head

OF =Other Female

- = NUmber of Responses to the variable is zero

.• Figures represent percentage of respondents who suffered from illness rEcently

within each respondent group by Household Category and Poverty 16'/e/.



Table HRJ. Respondent Groups Differenti~ls In Seeking
Treatment.Below And Above Poverty Line. (Rur.::ll)

Hou:Johold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF ALL
Cntogory

FHFM N.A. 50.0 * .. N.A. .. .. -12.9

FHMM N.A. 50.0 100.0 N.A. 100.0 .. 71.4

TFH NA 50.0 1000 N.A. 100.0 .. 57.1

MHFM 100.0 NA NA 100.0 .. .. 100.0

MHMM 75.0 NA NA 60.0 .. 100.0 71.4

TMH 77.8 NA NA 66.7 .. 1eo.0 75.0

ALL I -- R I 50.0 I 1000 ! 65.7 I 100.0 I E:: -; I 72.7 III.OJ

Housenolo I ,'.~M

I
r~

I
Sr=n

I
SMH

I
mJ1

I
~-

I
;"Li....

I
~,..

Category

FHFM N.A. 444 100.0 N.A. 100.0 - 53.8

FHMM NA 33.3 100.0 N.A. 100.0 - 77.8

TFH N.A. 41.7 100.0 NA 100.0 - 53.6

MHFM 8a.0 NA N.A. 50.0 100.0 1CO.0 77.8

MHMM 1CO.0 NA NA 50.0 .. - 83.3

TMH 94.1 NA NA 50.0 100.0 1CO.a 81.5

I

ALL 94.1 i 41.7 I 100.0 I 50.0 I 100.0 I 8:;.7 I 7~.3 I

MH=Ma/e Heac"d

FH=Fema/e HGaa

OM=Other Male

N.A =Not AppiiceDle

SFH=Soouse of Female Head

SMH=Soouse of Male Head

OF=Other Female

- = NUmber of Resoonses to the variable is ZEro

* Figures represem :Y3rcentege of resoonaems who sought treatme~ to tf';-;se

reporting III within ee.en resoondenl grouD by Household Category er.a PO'/erry

level.



Table HUJ. Respondent Groups Differentials In Seeking
Trentment Below And Above Poverty Line. (Urbnn)

HOU:l'lhold MH FH SFH SMH OM OF AL~

C.:ItQqory

FHFM N.A. 100.0 * -. NA .. -- 102.0

FHMM NA 80.0 100.0 NA .. -- 523,
TFH NA 92.3 1000 NA -- .. c~ ~

...• .:...'::1

Below Poverty Line
MHFM .. NA NA .. .. .. ..

MHMM 100.0 NA NA 100.0 .. -- - '-'.-

TMH 100.0 NA NA 100.0 -- .. 2~ ::l

ALL I 100.0 I 92.3 I 100.0 I 10:).0 I 00 I 00 I - - I_.
housenolo I
Cateoory

SMH I

100.0 NA NA

CD.3 NA NA

25.7 N.A NA

e5.7 I 1000 I 100.0

MH=Ma/e HeacEd

FH=Fema/e HEad

OM =Other Male

SFH=Soouse of Female Head

SMH=Soouse of tAa/e Head

OF=C:her Female

" Figures represent percentage of resoondems who sO:.Jght treatm6r.: to t,-:::;:'

reporting ill witJ-:in each resoondem grouo by Household Category and Pc:e,~/

level.
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