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MESSAGE

Minister
W Ministry of Planning
| i) Government of the People's Republic of Bangladesh

| am immensely pleased to be informed that Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics (BBS) is going to publish
the report on ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey' which was conducted during 14-26 December
2019 in the city corporation areas of Bangladesh through Computer Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI).

The gradual urbanization and unplanned urban development in Bangladesh are contributing to significant
challenges. More than one-fourth of the urban population is made up of slum dwellers, who are vulnerable
for living in lower tier of living standard, facing challenges of food insecurity, and are persistently
vulnerable to economic shocks that loom their well-being. The National Social Security Strategy (NSSS)
2015 recognizes the urgency of increasing social protection coverage for the urban poor and vulnerable
population to address emerging challenges associated with gradual urbanization. In light of the policy
guidance, the upcoming 8th Five Year Plan will be prepared with proper care to the vulnerable group.

Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics, the National Statistics Office, took initiative to work as the light house
to provide evidences in designing the plan to ensure the effective pro-vulnerable programmes in the
government palicy. In continuation of this, ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019' has been
conducted. | believe that the results and analytical findings along with the recommendations of this
survey have been presented in this report which will vastly contribute to the national planning documents
for the welfare of the urban vulnerable as an effective background paper.

| express my sincere thanks to Mr. Mchammad Yamin Chowdhury, Secretary, Statistics and Informatics
Division (SID) and Mr. Mohammad Tajul Islam, Director General, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics (BBS),

the officials of SID and BBS for their relentless efforts in conducting the survey and bringing out this report
timely.

Dhaka, July 2020 (M. A. Mannan, wp)
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FOREWORD

Secretary

Statistics and Informatics Division

Ministry of Planning

Government of the People's Republic of Bangladesh

Conducting Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS) 2019 is a timely initiative of Bangladesh
Bureau of Statistics (BBS). The survey has the special focus on the socioeconomic status of the urban
population in Bangladesh. Information and data received from this survey will be guide the path way on
reduction vulnerability and ensuring food security.

| believe that, the result of the survey will help the government in formulating the 8th Five Year Plan and
related policies. The report on USAS 2019 will immensely benefit the policymakers, planners, researchers,
stakeholders and other users as a source of valuable information on a wide range of socioeconomic
indicators related to vulnerability in urban areas of Bangladesh.

| would like to express my sincere thanks to Director General, BBS; Focal Point Officer, USAS 2019 and
the team members of the ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019’ for successful completion of

the survey and bringing out the report in time. Especially, heartfelt thanks to World Food Programme
(WFP) and International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) for their technical support in conducting

the survey. (

Dhaka, July 2020 (Mohammad Yamin Chowdhury)
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PREFACE

Director General

Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics

Statistics and Informatics Division

Ministry of Planning

Government of the People's Republic of Bangladesh

Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics (BBS), the National Statistics Office of Bangladesh, has conducted
‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS) 2019’ for the first time. The main objective of this
survey is to generate official statistics on urban vulnerability assessment in terms of socioeconomic
indicators and food security in city corporations of Bangladesh.

Under the National Social Security Strategy (NSSS) 2015, the Government of Bangladesh has committed
to taking a lifecycle approach where no one is left behind, ensuring that the urban underprivileged have
equal access to government social protection schemes. However, considering the complex nature of the
urban context, proper analysis and mapping of urban issues, needs, and challenges must be addressed.
This survey results would provide recommendations for addressing the needs of the poorest urban
residents, specifically by contributing to the Government's 8th Five Year Plan for developing social safety
net policies and guidance to include urban areas.

Under the USAS 2019, data were collected from the city corporations of Bangladesh by the filled-in long
questionnaires ever designed in CAPI with 20 different modules. A comprehensive household listing was
completed before selecting the sampling household immediate before of the survey. Data processing,
data analysis and report writing were done by the experts of BBS and partner agencies with technical
guidance of Technical and Working Committees. This report provides elaborate information on the food
security situation, food and non-food expenditures of vulnerable city dwellers, economic shocks, food
consumption, savings and loans, employment, etc. along with other socioeconomic status.

| extend my sincere thanks to Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Deputy Director and Focal Point Officer of the USAS
and his team who worked hard for smooth conducting of the survey, processing and analyzing the data
and relentless efforts in bringing out this report timely. | also thank Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director,
Census Wing and Chair of Working Committee along with other officials and staff members for bringing
out this publication. | am also thankful to World Food Programme (WFP) for their financial and technical
support and the International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) for assisting in questionnaire
drafting, capacity building training and report preparation. Heartfelt thanks to the Members of the Steering
Committee, Technical Committee, Working Committee and Editors’ Forum for their valuable suggestion
and contribution in analytical improvement of this report. Special thanks to all the concerned officials
involved in data collection and supervision at the field level.

| hope this information will be useful to the concerned policymakers, planners, administrators and
researchers at home and abroad. Any constructive suggestion for further improvement and advanced
research will be highly appreciated.

Dhaka, July 2020 (Mohammad Tajul Islam)
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KEY RESULTS

Domains
Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
1. Characteristics of Urban households
a. Household size (person) 4.02 411 4.04
b. Dependency ratio (percent) 4913 47.73 48.83
c. Primary-school-age children (6-11) who go to 9215 97 19 93.09
school (percent) ' ' ’
d. Secondary-school-age children (12-18) who
20 to school (percent) 68.33 68.54 68.37
e. Years of schooling, male household head 5.83 587 5.83
f. Years of schooling, female household head 3.18 4.08 3.30
g. Years of schooling of adult male aged 15 6.3 6.81 6.39
years and above ’ ' ’
h. Years of schooling of adult female aged 15 542 5 94 5 54

years and above

2. Dwelling characteristics

a. No separate kitchen (percent) 26.78 21.87 25.74

b. House walls made of mud/wood/polythene/

bamboo (not tin or brick) (percent) 0iee lel 2
c. Share latrine with other households (percent) 67.23 35.77 60.56
3. Electricity access of Urban household by domains (percent)
a. Household having electricity 99.79 98.91 99.61
b. Source of electricity
—  National grid 99.98 99.94 99.97
—  Solar 0.00 0.06 0.01
—  Others 0.02 0.00 0.02
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
4. Power outage
Ejtrzggt(algsto; g;;ss;aholds experiences power 93.79 65.08 3959
5. Hours without electricity
— 0.5 hour 291 0.80 2.01
—  1hour 26.03 11.69 19.94
—  2hours 3.56 16.62 911
— 3hours 18.61 26.84 22.11
— 4 hours 28.82 11.84 21861
— b5 hours 2.95 4.84 3.75
— bBhours 3.62 12.08 7.15
— 7hours 3.23 7.42 501
— 8hours 211 2.46 2.26
—  Yhours 0.62 0.00 0.35
— 10 hours 3.47 157 2.66
— 11 hours 0.14 155 0.74
— 12 hours 13 0.33 0.90
— 13 hours 0.12 0.00 0.07

Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019 XXV



Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
— 14 hours 0.38 0.27 0.34
— 15 hours 2.04 0.28 1.29
— 16to 30 hours 0.18 141 0.70
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
8. Structure of dwelling of Urban households by domains (percent)
a. Structure of walls
—  Golpata/Palm leaf/Pellets
/Straw/Bamboo/Polyethylene / Plastic 0.50 2.94 1.01
/ Canvas / Cardboard
—  Mud/ hard soil 0.12 2.98 0.73
—  Wood 0.02 1.20 0.27
— Tin/Cl Sheet 13.10 1943 14.45
—  Brick / cement / concrete 86.26 73.45 83.55
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
b. Roafing material
—  Golpata/Palm leaf /Pellets / Straw/
Bamboo / Polyethylene / Plastic / 0.27 1.60 0.55
Canvas / Cardboard
—  Wood 0.89 0.02 0.70
— Tin/Cl Sheet 39.14 69.02 4548
— Tile 0.00 0.01 0.003
—  Brick / cement / concrete 59.70 29.36 53.26
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
7. Source of cooking fuel and lighting of Urban households (percent)
a. Source of cooking fuel
—  Electricity 0.65 1.08 0.74
—  Supply gas 93.02 8.82 75.16
— Liquified petroleum gas 3.27 32.75 9.52
—  Kerosene 0.01 0.00 0.01
—  Firewood 3.02 54.35 1391
—  Dried cow dung 0.00 021 0.05
—  Rice bran/saw dust 0.00 2.34 0.50
—  Dried leaves 0.02 0.42 0.11
—  Others 0.00 0.02 0.003
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
b. Source of lighting
—  Electricity 98,86 99.11 99.78
—  Private Generator 0.01 0.00 0.01
—  Solar electricity 0.00 0.47 0.10
—  Kerosene 0.03 0.39 0.10
—  Others 0.00 0.03 0.01
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
8. Main occupation categories of household heads (percent)
—  Wage labour 14.77 14.57 14.73
—  Salaried 26.32 20.95 25.18
—  Self employed 17.11 20.06 17.73
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City

—  Business/trade 1828 20.94 1958
—  Production business 113 0.49 1.00
— Livestock poultry service 0.00 0.13 0.03
— Farming 5.88 515 5.73
— Non-earning occupations 15.57 17.70 16.02

9. Savings of Urban households

a. Total savings (taka per year) 47,998 45850 47542

b. Percentage of households with any savings 27.86 51.54 32.88

10. Place of savings by income (percentage of total savings amount)
— Athome 4.55 3.37 3.74
— NGO 26.72 46.33 40.22
—  Samity (other than NGO) 7.89 6.97 7.26
— Bank 47.27 28.94 34.85
—  Post office/government institution 2.00 424 3.55
—  Employer's provident fund 3.03 1.44 193
— Insurance company 537 6.07 5.85
—  Relative/friend/neighbour 0.77 1.28 112
—  Savings collector 2.02 0.82 118
— Land leased from other households 0.18 0.00 0.06
—  Other 0.18 0.54 0.43

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

11. Loan size and source of loans

a. Average loan size (taka per household) 45,745 47,181 46,049

b. Source of loan
—  Relative/friend 20.22 8.21 12.69
—  Bangladesh Krishi Bank 0.44 1.00 0.79
—  Rajshahi Krishi Unnayan Bank 0.00 0.18 0.11
—  Other commercial banks 7.96 6.56 7.08
—  Other financial institutions 199 0.18 0.85
— NGO 52.568 71.27 64.30
—  Employer 1.06 1.36 1.25
—  Trader 0.76 0.45 0.57
—  Money lender 3.23 2.92 3.04
—  Leased out land to other households 0.15 0.56 0.40
—  Samity (savings society) 116 5.58 7.83
—  Other 0.00 1.74 1.09

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

12. Households visit the facilities regularly (percent)
—  Government/Private hospital 27.22 76.00 37.57
—  Community Clinic/City Health Center 12.43 12.95 12.54
— Busstop 71.53 23.56 61.35
— Railway station 4.14 6.43 4.62
—  Local shop/shops 77.35 89.25 79.87
—  Weekly/periodic bazaar 68.20 9459 73.80
—  Post office 0.22 222 0.64
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
— Bank 8.37 17.18 11.03
— Nearest NGO office 9.8 18.78 11.82
—  Kindergarten School 6.562 8.62 6.97
—  Primary school 23.10 22.48 22.97
—  Secondary School 1511 18.54 15.84
—  College 9.29 20.35 11.83
— Madrasa 7.25 5.96 6.98
13. Distance in Kilometres of the facilities from Urban households
—  Government/Private hospital 6.88 510 6.12
—  Community Clinic/City Health Center 4562 3.56 431
— Busstop 2.82 5.37 3.02
—  Railway station 5.17 512 516
—  Local shop/shops 136 168 144
—  Weekly/periodic bazaar 2.93 3.568 3.10
—  Post office 3.36 494 4.52
— Bank 3.96 3.94 3.95
— Any nearest NGO office 4.27 4.92 4.49
—  Kindergarten School 271 3.06 2.80
—  Primary school 3.65 3.17 3.47
—  Secondary School 453 4.28 4.47
— College 5.75 5.20 554
— Madrasa 4.04 491 4.20
14. Time taken in minutes to reach the facilities from Urban households
—  Government/Private hospital 30 22 27
—  Community Clinic/City Health Center 18 14 17
— Busstop 11 22 12
— Railway station 22 23 22
—  Local shop/shops 5 6 5
—  Weekly/periodic bazaar 11 15 12
— Post office 12 20 18
— Bank 17 16 17
— Nearest NGO office 17 20 18
— Kindergarten School 10 11 10
—  Primary school 14 12 14
—  Secondary School 19 16 18
— College 85 22 30
— Madrasa 16 19 17
15. Source of drinking water of Urban households
—  From suppliers with pipe outside house 11.20 1.98 9.24
—  Supply water (piped) inside house 63.56 22.66 54.89
—  Own tube well 2.18 29.73 8.03
—  Community tube well 21.18 21.72 21.30
—  Pond/river/ canal 0.00 0.03 0.01
—  Bottled water 0.41 0.00 0.32
—  Shallow tube well (for irrigation) 0.74 0.00 0.58
—  Deep tube well (for irrigation) 0.32 0.52 0.36
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
—  Other tube well 0.09 2311 4.98
—  Others 0.31 0.25 0.30
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

16. WASH facilities (percent)

— Hand wash facilities inside or near the

. 85.64 86.13 85.74
latrine
— Availability of water at the hand wash 89.34 93.95 90.32
area
— Availability of cleaning agent at the 64.03 76.9 66.76

hand wash area*

—  Access to water supply by household 92.9 86.63 91.56

17. Types of latrine of urban households (percent)

—  Sanitary (safely managed sanitation

services) 45.70 4558 45.68
—  Pucca latrine (water-sealed) 21.66 34.87 24.48
—  Pucca latrine (not water-sealed) 32.15 17.15 28.97
—  Kancha /hanging latrine (fixed) 0.44 2.04 0.78
—  Kancha/hanging latrine (temporary) 0.05 0.10 0.06
—  Open field/no latrine 0.00 0.27 0.06

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

18. Expenditure of food prepared at home and eaten outside the home

a. Monthly per capita expenditure in taka on food

prepared at home L L L
b. I;Aaotr;tnhIg/u[izirdzam';aheoxrﬂgnd|ture in taka on food 143 103 134
C. tAair;thly per capita total food expenditure in 2034 2001 2027
19. Budget share of food expenditures (percent)

— Food prepared at home 94.55 94.63 9456
—  Food eaten outside the home 5.45 5.37 5.44
Total food expenditure 100.0 100.0 100.0
20. Expenditure of consumption items
a. Monthly per capita total expenditure (taka) 4,042 3,683 3,966
b. Monthly per capita food expenditure (taka) 2,035 2,001 2,027
c. Monthly per capita non-food expenditure (taka) 2,007 1,682 1,939
21. Budget share of Non-food expenditures
— Food 49.66 54.80 50.75
— Houserent 24.87 6.46 2081
—  Medical treatment 3.61 8.83 4.72
—  Electricity 3.52 3.94 3.61
—  Clothing 3.29 2.96 3.22
—  Transport 2.79 4.40 3.13
—  Education 2.25 4.58 2.74
—  Cleaning materials (cosmetics, etc.) 2.08 2.45 216
- Fuel 2.10 1.02 1.87
—  Communication (mobile, etc.) 157 178 1.62
—  Social and religious ceremonies/charity 0.48 BESY) 1.08
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
—  Water and television connections 0.87 1.07 091
—  Footwear 0.93 0.83 091
— Home maintenance 0.56 0.67 0.58
—  Personal care 0.33 0.70 0.41
—  Furniture and utensils 0.38 017 0.33
—  Personal items (jewellery, etc.) 0.21 0.68 031
— Payment to domestic help 0.26 0.15 0.24
— Legal fees 0.17 0.38 0.22
— Beddings 0.13 0.54 0.22
—  Entertainment 0.12 0.16 0.13
—  Other household expenses 0.02 0.11 0.04
—  Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

22. Households that ate prepared food outside the home during the 24 hours preceding the survey

Food consumed outside of home (percent) 4243 56.12 45.34
23. Household that consumed food from covered stalls outside home (percent)
— Covered 57.36 50.93 47.92
—  Uncovered 34.24 37.23 35.83
— Not observed 1451 6.77 10.38
— Do not know 6.77 5.08 5.87
24. Household food security conditions (percent)
a. Worried there was not enough food 21.89 18.90 21.25
b. Could not eat preferred food 20.64 20.65 20.64
c. Had limited variety of foods 17.35 13.92 16.63
d. Ate non-preferred food 15.94 11.33 14.96
e. Reduced meal size 1517 11.93 14.48
f. Consumed fewer meals 7.36 5.38 6.94
g. Had no food in the house 1191 10.03 1151
h. Went to bed hungry 9.23 4.48 8.22
i. Did not eat the whole day 3.17 143 2.80
25. Distribution of Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS)
- 0to8 90.83 94.09 9153
— 10to 18 8.93 5.36 8.17
— 19to0 27 0.23 0.565 0.30
26. Average Household Food Insecurity Access Score (HFIAS) by domains
Average HFIAS 2.05 161 196
27. Household hunger status (percent)
—  Little to no hunger 93.12 95.10 93.54
—  Moderate hunger 6.54 4.26 6.06
—  Severe hunger 0.34 0.64 0.40
—  Moderate or severe hunger 6.88 4.90 6.46
28. Food consumption of women ages 15-49 years (percent)
—  Cereal 99.64 98.76 99.46
—  Pulses 77.89 72.40 76.80
— Nuts and seeds 6.54 16.00 8.42
—  Milk and milk product 43.54 34.23 4169

Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019



Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
—  Meat, poultry, fish 89.59 89.81 89.63
— Eges 62.54 62.29 62.49
—  Green leafy vegetables 65.71 87.32 70.00
— Vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables 33.06 42.39 34.91
—  Other vegetables 78.06 74.62 77.38
—  Other fruits 21.54 28.13 22.85
29. Participation in social security programs by Urban households, 2019 (percent)
—  Ananda School 0.07 0.41 0.15
—  Stipend for Primary Students 196 8.66 3.38
—  School Feeding Program 0.14 0.62 0.22
—  Stipend for Dropout Students 0.00 0.12 0.03
—  Stipend for Secondary and Higher
SeEondary/Female Styudent : 019 144 0.48
izfoeonld for Poor Boys in secondary 0.15 0.44 091
—  Stipend for Disabled Students 0.00 0.34 0.07
— 0lId Age Allowance 0.95 6.87 2.20
—  Allowances for the Widowed, Deserted
and Destitute Women 0.00 001 0.00
- glilsgxt/j?;;es for the Financially Insolvent 0.01 013 0.04
—  Maternity Allowance Program for the
Poor Lac?c/ating Mothers : 0.00 013 003
—  Honorarium for Freedom Fighters 0.10 0.26 0.13
- Eiogr;]c;;ar!um for Insolvent Freedom 0.02 0.00 0.02
—  General Relief Activities 0.00 0.08 0.02
—  Subsidy for Open Market Sales 158 0.12 127
—  Test Relief (TR) Food 0.00 0.06 0.01
—  Housing Support 0.00 0.03 0.01
—  Pension Program for Retired
Government Employees and their 0.89 3.18 138
Families
—  Food-Friendly Program 0.32 0.04 0.26
30. Incidence of shocks in the last 12 months among Urban households (percent)
— Natural disaster 143 3.29 183
— Incidence of a fire 0.49 0.03 0.40
— Land encroachment 0.14 0.19 0.15
— Increase in food prices 11.63 12.39 11.78
e e s
— Severe illness of a household member 3.75 7.72 459
— Medical expenses due to illness or injury 291 529 3.42
- Eaer:ﬁ: of other than main earner in the 159 0.92 139
—  Death of main earner 0.12 0.09 0.11
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City

— Loss of aregular job of a household 118 149 123
member

—  Loss of home due to eviction 0.01 0.00 0.01

— Loss of home due to property 0.03 0.16 0.06
encroachment

—  Loss of property due to any other
factor (other than river erosion) 023 011 021

—  Divorce or abandonment 0.73 0.61 0.70

— Lossof p.rod.uct.we assets due to 0.00 0.00 0.00
destruction in fire

—  Dowry payment 0.02 0.13 0.04

—  Other costs of wedding 0.04 0.83 021

—  Failure or bankruptcy of business 0.00 0.50 0.11

—  Extortion 0.01 0.03 0.02

—  Family member put in prison 0.03 0.03 0.03

— Paid a big bribe 0.10 0.02 0.08

—  Cost of court case 0.01 0.08 0.03

—  Cut-off or decrease of regular
remittances to household 0.06 062 0.18

31. Coping strategies by Urban households absorbing shocks (percent)

—  None 26.28 14 .55 20.26

—  Sold land (homestead or agricultural) 2.48 5.01 3.78

- Mor.tgaged/leased land (homestead or 0.00 0.16 0.08
agricultural)

—  Sold productive asset 1.48 3.44 2.49

— Mortgaged productive asset 0.17 0.16 0.16

—  Sold consumption asset 0.99 0.78 0.89

— Mortgaged consumption asset 0.33 0.00 0.16

—  Took loan from NGO/institution 3.14 17.63 1053

- .TOOI.< Iogn from mahajan/non- 6.61 407 530
institutional source

— Ateless food to reduce expenses 21156 22.22 21.70

—  Ate lower quality food to reduce 1759 16.28 16.88
expenses

—  Took children out of school 2.15 125 169

— Transferred children to less expensive 0.50 0.16 0.3
school

— Adult household member took job 0.17 179 0.96
elsewhere temporarily

—  Sent household member away 0.33 0.47 0.40
permanently

- Sent.chlldren to be fostered by 0.33 0.16 0.24
relatives

—  Sent children into domestic service 0.17 0.00 0.08

— Sent children to wqu somewhere 0.33 0.78 056
other than domestic service

—  Forced to change occupation 116 0.63 0.89

— Moved to less expensive housing 149 156 153
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
- f;nWtOTEn-W0rk|ng househald member 0.50 0.78 0.64
—  Took help from others 11.74 8.14 9.89
—  Other (specify) 0.99 0.16 0.56
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
32. Frequency of household mobility in percentage (during the last 3 years)
—  Never moved 76.19 72.55 7157
- 1ltime 16.60 11.58 10.23
—  2times 5.65 12.42 14.24
— 3times 0.51 2.26 2.74
— 4 times and above 106 119 122
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
33. Reasons behind migration to current city (percent)
—  River erosion 5.65 0.44 5.03
—  Looking for a job/employment 83.30 79.81 82.88
—  Other Natural disasters 0.49 0.74 0.62
— Insecurity/ banishment/eviction 0.83 0.25 0.76
—  For better education of children 6.70 1.87 6.12
—  Otherreasons 3.03 16.90 4.68
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
34. Migration Status of the Household (percent)
- (I;iit;téfii?old head borne in current 19.99 5958 9778
—  Migrated from another district 80.75 40.11 72.13
—  Migrated from overseas 0.03 031 0.09
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
35. Top Districts from where the household migrated to current city (domain percentage)
— Bhola 19.28 0.88 1711
— Barishal 10.46 12.46 10.69
— Sirajganj 561 196 518
— Dhaka 541 192 5.00
—  Cumilla 5.25 123 4.78
—  Kishoreganj 481 1.07 4.36
—  Chattogram 4.27 0.05 3.77
—  Faridpur 2.96 211 2.86
—  Chandpur 3.10 0.43 2.78
— Bagerhat 2.79 13.98 2.70
— Bogura 2.79 0.09 2.47
—  Khulna 0.31 1381 190
— Rajshahi 0.09 10.29 130
—  Sunamganj 0.07 7.74 0.97
— Rajbari 168 4.93 2.07
— Gopalgan; 0.27 3.06 0.60
—  Sylhet 0.08 2.74 0.40
—  Noakhali 211 2.38 2.14
— Jashore 0.02 217 0.28
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other than Dhaka- Al
City Chattogram City
—  Other districts 28.63 16.70 28.65
36. Remittances/money flow from/to urban households abroad and domestic
a. Household that sent remittances/ money (taka)
—  Average annual money sent to 3 640 9763 3 454
domestic destination ' ' '
—  Average annual remittance sent to 113 890 278
international source
—  Average annual total remittance/ 3753 3653 3739
money sent ' ' '
b. Household that received remittances/money (taka)
—  Average annual money received from 1032 4770 1895
domestic source ' ' '
—  Average annual remittance received 2509 4597 9 959
from international source ' ' '
—  Average annual total remittance/ 3540 9368 4777
money received ' ' '
—  Proportion of Households sent
remittance within the country 16.23 8.47 1459
(domestic)
—  Proportion of Households sent maney 0.03 0.67 0.17
out of the country (international) ' ’ '
—  Proportion of Households sent
remittance both within and out of the 16.26 8.70 14.66
country (domestic and international)
—  Proportion of Households received
remittance from within the country 2.49 8.82 3.83
(domestic)
—  Proportion of Households received
remittance from out of the country 3.39 2.73 8BS
(international)
—  Proportion of Households received
remittance from both within and out of 5.99 1139 657

the country (domestic and
international)
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- ACRONYMS

BBS Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics

BCC Behaviour change communication

BDHS Bangladesh Demographic Health Survey
BIHS Bangladesh Integrated Household Survey
CAPI Computer-assisted personal interviewing
CCT Conditional cash transfer

EA Enumeration area

FANTA Food and Nutrition Technical Assistance Il Project
FCS Food Consumption Score

GOP Gross domestic product

GED General Economics Division

GoB Government of Bangladesh

HFIAS Household Food Insecurity Access Scale
HH Household

HHS Household Hunger Scale

HIES Household Income and Expenditure Survey
IFPRI International Food Policy Research Institute
MDD-W Women's Minimum Dietary Diversity

NGO Non-governmental organization

NSSS National Social Security Strategy

PSU Primary sampling unit

RCT Randomized controlled trial

TMRI Transfer Modality Research Initiative

USAS Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey
VAM Vulnerability Analysis and Mapping

WFP World Food Programme

Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019 XXX | X



RN NN NN N A RN A A

R N N N N N VNN VNG

CRIPIRIER & 3

SONONONUNMONONONUN NN UMM ONON UMMM M OMOM NN NN NN NN UMMM N WM W ON LN W N

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ARG T TR (FIT JF2RAOR T4y (A
TOACR &) @l 13, (GF2 S Srolg (4Af6fer)
2000-47 T 2 SRS PISCF (AR (FCT T 6w
IS MR (P FRFCII T GCH AT AT
AT &8 TGPl I 205¢ T G [go
GOR ANGE T (FREHT SN PR
(FIHETPIAB TS =S Trad T4 FCACR (T, AN 7ifmy
CTIFTCIET BAIbfS SR (TR =R T T2
sfeqe ¢ ufiumy [RfeT g€ 19erel IRy
(SIS P B Al

g SAGE SR e @fkel 05y AfGER
Tomey e waefiaw RefeoR srafeon AR
IR A TR Kem 39¢ 8fe wer
ST 6! (TG B XTI AT
Al IR fRYce  Fdb Amfs g
SR AFRAT SRS RO GMy Faerar @
e (Mg aelel Fdl @ aformmbre (o
I 2N TS R SHCaATDI SIS Sz
fARotel G 2055-93 FETE SCeT 411 2CACT

NGO R! JIETCHH I AT € TSI AT SZA
T &) G T35 F0o0F 93 TR SR
RT3 eI MTeR) IRENACH o T 951 g,
T LA *RAIRLTT LTIGH @ BifRw! IS Do,
ey A T S geT olfS e Aifer ! S
TACR @ SFE, TRBCETE To[ AP LMy
et Affgion ST e et T3 2T
T @2 AR 7

9 RS, AN AR I ARIIRER
SAfers 5! FHbw PR FARYCSAN e fbie i
AN 0T Ay e, 22 @ s tafiey
1554 EICR S o R - (AN |G [ {6 E B
NRERYENCT N9 SRONes o[g e e
205y’ ARG FCACR

Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019

Social SafetyNet programmes are important not
only for addressing vulnerability, but also for solving
the glitches of entrenched poverty and reducing
marginalization in light of the commitment ‘Leave
No One Behind' of Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs) 2030. The government has published a
comprehensive National Social Security Strategy of
Bangladesh in 201b. The strategy paper clearly
endorsed that the typical targeting strategies that
have worked so well in dealing with rural poverty
may not work when it comes to dealing with the
different kinds of vulnerabilities faced by the urban
poor.

The ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey
2019'is conducted for assessing the food security
and socioeconomic characteristics to develop
urban targeting criteria for social security
programs in Bangladesh to fulfil one of the policy
research needs identified by the General
Economics Division (GED) of Planning Commission,
in collaboration with the Cabinet Division, to assist
better implementation of the NSSS. This report
presents the results from the ‘Urban
Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS) 2019’
over the major urban cities in Bangladesh.

The Government of the People's Republic of
Bangladesh prioritizes social protection as a
vehicle to uplift the poor and needy. Despite rapid
urbanization in Bangladesh, which has exacerbated
and demands in urban Bangladesh, there is minimal
urban social security program coverage to date.
This is a timely opportunity to re-design the social
security system to improve food security for the
neediest urban households.

To this end, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics has
conducted the Urban Socioeconomic Assessment
Survey (USAS) 2018 to collect information on food
security, nutrition, and socioeconomic
characteristics in the major cities of Bangladesh to
inform the design of well-targeted urban social
security programs.
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Survey Period and Sample Size: The USAS was
conducted from December 8 to 26, 2019. The
survey covered 2,150 urban households drawn
from 86 primary sampling units (PSUs) targeting
two domains: Dhaka-Chattogram City and other
than Dhaka-Chattogram cities considering three
strata with high, medium and low-income groups
prioritizing the low-income groups.

Household and Population Characteristics: In
survey areas, the average household size is 4.0
persons. About 93 percent of primary school age
children and 68 percent of secondary school age
children go to school in the urban areas. This
shows a relatively steep decline from primary
school to secondary school enrolment. About 61
percent of sample households share a latrine with
other households, whereas one-third (31 percent)
do not have a television, and one-quarter (26
percent) do not have a separate kitchen.

Savings and Loans: About one-third (33 percent)
of households have savings, which are saved either
in banks or NGOs (35 percent and 40 percent,
respectively). Relatedly, NGOs are the major
sources of loans for the sample households (64
percent) in urban areas.

Access to Urban Facilities: The majority of the
sample households frequently visit local shops and
weekly/periodic bazaar (80 percent and 74
percent, respectively), which are located within
close proximity to urban households. Notably, 38
percent of the sample households frequently visit
government or private hospitals, which may
suggest the onset of medical shocks—that is,
incidence of iliness or injury.

Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene: Among the
sample urban households, 55 percent get their
drinking water from supply water inside the house,
which is nearly three times more prevalent in
Dhaka-Chattogram households compared with
households in other city corporations (64 percent
versus 23 percent). Although there is relatively
high access to hand wash facilities near the latrine
(86 percent) and water available at the hand wash
area (90 percent), more attention should be given
to the relatively lower availability of cleaning agent
at the hand wash area (67 percent).

Food Security and Consumption: Food security
concerns loom high among households in sample
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areas of city corporations, with 21 percent of
households concerned that they do not have
enough food. Although very few households are
categorized as highly food insecure, 8 percent of
households experience mild food insecurity. In
response to crises, a common response among
low-income households is reducing the quality and
quantity of food consumed, which has direct
implications on nutritional status. Severely low diet
quality, which is considered less than 42 under
WFP's Food Consumption Score (FCS), affects
one-third (34 percent) of households, and sub-
optimal women's diets, as measured by Minimum
Women's Dietary Diversity (MDD-W), is a concern
among 24 percent of the sampled urban
households— both issues being more prominent in
Dhaka-Chattogram compared with other city
corporations. Across various food items, low-
income urban households are falling short of the
recommended daily dietary intake, with the
exception of fish. Households spend over half (51
percent) of their budget on food, with slight
variations between Dhaka-Chattogram households
and other city corporations. Dhaka-Chattogram
households consume greater quantities of animal-
sourced foods like poultry, which is reflected in
their relatively higher monthly per capita
expenditures on food. Nevertheless, the greatest
quantity of food consumed across all urban
households is rice (275 grams/person/day), which
contributes to monotonous, rice-centric diets and
relatively low dietary diversity.

Social Security Programs and Shocks: The
evidence indicates that households in low-income
city corporations are largely by-passed by social
security programs. The primary school stipend
program covering 3 percent of urban households
and the old age allowance program covering 2
percent of urban households—provide the largest
coverage in urban areas, which illustrates the
minimal support provided overall and by other
programs. Social security program coverage in
urban areas is not commensurate with the support
urban poor households need. For instance, the
results show that 12 percent of low-income urban
households were affected by an increase in food
prices and the top three reported shocks were
medical-related, affecting 11 percent of
households in the last year. Despite these
potentially major setbacks, alarmingly, 20 percent
of households had no plan on how to deal with
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shocks, while other households ate lower quality
and quantity of food to reduce expenses (17
percent and 22 percent, respectively).

Mobility, Migration, and Remittances: Mobility
and migration have a major influence on urban
livelihoods. About 28 percent of the urban
households changed their residence during the last
three years. The pattern is almost same in all urban
cities. Among urban households reported the
reasons for migration in urban cities are usually for
better opportunities, either employment or for
education. About 72 percent of the sample
households live in a city of different district from
where they were born, which indicates relatively
high internal migration among the urban
households. Households in other city corporations
received about twice the annual total remittance
amount compared with households in Dhaka-
Chattogram (Tk 9,368 versus Tk 3,540). The
annual total remittance sent was relatively
consistent between domains.

Policy Recommendations for an Urban Social
Security Programme: The survey used three
broad food security indicators to analyse three
types of household characteristics to derive a set
of observable and verifiable targeting criteria. It is
recommended that low-income urban households
meet at least three out of the 11 criteria to be
eligible for an urban social security program aimed
at improving food security. These criteria are
furnished in Chapter 10.
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CHAPTER 1:  INTRODUCTION
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11  Background

Rapid urbanization has been a critical phenomenon
of the twenty-first century globally, fuelled by
economic  progression  and  socio-cultural
development Bangladesh is no exception with one-
third of its population living in urban areas (UDD
2016). The United Nations projected about half of
Bangladesh's population living in urban areas by
2040 (UNFPA 2018). Indeed, cities are magnets of
opportunity, yet the unplanned rapid urban growth
induces massive pressure on urban systems and
services.

Despite remarkable progress towards reducing
poverty, the pace is slower inurban areas
compared with rural areas, and alarmingly,
extreme poverty in urban areas has remained
relatively stagnant between 2010 and 2016.
Migration is one major dimension of urbanization
influenced by population-environment relationship
along with changing economic  structure.
Economic development usually drives gradual
transformation of the workforce from rural
towards urban areas. This unplanned urban growth
has forced a large number of populations to live in
the slums. According to the Slum Census 2014,
the total number of urban slums in Bangladesh
increased from 2,991 in 1997 to 13,935 in 2014,
with Bangladesh now having the highest
proportion of its urban population living in slums in
South Asia (BBS 2015).

Nevertheless, the condition of life and access to
basic services for the urban poor is much worse
than that of rural poor. The evolution of slums
brings about extreme polarization in the urban life,
where some of the poorest and some of the
richest people live side by side. This polarization
unveils a duality by all major socio-economic
indicators including prevalence of poverty, food
security, nutrition, health and access to facilities
(BBS 2016). An average urban picture appears far
better than the rural counterpart, however, hides
the true picture of urban deprivation mostly in the
slums. For instance, more than 40 percent of the
children of urban slums were stunted in
comparison with 25 percent among the residents
of non-slum urban areas (BBS and UNICEF 2017),
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which is also considerably higher than its extent in
rural areas (32.8 percent) (NIPORT 2019). The
pattern continues in the most recent year as well.
The poor groups are most vulnerable in terms of
nutrition as the poorest quintile (of wealth index)
experienced nearly double the stunting rate (38.2
percent) and underweight rate (30.0 percent)
compared to that of richest quintile 19.8 percent
and 14.2 percent respectively (BBS and UNICEF
2020). Evidently, urban slum households consume
from a wide variety of food groups but in small
guantities from each of the food groups. Low
income, combined with the fact that they have a
wider share of non-food costs and no own
production, forces them to buy small quantities of
each type of food. Therefore, even if the slum
dwellers perform relatively well in terms of food
security, it does not necessarily translate into
better nutritional outcomes in comparison with
the rural population (WFP 2016). Similar
deprivation is evident in terms of poverty, health,
housing and access to basic services.

The National Perspective Plan of Bangladesh
(2010-2021) recognizes the challenges derived
from unplanned urbanization. It has kept provision
for urban policies and programs that ensure equal
access to and maintenance of basic services.
Integration of sustainable urban development
strategies into national policy cycle is also a
prerequisite in order to achieve the SDG 11. In this
connection, Bangladesh  Government  has
formulated the National Social Security Strategy
(NSSS)in 2015 as a dedicated effort to streamline
holistic social protection system leaving no one
behind with especial consideration to reach out
the urban population. The General Economics
Division (GED) has now been working on the 8th
Five-Year Plan (FYP) for 2021-2025 with proposed
theme  ‘Promoting  Prosperity  Fostering
Inclusiveness'. Therefore, significant attention at
the policy level has been made in upcoming
development agenda to ensure holistic
development with increased urban coverage.
Evidence-based policy formulation would require
extensive research to explore effects of rapid
urbanization on the poorest urban citizens, their
needs and challenges, as well as the methodology
of effective targeting. The National Social Security
Strategy of Bangladesh clearly endorsed that the
typical targeting strategies that have worked so
well in dealing with rural poverty may not work
when it comes to dealing with the different kinds
of vulnerabilities faced by the urban poor. The
income poverty is much lower in urban areas,



G, SefE Topfn oy Tgv /e tofd
302 (31T 200)

11151 | P S N N ) I B QU b b
AN OU-TATG  HERIRI  S0F) Wi
e Ao @2 Ryt #f@h e

o RO PReae e el (3
AT el @ ity amy @ Aifers fNiefat
AefET ©U-TATS HeA(RT T3 T SIS
ST TNl Sifer 00y SBT3 77 S
FIRIACEE T 90T Tl oid ey i qo1s @
AR e fNeiwrat w301 e ¢ e @
G SN RETRG| @ oIl I G A
20 ME Gl feessd, wiicam fe-agfs
A @32 ToRFRCSIN T 2% Wbt
397 BFQIRI7 FI 2CACRI @ GG AT F9IF
nfiaon Geaidie pifent e @< pifeat s
CHTTAQ LI STCHFY 2O HRAC2A SACH T BT
207 (FICT-dy NN AMSICT FRCT NI
SIS SRR (T Srgo7d ((fodibe #fae
A 2CACT @ SR OF oG TR 2eiem i
fog efowfme 3@ (@fow-dy RS wee
SRER QN I h SorE SR SN R Fe
FICR ST (T, @ SR 2 ©A-Tig S S8
A=p I AP 2o RO SR 4|

.3 ST

9T SRS SE g7l (USAS) 2055 9F &%)
B 20 WY GCoT SR SREPTaC2d IO 4y
[asIar S Sare 29T G2 O AR 92-
THATS 2go 91, 20T A fairat F301b
RACT RFQRCR e (O, TToog A
SR 2 TOMRE GCAIBI TS @ BifRul SR
e TTowy FEACHHE 2o FRIECE FRCST
Bl

93 GfFCHAR B SroHpR e

F) #1209 TR A 5N SO G PROER
G 200 ARAF TGOS AR N
it R 4wy g @92 [fen sfeqre
R 932 TR Ly RRIASIRINS R Wy Qe
TN bfTodae «ae SItre Ay fsmol; «qe

) W20 W Geepice ANfas et
(RERR 2PTF @ oS Rease, Bieals et i,
e wifcar sfe-g$fe Hieoes a2 AfEam

making the need for income generation social
security less apparent, there are emerging
vulnerabilities for the urban poor, related to social
insecurity, tenancy rights, health, sanitation,
nutrition, etc. (GED 2015).

The ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey
2019'is conducted for assessing the food security
and socioeconomic characteristics to develop
urban targeting criteria for social security
programs in Bangladesh to fulfil one of the palicy
research needs identified by the GED, in
collaboration with the Cabinet Division, to assist
better implementation of the NSSS. The specific
research need is to evaluate the Social Security
Programmes that are relevant to urban life and
their targeting criteria against the effects of
urbanization. The research would address the
dynamics of their needs and methodology of
targeting the urban poor. The aim is to generate
evidence to support drawing strategies to address
the needs of the poorest urban citizens.
Considering the drastic changes in the socio-
economic condition due to COVID-19 prevalence,
the survey could be an excellent baseline evidence
of the pre-COVID situation to be compared with the
existing post-COVID scenario. The findings would
also contribute as background paper for the
upcoming 8th five-year plan of the Government.

1.2 Objectives

The Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey
(USAS) 2019 aims to generate evidence and
enhance knowledge on the current food security
situation in areas where the urban poor live, which
may contribute to improved design of and
targeting criteria for urban social safety net
programmes and improved strategies for
addressing the needs of the urban ultra-poor.

The specific objectives related to the survey are:

a) Collecting relevant primary data in the
urban slums and least developed corners
to identify and characterize the most food
insecure and vulnerable groups in the
urban poor, their food choices in the
context of the existing urban food system
and existing coping strategies to
withstand various shocks; and

b)A comprehensive analysis of the social safety
net programmes coverage, relevance to the urban
context, targeting criteria, dynamics of the needs
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of urban poor and the way forward to adequately
address their needs relevant to food and nutrition
security.

1.3 Organization of the report

This report is organized into eleven chapters.
Chapter 1 describes the introduction. Chapter 2
elaborates the Methodology employed in the
survey followed by household and population
characteristics in chapter 3; savings and loans in
chapter 4; access to facilities in chapter b; water,
sanitation, and hygiene related information in
chapter 6; food security and consumption
expenditures are featured in chapter 7.

Then, social security programs and shocks related
findings are discussed in chapter 8 trailed by
chapter 9 exploring mobility, migration, and
remittances. Considering the findings from the
survey results, chapter 10 presents targeting
mechanism and recommendations for promising
social security programs in urban Bangladesh.
Finally, chapter 11 concludes the survey results by
summarizing the key findings on the status of
urban food security and nutrition in Bangladesh
and presenting the policy implications.
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CHAPTER 2:  SURVEY
METHODOLOGY

2.1 Sampling

To take account of the vulnerable population of the
urban area into the social safety net programme to
be mapped under the 8th Five Year Plan, the
socioeconomic  condition of the targeted
population was required to be determined. An
expert committee was formed to prepare the
sampling design, allocation and selection of
samples for the survey is portrayed in the Annex-
8.

2.1.1 Sampling Frame

Keeping the Objectives of the survey into
consideration, the Population and Housing Census
2011 frame was used as the sampling frame for
the USAS.

2.1.2 Stratification

The socioeconomic structure of the Enumeration
Areas (EA) of the frame created in the Population
and Housing Census 2011 may have been slightly
changed over time, consideration of only the
poorer EAs defined in Census 2011 may miss this
change. Considering this fact, the EAs were
stratified into three strata namely High, Middle and
Low on the basis of the Auxiliary variable (housing
materials) of the Household Module of the
Population and Housing Census 2011. A subjective
choice of weights for these strata decided by the
Technical Committee (5% from High Stratum, 20%
from Medium Stratum and 75% from Low Stratum)
were used for the sample PSUs selection taking
account of dominant type of households in number
within the PSU. Based on the collected data, post
weights have been calculated with proper
adjustment to generate the estimations.

2.1.3 Domains

The survey design considered the following two
domains to provide the estimates:

1) One domain consisting of EAs in the Dhaka
North, Dhaka South and Chattogram city
Corporations; and

2) Other domain consisting of EAs in all other than
Dhaka-Chattogram City Corporations.
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2.1.4 Sampling Method

Considering each of the EAs as the Primary
Sampling Unit (PSU), a two-stage sampling was
carried out in each of the strata of each of the
domains where PSUs at the first stage were
selected using a Systematic Sampling, and all the
Households (HH) of the selected PSUs were listed
through short questionnaire.

Then, at the second stage, 25 HHs were selected
using a Simple Random Sampling from each of the
selected PSUs. The number of HHs from the PSUs
is chosen as 25 from the experience of the other
surveys conducted by the BBS and was decided in
the Technical Committee meeting.

2.1.5 Sample size

Since estimation will be required for the domain
delineation, the minimum required sample size
was ensured for each of the domain and an equal
number of samples was taken from each of the
domains. Since the data generated from the
survey will be utilized for Multiple Linear
Regression of the Asset quintile on other
explanatory variable, the minimum required
sample size is determined using the regression-
based sample size determination formula, which is
given by:

n = (;) () 4P +1 (1)

where,

R?2 and RZ are apriori Coefficient of Multiple
Determination.

z% is the value of the standard normal variate

allowing 100a% probability of bad samples.

w is the allowable margin of error.

p is the number of explanatory variables used in
the regression.

The resulting n is required to be multiplied by the
assume design effect (deff). In this particular
survey under interest, we have considered the
following values for the parameters in the formula:

a
z 1.96
w 0.05
p 3

R? 05
R2 0.25
deff 2
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Table 2.1 USAS 2019 Sample Distribution

The above choices yielded a minimum required
sample size of 1028 for each domain and a size of
2056 for the whole study.

2.1.6 Allocation of Sample size

Using the given weights of the stratum and after
some adjustment for round off errors, the ultimate
sample size was determined as 2150 households
for the whole survey. The following allocation gave
the distribution of the sample size among strata
and domains:

Domain 1: Dha!(a- Domain 2: Other City

Chattogram City Corporations Total
Stratum Corporation (GI<s1-5 5T P T (CT1B)
(B9) T EREKE))

PSUs HHs PSUs HHs PSUs HHs
High () 3 75 3 75 6 150
Middle (345 9 225 9 225 18 450
Lower (=) 31 775 31 775 62 1,650
Total (c=15) 43 1,075 43 1,075 86 2,150

Note: The values presented in this table are numbers (Z&37: TFACe &7 T2 FIT Her PICR)/
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2.2 Questionnaire Design

A module-based questionnaire was used in the
survey. The draft questionnaire was customized it
in light of the similar survey (VGD Panel Survey)
conducted by BBS. The draft questionnaire was
prepared by reviewing widely in the waorking
committee meeting (Annex-7). A pre-test was
conducted to finalize the draft of the
questionnaire. Then the final draft was reviewed
and discussed in the Technical Committee of the
Survey (Annex-8). The members of the technical
committee reviewed each of the questions
individually —and  provided their  valuable
suggestions in the meeting. The proposals from
the Technical Committee members were
discussed in details in the meeting and
incorporated those with the full consent of the
committee.

Overall, the USAS survey questionnaire was
designed to collect data on arich set of abservable
characteristics of households (for example,
dwelling characteristics) and household members
(for example, occupation, education, etc.) so it can
be used to understand the relationship between
household poverty status and household
observable characteristics. This can help identify
the criteria to identify and target food-insecure
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and vulnerable households, which can, in turn,
inform the design of an urban social security
program.

To this effect, the USAS survey instrument
included detailed questions that can help
construct indicators on the food insecurity of
households, such as the Household Hunger Scale
(HHS), WFP's Food Consumption Score (FCS),
Minimum Dietary Diversity for Women (MDD-W), as
well as on observable characteristics of
households (for example, access to hygienic
toilets, electricity, dwelling characteristics,
household size, etc.) and of household members
(occupations). Annex 3 provides the full set of
questionnaires. The USAS questionnaire consists
of several modules, which are listed and
summarized below:

2.2.1 Module A:

Household
This module consists of Geocodes of the
household up to village level and the names and
identification of main respondent and his/her both
parents' information.

Identification of the

2.2.2 Module B: Household composition
and education

This section contains individual information of
household members and household composition.
This includes information on household members,
age, sex, relationship with household head, marital
status, disability status, occupation, literacy and
level of education for all members over age five and
the current main occupation.

2.2.3 Module C: Employment

The employment module is divided into two parts.
The first part collected information on economic
activities and wage employment of the household
members. The questions include type of activities
performed in last seven days, how many days
worked in last seven days, nature of work, hours
worked, place of work, type of work engaged,
monthly wage rate, wage received in cash or kind
and if salaried employee, etc. The second part
collected information on the working conditions for
women in reproductive age who are employed on
basis of salary and wage. The questions include
provisions of maternity leave and sick leave, day-
care facilities, etc.
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2.2.4 Section D: Morbidity

This section includes information on the current
health status of all the members. There are
questions on different types of ilinesses like fever,
common cold, diarrhoea, etc. and the severity of
the illness.

2.2.5 Module E: Ownership of Assets

This module enquires about the assets owned,
type of assets, purchase quantity, purchase price
and current value.

2.2.6 Module F: Savings

The savings module records the number of saving
instrument or account the households possess,
where the money is saved and the current amount
saved.

2.2.7 Module G: Loans

This section explores the source of loan for each
borrower, information on the borrower, amount of
loan, annual interest rate, type of instalment,
outstanding amount of loan and the purpose of
borrowing.

2.2.8 Module 0: Food consumption

This section investigates the type of food
consumed, quantity of food purchased, price of
purchased food, quantity consumed from home
production, and food received from other sources
in the last seven days.

2.2.9 Module 02: Months of food crisis in
the last 12 months

The section records the two months that they
suffered the most in the last 12 months.

2.2.10 Module 02a: Foods eaten outside
home

This module includes questions on foods eaten

outside home, cost to purchase, reason for

consumption, location of purchase, and hygiene

factor related to the purchased foods.

2.2.11 Module 03:
Security

The food security module asks gquestions about

the food security conditions of households in last

7 days and last 30 days.

Household Food

2.2.12 Module 04: Food intake in the last
24 hours and 7 days

This section includes questions on the number of
times a certain food item is consumed by a
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household in the last seven days, food
consumption from different food groups of women
of reproductive age (ages 15-49) and young
children (ages 6-23 months).

2.2.13 Module P: Non-food expenditures
This module is divided into two parts. The first part
asks questions on the amount of non-food
consumptions in the last month (for example, fuel,
housing, clothing and footwear, education,
communication, transport, travel, entertainment
etc.). The second part asks about non-food
consumption over the past 12 months.

2.2.14 Module Q: Housing, water and
sanitation

This section asks question on the conditions of
rooms and other facilities, cooking conditions,
electricity, ICT facilities, type of latrine, garbage
disposal, source of water used for drinking and
other purposes, water purification and testing for
arsenic contamination, etc.

2.2.15 Module R: Access to facilities

This module includes questions on distance and
time taken to commute by mode of transportation
to facilities.

2.2.16 Module S: Financial/unexpected
disaster, catastrophe and shocks

This module includes questions on the types of
shocks faced in the last 12 months, severity of the
shocks, and coping mechanism.

2.2.17 Module T: Participation in safety
net/social protection programs

This module asks questions on government

relief/transfers, non-governmental organization

(NGO) assistance, stipends, amount and value of

relief received, etc.

2.2.18 Module U: Mobility, Migration and
remittances flow
This includes questions about the frequency of

mobility, reasons for mobility, internal migration,
and remittances received and sent by households.

2.3 Development of CAPI Application

The survey data was collected through direct
interview by visiting the sample households. An
Android based computer-assisted personal
interviewing (CAPI) application with

10
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synchronization facility was developed for data
collection. The application was tested several
times in the field. The trial and error identification
process were followed till the end of getting any
bugs in the application. Feedbacks from the field
visit by the data collectors during training were
also incorporated to make the application more
user friendly.

2.4 Ethical Considerations

The Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey
protocol was approved by technical committee of
National Statistics Office, Bangladesh Bureau of
Statistics (BBS). The protocol encompassed a
Data Protection Protocol which outlines the
potential risks during the data collection to
analysis of the survey and management tactics to
mitigate these. Verbal consent was taken for each
of the respondent participated in the survey. All
respondents were informed of the voluntary choice
for participation in the survey. They have been
clearly informed that their personally identifiable
information will be kept confidential according to
Statistics Act, 2013 through anonymity of
information. Moreover, respondents were informed
of their right to refuse answering all or particular
questions, over and above to stop the interview at
any time.

2.5 Survey Training

Before the fieldwork a five-day long training
program was imparted centrally at BBS
headquarters for all the data collectors and
supervisors during 2-6 December 2019. The data
collectors and supervising officers were well
trained by master trainers comprising high
qualified subject matter experts. Training on both
the questionnaire and mobile application were
provided simultaneously. Training were covered on
survey procedures, including preparing for
fieldwork, questionnaire content, human subjects
protection, fieldwork procedures, data
management, and communications. Hands on
training on CAPI application was provided by the IT
solution firm. The training programme was also
incorporated with the practical field visit by each
of the data collectors and their supervisors.

2.6 Field Data Collection

The USAS data were collected by 44 data
collectors. 60% of the data collectors were
females. Total 10 Supervising Officers who are
Division and District Level officers of BBS were

11



IR (MG do & RS 2(Ere FHFST Ao SHRFCS
@ ool T Piagts Wy FeeT AHE
Sifere! T G 8 BT 2005 (AF 92 M24R
IRFN ©F W AN Oferpl ofFe FRED Fiif
ST A2 FCI O [ETTR 205 &3 KT Tf
AT G 2o IR I O AR G
SAPRATIR IR ARSI FATSIRE AW
Oifeiel @77 fofg FCa T LAPIR (FUTSIE
o= 0 (il 2fRE) S SiRCPR Ry aR SR
3 27 58 fETTR 2005 @32 (31T 2T QW fGTH 2055
offtal  CRpESfes  (FR-f& (hendfeies
THRCAD LTI AL SAGIT SACEh Hoboe
FIRCETS (CFIHBIRCED) <20 FCH O M2 Tl
23 25RO O R BIZC (TR FIST ASICH
(I R4 2

2.9 ©Y AR A fwgel

93l R BIZ SWefiay SCaics i eger
T FI SRR AT 7292 @2 AR
SIfFAwe 9 2R @ ARG O AT TR
A @ ANWTFT [WRste RSl F@
1511 L R ) [ A (P NG L2 1) S
qiIRIRPoR (IMFEy Ie (A0 Tl P31 23 UZTlS
©2 AT (FT SAIZH FIOC ASICH (2RI A7
SINGICE M GiRet EEe B 9w ©gy Api3
4 7E] et F1f SfAcE=h St 13 Wibre
ol sAfeifae b (e FaiFTes skEH
fbfes FaR g I 2V ATOF QI 02 &
GFF MY 92 (XY RfRE AN ol SAferife
BT (fEfoiae) sgie Faefeseid hfes @ g
I 2V 93 QRO O MRATRI AT ARHP
SR @ SwiEfE RS a1 77 oA, sifierare
8 ©LJ AIFI7T KSR L AR JERR
Too7ng FAPSI @92 7 2y 72 2ifoffiar T
e fAi5Te @2y AeaR S TSR T
RT S s [Ret-e [em ez oo
T FAFOA SUiRPR iy e R

b TG IREIANT 3 TS Reeaef

FICT ASK (AF (SEITIGSG (GHG O o1 T3
CIARGT ofept (Predffs)-3 7 w39 (AT 2%
T AGIS I (T 829 I 2R TS
[EFAE S o12TeA2 PR I SIS “Afvey
8 PP FE FCACRI BTG S¢ SPINR FHICH
TS M, sifFveTel @qe R[ewe s> w4l

involved in field supervision. The fieldwork began
on 8th December 2019 for preparing the list of
households within the sampled PSU. The listing
was completed by 13th December 2019 using the
CAPI application. Based on the household listing,
the sample households were selected centrally
and provided to the enumerators and supervisors
for the main survey questionnaire data collection.
The survey guestionnaire data collection was
started on 14th December 2019 and concluded on
26th December 2019. Data were collected using
Phablets running the Android operating system,
with cellular based 4G network internet
connections. The data were sent to the central
cloud server on real time.

2.7 Quality Control of Data Collection

All the data collected through a CAPI application
connected with a real time online dashboard. It
helped to ensure the online monitoring and quality
control of the data collection. The application was
developed with the inter-question validation
features. In addition, once the interview is
collected the data was sent to the online server
and the survey control team could check the data
validity from the dashboard. The CAPI application
was also developed with a built-in feature of
starting time and Global Positioning System (GPS)
record of each of the households. Same
information was collected automatically after
completion of the survey. However, rigorous
monitoring and supervision was ensured during
the data collection. The high level and senior
officials from Statistics and Informatics Division;
Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics and World Food
Programme visited the data collection in the
grounds for monitoring the quality data collection.
Division and district level officers of BBS were
engaged in supervising the data collection.

2.8 Data Management and Data Analysis

Data were received from the cloud server in a
delimited text version of comma-separated values
(CSVY) in long form which was then transposed to
wide form. The data were cleaned and edited using
standard guidelines of data management. All the
data editing, cleaning and analysis was completed
using STATA 15. Indicator analysis was completed
using Stata/MP 15.1 version.
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2.9 Microdata sharing

All the unique identifiers such as GPS location,
cellular  numbers, names collected during
interviews were removed or anonymised from
datasets to ensure privacy of the urban
households. These anonymised data files are
achieved in the Computer Wing of BBS. It can be
shared with the interested users for valid research
purposes. To get access to the microdata, users
have to apply to Director General of BBS and it will
be shared according to the BBS data sharing

policy.
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POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS

A review of household and population
characteristics— living standards, occupation,
and household assets—can provide insights on
quality of life. Using household survey data
collected under the USAS, this section reviews
the profile of survey households overall and by
domain— that is, among households in Dhaka-
Chattogram cities and in other cities.

3.1 Demographics

The composition of household is an important
determining factor in investigating the status of
the population group and their welfare. Table 3.1
shows the characteristics of urban households.
The average household size is observed 4.04
persons per household.

The dependency ratio is defined as the ratio of the
number of members in the age groups of 0-14
years (i. e., aged under 15 years) and over the age
of 64 years (i. e., 65+)to the number of members
of working age (aged 15-64 years). The ratio is
expressed as a percentage. The dependency ratio
is slightly higher in Dhaka-Chattogram cities than
other cities (49 percent versus 48 percent).

On average, 93 percent of primary school age
children and 68 percent of secondary school age
children go to school among urban vulnerable
households. According to the HIES 2016, primary
school enrolment in urban areas was 92 percent
and secondary school enrolment was 81 percent.

Table 3.1 Characteristics of Urban households

Domains
Items Bhaka-Chattogram Cities Other ((J:irt]i;tstsgfaanhaka- Al
Household size (person) 4.02 (0.21)" 4.11(0.10)" 4.04
Dependency ratio (percent) 4913 47.73 48.83

Primary-school-age children (6-11) who

92.15(1.82)" 97.12 (1.08)" 93.09
go to school (percent) (182) (L08)
S dary-school- hild 12-18
econdary-school-age children (12-18) 68.33 (9.34)" 6854 (2.15 )" 68.37
who go to school (percent)
Years of schooling, male household 5.83 (1.09)" 587 (0.83)° 583
head
IZ:;S of schooling, female household 3.18 (0.96)" 409 (1.49)° 330
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Domains
Items iti ; All
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other Cities than Dhaka
Chattogram
Years of schooling of adult male aged 15 6.23 (103 ) 6.81 (0.35)" 6.39
years and above
Years of schooling of adult female aged 5.42 (0.80)" 5.94 (0.47)" 554

15 years and above

* Standard errors
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3.2 Age-Sex Composition of Population

The age-sex composition portrays a clear
distribution of a population group. Any
development strategy for social SafetyNet
programmes should consider the factors
underlying within the beneficiary population.
Figure 3.1 shows the age-sex composition of the
survey population in city corporation areas of
Bangladesh in 2019. The population pyramid
presents that the age group on 156-19 is the
highest both among male and female. The shape
of the pyramid confirms that it is typical pattern
that exist in most of the developing countries
which has started to stabilize. The pyramid
shows as wider base at the bottom than at the
top and gradually goes narrower towards the
elderly population.

Figure 3.1 Age-sex Composition of the Survey Population

Population Pyramid of City Corporation Areas
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Figure 3.2 Dwelling characteristics

3.3 Living Standards

Figure 3.2 shows the dwelling characteristics of
urban vulnerable households. About 61 percent of
urban households share a latrine with other
households. Households in Dhaka-Chattogram
are nearly twice as likely to share a latrine with
other households than that in other city
corporations (67 percent versus 36 percent).
Notably, about one-third (31 percent) of
households do not own a television or have a
separate kitchen. Although very few households
have no electricity, households in other city
corporations are five-times more likely to lack
electricity compared with  their  Dhaka-
Chattogram counterparts.
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Table 3.2 shows the electricity of dwelling of
households across domains. Electricity access
provided by the national grid is nearly universal,
which is similar to the electricity access in urban
areas reported in Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey
conducted during first half of 2019 (98 percent of
households). The incidence of power outages
during the last 7 days in urban households was
33 percent. The power outage in other city
corporations is more than Dhaka-Chattogram (65
percent and 24 percent, respectively).



Table 3.2 Electricity access of Urban household by domain

Domains
Characteristics Dhake-Chttogram Ctes Other[éi}:zstsgfanm[]haka_ All
(percent)

Household having electricity 99.79 98.91 99.61

Source of electricity
— National grid 99.98 99.94 99.97
— Solar 0.00 0.06 0.01
— Others 0.02 0.00 0.02
— Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Power outage

soveroutogs oot 7 o) 378 5028 5268

Hours without electricity
— 0.5 hour 291 0.80 2.01
— 1 hour 26.03 11.69 19.94
— Zhours 3.56 16.62 911
— 3 hours 18.61 26.84 2211
— 4 hours 28.82 11.84 2161
— b hours 2.95 4.84 3.75
— 6 hours 3.52 12.08 7.15
— 7 hours 3.23 7.42 501
— 8hours 211 2.46 2.26
— G hours 0.62 0.00 0.35
— 10 hours 3.47 157 2.66
— 11 hours 0.14 155 0.74
— 12 hours 133 0.33 0.90
— 13 hours 0.12 0.00 0.07
— 14 hours 0.38 0.27 0.34
— 15 hours 2.04 0.28 129
— 16to 30 hours 0.18 141 0.70
— Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 3.3 illustrates the structures of dwellings.
Virtually all (98 percent) households have
permanent walls made of tin, corrugated iron, or
brick, cement, or concrete, which is slightly more
common in Dhaka-Chattogram households
compared with other city corporations (99
percent versus 92 percent). For roofing materials,
45  percent of urban households use
tin/corrugated iron or brick/cement/concrete (53
percent).



Table 3.3 Structure of dwelling of household by domains

Domains

Characteristics Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
Structure of walls
— Golpaata/Palm leaf/Pellets
/Straw/Bamboo/Polyethylene/ 0.49 2.94 1.01
Plastic / Canvas / Cardboard
— Mud/ hard soil 0.12 2.98 0.73
— Wood 0.01 1.20 0.27
— Tin/ Cl Sheet 131 19.43 14.45
— Brick / cement / concrete 86.26 73.45 83.65
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Roofing material
— Golpata/Palm leaf/ Pellets/ Straw/
Bamboo/ Polyethylene/ Plastic/ 0.27 1.60 0.55
Canvas/ Cardboard
— Wood 0.89 0.02 0.70
— Tin/ Cl Sheet 39.14 69.02 4548
— Tile 0.00 0.01 0.003
— Brick/ cement/ concrete 59.70 29.36 53.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 3.4 presents the source of cooking fuel
used by urban households. Supply gas is the
predominant source of cooking fuel in Dhaka-
Chattogram households (93 percent), whereas
firewood and liquified petroleum gas are the
leading sources in other cities (54 percent and 33
percent, respectively). Electricity represents the

] AR QIST 6T TG RS S 8A  ypjversal source of lighting across  urban
R Ry 9= 2057 & FNIHS | households (99.8 percent), with minimal
variation between domains.
Table 3.4 Source of cooking fuel and lighting of Urban households
Domains
Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
Source of cooking fuel
— Electricity 0.65 1.08 0.74
— Supply gas 93.02 8.82 75.16
— Liquified petroleum gas 3.27 32.75 9.52
— Kerosene 0.01 0.00 0.01
— Firewood 3.02 54.35 13.91
— Dried cow dung 0.00 0.21 0.05
— Rice bran/saw dust 0.00 2.34 0.50
— Dried leaves 0.02 0.42 0.11
— Others 0.00 0.02 0.003
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Domains

Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
Source of lighting

— Electricity 99.96 99.11 99.78
— Private Generator 0.01 0.00 0.01
— Solar electricity 0.00 0.47 0.10
— Kerosene 0.03 0.39 0.10
— Others 0.00 0.03 0.01
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

©.8: oIl 3.4 Occupation
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Figure 3.3 shows the major occupation
categories of urban vulnerable household heads in
2019. Salaried work is dominant in the principal
occupation category of household heads (25
percent), followed by business/trade (20
percent), being self-employed (18 percent), and
wage labourer (15 percent). More than 16
percent of household heads are not engaged in
any income-generating occupation. Table Ab.1
features the full composition of occupations
reported by urban vulnerable households.

Figure 3.3 Main occupation categories of household heads
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3.5 Household Asset Ownership

It is observed from Table 3.5 that majority among
the urban households have common furniture like

)
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Table 3.5 Household asset ownership

cot/bed (87 percent), wardrobe (64 percent),
chair/table (53 percent). A very few of the
households have luxurious furniture like
sofa/divan (15 percent). More than half of the
household have at least a refrigerator (52
percent) while more than 90 percent of
household has at least an electric fan. About 13
percent of households have sewing machines and
more than 43 percent of households own at least
one smartphone phone.

Asset Items ” Domaln_s_ All
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities ‘ Other Cities than Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)

Sofa/Divan 12.31 22.89 14.55
Wardrabe 64.14 64.91 64.30
Chair/table 47.38 75.65 53.38
Cot/bed 89.11 78.44 86.84
Electric fan 89.72 92.93 90.40
Refrigerator 50.98 55.05 51.84
Oven 2.37 221 2.33
Washing machine 0.33 0.85 0.44
Air conditioner 1.42 0.67 1.26
Radio 0.01 0.11 0.03
Television 68.26 71.48 68.95
Sewing machine 10.77 20.15 12.76
Water filter machine 7.86 9.23 8.15
Computer/laptop 6.37 9.17 6.97
Smartphane/touch screen phone 42.40 46.82 43.34
Feature/ button mobile phane 56.33 81.18 61.60
Landphone 0.54 0.29 0.49
DvD/veD 0.37 0.06 0.30
Personal solar panel 0.58 0.32 0.52
Water pump 1.26 4.99 2.05
Wristwatch 8.23 11.76 8.98
Bicycle 1.25 27.45 6.81
Motorcycle/scooty 0.27 10.25 2.38
Three-wheeler scooter 0.08 2.90 0.67
Private car/microbus/truck/pickup 041 0.27 0.38
Rickshaw/van 0.93 8.14 2.46
Tube well 1.06 9.89 2.93
Camera/video camera 0.66 0.41 0.61
Cow/ buffalo 0.10 7.13 1.59
Sheep/goat/pig 0.89 3.71 1.48
Poultry/pigeon/quail 1.29 4.26 1.92
Flat/apartment 7.15 38.07 13.71
Others 0.29 0.04 0.23
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CHAPTER4: SAVINGS AND LOANS
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Access to savings and loans has a significant
influence on the socioeconomic status of urban
vulnerable households in Bangladesh. Availability
of savings enables poor households to curb
negative coping strategies to shocks and
stabilize consumption during financial hardships.
In Bangladesh, NGOs have increasingly emerged
as prominent institutions for the urban vulnerable
to save and take loans, complementing traditional
sources of financial support, such as friends and
relatives and banks. This section features
information on savings and loans of urban
households in 2019.

Table 4.1 provides information on savings. On
average, 33 percent of households reported
having any savings, with Dhaka-Chattogram
households half as likely to have savings
compared with households in other city
corporations (28 percent versus 52 percent)
(Figure  4.1). Among  Dhaka-Chattogram
households, banks are the main place of savings
(47 percent), followed by NGOs (27 percent); the

inverse is true for households in other city
corporations.

Table 4.1 Savings of Urban households

Domains
Savings indicators Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
Total savings (taka per year) 47,998 45,850 47542
Percentage of households with any savings 27.86 5164 32.88
Place of savings by income (percentage of total savings amount)
— At home 4.55 337 3.74
— NGO 26.72 46.33 40.22
— Samity (other than NGO) 7.89 6.97 7.26
— Bank 47.27 28.94 34.65
— Post office/government
i /8 2.00 4.24 3.55
— Employer’s provident fund 3.03 1.44 193
— Insurance company 5.37 6.07 5.85
— Relative/friend/neighbour 0.77 1.28 112
— Savings collector 2.02 0.82 119
— Land leased from other
househalds 0.19 0.00 0.06
— Other 0.19 0.54 0.43
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Figure 4.1 Households with any savings
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Table 4.2 Loan size and source of loans

Table 4.2 provides the loan size and source of
loans by domain. The average loan size is higher
for households in other city corporations
compared with Dhaka-Chattogram (Tk 47,181
and Tk 45,745 per household, respectively).
Across all urban households, NGOs are the
primary source of loans, followed by
relatives/friends. Figure 4.2 summarizes the
major sources of loans in urban areas.

Domains
Loan size and source of loans Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
Average loan size (taka per household) 45,745 47,181 46,049
(percentage of total number of loans)

Source of loan
— Relative/friend 20.22 8.21 12.69
— Bangladesh Krishi Bank 0.44 1.00 0.79
— Rajshahi Krishi bank 0.00 0.18 0.11
— Other banks 7.96 6.56 7.08
— Other financial institutions 1.99 0.18 0.85
— NGO 52.58 71.27 64.30
— Employer 106 1.36 1.25
— Trader 0.76 0.45 0.57
— Money lender 3.23 2.92 3.04
— Leased out land to other households 0.15 0.66 0.40
— Samity (savings society) 116 5158 7.83
— Other 0.00 174 1.08

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

22

")



Figure 4.2 Major sources of loans
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CHAPTERS: ACCESS TO FACILITIES

Information on access to facilities among urban
households, including which facilities are visited,
how they are visited, and factors affecting access
to facilities, can shed light on urban household
behaviours that may impact food security,
nutrition, and poverty have been covered here. To
this end, this section reviews access to facilities
by urban households in 2019.

Table 5.1 -explores facilities that urban
households regularly visit. Most households
regularly visit local shops (80 percent) and
weekly/periodic bazaar (74 percent), more so by
households in other cities. Notably, 38 percent of
urban households visit government or private
hospitals regularly, which may suggest incidence
of illness or injury.

Table 5.1 Households visit the facilities regularly

‘ Domains ‘
Facilities Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
Government/Private hospital 27.22 76.00 37.67
Community Clinic/City Health Center 12.43 12.95 12.54
Bus stop 7153 23.56 61.35
Railway station 4.14 6.43 4.62
Local shop/shops 77.35 89.25 79.87
Weekly/periodic bazaar 68.20 9459 73.80
Post office 0.22 222 0.64
Bank 9.37 17.19 11.03
Any NGO office 9.95 18.78 11.82
Kindergarten School 6.52 8.62 6.97
Primary school 23.10 22.48 22.97
Secondary School 1511 18.54 1584
College 9.29 20.35 11.63
Madrasa 7.25 5.96 6.98

AR ¢.% @ W97 G Ry WE wiebcee
(IS IS (AN GIEE TAFS O Qe 4l
TCACY FIRIBTAT SIS AT Tl g (i
RPH/ARZR (TP TR 2T (306 T4 (Sb
*S2H), S 9T QI BIF-5 B FoiCd @ TR

Table 5.2 shows the mode of transport that is
used to visit selected facilities. The urban
households experienced mostly walk to local
shops (98 percent), which is observed more in
Dhaka-Chattogram compared with other city
corporations (99 percent versus 95 percent).
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G @@ MOIN)| 55 percent, respectively).
Table 5.2 Mode of transport used to visit some facilities
Domains
Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)

Government/Private hospital

Foot 37.26 28.26 33.40
Bicycle 011 0.03 0.07
Rickshaw/Van 46.57 26.74 38.06
Battery powered auto 3.63 43.57 20.77
Engine boat 0.00 0.04 0.02
Motorcycle 183 0.89 143
Tempo/Baby taxi/Nasimon 0.59 0.48 0.54
Bus 9.95 0.00 5.68
Other 0.06 0.00 0.04

Community Clinic/City Health Center

Foot 47.30 58.98 49.86
Bicycle 0.10 1.47 0.40
Rickshaw/Van 47.66 17.98 4116
Battery powered auto 4.47 19.64 7.79
Motorcycle 0.00 0.12 0.03
Tempo/Baby taxi/Nasimon 0.24 181 0.59
Bus 0.23 0.00 0.18

Local shop/shops

Foot 99.54 85.08 98.48
Bicycle 0.28 0.25 0.27
Rickshaw/Van 0.074 143 0.40
Battery powered auto 0.11 3.24 0.85

Weekly/periodic bazaar

Foot 89.28 47.62 77.95
Bicycle 0.46 2.68 1.08
Rickshaw/Van 9.62 19.39 12.28
Battery powered auto 0.61 29.18 8.38
Boat 0.00 0.032 0.01
Motorcycle 0.02 1.09 0.31
Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.02 0.00 0.02

Bank

Foot 56.63 27.38 46.96
Bicycle 0.00 0.91 0.30
Rickshaw/Van 36.46 55.23 42.67
Battery powered auto 3.63 1457 7.24
Motorcycle 0.12 159 0.60
Tempo/Baby taxi/Nasimon 0.00 0.32 011
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Domains
Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
Bus 3.16 0.00 212
Primary school
Foot 86.42 80.12 86.11
Bicycle 0.00 0.89 0.18
Rickshaw/Van 13.22 15.20 13.63
Battery powered auto 0.36 3.79 1.07

AR o-q TR @ IeR WWpTE Fee (e
B0 % qarg CTICAT 2CACR) QT 20O Bl
A CAIF /A2 (AP SITE FCHC 3 30 (5.8
TG SFES| Qe T3 FCgd S0 Z
7 AR/ ARI (AP SR G < (A0S AR W
CBIReT ¢.5-9 (TGl 2

Table 5.3 displays the reported distance
between facilities and urban households. On
average, the closest facilities from households
are local shops (1.4 kilometres); the relatively
shorter distance to local shops makes them
more convenient to visit, as reflected in Table
51

Table 5.3 Distance of the facilities from Urban households

- \ Domains
sl Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other Eﬁfé;g:‘anm[]haka_ Al
(kilometres)
Government/Private hospital 6.88 5.10 6.12
Egnmtr;umty Clinic/City  Health 459 356 431
Bus stop 2.82 537 3.02
Railway station 517 5.12 5.16
Local shop/shops 136 168 144
Weekly/periodic bazaar 2.93 3.58 3.10
Post office 3.36 4.94 452
Bank 3.96 3.94 3.95
Any NGO office 427 4.92 4.49
Kindergarten School 2.71 3.06 2.80
Primary school 3.65 3.17 3.47
Secondary School 453 4.28 447
College 5.75 5.20 5.564
Madrasa 4.04 491 4.20

(BRET ¢.8 @2 (BRI Tl GBI ANPIZ 20 !
G g Rfeq wrififebomgs ceirs araeay
ST TACE SCEIATS Tl BCACRI TP QT
QM e 20T ACF ORI (O G ¢ G T
SCal SRCECT @ ST s TR IR/ R
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Table 5.4 shows the amount of time that it
takes to reach the facilities from urban
households. Urban households, on average,
take 5 minutes to reach the most frequently
visited facility—local shops. It takes urban
households the longest time to reach
government/private hospitals (27 minutes)



FPIATSICET (0O (34 3fG), (eiczfefes B bIF-  across domains, with longer times reported

BT RIS QEIETE @ S (I (=TCar AP among Dhaka-Chattogram households.
Table 5.4 Time taken to reach the facilities from Urban households
‘ Domains ‘
Facilities Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other [[Z:i;gatst;gfaanhaka- All
(minutes)

Government/Private hospital 30 22 27
Eznmtr;unlty Clinic/City Health 18 14 17
Bus stop 11 22 12
Railway station 22 23 22
Local shop/shops 5 6 5
Weekly/periodic bazaar 11 15 12
Post office 12 20 18
Bank 17 16 17
Any NGO office 17 20 18
Kindergarten School 10 11 10
Primary school 14 12 14
Secondary School 19 16 18
College 35 22 30
Madrasa 16 19 17
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CHAPTER 6:  WATER, SANITATION
AND HYGIENE

Urban Bangladesh faces many challenges related
to water, sanitation, and hygiene, which are linked
with one of the pillars of food security-nutrition.
Water and sanitation-related diseases such as
diarrhoea, worm infections, and cholera continue
to be a key determinant of child diseases in
Bangladesh. Sub-optimal sanitary practices, such
as using non-water sealed latrines and lack of
proper hand washing practices, can exacerbate
risks of contracting water-borne diseases.
Therefore, developing an understanding of the
water, sanitation, and hygiene characteristics
among low-income focused urban households is
of utmost importance. Given this context, this
section provides information on water, sanitation,
and hygiene for urban households.

Table 6.1 provides information on sources of
drinking water among urban households. On
average, supply water (from government supplies
and piped inside the house) is the most prevalent
source of drinking water (64 percent), but it is
three-times more common in Dhaka-Chattogram
households than other city corporations (75
percent versus 25 percent). On average, 34
percent of urban households use tube wells
(community, own, and other tube wells) as their
primary source of drinking water.

Table 6.1 Source of drinking water of urban households

Domains
Characteristics Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)

Government supplies with pipe outside house 11.20 198 9.24
Supply water (piped) inside house 63.56 22.66 54.89
Own tube well 2.18 29.73 8.03
Community tube well 21.19 21.72 21.30
Pond/river/ canal 0.00 0.03 0.01
Bottled water 041 0.00 0.32
Shallow tube well (for irrigation) 0.74 0.00 0.58
Deep tube well (for irrigation) 0.32 0.52 0.36
Other tube well 0.09 2311 4.98
Others 0.31 0.26 0.30
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Figure 6.1 Wash facilities

Figure 6.1 explores water, sanitation and hygiene
facilities for urban households in 2019.
Availability of hand wash facilities and water is
relatively prevalent, with 86 percent of urban poor
households having hand wash facilities near the
latrine and 90 percent having water available at
the hand wash area. Compared with other water,
sanitation and hygiene facilities, there s
relatively lower availability of cleaning agent at
the hand wash area in urban poor households (64
percent in Dhaka-Chattogram and 77 percent in
other city corporations).
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“Cleaning agent at the hand wash area refers to soap, liquid soap, detergent, ash, or soil.
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About 61 percent of urban households share a
latrine  with other households. Regarding
information on types of latrines (Table 6.2),
slightly less than one-half (46 percent) of urban
households use sanitary latrines.

The other half of Urban households use pucca
latrines, either water-sealed (24 percent) or not
water-sealed (29 percent). The type of latrine
used is important because a latrine without a
water seal allows flies and other vectors to
transmit individual
households. Open defecation among urban
households is practically non-existent.

diseases across

3



Table 6.2 Types of latrine of urban poor households by domains

’ Domains
Items Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other[éi;!atstsgfaanhaka- All
(percent)

Sanitary 45.70 4558 45.68
Pucca latrine (water-sealed) 21.66 34.87 24.46
Pucca latrine (not water-sealed) 32.15 17.15 28.97
Kancha /hanging latrine (fixed) 0.44 2.04 0.78
Kancha /hanging latrine (temporary) 0.05 0.10 0.06
Open field/no latrine 0.00 0.27 0.06
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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CHAPTER 7:  FOOD SECURITY AND
CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURES

Food security is broadly defined as access by all
people at all times to sufficient food to meet
their dietary needs for a healthy and productive
life. Food security is influenced by three
components— food availability, access, and
utilization or nutrition.

Improvements in food availability and access to
food at the household level do not necessarily
translate into the eradication of nutritional risks
confronted by vulnerable individuals within
households. Bangladesh has made considerable
progress in addressing undernutrition in its
population as a whole. However, malnutrition,
particularly among women and children, remain
high. With this backdrop, this section reviews

food security and consumption in urban
households.
7.1 Food and Non-Food Expenditures:

Table 7.1 investigates households' monthly per
capita expenditure on food prepared and
consumed at home versus food consumed
outside. It also depicts the budget share of
expenditure as a percentage of the total
expenditure on food. Most of the budget share of
food expenditures is from food prepared at home
(95 percent). On average, urban households' in
the country monthly per capita expenditure on
food eaten outside the home is Tk 134 and food
prepared at home is Tk 1,893.

G 2(fS FHRE 7 D59 Gl

Table 7.1 Food budget share of food prepared at home and eaten outside the home

Domains
Items Bhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(Taka)

Monthly per capita expenditure on food prepared 1891 1898 1893
at home
Mont‘hly per capita expenditure on food eaten 143 103 134
outside the home
Monthly per capita total food expenditure 2,034 2,001 2,027
Budget share of food expenditures (percent)
Food prepared at home 94 .55 9463 94.56
Food eaten outside the home 5.45 5.37 5.44
Total food expenditure 100.0 100.0 100.0

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Table 7.2 shows the budget share of
consumption, by food and non-food expenditures,
across  domains.  Dhaka-Chattogram  city
households report the highest monthly per capita
total expenditure (Tk 4,042), with an average of
Tk 3,966 across both domains. Urban households
spend slightly more than half (51 percent) of
their total expenditures on food, which is the
largest expenditure for all urban households.
Among urban households, house rent and
medical treatment represent 26 percent of total
budget expenditures (21 percent and 5 percent,
respectively). The budget share of house rent is
much higher among households in Dhaka and
Chattogram compared with other cities, which is
logical given the relatively higher housing costs
in the mega cities.

Table 7.2 Budget share of consumption items

Domains
Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(taka)

Monthly per capita total expenditure (taka) 4,042 3,683 3,966

Monthly per capita food expenditure (taka) 2,035 2,001 2,027

Monthly per capita non-food expenditure (taka) 2,007 1,682 1,939

Budget share of expenditures (percent)
— Food 49.66 54.80 50.75
— House rent 24.67 6.46 20.81
— Medical treatment 3.61 8.83 4.72
— Electricity 3.62 3.94 3.61
— Clothing 3.29 2.96 3.22
— Transport 2.79 4.40 3.13
— Education 2.25 458 2.74
— Cleaning materials (cosmetics, etc.) 2.08 2.45 2.16
— Fuel 2.10 1.02 1.87
— Communication (mobile, etc.) 157 178 1.62
— Social and religious

ceremonies/cliarity 0.48 332 108

— Water and television connections 0.87 107 091
— Footwear 0.93 0.83 091
— Home maintenance 0.56 0.67 0.58
— Personal care 0.33 0.70 041
— Furniture and utensils 0.38 0.17 0.33
— Personal items (jewellery, etc.) 0.21 0.68 031
— Payment to domestic help 0.26 0.15 0.24
— Legal fees 0.17 0.39 0.22
— Beddings 0.13 0.54 0.22
— Entertainment 0.12 0.16 0.13
— Other household expenses 0.02 0.11 0.04

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Domains

Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Urban,Segisecanomic Assessment Survey 2019

Figure 7.1 features the budget share of leading
consumption items, including food and non-food
items, with food representing the major
consumption  expenditure  among  Urban
households.

Figure 7.1 Budget share of leading consumption items (%)
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7.2 Food Consumption

Tables 7.3 and 7.4 illustrate the average quantity
of food consumed, the former depicting average
quantity of food consumed among households
with zero consumption of food items, whereas
the latter represents only those households that
consumed the food items.

Table 7.3 shows that rice is consumed in the
greatest quantity across domains (274.96
grams/person/day), followed by vegetables
(91.27 grams/person/day). Although over half
(59 percent) of urban households consume
chicken on a weekly basis (Table 7.5), the
quantity consumed, on average, is very low at
40.84 grams/person/day, with significantly
lower amounts consumed in other city
corporations (Dhaka-Chattogram: 4312
grams/person/day versus Other than Dhaka-
Chattogram: 32.35 grams/person/day). A similar
pattern is observed for fish, with significantly
higher amounts consumed by Dhaka-Chattogram
households compared with  other city
corporations. Relatively higher consumption of
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meat among Dhaka-Chattogram households
correspond with their higher monthly per capita
food expenditures (Table 7.2), as animal-sourced
foods are typically more expensive. While only 35
percent of all households consumed fruits in the
past seven days (Table 7.5), the quantity of fruit
consumed is also low across domains (15.51
grams/person/day).

The average consumption of rice among
Household Income and Expenditure Survey 2016
urban households was 316.7 grams/person/day
versus 274.96 grams/person/day among Urban
households. Although a similar per capita
consumption of pulses was reported between
HIES 2016 urban and USAS 2019 households
(16.5  grams/person/day  versus  15.83
grams/person/day),  HIES 2016  urban
consumption was slightly closer to the desired
dietary intake of 50 grams/person/day (Figure
7.2). Starker disparities in consumption are
depicted by fruits and vegetables: HIES 2016
urban households consumed 45.2
grams/person/day of fruits as opposed to 15.51
grams/person/day among Urban households, and
consumed 1741  grams/person/day  of
vegetables compared with 91.27
grams/person/day among Urban households.

Table 7.3 Average quantity of food consumed among all households in the past 7 days

(including zero consumption)

: Domain Al
tems Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other(élr:ftstsgsaanhaka-
(grams/person/day)

All rice 278.26 262.70 274.96
— Coarse rice 94.28 70.74 89.29
—  Medium rice 101.56 100.82 101.40
— Finerice 68.72 54 .54 65.71
— Ataprice 13.70 36.60 18.56

Atta/flour 3091 51.29 35.23

Egg 1431 11.33 13.67

Fish 77.10 60.40 73.56

Milk 25.34 26.90 25.67

Beef 8.83 9.05 8.88

Mutton 0.10 0.79 0.25

Chicken 4312 32.35 40.84

Duck 0.35 0.92 0.47

Powder milk 2.19 0.73 1.88

Baby food 0.54 0.68 0.57

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Domain
ltems Dhoka Chattogram Ciies Dther[éi;;etst ;:raaanhaka- Al
(grams/person/day)

Pulses 16.16 14.62 15.83
Gil 0.03 0.03 0.03
Butter, ghee, dalda, etc. 0.20 0.18 0.19
Ginger and garlic 10.61 767 9.97
Onion 18.48 22.13 19.26
Chili, green chili 9.39 8.85 9.28
Spices 416 6.96 4.75
Potato 74.03 80.64 75.43
Vegetables 83.56 119.92 91.27
Fruits 15.69 14.84 1551
Salt 9.93 9.29 9.79
Sugar 8.85 14.62 10.08

Table 7.4 Average quantity of food consumed among households that consumed in
the past 7 days

- Domain AT
ems Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other%irt]iaetstsgfaanhaka-
(grams/person/day)
All rice 275.63 260.29 272.36
— Coarse rice 251.43 260.42 252.90
—  Medium rice 340.26 288.28 327.79
— Finerice 26451 239.89 26181
— Ataprice 185.67 231.77 202.53
Atta/flour 77.42 89.73 80.84
Egg 19.88 15.39 18.91
Fish 79.77 64.32 76.56
Milk 84.38 81.56 83.73
Beef 52.69 41.02 49.63
Mutton 4343 33.05 35.83
Chicken 72.27 54.45 68.50
Duck 213.25 46.23 85.45
Powder milk 14.26 13.10 1416
Baby food 14.67 16.89 15.18
Pulses 18.86 17.36 18.54
Qil 0.03 0.03 .03
Butter, ghee, dalda, etc. 6.55 8.01 8.57
Ginger and garlic 12.75 8.84 12.50
Onion 19.30 23.562 25.36
Chili, green chili 9.96 9.06 10.65
Spices 12.39 9.95 1241
Potato 77.24 83.71 88.74
Vegetables 87.83 123.68 114.84
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Domain

ltems oh i, Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
aka-Chattogram Cities Chattogram

Fruits 53.19 40.07 46.50

Salt 1041 9.86 11.49

Sugar 20.67 23.40 23.36
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Figure 7.2 compares the average actual intake of
select food items from Table 7.3 with the
recommended dietary intakes from the 2013
Desirable Dietary Patterns (BIRDEM 2013).
Among the five food items—rice, fish, pulses,
eggs, and fruits—the average actual intake
consistently falls short of the recommended
daily intake except for fish. Fruits have the
largest gap between actual and recommended
daily intake.

Figure 7.2 Average actual intake of selected food items compared with recommended
dietary intake across all households
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Table 7.5 conveys household consumption of
various food items in the past seven days at
home. Relatively low-cost, yet high calorie
starches, such as rice and potatoes, represent
mainstays of the Bangladeshi diet, and are
consumed by 99 percent and 96 percent of all
urban households, respectively. Other protein
sources are consumed widely by urban
households, including pulses (84 percent), fish
(94 percent), eggs (75 percent), and chicken (59
percent), with minimal differences between
domains. Although the quantity of vegetables
and fruits consumed are relatively low (Table
7.3), most likely due to the relatively higher cost
and perishability of these items, the results
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indicate that urban households do incorporate
these food items in their weekly meals (95
percent and 35 percent, respectively). Various
types of spices and garnish, including chilis,
onions, and ginger and garlic, are frequently
consumed. As reflected in Table 7.7 on the
consumption of processed foods, powder milk is
relatively widely consumed (10 percent), with
higher ~rates among Dhaka-Chattogram
households than other city corporations (12
percent versus 8 percent). Rarely consumed
foods include butter/ghee (3 percent), mutton (1
percent), and duck (1 percent).

Table 7.5 Percentage of households that consumed food items in the past 7 days

Domains
Items Dhake-Chattogram Cities Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Chattogram
(percent)

All rice 9951 99.47 99.49

— Coarserice 42.77 27.40 35.08

— Medium rice 28.82 29.37 29.10

— Finerice 21.32 26.69 24.00

— Ataprice 9.08 17.26 13.18
Atta/flour 4141 53.39 47 .40
Egg 75.43 75.47 75.45
Fish 94.49 93.75 94.12
Milk 31.40 30.60 31.00
Beef 16.78 20.57 18.67
Mutton 0.29 211 1.20
Chicken 60.02 57.08 58.55
Duck 0.43 2.65 1.48
Powder milk 12.36 8.27 10.31
Baby food 3.37 4.46 3.92
Pulses 83.72 83.79 83.75
Gil 86.67 9251 89.59
Butter, ghee, dalda, etc. 3.53 2.54 3.04
Ginger and garlic 84.67 86.24 85.45
Onion 94.73 91.65 93.19
Chili, green chili 93.96 96.65 85.30
Spices 35.88 69.24 52.56
Potato 95.30 96.14 95.72
Vegetables 94.14 96.07 9511
Fruits 29.85 39.72 34.79
Salt 95.24 93.83 94.54
Sugar 43.02 66.26 54.64

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Figure 7.3 examines households that ate food
prepared outside the home during the 24 hours
preceding the survey. Around one-half (45
percent) of urban households ate outside their
home the previous day, with slightly higher
prevalence in other cities than Dhaka-
Chattogram (42 percent versus 56 percent).

Figure 7.3 Households that ate prepared food outside the home during the 24 hours

preceding the survey
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Table 7.6 explores the reasons underlying food
consumed outside the home among urban
households. On average, the leading reasons are
due to working outside the home (53 percent),
preference for the taste of the food (24 percent),
and to purchase snacks (16 percent). Very few
households report eating out due to a lack of
proper cooking facilities; however, households in
Dhaka and Chattogram were more likely to report
this as a reason than other cities.

Table 7.6 Reasons for consuming food outside the home (multiple responses)

’ Domains ‘
Reasons Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
Work outside of the home 55.36 50.88 52.98
School tiffin 2.68 511 3.97
Unavailability of food in the house 0.89 0.79 0.84
Like the taste of the food 22.1 25.54 23.93
Eat as a snack 16.29 15.52 15.88
Save cooking time 0.45 0.39 0.42
Lack of proper cooking facilities at home 0.45 0.2 0.31
Others 179 157 167
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Urban,Segisecanomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Figure 7.4 shows various sources of food
purchases outside the home, with the most
common sources being street vendors (61
percent) and small local shops (30 percent).

Figure 7.4 Source of buying food outside the home (multiple responses)

©
- O
70 S o @
; ©
% ©
60
on
T 50
o
D
©
S 40 < © 3
o -
= I
230
c
[¢h)
o
o 20
i
© 3
10 S o g
™
" H=n
Small local shop  Street vendor Haat/Bazar

m Dhaka-Chattogram
m Other than Dhaka-Chattogram

m Al
- ™
o @ o o @ o~ o © o
N @ w X o M
o © o c © o
—_— —_— N B .
School gate School canteen Others

Source of Food

BT q.¢ (CF (AR IR (X, TR AP A
(ASTAICT EF 3@ (AE R (TR, O 0Hy
O FS Gl (5T ML FEI ATHEIS AR (CTH,
ARG (NTF, G Topf) Fealea AR
*21e(, [ S TN A ARIF2 AT GIFt
237, [ 7S 283 932 AT 0T Sy U s
SCHY (A A, AR (BT TR A0 @3 64 it
3 FACO A 3 (AP PRIRET AT T
ASTACT R 30 (AT AR FARet oF o
S (85 *OIe) WK BIRT fel qib (WICNICE 0y,
DIFL-BBAN NRO @A AFISTACS S F9iCaa
21 (5T 3MMTF B0 (ACF (BT T LRI Q¥ ez
ICI (TAFC ¢q TR QI ¢ *S1eH)|

Urban,Segisecanomic Assessment Survey 2019

Figure 7.5 shows whether urban households that
ate food from outside of the home purchased
food that was covered, either via covered stalls
or that were packaged upon sale (for example,
plastic wrappers, lids, etc.). In urban areas in
Bangladesh, many foods are not covered when
they are sold, which can increase the risk of
exposure to contaminants and other food safety
risks. Thus, covering the food is one measure
that may reduce consumers' exposure to these
risk factors. Close to half (48 percent) of the
food that Urban households purchased from
outside was covered. Between the two domains,
Dhaka-Chattogram households consumed more
food from outside the home that was covered
than households in other cities (57 percent
versus 51 percent, respectively).

39



=i

Figure 7.5 Household that consumed food from covered stalls outside home
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Table 7.7 illustrates the consumption patterns of
processed or ultra-processed food within and
outside the home. In the last 24 hours, a
relatively marginal percentage of wurban
households consumed these types of foods
outside the home. The most common type of
processed food consumed outside of home are
fried snacks filled with potatoes or meat, such as
samosa, singara, or piaju (lentil fritters) (5
percent of households), with  greater
consumption among Dhaka-Chattogram
households than other city corporations (6
percent versus 4 percent).

Although the consumption of processed or ultra-
processed food at home appears higher than
outside the home, the recall period refers to the
past seven days, which is a longer period
compared with the 24-hour recall period of
consumption of processed foods outside the
home. With this said, the leading processed or
ultra-processed foods consumed at home are
primarily related to child feeding, including
powder milk (10 percent) and baby food (4
percent).
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Table 7.7 Consumption of processed or ultra-processed foods

Domains
Reasons Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
Processed or ultra-processed foods consumed
out of home?
— Varieties of bread (white bread, regular 179 260 919
buns, cream buns, etc.)
— Fried snacks with potato/chicken/beef
filling like (samosa and singara), piaju (lentil 6.07 3.94 5.00
fritters), patties
— Potato fritters, dalpuri/alupuri (deep fried
bread with lentil/potato filling)/ fried brinjals 3.65 3.87 3.76
(beguni)
— Chickpea masala/curry, fried street food
with spicy potato and chickpea filling ( 0.98 0.48 0.73
chotpoti/fuchka/bhelpuri)
— Jilapi (light fritter dipped in sugar syrup) 0.14 043 0.29
— Biscuits, moa (puffed rice mixed with
molasses / flattened rice mixed with 0.14 0.43 0.29
molasses)
— Cake/pastry/muffin/pancake 0.44 153 0.98
— Chacolate/candy/logenze (local candy) 0.83 0.35 0.59
— Local sweet snack .(ML.Jra/I/ Goja/ Kotkoti) 0.00 0.29 0.15
and salty snacks (Nimki)
— Candyfloss, Shon paprhi (sweet made
mainly from flour), Tiler Khaja (sweet snack 0.05 0.00 0.02
made out of sesame seeds and caramel)
— Unpacked (open) chanachur (a mixture
made from different types of lentils) / 131 0.92 112
Jhalmuri (puffed rice mixed with chanachur)
— Mango bar, chutney (open) /aachar (pickle) 0.05 0.05 0.05
— Branded ice cream 0.15 0.00 0.07
— Chips/crisps/cheese puffs/potato chips 0.93 0.68 0.80
— Commercially-produced  and  packaged
sugar-sweetened beverages (such as soda
pop, fruit-flavoured drinks, sports drinks, 0.09 0.19 0.14
chocolate and other flavoured milk drinks,
malt drinks)
— Pure fruit (100%) juice and juice drinks with
added sugar or other caloric sweeteners
(whether made at home, by informal 0.00 0.24 0.12
vendors, or packaged in cans, bottles,
boxes, sachets, etc.)
— Sweet beverages include home-made drinks
of any kind, to which caloric sweeteners 0.00 0.90 0.10

(e.e. sugar, honey, syrup, flavoured
powders) have been added

Processed or ultra-processed food consumed at home ®

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Domains
Reasons Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
— Powder milk 12.36 8.27 10.31
— Baby food 3.37 4.46 3.92
— Butter/ghee  (clarified | butter)/dalda 353 054 3.04
(hydrogenated vegetable oil)
— Cold drinks 4.28 2.37 3.33

Note: 2 Processed or ultra-processed foods cansumed out of home has a recall period of 24 hours
b Processed or ultra-processed foods consumed inside home has a recall period of 7 days
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7.3 Food Security

Table 7.8 assesses household food security
conditions across domains, whereas Figure 7.6
visualizes household food security conditions
across all households. About 21 percent of all
households could not eat preferred foods, while
another 21 percent of households were worried
there was not enough food. Alarmingly, 12
percent of urban households had no food in the
house and 8 percent of households went to bed
hungry, both of which were more commonly
observed in Dhaka-Chattogram households. The
results also show that households tend to adopt
negative coping mechanisms to adapt to
challenging circumstances, which compromise
food security and nutrition, such as reducing the
quality and quantity of food consumed.

Table 7.8 Household food security conditions

Domains
e Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other(éi;!atstsgfaanhaka- All
(percent)

Warried there was not enough food 21.89 18.90 21.25
Could not eat preferred food 20.64 20.85 20.64
Had limited variety of foods 17.35 13.92 16.63
Ate non-preferred food 15.94 11.33 14.96
Reduced meal size 15.17 11.93 14.48
Consumed fewer meals 7.36 5.38 6.94
Had no food in the house 11.91 10.03 11,51
Went to bed hungry 9.23 4.48 8.22
Did not eat the whole day and night 3.17 1.43 2.80

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019

42



Figure 7.6 Household food security conditions across all households
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Table 7.9 shows the distribution of the
Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS)
by domain, which is defined as a “continuous
measure of the degree of food insecurity
(access) in the household in the past four
weeks" (Coates, Swindale, and Bilinsky 2007).
Broadly, the HFIAS considers three dimensions:
(1) anxiety and uncertainty, (2) insufficient
quality, and (3) insufficient food intake and its
physical consequences. A higher score signifies
more household food insecurity and a lower score
represents less food insecurity.

Most households experienced low food insecurity
(92 percent), as indicated by the HFIAS scores 0
to 9. Figure 7.7 shows the average HFIAS, which
ranges between 2.07 for other than Dhaka-
Chattogram to 2.35 for Dhaka-Chattogram
households—both of which are categorized by
less food insecurity. Very few households (0.7
percent) across domains experienced high food
insecurity, represented by the HFIAS scores 19
to 27. Thus, urban social security programs may
be designed to target the share of households
that experienced mild food insecurity (HFIAS
scores 10 to 18), which affected 8 percent of
households, with a slightly greater proportion
observed in Dhaka-Chattogram city. Additional
information on the occupations of household
heads among highly food insecure households, as
classified by HFIAS, is presented in Annex Table
Ab.5.
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Table 7.9 Distribution of Household Food Insecurity Access Scale (HFIAS)

Domains [
HFIAS iti ; All
score Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other [ét}:atst::ganhaka
0to9 90.83 94.09 91.53
10to 18 8.93 5.36 8.17
19to 27 0.23 055 0.30

Figure 7.7 Average Household Food Insecurity Access Score (HFIAS) by domains
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Figure 7.8 Household hunger status

Figure 7.8 demonstrates the household hunger
status of urban vulnerable households, as
measured by the Household Hunger Scale (HHS).
Encouragingly, =~ most  urban  vulnerable
households (94 percent) experience little to no
hunger, with minimal variation across domains.
However, 6 percent of households experience
moderate hunger, which suggests these
households may be at greater risk of falling into
severe hunger with the onset of shocks. Annex
Table AB.7 provides the chi-squared test results
for household hunger status for this sample.
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Figure 7.9 provides a side-by-side view of average
'Food Consumption Score (FCS)'— an indicator of
dietary diversity or diet quality— and the
percentage of households with low FCS. The FCS
ranges from 0 to 112, with low diet quality
considered any score less than 42. The average
FCS is 52.84 across urban households, with a
slightly higher FCS reported among other city
corporations compared with Dhaka-Chattogram
(56.47 versus 49.20). The relatively higher
average FCS among other city corporations is
reflected in its lower percentage of households
with low FCS; specifically, the percentage of low
FCS households in other city corporation is
around one-quarter (28 percent) as opposed to
37 percent of households in Dhaka-Chattogram.
Overall, about one-third (32 percent) of urban
households have low diet quality, as measured by
FCS, which is concerning.

Figure 7.10 features average number of food
groups consumed by households with women of
reproductive age (15-49 years) and the percent
of households with low Women's Minimum Dietary
Diversity (MDD-W). Women's dietary diversity is
positively associated with women's micronutrient
adequacy, with consumption of less than five food
groups representing low micronutrient adequacy
(Arimond et al. 2010).

Figure 7.9 Average FCS and percent of households with low FCS
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On average, 24 percent of women of reproductive
age in urban households consumed food from
less than five out of 10 food groups in the last 24
hours, with a higher burden of low MDD-W among
Dhaka-Chattogram households compared with
other city corporations (25 percent versus 21
percent). The geographic disparity in women's
dietary diversity is reflected in the higher number
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of average food groups consumed by women of
reproductive age in other city corporations
compared with Dhaka-Chattogram (5.89 versus
5.72 food groups).

Figure 7.10 Average number of food groups consumed by women of reproductive age
and the percent of low MDD-W households
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Table 7.10 shows the percentage of households
with a woman of reproductive age (15-49) who
consumed different types of food groups in the
last 24 hours. Overall, women's consumption
patterns correspond closely with household-level
food consumption trends across urban
households. Virtually all (99 percent) women
consume items within the cereal food group,
which is consistent with rice being the food
consumed by nearly all households and in the
greatest quantity (Tables 7.3 and 7.4). Similarly,
other protein-rich sources factor into women's
diets, including meat, poultry, fish group (90
percent) and eggs (64 percent), yet to a lesser
degree than starches, which is corroborated by
the same household-level consumption findings
(Tables 7.3 and 7.4). Other vegetables are
consumed by about three-quarters of women (72
percent), which is nearly identical between
households in Dhaka-Chattogram and other city
corporations.

In line with the relatively lower quantity of fruit and
milk consumed at the household-level (Table 7.3
and 7.4), likely due to cost and perishability, these
food groups are less commonly consumed by
women ages 15-49 (23 percent and 42 percent,
respectively).

Overall, women's consumption of food groups
gradually tapers off after a few food groups: most
women consume two food groups—cereals (99
percent) and meat, poultry, fish (83 percent).
There is a slight drop off with regards to the
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consumption of three other food groups—pulses
(77 percent), other vegetables (77 percent), and
green leafy vegetables (70 percent)—and an even
greater decline in the consumption of other food
groups. This pattern generally agrees with Figure
7.10, which finds that although nearly three-
quarters (73 percent) of households with women
of reproductive age consume at least five out of
10 food groups, 27 percent of this sub-set of
households do not, which warrants greater
attention.

Table 7.10 Food consumption of women ages 15-49 years

Domain
Food groups Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
Cereal 99.64 98.76 99.46
Pulses 77.89 72.40 76.80
Nuts and seeds 6.54 16.00 8.42
Milk and milk product 43.54 34.23 41.69
Meat, poultry, fish 89.59 89.81 89.63
Eggs 62.54 62.29 62.49
Green leafy vegetables 65.71 87.32 70.00
Vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables 33.06 42.39 3491
Other vegetables 78.06 74.62 77.38
Other fruits 21.54 28.13 22.85

*Number of households that have women ages 15-49 years.

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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 CHAPTERS: SOCIAL SECURITY
PROGRAMS AND SHOCKS

Social protection system is the Government's
instrument for reducing poverty and inequality as
well as improving human development, thus, has
great potential to promote food security and
nutrition. Poverty and food insecurity are
interlinked. A well-functioning social security
system can effectively improve food security by
increasing the real incomes of the poor.
Therefore, the need for targeted social security
interventions to improve the food security and
livelihoods of the extreme poor remains strong.
The National Social Security Strategy (NSSS) has
been embarked to streamline and strengthen the
existing system with a view to achieving value for
money. It aims for a reform by ensuring progress
towards a more inclusive form of social security
that effectively tackles lifecycle risks, prioritizing
the poorest and most vulnerable members of
society.

The NSSS recognizes the urgency of increasing
social protection coverage for the urban
vulnerable population. It talks about social
protection through a lifecycle approach where no
one should be left behind. The strategy is
committed to ensure that the urbanresidents get
equal access to the Government's regular social
protection schemes. However, considering the
complex nature of the urban context, it does not
appear adequate to simply replicate the rural
social protection schemes in urban settings. It
requires proper analysis and mapping of urban
issues, needs and challenges; thus, appropriate
programmes need to be designed that would
really be able to support the vulnerable in urban
areas in an efficient and effective manner.

This section reviews the coverage of existing
social security programs, incidence of iliness, and
coping strategies against shocks.

8.1 Coverage of Existing Social Security
Programs

Table 8.1 reviews participation in social security

programs by urban households in 2019. The

results indicate very limited coverage of social

security programs across domains. The programs

with the most extensive urban coverage include
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the primary student stipend, which covers 3
percent of households; and the old age allowance,
which assists 2 percent of urban households.
Nearly all social security programs provide greater
coverage for households outside of the Dhaka-
Chattogram domain, except the subsidy for Open
Market Sales, the Food Friendly Program, and a

QCT SO ARSI AT QIR S few gther programs with very nominal coverage
ol overall.
Table 8.1 Participation in social security programs by Urban households, 2019
Domains
Social security programs Dhaka-Chattogra Cites mher?;f;;gfanmnhaka- All
(percent)
Ananda School 0.07 0.41 0.15
Stipend for Primary Students 196 8.66 3.38
School Feeding Program 0.14 0.52 0.22
Stipend for Dropout Students 0.00 0.12 0.03
Stipend for  Secondary and  Higher 0.19 144 0.46
Secondary/Female Student
Stipend for Poor Boys in secondary school 0.15 0.44 0.21
Stipend for Disabled Students 0.00 0.34 0.07
0ld Age Allowance 0.95 6.87 2.20
Allowances for the Widowed, Deserted and
Destitute Women 0.00 0.01 0.00
inIStJ;/\l/j:;es for the Financially Insolvent 0.01 0.13 0.04
Matern.lty Allowance Program for the Poor 0.00 0.13 0.03
Lactating Mothers
Honorarium for Freedom Fighters 0.10 0.26 0.13
Honorarium for Insolvent Freedom Fighters 0.02 0.00 0.02
General Relief Activities 0.00 0.08 0.02
Subsidy for Open Market Sales 158 0.12 1.27
Test Relief (TR) Food 0.00 0.06 0.01
Housing Support 0.00 0.03 0.01
Pension Program for RPTt.|red Government 0.89 318 138
Employees and their Families
Food-Friendly Program 0.32 0.04 0.26
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Figure 8.1 highlights the participation in the top
four social security programs among urban
households.
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Figure 8.1 Participation in the leading social security programs
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Table 8.2 explores the incidence of illness in the
month before the USAS was conducted. While all
age groups experience illness, older adults (ages
60+) and young children (ages 0-5) are
disproportionately affected. Persistent cough and
fever are the leading illnesses across all age
groups. Notably, prevalence of diarrhoea among
young children (ages 0-5) is 6 percent among
urban households compared with 4.4 percent
under the BOHS 2017-2018 (NIPORT 2019).

Table 8.2 Incidence of illness during 30 days preceding the survey among Urban

households

Age group

Dhaka-Chattogram

Other Cities than Al
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram

(percentage of household members)

0-5 years (10.7 percent of all members)

— Any illness or injury in the last four weeks 37.18 42.23 38.31
— Prolonged fever 256.84 30.95 26.98
— Diarrhoea 6.30 3.22 5.62
— Persistent cough 30.74 356.61 31.83
— Skin disease 0.40 1.47 0.64
— Throat infection 0.00 0.30 0.07
6-10 years (9.0 percent of all members)
— Anyllness or injury in the last four weeks 16.98 27.49 18.99
— Prolonged fever 13.66 15.03 13.92

Urban,Segisecanomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Domains
Age group Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
— Diarrhoea 2.75 0.21 2.26
— Persistent cough 11.34 18.58 12.73
— Skin disease 0.00 2.13 0.41
— Throat infection 1.43 101 1.35
11-17 years (13.9 percent of all members)
— Any illness or injury in the last four weeks 16.98 27.49 18.99
— Prolonged fever 13.66 15.03 13.92
— Diarrhoea 2.75 0.21 2.26
— Persistent cough 11.34 18.58 12.73
— Skin disease 0.00 2.13 0.41
— Throat infection 1.43 101 1.35
18-59 years (59.3 percent of all members)
— Any illness or injury in the last four weeks 18.96 28.39 20.99
— Prolonged fever 9.00 14.18 10.11
— Diarrhoea 0.64 0.76 0.67
— Persistent cough 9.08 13.58 10.05
— Skin disease 1.00 172 116
— Throat infection 0.29 0.98 0.43
60 years and over (7.2 percent of all members)
— Any illness or injury in the last four weeks 32.13 57.39 40.80
— Prolonged fever 14.26 25.30 18.05
— Diarrhoea 0.62 0.72 0.65
— Persistent cough 11.72 2443 16.08
— Skin disease 0.13 2.54 0.96
— Throat infection 114 2.72 168
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8.3 Coping strategies against shocks

Many households in Bangladesh normally meet
food requirements, but run the very real risk of
losing access to food due to shocks. These
shocks often lead to sudden losses of real income
and, hence, cause acute food insecurity. Poor
households have little or no savings and the
thinnest asset base; therefore, they are typically
most vulnerable to risks. For them, risk reduction
through preventive measures is beyond their
capacity.

When hit by negative income shocks, if formal or
informal protection mechanisms are inadequate
or unavailable, then the poor might use
undesirable and costly coping strategies, such as
pulling children out of school, distress sales of
their assets at very low prices, and the reduction
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of food intake, all of which could compromise their
future earning capacities and lead to deeper
poverty and food insecurity. To this end, Table 8.3
shows the incidence of shocks in the last 12
months across urban households.

Across domains, an increase in food prices
represents the most common cause of crisis (12
percent). The second leading shock, on average, is
severe illness of a household member (5 percent).
It is found that very few urban households
receiving social security assistance (Table 8.1).

Table 8.3 Incidence of shocks in the last 12 months among Urban households

Domains
ltems Dhaka- Other Cities Al
Chattogram than Dhaka-
Cities Chattogram
(percent)

Natural disaster 143 3.29 0.77
Incidence of a fire 0.49 0.03 0.40
Land encroachment 0.14 0.19 0.15
Increase in food prices 11.63 12.39 11.79
Stealing or destroying household member's belongings 0.16 0.49 0.23
Severe illness of a household member 3.75 7.72 459
Medical expenses due to iliness or injury 291 5.29 3.42
Loss of income due to illness or injury of household

member 2.82 3.34 2.93
Death of ather than main earner in the family 152 0.92 1.39
Death of main earner 0.12 0.09 0.11
Loss of a regular job of a household member 118 1.42 1.23
Loss of home due to eviction 0.01 0.00 0.01
Loss of home due to property encroachment 0.03 0.16 0.06
Loss of property due to any other factor (other than river

erosion) 0.23 0.11 021
Divorce or abandonment 0.73 0.61 0.70
Loss of productive assets due to destruction in fire 0.00 0.00 0.00
Dowry payment 0.02 0.13 0.04
Other costs of wedding 0.04 0.83 021
Failure or bankruptcy of business 0.00 0.50 011
Extortion 0.01 0.03 0.02
Family member put in prison 0.03 0.03 0.03
Paid a big bribe 0.10 0.02 0.08
Cost of court case 0.01 0.08 0.03
Cut-off or decrease of regular remittances to household 0.06 0.62 0.18
Withdrawal of NGO assistance 0.00 0.00 0.00

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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Domains
ltems Dhaka- Other Cities All
Chattogram than Dhaka-
Cities Chattogram
Cut-off of benefits from a social safety program 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Figure 8.2 visualizes the leading types of shocks,
which shows that three of the top five shocks
experienced by households in the past year were

Figure 8.2 Incidence of leading shocks in the last 12 months
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Table 8.4 shows measures that affected
households took to cope with shocks. A large
proportion of households had no strategy to cope
with shocks (20 percent), yet households in
Dhaka-Chattogram were nearly twice as likely to
have no recourse compared with households in
other city corporations (26 percent versus 15
percent, respectively). On average, the most
common coping strategies undercut nutrition,
such as eating lower quality and quantity of food
to reduce expenses (17 percent and 22 percent,
respectively).
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Table 8.4 Coping strategies by Urban households

Domains
Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
None 26.28 14.55 20.26
Sold land (homestead or agricultural) 2.48 501 3.78
Mor.tgaged/leased land (homestead or 0.00 016 0.08
agricultural)
Sold productive asset 1.49 3.44 2.49
Mortgaged productive asset 0.17 0.16 0.16
Sold consumption asset 0.99 0.78 0.89
Mortgaged consumption asset 0.33 0.00 0.16
Took loan from NGO/institution 3.14 17.63 10.63
Zzzl:céoan from mahajan/non-institutional 661 407 530
Ate less food to reduce expenses 21.15 22.22 21.70
Ate lower quality food to reduce expenses 17.52 16.28 16.88
Took children out of school 2.15 1.25 1.69
l:;ahr;jerred children to less expensive 050 0.16 0.32
Adult hou.sehold member took job elsewhere 0.17 179 0.96
temporarily
Sent household member away permanently 0.33 0.47 0.40
Sent children to be fostered by relatives 0.33 0.16 0.24
Sent children into domestic service 0.17 0.00 0.08
Sent children to wark somewhere other than
domestic service 0.33 0.78 0.8
Forced to change occupation 1.16 0.63 0.89
Moved to less expensive housing 1.49 156 153
\?VZ:E non-working household member to 050 0.78 0.64
Took help from others 11.74 8.14 9.89
Other (specify) 0.99 0.16 0.56
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019
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‘CHAPTER9:  MOBILITY, MIGRATION,
AND REMITTANCES

In Bangladesh, the dramatic rise in urbanization
has contributed to an increase in urban poverty.
Millions of Bangladeshis are migrating from rural
to urban areas or within urban areas for a variety
of reasons, including work, education, escaping
climatic impacts, and so on. While some
movements are voluntary, a key concern is the
link between involuntary mobility and food
insecurity among  vulnerable  households.
Although remittances occupy a more central role
in rural livelihoods, urban households send
domestic remittances and, to a lesser degree,
receive remittances, both internationally and
domestically. Broadly, this section features
information on  mobility, migration, and
remittances among urban households in 2019.

Table 9.1 shows the frequency of movement of
households within Bangladesh over the last three
years. On average, nearly three-quarters (72
percent) of households lived in their current
residence over the last three years. Interestingly,
more Dhaka-Chattogram households moved once
in the last three years compared with households
in other cities (17 percent versus 12 percent),
yet the pattern reverses for moving twice.

Table 9.1 Frequency of mobility (in the last three years), 2019

[ Domains [
Frequency Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Chattogram
(percent)
Never moved 76.19 72.55 71.57
1time 16.60 11.58 10.23
2 times 5.65 12.42 14.24
3 times 0.51 2.26 2.74
4 times and above 1.06 119 122
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

FHIBC T THARFS 927 7R 5.2-9 2mfe geary
S o IR(F FABRO 28T AT o *HSRH AT Fiey
JETS B CACR, (T CFCE SO (GITIZCAR ACHJ
IRA 47 AN AREF© 27 GRA-GET T2
ISR 293 AT 9 =012 U T T Lo
Go) FRIBRS 20ACR; GFPCER S R 030 Tl
The (U *S1eH)|

Urban.Secioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019

Information on reasons for mobility is furnished in
Table 9.2. About 83 percent of households that
moved in the last three years were looking for a
job, with minimal differences between domains.
About 7 percent of migrated urban households in
Dhaka-Chattogram cities moved for better
educational opportunities, followed by river
erosion (6 percent).
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Table 9.2 Reasons for mobility, 2019

‘ Domains
Reasons Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other [[J:i;ftstsgfanmljhaka- All
(percent)

River erosion 5.65 0.44 5.03
Looking for a job 83.30 79.81 82.88
Natural disasters 0.49 0.74 0.52
Insecurity/ banishment 0.83 0.25 0.76
For better education 6.70 1.87 6.12
Other reasons 3.03 16.90 4.68
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 9.3 shows the top ten districts where
residents are from urban households. The data
show that 28 percent of households live in the
same districts where they were born; inversely,
72 percent of urban households came from a
different district than where they are living. This
suggests relatively high mobility among Urban
Households. Notably, double the households in
other city corporations live in the district where
they are from compared with households in Dhaka
or Chattogram. Besides respondents born in their
current city, many respondents were from Bhola
and Barishal districts (12 percent and 8 percent,
respectively), which may suggest relatively
limited opportunities in those areas. Annex Table
Ab.2 provides a detailed description of all districts
where surveyed household members lived before
moving to their current residence.

Table 9.3 Top 10 Districts where they lived before moving to the current residence

Domains
District Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Cities Chattogram
(percent)

Born in current city 19.72 59.58 28.17
Bhola 1557 0.35 12.34
Barishal 8.44 5.00 7.71
Sirajganj 453 0.79 3.73
Dhaka 4.37 0.77 3.60
Cumilla 4.24 0.49 3.45
Kishoregan; 3.88 0.43 3.8
Chattogram 3.45 0.02 2.72
Faridpur 2.39 0.85 2.06
From Other Country 0.03 0.31 0.09
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Table 9.4 features information on remittances
sent and received by Urban households in 2019.
The annual total remittance sent was relatively
consistent between domains, yet households in
other city corporations received over 2.5-times
the annual total remittance as those in Dhaka-
Chattogram (Tk 9,368 versus Tk 3,540). Overall,
15 percent of urban vulnerable households sent
private transfers either from within Bangladesh or
abroad, almost all of which was sent
domestically. More households received private
transfers from within Bangladesh than abroad (4
percent versus 3 percent, respectively),
particularly in city corporations outside of Dhaka-
Chattogram, which was 4.b-times more likely to
receive domestic remittances than Dhaka-
Chattogram households.

Table 9.4 Remittances/money sent by urban vulnerable households and
remittances/money received by urban vulnerable households (within and

out of the country)

Domains
Items Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(taka per household)
Household that sent remittances/money (taka)
— Average annual domestic remittance 3,640 2,763 3,454
— Average annual international remittance 113 890 278
— Average annual total remittance 3,753 3,653 3,732
Household that received remittances/money
(taka)
— Average annual domestic remittance 1,032 4770 1,825
— Average annual international remittance 2,609 4597 2,952
— Average annual total remittance 3,540 9,368 4777
(percentage of households)

Household who sent money within the country

. 16.23 8.47 14.59
(domestic)
Householld who sent remittance out of the country 0.03 0.67 0.17
(international)
H hold wh t itt both withi
ousehold who sent remi anc‘e/mon‘ey 0 ‘WI in 16.26 8.70 1466
and out of the country (domestic and international)
H hold wh ived f ithin th
ouseho wo‘recewe money from within the 949 8.8 383
country (domestic)
H hold wh ived itt f t of th
ouse o‘ w or‘ecewe remittance from out of the 339 973 3.95
country (international)
Household who received remittance/money from both
within and out of the country (domestic and 529 11.32 6.57

international)
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Table 9.6 shows the percentage of households'
frequency of mobility among households that are
categorized as moderate and severely hungry.
Among these households, 60 percent have never
moved from their current residence within the
last three years. About 22 percent moved once
and 17 percent of households moved twice. Very
few households changed their current residence
more than four times. These results suggest that
moderate and severely hungry households are
slightly more likely to move two to four times
compared with the average across urban
households (Table 9.1).

Table 9.5 Percentage of moderate and severely hungry households by mobility status

Domains
Frequency of mobility (during the last three years) Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
Never moved 59.48 63.06 60.01
1time 20.56 27.66 2161
2 times 19.13 6.18 17.22
3 times 0.83 2.65 110
4 times and above 0.00 0.46 0.07
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 9.6 displays households' frequency of
mobility among households with women of
reproductive age who consumed less than five
out of 10 food groups. Among these households,
66 percent of the households have never moved,
which is consistent between domains, and 15
percent of the households moved once. Based on
Table 9.3, which showed that Dhaka-Chattogram
households are more mobile compared with other
city corporations, it is unsurprising that Dhaka-
Chattogram households are more likely to move
two or three times in the last three years
compared with households in other city
corporations. Compared with the average across
Urban households (Table 9.1), low MDD-W
households appear more susceptible to moving
two to four times.

Table 9.6 Percentage of households with women ages 15-49 who consumed food from
less than 5 food groups out of the 10 food groups by mobility status

Frequency of mobility (in the last three Romai

yea:'Is) ! v Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other [[Zzlr::tst;;]raaanhaka- All
(percent)

Never moved 66.07 66.54 66.15

1time 13.90 19.60 14.89

2 times 18.36 9.65 16.84
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Chattogram
3 times 1.10 0.60 101
4 times and above 0.58 3.62 111
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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households with FCS less than 42. The
percentage of low FCS households that were
immobile is 65 percent, with more households in
other city corporations having never moved than
Dhaka-Chattogram households. About 20 percent
of low FCS households moved twice; a greater
proportion of low FCS households in other cities
moved two or three times compared with low FCS
households in Dhaka-Chattogram. Very few
households moved more than four times. To
reiterate findings in previous tables, low FCS
households appear to be slightly more likely to
move twice or thrice compared with Urban
households overall (Table 9.1).

Table 9.7 Percentage of households that have Food Consumption Score (FCS) less

than 42 by mobility status

Domains ‘
Frequency of mobility (in the last three years) Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)
Never moved 70.53 63.51 64.95
1 time 2193 8.06 1091
2 times 463 24.06 20.06
3 times 0.79 3.64 3.06
4 times and above 212 0.73 102
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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CHAPTER 10: RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR DEVELOPING TARGETING
MECHANISM FOR SOCIAL SECURITY
PROGRAMS FOR THE URBAN POOR

The existing social safety net portfolio of
Bangladesh has grown in an unplanned manner
with both duplication and under-coverage
resulting from incorrect targeting, leakages and
lack of coordination. A research on targeting error
in 2018 identified about 8b percent exclusion
error in the targeted safety net programmes,
which indicates that a very significant number of
eligible households still left behind to receive the
benefits from SSNPs in Bangladesh.* This issue
carries even more significance when the uneven
urban growth is concerned. A perfect targeting,
however, is not a practicable proposition,
especially in the context of a developing country
like Bangladesh. Therefore, a more efficient
system with improved targeting mechanism and
programme design would help achieve better
poverty impacts. Considering the economic crisis,
the country has been going through because of
COVID-19, efficient targeting would require even
more attention to be able to support the
vulnerable new poor.

This study aims to develop improved targeting
criteria for urban social security programs to
effectively design, reach, and benefit the poor.
This section attempts to address how to achieve
these critical objectives.

10.1 Targeting Mechanism

Reaching the poorest is the cornerstone of any
targeted social security program. Targeting
effectiveness indicates the extent to which
program benefits are received by the neediest
versus the less needy or non-needy population. A
well-targeted intervention improves the food
security of the neediest without providing those
benefits to members of society who do not need
them. Targeting benefits to those mostin need is

1 Hossain Mz, Aminul Kaiser MA, Sabina |. 2018. Targeting Errors in Beneficiary Selection of Main Public Social Safety Nets

Programmes in Bangladesh. Research Article
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an obvious way of reducing the costs of a
program.

10.1.1 Indicators for Household Targeting

A program's effectiveness in reaching the most
vulnerable depends largely  on  the
appropriateness of indicators used for beneficiary
selection. Good indicators are those that are
highly correlated with poverty or undernutrition,
yet are easy to observe, record, and verify.

Within an urban ward, eligible households for
participating in a social security program can be
identified using the three broad indicators—that
is, MDD-W, FCS, and HHS. These indicators have
been analysed by three types of household
characteristics—that is, (1) occupation of the
household head; (2) dwelling characteristics; and
(3) asset ownership. These characteristics are
highly correlated with the three broad indicators.
Table Ab.3 presents the results.

Based on the results presented in Table Ab.3, 11
observable and verifiable targeting indicators
have been identified and presented in Table 10.1.
Urban households are eligible to participate in the
social security program if they satisfy at least
three out of the 11 targeting criteria listed below:

e Occupations:

1. Domestic worker (1.2 percent of
household heads)

2. Rickshaw/van/auto puller (5.4 percent
of household heads)

3. Mason (1.7 percent of household
heads)

4. Small trader (roadside stand or stall)
(4.8 percent of household heads)

5. Physically/mentally challenged
percent of household heads)

(2.9

e Dwelling Characteristics:

1. No separate kitchen (25.7 percent of
urban households)

2. House walls made of
mud/wood/polythene/ (not tin or brick)
bamboo (2.0 percent of urban
households)

3. Share latrine with other households
(60.6 percent of urban households)

4. No electricity (0.4 percent of urban
households)

o Assets:
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Table 10.1 Household-level characteristics by food security indicators across
domains (selected targeting criteria)

. Low High
Indicators FCS Low MDD-W HHS
Occupations (percent)

— Domestic warker (1.24 percent of household heads) 2.67 211 10.79
— Rickshaw/van/auto puller (5.41 percent of household
541 5.47 452
heads)
— Mason (1.65 percent of household heads) 2.35 2.90 143
— Small trad dside stand tall) (4.76 t of
mall trader (roadside stand or stall) ( percent o 6.90 400 7 44
household heads)
—  Physicall tally challenged (2.93 t of household
ysically/mentally challenged ( percent of househo 299 150 2411
heads)
Dwelling Characteristics (percent)
— No separate kitchen (25.74 percent of all urban households) 35.61 39.10 65.24
- H Il de of mud d/polyth t ti
guse walls made of mud/wood/polythene/ (not tin or oy 169 B 41
brick) bamboo (2.01 percent of urban households)
— Share latri ith other h holds (60.56 tofurb
are latrine with other households ( percent of urban 63.39 71 54 90.49
households)
— No electricity (0.39 percent of urban households) 0.92 0.57 0.00
Assets (percent)
— No electric fan (8.88 percent of urban households) 8.77 5.78 7.55
— No television (31.05 percent of urban households) 4216 41.43 84.09
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CHAPTER 11: POLICY CONCLUSIONS
FOR SOCIAL SECURITY PROGRAMS FOR
THE URBAN AREAS
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An effective social security system is a powerful
tool to improve food security, provide income
security, reduce poverty and inequality, and
promote social inclusion and dignity. The
Government of Bangladesh allocates significant
resources to implement a wide spectrum of social
security programs. In fiscal year 2019, a budget
of approximately Tk 642 billion, or equivalent to
2.5 percent of the gross domestic product (GDP),
has been allocated for this purpose. Among these,
about Tk 372 billion is being used to implement
safety net programs in the form of cash
allowances, public works, and education and
health incentives for poor and vulnerable
households, which aim to contribute to the fight
against poverty and improving human capital
(World Bank 2019).
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Despite the government's commitment to
uplifting the poor, there is a lack of safety nets for
the urban poor. Available information suggests
that millions of food insecure urban people still
remain uncovered. The rapid urbanization of
Bangladesh calls for a range of measures to
tackle urban food insecurity; a strong social
security system for the urban poor is an
important way to address this gap.
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This section provides recommendations for
strengthening social security in urban areas.
First, the section reviews opportunities for
expanding effective urban social security
programs. Then, a list of new programs that
have potential are proposed for urban areas.
Finally, a review of critical issues related to the
design and implementation of urban social
security programs is discussed.

11.1 Scaling Up Effective Existing Social
Security Programs in Urban Areas
There are several effective social safety nets in
urban areas, yet coverage is negligible. For
example, the open market sale (OMS), which is a
food-based safety net, provides subsidized
foodgrain to the poor through market channels.
The implementation of OMS also helps stabilize
grain prices and improve the poor's access torice
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and wheat at relatively low prices. Currently, OMS
covers about 1 percent of Urban households,
which suggests that it could be scaled up to
reach more beneficiaries.

Also, the Lactating Mothers Allowance Program
is a cash-based social safety net, which targets
working lactating women in urban areas.
Currently, as per the Government's 2015
National Social Security Strategy (NSSS), the
Ministry of Women and Children Affairs is
piloting an improved Mother and Child Benefit
Program, which partially builds off of the urban
Lactating Mothers Allowance Program. The
national program is expected to cover pregnant
women up to when beneficiaries’ children reach
age four in rural and urban areas nationwide. In
2019, less than 1 percent of Urban households
were covered by the Lactating Mothers
Allowance Program; thus, scaling up this
improved program has significant potential to
enhance nutrition for mothers, babies, and
young children, taking a lifecycle approach.

Lastly, the Old Age Allowance provides is an
unconditional cash transfer program, which
provides a monthly cash allowance to
beneficiaries. According to the USAS 2019
results, 2 percent of Urban households are
covered by this program, which could be scaled
up to ensure that this vulnerable population is
safeguarded.

11.2 Introducing Promising New Programs

in Urban Areas

There are several options for designing and
implementing urban social security programs in
Bangladesh. The following programs merit
consideration by policymakers:

11.2.1 School Feeding Combined with
Cash Transfers for Secondary
Schools

In Bangladesh, secondary school dropout rates
are high, especially for girls. Table 3.1 shows that
about one-third (31.3 percent) of secondary
school-age children from urban households do not
go to school. In Bangladesh, school feeding
programs are limited to primary schools.
Secondary schools could be used as a delivery
platform to improve adolescent girls' and boys'
dietary intake through distribution of nutrient-
fortified foods. School feeding could be combined
with a take-home fortified rice ration to keep
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adolescent girls and boys in secondary school.
The advantages are that the food ration can be
targeted to the poorest households and that the
fortified rice would also benefit other household
members (Leroy, Ruel, Sununtnasuk, and Ahmed
2018). Further, school feeding in secondary
schools could be combined with cash transfers to
girls from urban poor families, with the condition
that they must not get married as long as they
receive the cash transfer. Girls in higher grades
can receive more cash to prevent them from
dropping out. Targeting adolescent girls would be
relatively convenient since secondary schools are
usually gender segregated. This  would
subsequently contribute to delaying marriage and
first pregnancy. Early marriage leads to early
pregnancy, which is linked with low birthweight
babies, which is the major cause for child
stunting (Osmani et al. 2016). An urban school
feeding program for adolescent girls, combined
with targeted cash transfers, is a suitable entry
point to stop this vicious cycle.

11.2.2 Conditional Workfare Programs

An evaluations of public works programs in
Bangladesh found that the programs are
very well-targeted, largely because they
require manual labour in exchange for cash
or food wage (Ahmed et al. 2009a; Ahmed
etal. 2012). As aresult, these programs are
strongly self-targeted, and therefore,
minimize the costs of administrative
targeting. One promising option is an urban
clean-up program, which would benefit both
participants and cities. The program could
be announced in urban areas to encourage
men and women to participate through a
self-selection process.

11.2.3 Implement Food Vouchers/Stamps

Food stamp programs, or food vouchers, may be
an innovative alternative for food-based social
protection, but have not been implemented by the
government yet. Food vouchers could be used for
wage payments in the self-targeted public works
programs or could be distributed at schools to
prevent dropouts. The major advantage of a food
voucher program is that it uses the normal food
marketing system, eliminating some
administrative burdens, including the cost of
commodity handling. Before large-scale adoption,
this should be piloted and evaluated.
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11.2.4 Social Health Insurance

An important area of expansion of social
protection is social health insurance. Despite
high-level policy commitments made by the Prime
Minister Sheikh Hasina to achieve universal
health coverage by 2032 at the Sixty-fourth
United Nations World Health Assembly in 2011,
there has been minimal progress to expand
healthcare in Bangladesh (WHO 2011).

An assessment found that 97 percent of men and
99 percent of women are not covered by any
health insurance (UN Women 2020).

Not only is ill health-related expenditure the most
pervasive type of shock in Bangladesh, it also has
an especially pernicious effect on the long-term
economic condition of households. For example, a
panel survey of rural households found that
health-related shocks are the primary reason why
many non-poor rural households fall into poverty
over time and poor households fall deeper into
poverty (Quisumbing 2011). Although health
insurance is lacking nationwide, a 2017 study
found that urban households spend 7 percent
more than rural households on healthcare (Molla,
Chi, and Mondaca 2017). Moreover, a 2019
icddr,b study found that nearly half of health-
related shocks in urban slums are accompanied
by a drop in income, caused by missed workdays,
selling a productive asset to pay for healthcare,
and so on. Furthermore, health shocks have
statistically significant effects on loan repayment
(Hossain et al. 2019), which can exacerbate
financial pressures and cause households to fall
into poverty traps. In sum, high and often
unexpected healthcare costs, coupled with a loss
in income, can have catastrophic consequences
on urban livelihoods, and can undercut food
security and nutrition.

Therefore, a well-designed health insurance
program for both urban and rural poor should be
an essential ingredient of the social security
system in Bangladesh. This initiative should be
piloted and evaluated before adoption.

11.2.5 Key Considerations for Designing
Urban Social Security Programs

Strengthening the urban social security system
entails consideration of several interrelated policy
issues, which are described below:

66



GG LA (LG 517 91 AR A OIS S
facs o T [Rod Alte wWifis THge e
@7 NS S0 AP 99 0 TR ]S Sy
(CE: o, ), AFET SRIN @R TR
FIIPIRST, AN FTFTST G2 o9 507 A7yl
IR PRI 932 TSN ARl A6
alffe e (@B 2009)

o S 2 1<) TCIBCH (F SRS AR Tl
b wetforeia G Fes (GIER 200Y)
difgFeicd aib feers cots a1 Tesime sz [Fo
A CIRENS 8 Iy d559)1 WMy T By (I
QAT U TCEEE Qo A o BT
TAFRCSINIEE ARCUT FRTO! 7l G2 O HEE
ST (A B O A AIE 7 0 TSI
FET T, o S TAFRCSINHE OIS SIS
w37 RN ARy 2ie I Fom o [iowe,
QR S (I SN GO QeI A

TRMP, TEE EEE, SRS fae,
A A HHIE 2SI FI0@ G2 27 (BT
200%)| (T: &3> AT G% T 3T SR &3
1 T e i ARPCS ARG HAAC AR (PR S
Q= ANl

oM TBFCH (T, SATRCSINCS G SF© 3T
W SR I (PO AE, g R
oIofo qes a9 g 3 FReieter
G2 P AMED JHHISF ACL ST w0 A0S 2
e 2@ R, MuE eMitR  OF,
ToRPRTS N R (A2 WU E, CTery 7= it
G TFPICI (I A FRTSIFINCHR) T (ICT I FCH
TR (& 5558)

JILENCHCH QBB AAHR (A (307 (T, AWy N7
T o @ AT TBIVCIA LSRR IF3 IFN (NS
o o7 TVBCIF I T TVIBCIT I (O (I

Type of Transfer

A contentious programming issue centres on
transfer selection—cash or food or vouchers. The
choice of the most appropriate type of transfers
hinges on proper assessment of context-specific
factors. These include program objectives (for
example, income, nutrition), the spatial and
temporal functioning of markets, the availability
of implementation capacities and delivery
mechanisms, cost-effectiveness, and
beneficiaries’ preferences (Gentilini 2007).

In theory, cash is preferable to in-kind transfers
because it is economically more efficient (Tabor
2002). It does not distort individual consumption
or production choice at the margin (Subbarao et
al. 1997). Cash transfers provide recipients with
freedom of choice and give them a higher level of
satisfaction at any given level of income than is
the case with food or another type of in-kind
transfer. In other words, cash allows beneficiaries
to choose to buy what they need most.
Distributing cash is likely to be cheaper than
distributing food or other commodities.

By contrast, in-kind transfers are often used as a
means of controlling, modifying, or otherwise
influencing the behaviour of recipients (Tabor
2002). For example, a food-based program may
provide a basic food to those who otherwise could
not afford the food or are unlikely to purchase
adequate quantity of the food even if they did
have the cash to buy it.

For cash transfers, the real value to the
beneficiaries may erode with inflation, but the
government’'s nominal budget is fixed and
predictable. If benefits and real budgets are to
keep pace with inflation, the government must
make explicit decisions to raise benefit levels. In
contrast, for food transfers, the real value of
benefits to consumers is constant?and the cost
to the government (or food aid donors) rises and
falls with the price of the commodity (Grosh
1994).

An [IFPRI study in Bangladesh shows that,
although the impacts of cash and food transfers
on food security outcomes are quite similar, the
delivery cost of cash transfers is considerably

2|f program beneficiaries sell a large proportion of the ration received, however, then the value of the food transfer
will fluctuate with the price of the food in the market.
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lower than food transfers. Therefore, cash
transfers are more cost-effective than food
transfers (Ahmed et al. 2019).

One intermediate option between food and cash
transfers is to introduce a food stamp or food-
coupon program to transfer income to the needy.
Food stamps or cash vouchers can be distributed
to eligible consumers. The major advantage of
such programs is that they use the normal
marketing system, thus eliminating some
administrative burdens.

Size of Transfer

The size of the transfer matters. Increasing the
size of transfers and the length of assistance is
critical to achieving sustainable improvements in
the food security and livelihoods of the ultra-poor.
A study suggests that the transfer amount needs
to be at least Tk 1,500 (about US$18) per month
to break persistent poverty or prevent households
from falling into poverty. This amount accounted
for about one-fourth of total consumption
expenditure of the poorest 20 percent of all rural
households in 2012 (Ahmed and Tauseef 2018).
The average size of various safety net transfers
in Bangladesh is quite small and has been falling
in real terms, an issue that is recognized in the
National Social Security Strategy (NSSS) of the
Government of Bangladesh (GED 2015).

Targeting

Effective targeting is key for maximizing program
impact and minimizing leakages. A number of
targeting methods exist—for example, means-
tested,  categorical,  geographical,  and
community-based-with pros and cons in each
context. To address the irreconcilable chasm
between the resources available for targeted
interventions and the large needy population,
social security programs must improve their
targeting effectiveness to reach the poorest of
the poor. The targeting errors of exclusion and
inclusion must be minimized. Taking mistargeting
and leakage into account, programs cover only a
fraction of the poor. The official targeting criteria
must be improved for better identification of the
poorest households.

A two-step targeting mechanism can be used for
most social security programs. First, more
resources should be targeted to those
geographical areas where the prevalence of the
specific problem a program intends to address
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(for  example, serious food insecurity,
malnutrition, school dropouts) and the incidence
of poverty are high. In other words, resource
allocation should be proportional to the intensity
of problems. Second, within geographic areas,
well-formulated indicators that are highly
correlated with income, yet are easy to collect,
observable, and verifiable—could be used to
identify the needy.

Onerous physical work requirements improve
targeting performance in workfare programs.
However, the demographically vulnerable—
including children, the elderly, and those who are
severely disabled or chronically ill—are often
unable to perform the intense physical labor
involved in cash- or food-based public works
programs. Special social security programs are
needed to benefit the demographically vulnerable
poor. Further, when selection is done only on the
basis of vulnerability or poverty maps, some
extreme poor in relatively non-poor regions will
not be included. Increased use of community
input into beneficiary selection can improve
targeting.

Conditionality

A transfer program may require beneficiaries to
perform some activities in exchange for a
transfer. For example, conditional cash transfer
(CCT) programs provide cash as an incentive for
households to ensure medical check-ups or
school attendance for their children. School
feeding programs are a form of conditional
transfer, as they require school attendance to
obtain access to food.

Program Coverage

There are serious gaps in program coverage, with
some of the most vulnerable groups not being
assisted at all or being insufficiently covered (for
example, the urban poor, the elderly, and
children). Urban slums, in particular, are
promising areas for expansion. Sanitation, school
dropout rates, health, and hygiene are key
concerns in urban slums.

Sustainability of Program Benefits

Transfer payments help the poor in the short
term, but do not trigger sustainable income
growth for the poor on their own. Most programs
seem to provide temporary poverty-alleviation
impacts. Increasing the size of transfers and
strengthening access to microcredit and savings
services are critical for achieving sustainable
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improvements in the food security and livelihoods
of the poor.

Monitoring and Evaluation

All social security programs must have a built-in
mechanism for monitoring and independent
evaluation. A certain percentage of program funds
can be earmarked for such evaluation, which will
ensure timely learning, prompt remedial actions,
and minimal waste. The information system of
the implementing agencies needs to be
strengthened.

In closing, it may be noted that formal social
security programs belong to the broader social
protection system. Social protection programs
and policies support people who suffer from a
chronic incapacity to secure basic subsistence.
Such interventions can contribute to long-term
poverty reduction and growth  through
investments in the human capital of both children
and adults—particularly their nutritional status,
health, education, and skills. Social protection will
become even more important in Bangladesh as
the country faces economic downturn arising
from the coronavirus pandemic, climate change,
and other shocks that increase the vulnerability
of the poor.
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ANNEX 1: CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS

Consumption

Consumption is measured as the sum of total food consumption and total non-food (nondurable and
durable) expenses.

Food Consumption Score

The UN World Food Programme's Food Consumption Score combines information on the frequency of
consumption of different food groups in the past seven days, weighting these by their relative nutritive
value of the consumed food groups. It ranges in value from 0 to 112, with values below 42 representing
poor household food security.

Food Security

As defined by the United Nations’ Committee on World Food Security, food security means that all people,
at all times, have physical, social, and economic access to sufficient, safe, and nutritious food that meets
their food preferences and dietary needs for an active and healthy life.

Goods, Durable

Durable goods are those whose individual life expectancy is one year or more. These include radio, TV,
wooden and steel furniture, china-ware (not for daily use), cutlery and kitchen utensils, etc.

Goods, Non-Durable

Item whose durability is less than one year are termed as non-durable goods. These are food items,
clothing, fuel and lighting, medicines, etc. Services are also treated as non-durable goods.

Household

Household is the smallest unit of social institution. Almost all the socio-economic activities are being
performed around this unit. It can be defined as a dwelling unit where one or more persons live and eat
together under a common cooking arrangement. Matrimonial or blood or both relations exist among most
of the persons who reside in the dwelling.

Household Expenditure

Household expenditure includes household consumption and certain other outlays of the household.
Consumption expenditure of the household is the aggregate value of goods and services actually
consumed during the reference period. The non-consumption expenditure of the household includes
income tax and other taxes, pension and social security contributions and related insurance premium,
gifts and other transfers. ltems extended from the expenditure schedule are additions to saving, various
types of investment expenditure (both monetized and non-monetized) including amount spent.

Household Food Insecurity Access Scale

The Household Food Insecurity Access Scale is composed of a set of nine questions that have been used
in several countries and appear to distinguish food insecure from food secure households across different
cultural contexts.

Household Hunger Scale

The Household Hunger Scale (HHS) is used to assess, geographically target, monitor, and evaluate hunger
in settings affected by substantial food insecurity. The HHS is used to measure the prevalence of USAS
sample households experiencing moderate or severe hunger. The HHS was developed by the USAID-funded
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Food and Nutrition Technical Assistance Il Project (FANTA-2/FHI 360) in collaboration with the United
Nations Food and Agriculture Organization. It has been cross-culturally validated to allow comparison
across different food-insecure contexts.

Women's Minimum Dietary Diversity

Women's Minimum Dietary Diversity is a dichotomous indicator of whether or not women 15-49 years
of age have consumed at least five out of 10 defined food groups the previous day or night. The proportion
of women 15-49 years of age who reach this minimum in a population can be used as a proxy indicator
for higher micronutrient adequacy, one important dimension of diet quality.

Urban Area

In ‘Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey 2019', all the city corporation areas have been considered
as urban area. Other type of urban areas like Paurashabha, Upazila Headquarters, Growth Centres were
not considered in the purview of the survey.
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ANNEX 2: DETAILED TABLES

Table A5.1 Occupations of Urban household heads

Domains
Occupation Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
Non-agricultural day labour 3.29 5.46 3.75
Earth work labour (government program) 3.29 0.19 0.12
Sweeper 0.02 0.17 0.06
Agricultural day labour 011 143 0.39
Construction labour/Painter SRSl 5.47 424
Factory/workshop worker 2.84 103 2.46
Transport worker (bus/truck driver/helper) 4.48 0.18 3.57
Apprentice 0.00 0.44 0.09
Other (non-agricultural wage labour) 0.01 0.21 0.05
Government/ autonomous employee 8.59 563 7.96
Private/company employee 459 8.13 5.34
NGO employee 0.22 111 041
Domestic worker 112 166 124
Garments' worker 10.02 0.00 7.89
Teacher (GoB-primary school) 0.08 0.11 0.08
Teacher (Non-GoB primary school) 0.21 0.15 0.20
Teacher (GoB high school) 0.22 0.44 0.09
Teacher (Non-GoB high school) 0.36 0.46 0.27
Teacher (college, university) 0.00 0.61 041
Other (salaried) 091 2.65 128
Rickshaw/van/auto puller 4.90 7.29 541
Motor vehicle driver 2.60 252 2.58
Ride sharing driver (Uber, Pathao) 0.07 0.00 0.05
Tailor/seamstress 3.15 0.65 2.62
Potter 0.00 0.15 0.03
Cobbler 0.04 0.00 0.03
Barber 1.01 0.72 0.95
Clothes washer 0.12 0.00 0.09
Porter 0.05 0.00 0.04
Goldsmith/silversmith 0.00 0.73 0.15
Repairman (appliances/umbrella) 0.04 0.27 0.09
Mechanic (vehicles) 0.18 0.47 0.24
Plumber 0.03 0.22 0.07
Electrician 0.55 0.98 0.64
Carpenter 0.08 161 0.40
Mason 121 3.26 165
Midwife 0.01 0.04 0.01
Engineer 0.24 0.10 0.20
Lawyer/deed writer/ Moktar 021 0.00 0.19
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Domains

Occupation Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- All
Cities Chattogram
Religious leader 0.07 059 0.18
(Imam/Muazzin/Khadem/Purchit)
Private tutor/house tutor 0.02 0.16 0.05
Landlord 2.54 0.32 2.08
Mobile vendors 178 2.24 188
Small trader (roadside stand or stall) 4.60 534 476
Medium trader (shop or small store) 9.55 7.94 921
Large trader (large shop or whole sale) 222 2.00 217
Fish trader 0.38 0.67 0.44
Contractor 0.45 197 0.78
Trader/Forhia 0.22 0.16 0.21
bKash/Rocket/mobile banking agent/flexi load 0.03 0.62 0.15
Food processing 0.02 0.22 0.06
Small industry 0.03 0.01 0.03
Handicrafts 1.09 0.25 091
Milk collector/seller 0.00 0.13 0.03
Beggar 0.02 0.01 0.01
Own farm work (crop) 0.00 2.05 0.43
Share cropper/tenant 0.04 0.00 0.03
Fisherman (non-owned/not leased water body) 5.23 0.00 412
Rearing fish/fish pond 0.04 0.02 0.04
Rearing poultry 0.04 0.14 0.03
Rearing livestock 0.00 0.69 0.18
Milk producer 0.00 0.08 0.02
Others (self-employed) 0.53 217 0.88
Student 0.01 1.36 0.30
Housewife 7.32 5.04 6.84
Retired 0.78 3.53 1.36
Physically/mentally challenged 3.48 0.84 2.93
Unemployed 3.32 5.49 3.78
Political/social workers 0.12 0.04 0.11
Vagabond 0.04 0.02 0.04
Others 0.48 1.37 0.65
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table A5.1 Mode of transport used to visit the facilities
Domains
Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
Government/Private hospital
—  Foot 37.26 28.26 33.40
— Bicycle 0.11 0.03 0.07
— Rickshaw/Van 46.57 26.74 38.06
— Battery powered auto 3.63 43.57 20.77
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Domains

Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)
— Engine boat 0.00 0.04 0.02
— Moatorcycle 183 0.89 143
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.59 0.48 0.54
— Bus 9.95 0.00 5.68
— Other 0.06 0.00 0.04
Community Clinic/City Health Center
— Foot 47.30 58.98 49.86
— Bicycle 0.10 1.47 0.40
—  Rickshaw/Van 47.66 17.98 41.16
— Battery powered auto 4.47 19.64 7.79
— Motorcycle 0.00 0.12 0.03
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.24 181 0.59
— Bus 0.23 0.00 0.18
Bus stop
— Foot 87.70 24.30 82.54
— Bicycle 0.19 159 0.30
—  Rickshaw/Van 10.73 51.60 14.06
— Battery powered auto 131 20.40 2.87
— Motorcycle 0.02 189 017
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.05 0.23 0.06
Railway Station
— Foot 4.96 8.23 592
— Bicycle 0.00 6.67 1.97
—  Rickshaw/Van 54.67 73.20 60.14
— Battery powered auto 3.16 10.62 .87
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 6.41 1.27 4.90
— Bus 30.8 0.00 2171
Local shop/shops
— Foot 99.64 95.08 98.48
— Bicycle 0.28 0.25 0.27
—  Rickshaw/Van 0.074 143 0.40
— Battery powered auto 0.11 3.24 0.85
Weekly/periodic bazaar
— Foot 89.28 47.62 77.95
— Bicycle 0.46 2.68 1.06
—  Rickshaw/Van 9.62 19.39 12.28
— Battery powered auto 0.61 29.18 8.38
— Boat 0.00 0.03 0.01
— Motorcycle 0.02 1.09 0.31
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.02 0.00 0.02
Post office
— Foot 7.90 13.69 12.14
— Bicycle 0.00 17.39 12.74
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Domains

Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)

—  Rickshaw/Van 92.10 41.45 54.98
— Battery powered auto 0.00 27.47 20.13
Bank

— Foot 56.63 27.38 46.96
— Bicycle 0.00 0.91 0.30
—  Rickshaw/Van 36.46 55.23 42.67
— Battery powered auto 3.63 14.57 7.24
— Moatorcycle 0.12 159 0.60
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.00 0.32 0.11
— Bus 3.16 0.00 2.12
NGO office

— Foot 94.78 24.96 71.25
— Bicycle 0.00 4.08 1.38
— Rickshaw/Van 3.61 4150 16.38
— Battery powered auto 161 2711 10.20
— Manual boat 0.00 0.16 0.05
— Motorcycle 0.00 2.20 0.74
Kindergarten school

— Foot 85.69 71.77 89.41
— Bicycle 0.00 281 0.74
— Rickshaw/Van 132 9.98 3.59
— Battery powered auto 0.00 4.16 1.09
—  Motorcycle 0.00 11.27 2.96
— Bus 2.99 0.00 2.20
Primary school

— Foot 86.42 80.12 85.11
— Bicycle 0.00 0.89 0.18
— Rickshaw/Van 13.22 15.20 13.63
— Battery powered auto 0.36 3.79 1.07
Secondary school

—  Foot 80.02 31.70 68.02
— Bicycle 0.00 0.51 0.13
— Rickshaw/Van 15.42 30.25 19.10
— Battery powered auto 182 37.40 10.65
— Motorcycle 0.00 0.13 0.03
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 0.75 0.00 0.56
Bus 2.00 0.00 150
College

—  Foot 37.02 19.01 30.33
— Bicycle 141 4.66 2.62
— Rickshaw/Van 45.85 29.29 39.70
— Battery powered auto 7.38 41.92 2021
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Domains

Item Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- Al
Cities Chattogram
(percent)

— Manual boat 0.00 3.37 1.25
— Motorcycle 0.00 0.33 0.12
— Tempo/Baby taxi/Nosimon 186 115 1.60
— Bus 6.47 0.27 417
Madrasa
—  Foot 87.87 75.01 85.54
— Bicycle 0.00 19.56 3.54
—  Rickshaw/Van 11.96 161 10.08
— Battery powered auto 0.17 3.83 0.83

Table A5.3 District where they lived before moving to the current residence

District _ Pomains All
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities | Other Cities than Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)

Born in current city 19.72 59.58 28.17
Bagerhat 0.96 5.61 1.95
Bandarban 0.02 0.00 0.01
Barguna 0.40 0.17 0.35
Barishal 8.44 5.00 771
Bhola 1557 0.35 12.34
Bogura 2.25 0.03 178
Brahmanbaria 123 0.04 0.98
Chandpur 2.50 0.17 2.01
Chattogram 3.45 0.02 2.72
Chuadanga 0.02 0.00 0.01
Cumilla 424 0.49 3.45
Cox's Bazar 0.38 0.00 0.30
Dhaka 4.37 0.77 3.60
Dinajpur 0.74 0.02 0.59
Faridpur 2.39 0.85 2.06
Feni 0.04 0.00 0.04
Gaibandha 0.26 0.10 0.23
Gazipur 0.75 0.02 0.59
Gopalgan; 0.22 1.23 0.43
Habiganj 1.56 0.50 133
Jamalpur 1.38 0.03 110
Jashore 0.02 0.87 0.20
Jhalokathi 0.16 0.28 0.18
Jhenaidah 0.16 0.23 0.18
Khagracchari 0.02 0.00 0.01
Khulna 0.25 5.54 1.37
Kishoregan; 3.88 0.43 3.15
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District _ Domains Al
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities | Other Cities than Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)

Kurigram 0.20 0.00 0.16
Kushtia 0.14 0.61 0.24
Lakshmipur 0.05 0.03 0.04
Lalmonirhat 0.06 0.06 0.06
Madaripur 0.67 0.19 0.57
Magura 0.15 0.19 0.16
Meherpur 0.89 0.00 0.70
Moulvibazar 0.00 0.72 0.15
Munshiganj 1.49 0.00 117
Mymensingh 151 0.37 127
Naogaon 0.85 0.00 0.67
Narail 0.03 0.55 0.14
Narayangan] 0.76 0.00 0.60
Narsingdi 0.51 0.03 0.41
Natore 0.44 0.66 0.49
Chapainawabganj 0.02 0.04 0.02
Netrokona 2.07 0.12 166
Nilphamari 0.04 0.04 0.04
Noakhali 171 0.95 155
Pabna 0.86 0.02 0.68
Panchagarh 0.04 0.00 0.03
Patuakhali 0.14 0.18 0.15
Pirojpur 0.47 0.82 0.55
Rajshahi 0.07 413 0.93
Rajbari 1.36 198 1.49
Rangamati 0.00 0.02 0.00
Rangpur 112 0.02 0.88
Shariatpur 129 0.02 1.02
Satkhira 0.03 0.51 0.13
Sirajganj 453 0.79 3.73
Sherpur 1.85 0.00 1.46
Sunamganj 0.05 3.11 0.70
Sylhet 0.07 110 0.29
Tangail 1.07 0.11 0.86
Thakurgaon 0.07 0.00 0.06
From Other Country 0.03 0.31 0.09
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table A5.4 Comprehensive list of household-level characteristics by food security
indicators across domains

Indicators Low Low High
FCS MDD-W HHS
Occupations (percent)
— Non-agricultural day labour (3.75 percent of household heads) 451 4.77 0.00
— Earth work labour (0.12 percent of household heads) 0.17 0.28 0.00
— Sweeper (0.06 percent of househald heads) 0.13 0.04 0.00
—  Agricultural day labour (0.39 percent of household heads) 0.86 133 0.00
— Construction labour/painter (4.24 percent of household heads) 6.44 501 2.87
— Factory/workshop worker (2.46 percent of household heads) 161 4.10 0.00
— Transport worker (bus/truck driver/helper) (3.57 percent of
houseiw/d heads) ( e € ’ 7.38 187 0.00
- g;gzg)(non-agr/cu/tura/ wage labour) (0.05 percent of household 0.07 0.06 0.00
- /[jsg;;r;ment/ autonomous employee (7.96 percent of household 658 143 0.00
—  Private/company employee (5.34 percent of household heads) 4.60 7.26 0.80
— NGO employee (0.41 percent of household heads) 0.47 0.79 0.00
— Domestic warker (1.24 percent of household heads) 2.67 211 10.79
— Garments' worker (7.89 percent of household heads) 412 11.15 0.00
— Teacher (GoB-primary school) (0.08 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.72 0.00
- ;ZZZer (Non-GoB primary schaol) (0.2 percent of household 0.48 0.09 0.00
— Teacher (GoB high school) (0.09 percent of household heads) 0.03 0.00 0.00
— Other (salaried) (1.28 percent of household heads) 1.48 2.57 0.00
— Rickshaw/van/auto puller (5.41 percent of household heads) 7.34 5.47 451
— Motor vehicle driver (2.58 percent of household heads) 2.83 4.65 143
- 5;(22 Ss)harmg driver (Uber, Pathao) (0.05 percent of household 0.04 0.95 0.00
— Tailor/seamstress (2.62 percent of household heads) 117 0.66 0.00
— Potter (0.03 percent of household heads) 0.03 0.05 0.00
— Cobbler (0.03 percent of household heads) 0.04 0.00 0.00
— Barbers (0.95 percent of household heads) 0.05 0.05 0.00
— Mechanic (vehicles) (0.24 percent of household heads) 0.03 0.05 0.00
— Plumber (0.07 percent of household heads) 0.09 0.08 0.00
— Electrician (0. 64 percent of household heads) 0.42 1.74 0.00
— Carpenter (0.40 percent of household heads) 0.22 0.55 0.00
— Mason (1.65 percent of household heads) 2.35 2.90 143
— Midwife (0.01 percent of household heads)
— Engineer (0.2 percent of household heads) 0.00 0.02 0.00
— Lawyer/deed writer/Moktar (0.19 percent of household heads) 0.04 0.00 0.00
— Religious leader (Imam/Muazzin/Khadem/Purohit) (0.18 percent
ofhiusehold heac(ls) a ’ 0.03 0.00 0.00
— Private tutor/house tutor (0.1 percent of household heads)
— Landlord (2.06 percent of household heads) 011 0.00 0.00
— Mobile vendors (1.88 percent of household heads) 2.68 2.83 1.54
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Indicators Low Low High
FCS MDD-W HHS
Occupations (percent)
- i;z/i )trader (roadside stand or stall) (4.76 percent of household 6.90 4.00 7 44
- hM::C//LSIT trader (shop or small store) (9.21 percent of household 867 4.40 0.00
- ;Z;g;es;‘rader (large shop or whole sale) (2.17 percent of household 0.38 319 0.00
— Fish trader (0.44 percent of household heads) 0.01 0.36 0.00
— Contractor (0.78 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.72 0.00
— Trader/Forhia (0.21 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.07 0.00
— Bkash/rocket/mabile banking agent/flexi load (0.15 percent of
household heads) i ( ’ 0.04 0.04 0.00
— Food processing (0.06 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.00 0.00
— Small industry (0.03 percent of household heads) 0.07 0.10 0.00
— Handicrafts (0.91 percent of household heads) 2.04 3.13 0.00
— Beggar (0.01 percent of household heads) 0.04 0.00 0.00
— Own farm work (crop) (0.43 percent of household heads) 0.63 0.06 0.00
— Share cropper/tenant (0.03 percent of household heads) 0.00 0.07 0.00
— Fisherman (non-owned/not leased water body) (4.12 percent of
household h(eads) V! ’ 6.08 0.00 0.00
— Rearing fish/fish pond (0.04 percent of household heads) 0.10 3.16 0.00
— Rearing poultry (0.03 percent of household heads) 0.09 0.14 0.00
— Rearing livestack (0.18 percent of household heads) 0.42 0.00 0.00
— Milk producer (0.02 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.00 0.00
— Others (self-employed) (0.88 percent of household heads) 0.02 0.10 0.00
— Student (0.3 percent of household heads) 0.85 0.65 0.00
— Housewife (6.84 percent of household heads) 6.94 7.47 143
— Retired (1.36 percent of household heads) 0.52 0.58 0.00
— Physically/mentally challenged (2.93 percent of household heads) 2.99 150 2511
— Unemployed (3.78 percent of household heads) 3.23 5.34 42.64
— Vagabond (0.04 percent of household heads) 0.00 0.07 0.00
— Others (0.65 percent of household heads) 0.30 0.62 0.00
Dwelling Characteristics (percent)
— No separate kitchen (30.9 percent of all urban households) 35.61 39.10 65.24
— House walls made of mud/wood/polythene/ (not tin or brick) 0169 0641
bamboo (4.0 percent of urban households) 02.87
- i(/;j:; hga/;r;/;e with other households (50.3 percent of urban 63.39 7154 9049
— No electricity (1.2 percent of urban households) 0.92 0.57 0.00
Assets (percent)
— No electric fan (8.4 percent of urban households) 8.77 5.78 7.55
— No television (31.7 percent of urban households) 42.18 41.43 84.09
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Table A5.5 Occupation of the household heads who experienced more food insecurity

(HFIAS score 19 to 27)
Domains
Occupation Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than All
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent)

Non-agricultural day labour 5.92 0.00 3.63
Other (earth work labour) 12.57 5.35 9.78
Construction labour/Painter 0.00 9.98 3.86
Private/company employee 0.00 2.79 1.08
Domestic worker 0.00 32.98 12.75
Garments' worker 5.92 0.00 3.63
Rickshaw/van/auto puller 599 10.34 7 63
Motor vehicle driver 0.00 4.99 1.93
Mason 0.00 4.99 1.93
Mobile vendors 6.07 0.00 3.72
Small trader (roadside stand or stall) 0.00 9.98 3.86
Housewife 0.00 9.06 851
Physically/mentally challenged 49.98 0.00 30.65
Unemployed 13.62 9.56 12.05
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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ANNEX 3: TABLES WITH CHI-SQUARE TESTS AND T-TESTS

Table A6.1 Dwelling characteristics of Urban households

‘ ‘ Domains p-
Dwelling characteristics All . Other Cities than Dhaka-
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities value
Chattogram
(standard (standard
(percent) (percent) error) (percent) errors)
No separate kitchen 26.74 26.78 6.91 21.87 6.12 0.6440
House walls made of
mud/wood/polythene/ bamboo (not 2.01 0.63 0.23 7.12 241 0.0050
tin or brick)
Share latrine with other households 60.56 67.23 8.04 35.77 3.68 0.0000
No electricity 0.39 021 0.12 1.09 0.74 0.2830
No electric fan 8.88 9.96 3.85 484 150 0.1850
No television 31.05 31.74 4.88 28.52 240 0.5660
Table A6.2 Savings of Urban households
‘ ‘ Domains
Savings indicat All iti - -val
gs Indicator Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Other Cities than Dhaka p-vailue
Chattogram
(mean) (mean) (standard (mean) (standard
error) error)
Total savings (taka per year) 47 542 47,998 19,905 45,850 13,857 0.9290
Table A6.3 Loan size and source of loans of Urban households
‘ ] Domains p-
Loan size and source of loans All Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka-
. value
Cities Chattogram
(standard (standard
(mean) (mean) error) (mean) error)
Average loan size (taka per household) 46,049 45,744 12,186 47,180 8,788 0.9290
Table A6.4 Source of drinking water of Urban households
Domains chi-
Characteristic All Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than squared p-value
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram value
(percent)
From government suppliers with g g 11.200 1976 8714160  0.0001
pipe outside house
Supply water (piped) inside . oq 63.560 22660
house
Own tube well 8.025 2181 29.730
Community tube well 21.300 21.190 21.720
Pond/river/ canal 0.006 0.000 0.030
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Domains chi-
Characteristic All Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than squared p-value
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram value
Bottled water 0.321 0.408 0.000
Shallow tube well (for irrigation) 0.581 0.737 0.000
Deep tube well (for irrigation) 0.362 0.319 0.524
Other tube well 4.976 0.092 23.110
Others 0.300 0.314 0.250
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table A6.5 Types of latrine of urban poor households by domains
[ [ Domains [ chi-
Item All Dhaka- Other Cities than squared b
Chattogram Dhaka-Chattoeram | value
Cities & LI
(percent)
Sanitary 45.68 45.70 4558 69.9944 0.3644
Pucca latrine (water-sealed) 24.46 21.66 34.87
Pucca latrine (not water-sealed) 28.97 32.15 17.15
Kancha /hanging latrine (fixed) 0.78 0.44 2.04
Kancha /hanging latrine (temporary) 0.06 0.05 0.10
Open field/no latrine 0.06 0.00 0.27
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table A6.6 Wash facilities of Urban households
Domains
Item All Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than p-value
Cities Dhaka-Chattogram
(percent) (percent) (S;arz[::)m (percent) (s;arr;?:)rd
Hand wash facilities near the latrine 85.74 85.64 4.69 86.13 187 0.9280
Availability of water at the hand h
a::;a Wy orweterat e nand wash 9591 gg34 442 9395 154 0.3420
Availability of cleani t at th
Valigbliity of cleaning agent at the  gsg6 6403 7.04 76.90 415 0.1280
hand wash area
Access to water supply 91.56 92.90 3.17 86.64 2.85 0.1510
Table A6.7 Household Hunger Status of Urban households
Household  Hunger Comaing :
All Bhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka- chi-squared
Status I p-value
Cities Chattogram value
(percent)
Little to no hunger 93.12 95.10 93.54
Moderate hunger 6.54 4.26 6.06 4.0550 0.2410
Severe hunger 0.34 0.64 0.40
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table A6.8 Household food security conditions of Urban households

’ ‘ Domains

Item All N Other Cities than Dhaka-

Dhaka-Chattogram Cities Chattogram p-value

(standard (standard
(percent) (percent) errors) (percent) errors)

Worried there was no ) )5 5 gg 7.00 18.90 285 0.6740
enough food
Could not eat preferred 060 2064 416 20.65 333 0.9990
food
Had limited variety of — oes 1738 355 13.92 1.98 0.4590
foods
Ate non-preferred food 14.96 15.94 3.10 11.33 2.65 0.3640
Reduced protein size 14.48 1517 3.07 11.93 1.46 0.4050
Consumed fewer meals 6.94 7.36 2.42 5.38 1.62 0.4770
Had no food in the house 1151 1191 257 10.03 1.90 0.5430
Went to bed hungry 8.22 9.23 2.18 4.48 1.14 0.1030
Did not eat 2 whole day g4 317 152 143 0.43 0.2300
and night

Table A6.9 Urban households that have Food Consumption Score (FCS) less than 42

‘ ‘ Domains ‘ )
- P
Item All Dhaka-Chattogram Other Cities than Dhaka-
" value
Cities Chattogram
Food Consumption  Score (percent) (percent) (St;f;rd (percent) (St;rnj;rd 0.9180
< .
(<42) 33.99 34.29 8.55 32.92 10.11

Table A6.10 Urban households that have women ages 15-49 who have consumed food
from less than 5 food groups out of the 10 food groups”

[ [ Domains [ p-
Item All . Other Cities than Dhaka-
Dhaka-Chattogram Cities value
Chattogram
(standard (standard
(percent) (percent) error) (percent) error)
Prevalence of diet diversity 0.4680
for women who consumed 23.83 2463 251 20.63 3.88
<5 food groups
Table A6.11 Roof material of Urban household by domains
‘ | Domains | chi-
Characteristics Al Dhaka- Other Cities squared P
Chattogram than Dhaka- value
Cities Chattogram value
(percent)

Roofing material
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— Golpaata/Palm leaf /Pellets /

Straw/ Bamboo / Palyethylene 0.553 0.272 1596 148.1147 0.0001
/ Plastic / Canvas / Cardboard
— Wood 0.702 0.887 0.016
— Tin/ Cl Sheet 45.480 39.140 69.020
— Tile 0.003 0.000 0.013
— Brick / cement / concrete 53.260 59.700 29.360
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table A6.12 Budget share of consumption items of Urban households
Domains
Item All Other than Dhaka-
Dhaka-Chattogram Chattogram p-value
(standard (standard
(mean) (mean) errors) (mean) errors)
Monthly per capita total 5 q0; 4043 365 3684 379 0.5030
expenditure (taka)
Monthly —per capita  food ) o0 5 35 197 2,002 202 0.9140
expenditure (taka)
Monthl it -food
Onthly’ per capita nonted ) 939 9008 208 1,682 233 0.2690

expenditure (taka)
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ANNEX 5: LIST OF PRIMARY SAMPLING UNITS

il PSU Number

Division

Division
Name

il District code

District
Name

Thana

Thana Name

City
Corporation

Name of the
City
Corporation

Ward Code

Ward Name

Mahalla

Code

Mahalla
Name

001 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51  Barisal Sadar (Kotwal) 50 Barishal City Corporation 01 WardNo-01 897  Uttar Kaunia

002 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 02 Ward No.- 02 553 Kaunia Main Road North
003 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 02 Ward No.- 02 089 BSIC Road East

004 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 03 Ward No.- 03 771 Purana Para City Ward
005 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 138 Char Upan Palaspur G.Gram-7
006 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 06 Ward No.- 06 344 Hatkhola Chararia Purba
007 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 23 Ward No.- 23 903 Uttar Sagardi

008 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 25 Ward No.- 25 721 Napitbari Sorok

009 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 28 Ward No.- 28 515 Kashipur Chahutpur

010 10 Barishal 06 Barishal 51 Barisal Sadar (Kotwali) 50 Barishal City Corporation 29 Ward No.- 29 067 Baghia

011 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 06 Bayejid Bostami 16 Chattogram City Corporation 01 Ward No.- 01 995 Uttar Fathehabad

012 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 06 Bayejid Bostami 16 Chattogram City Corporation 03 Ward No.- 03 255 Mir Pur

013 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 10 Bakalia 16 Chattogram City Corporation 17 Ward No.- 17 722 Paschim Bakalia (Part-2)
014 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 10 Bakalia 16 Chattogram City Corporation 17 Ward No.- 17 721 Paschim Bakalia (Part-1a)
015 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 10 Bakalia 16 Chattogram City Corporation 19 Ward No.- 19 610 Miah Khan Nagar

016 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 19 Chandgaon 16 Chattogram City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 663 Paschim Mahara

017 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 20 Chittagong Port 16 Chattogram City Corporation 38 Ward No.- 38 137 Dakshin Madhya Halishahar
018 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 28 Double Moaring 16 Chattogram City Corporation 27 Ward No.- 27 364 Chhota Pole Par

019 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 41 Kotwali 16 Chattogram City Corporation 22 Ward No.- 22 5397 Enayet Bazar

020 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 43 Khulshi 16 Chattogram City Corparation 09 Ward No.- 09 410 Abdul Ali Nagar (Jolapara)
021 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 55 Pahartali 16 Chattogram City Corporation 11 Ward No.- 11 236 Dakshin Kat Tali(Part)
022 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 57 Panchlaish 16 Chattogram City Corparation 08 Ward No.- 08 895 Solak Bahar

023 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 65 Patenga 16 Chattogram City Corporation 40 Ward No.- 40 887 Uttar Patenga (Part)

024 20 Chattogram 15 Chattogram 65 Patenga 16 41 Ward No.- 41 268 Dakshin Patenga

Chattogram City Corparation

|
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025 20 Chattogram 19 Cumilla 33 Comilla Sadar Dakshin 50 Cumilla City Corporation 24 Ward No.- 24 819 Salmanpur
026 20 Chattogram 19 Cumilla 67 Comilla Adarsha Sadar 50 Cumilla City Corporation 18 Ward No.- 18 696 Muradpur (Part-1)
027 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 26 Gulshan 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 19 Ward No. 19 (Part) 628 Karail (Part-1)
028 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 26 Gulshan 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 20 Ward No. 20 (Part) 530 |.D.Hospital
029 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 28 Hazaribagh (Part) 20 Dhaka South City Corparation 48 Ward No.- 48 930 Uttar Sonatengar
030 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 29 Jatrabari 20 Dhaka South City Corporation 84 Ward No.- 84 726 Uttar Jatrabari (Part-2)
31 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 50 Mohammadpur (Part) 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 47 Ward No-47 (Part) 208 Paschim Jafrabad
032 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 32 Kadamtali 20 Dhaka South City Corporation 89 Ward No.- 89 715 Rishi Para Islamabed
033 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 36 Khilgaon 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 26 Ward No.- 26 501 Meradia(Part-2)
034 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 36 Khilgaon 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 26 Ward No.- 26 500 Meradia(Part-1)
035 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 37 Khilkhet 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 17 Ward No.- 17 517 Khilkhet Maidha Para
036 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 42 Lalbagh 20 Dhaka South City Corporation 91 Ward No.- 91 987 West Rasulpur
037 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 48 Mirpur 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 07 Ward No.- 07 712 Mirpur Sec-2 (Block-Cha)
038 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 48 Mirpur 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 11 Ward No.- 11 318 Kallayanpur
039 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 50 Mohammadpur(Part) 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 46 Ward No.- 46 500 Paschim Katasur
040 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 63 New Market 20 Dhaka South City Corporation 52 Ward No.- 52 370 Nilkhet Babupura
041 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 64 Pallabi 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 02 Ward No.- 02 464 Mirpur Sec-12 (Block-E)
042 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 64 Pallabi 25 Dhaka Narth City Corporation 02 Ward No.- 02 477 Mirpur Sec-12 (Block-Dha)
043 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 64 Pallabi 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 297 Bauniabad Basti Tinsheed Qtr.
044 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 64 Pallabi 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 297 Bauniabad Basti Tinsheed Qtr.
045 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 64 Pallabi 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 06 Ward No.- 06 860 Pallabi (Extension)
046 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 68 Sabujbagh 20 Dhaka South City Corparation 27 Ward No.- 27 897 West Madar Tek
047 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 80 Sher-E-Bangla Nagar 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 41 Ward No.- 41 060 Purba Agargaon
048 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 92 Tejgaon Ind. Area 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 37 Ward No.- 37 045 Begunbari
049 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 92 Tejgaon Ind. Area 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 37 Ward No.- 37 359 Kuni Para
050 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 92 Tejgaon Ind. Area 25 37 Ward No.- 37 045 Begunbari

Dhaka Narth City Corporation
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051 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 92 Tejgaon Ind. Area 25 Dhaka Naorth City Corporation 37 Ward No.- 37 359 Kuni Para
052 30 Dhaka 26 Dhaka 92 Tejgaon Ind. Area 25 Dhaka North City Corporation 37 Ward No.- 37 359 Kuni Para
053 30 Dhaka 33 Gazipur 30 Gazipur Sadar 33 Gazipur City Corporation 19 Ward No.- 19 733 Morkun
054 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 21 Daulatpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 01 Ward No.- 01 395 Maniktala
055 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 21 Daulatpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 098 Daulatpur Bazar
056 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 45 Khalishpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 09 Ward No.- 09 295 Madhya Muzgunni
057 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 45 Khalishpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 10 Ward No.- 10 233 Khalishpur H.E. East
058 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 45 Khalishpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 15 Ward No.- 15 744 Dakshin Khalishpur
059 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 45 Khalishpur 33 Khulna City Corporation 15 Ward No.- 15 744 Dakshin Khalishpur
060 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 51 Khulna Sadar 33 Khulna City Corporation 28 Ward No.- 28 787 Miah Para
061 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 51 Khulna Sadar 33 Khulna City Corporation 30 Ward No.- 30 280 Dakshin Tootpara
062 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 51 Khulna Sadar 33 Khulna City Corporation 31 Ward No.- 31 478 Matiakhali
063 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 51 Khulna Sadar 33 Khulna City Corporation 31 Ward No.- 31 507 Mollah Para
064 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 51 Khulna Sadar 33 Khulna City Corporation 31 Ward No.- 31 394 Jinnah Para
065 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 85 Sonadanga 33 Khulna City Corporation 16 Ward No.- 16 179 Chhota Boyra Paschim
066 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 85 Sanadanga 33 Khulna City Corporation 17 Ward No.- 17 763 Sonadanga Madhaya
067 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 85 Sonadanga 33 Khulna City Corporation 25 Ward No.- 25 774 Uttar Hazi Ismail Road
068 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 85 Sanadanga 33 Khulna City Corporation 25 Ward No.- 25 615 Puratan Gallamari Road
069 40 Khulna 47 Khulna 85 Sonadanga 33 Khulna City Corporation 26 Ward No.- 26 616 Uttar Khal Bank Road (Part)
070 45 Mymensingh 61 Mymensingh 52 Mymensingh Sadar 40 Mymensingh City Corparation 01 Ward No.-01 805 Khagdahar
071 45 Mymensingh 61 Mymensingh 52 Mymensingh Sadar 40 Mymensingh City Corporation 31 Ward No.-31 516 Jelkhanar Char
072 50 Rajshahi 81 Rajshahi 22 Boalia 66 Rajshahi City Corporation 26 Ward No.- 26 760 Nama Bhadra
073 50 Rajshahi 81 Rajshahi 40 Matihar 66 Rajshahi City Corporation 30 Ward No.- 30 561 Mirzapur
074 50 Rajshahi 81 Rajshahi 40 Matihar 66 Rajshahi City Corporation 30 Ward No.- 30 480 Mohanpur
075 50 Rajshahi 81 Rajshahi 85 Rajpara 66 Rajshahi City Corporation 04 Ward No.- 04 635 Nobinagar(Bulanpur Natun Para)
076 55 Rangpur 85 Rangpur 49 Rangpur Sadar 75 46 Ward No. 21 045 College Road Akalitari

Rangpur City Corporation
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077 55 Rangpur 85 Rangpur 49 Rangpur Sadar 75 Rangpur City Corporation 46 Ward No. 21 045 College Road Akalitari
078 55 Rangpur 85 Rangpur 49 Rangpur Sadar 75 Rangpur City Corporation 54 Ward No. 29 740 Bara Rangpur (Part)
079 55 Rangpur 85 Rangpur 49 Rangpur Sadar 75 Rangpur City Corporation 30 Ward No. 30 600 Nachnia

080 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 05 Ward No.- 05 390 Goyepara(Chushnipara)
081 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 09 Ward No.- 09 720 Pathan Tola

082 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 10 Ward No.- 10 474 Kalapara

083 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 11 Ward No.- 11 132 Bhatalia

084 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 13 Ward No.- 13 516 Khulia Para

085 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 14 Ward No.- 14 267 Chararpar

086 60 Sylhet 91 Sylhet 62 Sylhet Sadar 50 Sylhet City Corporation 14 Ward No.- 14 B8 Jallar Par
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ANNEX 6: COMPOSITION OF STEERING COMMITTEE

S Name, Designation and Office POSItlon. in the
Committee

Mr. Mohammad Yamin Chowdhury, Secretary, Statistics and

1 hai
Informatics Division Chairperson

Addit o : e

9 |t|0n§I S.e.c.retary (Administration),  Statistics and Member
Informatics Division
Mr. Mohammad Tajul Islam, Director General, Bangladesh

3. . Member
Bureau of Statistics
Mr. Ghose Subobrata, Deputy Director General, BBS Member

b. Representative, Cabinet Division Member
Additional Secretary, Urban Development, Local Government

6. . Member
Division
R : : e :

7 epresjen.tatlve, General Economics  Division, Planning Member
Commission

8. Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
Mr. Md. Mashud Al Director, D h Health Wi

9 r. Md. Mashud Alam, Director, Demography and Hea ing, Member
BBS

10. Mr. Mahfuzul Islam, Director, Computer Wing, BBS Member

11. Dr. Dipankar Roy, Deputy Secretary, SDG Cell, SID Member

12. Ms. Din Ara Wahid, VAM Officer, WFP Bangladesh, Dhaka Member
DOr. Akhter Ahmed, Country Representative, International Food

13. , , Member
Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) Bangladesh
Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Focal Point Officer, Urban

14. , , Member
Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS), BBS

15 Mst. Kamrunnahar, Deputy Secretary, Budget, Financial Member-

' Management Branch, SID secretary
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ANNEX 7: COMPOSITION OF TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

S Name, Designation and Office POSItlon. in the
Committee

Mr. Mohammad Tajul Islam, Director General, Bangladesh Bureau of

1 Statistics Chairperson
2. Mr. Ghose Subabrata, Deputy Director General, BBS Member
3. Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
4. Or. Dipankar Roy, Deputy Secretary, SDG Cell, SID Member
5. Mr. Md. Mashud Alam, Director, Demography and Health Wing, BBS Member
6. Mr. Md. Kabir Uddin, Director, Industry and Labour Wing, BBS Member
7. Mr. Mahfuzul Islam, Director, Computer Wing, BBS Member
8. Mst. Kamrunnahar, Deputy Secretary, Budget, Financial Management Member
Branch, SID
9. A N M Foyzul Haque, Deputy Secretary (City Corporation-1), Local Member

Government Division (LGD)
10. Dr. Syed Shahadat Hossain, Professor, ISRT, University of Dhaka Member
11 DOr. S.M. Zulfigar Ali, Senior Research Fellow, Bangladesh Institute of
' Development Studies (BIDS)

12. Representative, Cabinet Division Member
Dr. Md. Musleh Uddin Hasan, Professor and Head, Department of

Member

13 Urban and Regional Planning, BUET Member
14. Chairman, Department of Statistics, University of Dhaka Member
15. Ch_alrmz_an, Department of Urban and Regional Planning, Jahangirnagar Member
University
Mr. Shimul Sen, Senior Assistant Secretary, General Economics
16. Member

Division, Planning Commission
17. Representative, Dhaka WASA Member
DOr. Akhter Ahmed, Country Representative, International Food Policy

18. Research Institute (IFPRI) Bangladesh et
19 Ms. Arifeen Akter, Programme Policy Officer-Socio-economist, World Member
' Food Programme (WFP)
20 Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Focal Point Officer, Urban Socioeconomic Member-
Assessment Survey (USAS), BBS secretary
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ANNEX 8: COMPOSITION OF WORKING COMMITTEE

Sl. Name, Designation and Office Position.in the
No. Committee
1. Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director, Census Wing, BBS Chairperson
2. Dr. Dipankar Roy, Project Director, HIES Project, BBS Member
3. Mr. Md. Rafigul Islam, Joint Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
4. Mr. Mohiuddin Ahmed, Deputy Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
b. Ms. Mahnuma Rahman, Deputy Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
6. Ms. Naima Akhter, Deputy Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
7. Ms. Shaila Sharmin, Statistical Officer, Census Wing, BBS Member
8. Mr. Md. Khorshed Alam, Statistical Officer, Census Wing, BBS Member
9. Ms. Samapti Majumdar, Statistical Officer, Census Wing, BBS Member
10 Mr. S. M. Ashigqur Rahman, Assistant Cartographer, SDG Cell, Member
BBS
1 Ms. Arifeen Akter, Programme Policy Officer-Socio-economist, Member
World Food Programme (WFP)
Ms. Shabnaz Zubaid, Research Analyst, International Food
12. , , Member
Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) Bangladesh
13 Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Focal Point Officer, Urban Member-
- Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS), BBS secretary
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ANNEX 9: COMPOSITION OF SAMPLING COMMITTEE

::;. Name, Designation and Office Pc:}s:;:::\ititn;he
1. Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director, Census Wing, BBS Chairperson
2. Dr. Syed Shahadat Hossain, Professor, ISRT, Dhaka University Expert Member
3. Dr. Dipankar Roy, Project Director, HIES Project, BBS Member

4. Mr. Kabir Uddin Ahmed, Director, Industry and Labour Wing, BBS Member

b. Ms. Naima Akhter, Deputy Director, Census Wing, BBS Member

B. Ms. Shaila Sharmin, Statistical Officer, Census Wing, BBS Member

7. Md. Mostak Ahmed Miah, Programmer, Census Wing, BBS Member

Mr. Mehrab Bakhtiar, Associate Research Fellow, International
8. Member

Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI) Bangladesh
Ms. Arifeen Akter, Programme Policy Officer-Socio-economist,

9. Memb
World Food Programme (WFP) emoer
10 Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Focal Point Officer, Urban Member-
- Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS), BBS secretary
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ANNEX 10: COMPOSITION OF EDITORS FORUM

Sl. ) . . Position in the

No. Name, Designation and Office Forum

1. Mr. Ghose Subobrata, Deputy Director General, BBS Chairperson
Or. Md. Shahadat Hossain, Director, Planning & Development

2. Member
Cell, BBS

3. Mr. Md. Zahidul Hoque Sardar, Director, Census Wing, BBS Member
Mr. Md. Alauddin Al Azad, Director, Agriculture Wing, BBS Member
Mr. Md. Mashud Al Di '

5 r ashud Alam, Director, Demography and Health Wing, Member
BBS
Mr. Mohammad Abdul Kadir Miah, Director, National Accounting

B. , , Member
(Price & Wage) Wing, BBS
Mr. Md. Kabir Uddin, Director, Industry and Labour Wing, BBS Member
Mr. Md. Emdadul Hoque, Director, FA & MIS Wing, BBS Member
Mr. Mahfuzul Islam, Director, Computer Wing, BBS Member

1. Mr. Ziauddin Ahmed, Director, National Accounting (GDP) Wing, Member
BBS

11. Or. Dipankar Roy, Deputy Secretary, SDG Cell, SID Member
Mr. Md. Dildar Hossain, Project Director, NSDS Implementation

12. Member

Support Project, BBS
13. Mr. AKM Ashraful Haque, Project Director, MSVSB Project, BBS Member
Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen, Focal Point Officer, Urban

14. Memb
Socioeconomic Assessment Survey (USAS), BBS emuer
15 Mr. Abul Kalam Azad, Director, Statistical Staff Training Member-
' Institute, BBS secretary
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ANNEX 11: PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN FIELD DATA COLLECTION

SL'_ Name, Designation and Office Responsibility
1 Mr. Alauddin Al Azad, Joint Director, Divisional Statistics Office, Supervising
' Mymensingh Officer
9 Mr. Md. Golam Mostofa, Joint Director, Divisional Statistics Supervising
' Office, Khulna Officer
3 Mr. S. M. Anishuzzaman, Joint Director, Divisional Statistics Supervising
' Office, Rajshahi Officer
y Mr. Muhammad Mizanoor Rahman Howlader, Joint Director (IC), Supervising
' Divisional Statistics Office, Barishal Officer
5 Mr. Md. Saidur Rahman, Deputy Director, District Statistics Supervising
' Office, Dhaka Officer
5 Mr. Md. Mostafa Ashrafuzzaman, Deputy Director, District Supervising
' Statistics Office, Cumilla Officer
7 Mr. Muhammad Wahidur Rahman, Deputy Director, District Supervising
' Statistics Office, Chattogram Officer
8 Mr. Md. Ariful Islam, Deputy Director, District Statistics Office, Supervising
' Rangpur Officer
9 Ms. Sonia Arefin, Deputy Director (IC), District Statistics Office, Supervising
' Gazipur Officer
10 Mr. Surangit Kumar Ghosh, Statistical Officer, Divisional Supervising
' Statistics Office, Sylhet Officer
Vigilant
11, Mr. Md. Khorshed Alam, Statistical Officer, Census wing, BBS Supervising
Officer
Vigilant
12, Mr. Md. Mostak Ahmed Miah, Programmer, Census Wing, BBS Supervising
Officer
: . : . - : Vigilant
Mr. Mehedi Hassan, Statistical Officer, Upazila Statistics Office, .
13 Mymensingh Sadar, Mymensingh Supervising
' Officer
14, Ms: Anjana Sarkar, Thana Statistician, Divisional Statistics Data Collector
Office, Dhaka
15 Ms. Marufa Yasmin Tisha, Junior Statistical Assistant, Thana Data Collector
" Statistics Office, Palton, Dhaka
16 Ms. Mukta Aktar, Junior Statistical Assistant, Thana Statistics Data Collector
' Office, New Market, Dhaka
17 Ms. Mst. Saida Nusrat Sultana, Junior Statistical Assistant, Data Collector
' Thana Statistics Office, Khilgaon, Dhaka
Ms. Aklima Akter Junior Statistical Assistant, Thana Statistics
18. : Data Collector
Office, Mohammadpur, Dhaka
19, Mr. Rois Uddin Ahmed, Data Entry/Control Operator, Census Data Collector

Wing, BBS, Dhaka
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Sl.

Name, Designation and Office

Responsibility

No.
Ms. Nabia Begum, Data Entry/Control Operator, District
Sl s e, ke Data Collector
71 Ms. Tania Akter, Junior Statistical Assistant, Thana Statistics Data Collector
' Office, Dakhin Khan, Dhaka
29 Ms. Tahmina Khairun Nessa, Junior Statistical Assistant, Data Collector
' Census Wing, BBS, Dhaka
3. Ms. Masruda Khanam, Statistical Investigator, Census Wing, Data Collector
BBS, Dhaka
24. Mr. Sha. M. Jafruzzaman, Store Keeper, SSTI, BBS, Dhaka Data Collector
Mr. Noor Mohammad, Data Entry/Control Operator, Census
25. Wing, BBS, Dhaka Data Collector
26.  Mr. Golam Kibria, Photographer, RDP Wing, BBS, Dhaka Data Collector
27. Mr. Md. Ariful Islam, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
28.  Mr. Sanjoy Pal, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
29. Ms. Marufa Islam, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
30, Mr. Md. Mohshin Chowdhury, District Statistics Office, Data Collector
Chattogram
31. Ms. Bibi Sumi Ahmed, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
32. Ms. Tahera Sultana, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
33. Mr. Sarwar Hossain, District Statistics Office, Chattogram Data Collector
34 Mr. Mohammad Mamun Mia, Thana Statistician, Thana Data Collector
' Statistics Office, Sylhet
Mr. Arafat Al Mafi, Statistical Assistant, Thana Statistics Office,
35. Data Collector
Sylhet
3. MS: Rita Rani Debi, Statistical Assistant, District Statistics Data Collector
Office, Sylhet
Mr. Faysal Ahmed, Junior Statistical Assistant, District
37 Statistics Office, Sylhet Data Collector
Ms. Asma Akter, Junior Statistical Assistant, District Statistics
38. . . Data Collector
Office, Barisal
39, Mr..Rajlb I<.umar Das, Statistical Assistant, District Statistics Data Collector
Office, Barisal
Mr. Ranjit Roy, Junior Statistical Assistant, Metro Thana
40. Statistics Office, Barisal Jaica Ll ey
Mr. Md. Nishadul Islam, Junior Statistical Assistant, Upazila
41 Statistics Office, Barisal Data Collector
Mr. Md. Noor Hossain, Junior Statistical Assistant, Upazila
42 Statistics Office, Barisal Lakaltoteatan
43 Msft. Marufa Haque, Data Entry Operator, Divisional Statistics Data Collector
Office, Rangpur
Ad. Ms: Rozina Khatun, Data Entry Operator, District Statistics Data Collector
Office, Rangpur
45 Mr. Kamolakhi Kumar Mondal, Junior Statistical Assistant, Data Collector

Thana Statistics Office, Khalishpur, Khulna



Sl.

Name, Designation and Office

Responsibility

No.
46, Ms. I.ndranl Ghose, Data Entry Operator, Thana Statistics Office, Data Collector
Khalishpur, Khulna
Ms. Sharmin Sultana, Data Entry Operator, Thana Statistics
4= Office, Khanjahan Ali, Khulna Data Collector
48, Ms. Sabrina Afrin, Data Entry Operator, Thana Statistics Office, Data Collector
Sonadanga, Khulna
Mr. Md. Rafigul Islam, Thana Statistician, Thana Statistics
8- Office, Khanjahan Ali, Khulna Data Collector
50 Mr. Ganesh Chandra Rana, Office Assistant Cum Computer Data Collector
"~ Typist, Divisional Statistics Office, Khulna
Ms. Nilufar Yasmin, Thana Statistician, Thana Statistics Office,
51. Data Collector
Sonadanga, Khulna
Ms. Monowara Khatun, Statistical Assistant, District Statistics
52. . Data Collector
Office, Khulna
53, Ms: Hamida Akter Mgnm, Data Entry Operator, Upazila Statistics Data Collector
Office, Sreepur, Gazipur
b4.  Ms. Jannatul Maowa, Local Registrar, Mymensingh Data Collector
55.  Ms. Riya Monir, Local Registrar, Cumilla Sadar Dakshin, Cumilla Data Collector
h6. Mst. Setara Khatun, Local Registrar, Rajshahi Data Collector
h7. Mst. Sumona Khatun, Local Registrar, Rajshahi Data Collector
58. Mr. Alamgir Kabir, KPO, Census Wing, BBS, Dhaka Vigilant
59 Mr. Abul Khair, Junior Statistical Assistant, Thana Statistics Vicilant
' Office, New Market, Dhaka &
50. Ms. Farida Yesmin, Data Entry/Control Operator, Census Wing, Vigilant

BBS, Dhaka
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ANNEX 12: PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN DATA MANAGEMENT,
CLEANING AND ANALYSIS

Data Management and Cleaning:

Sl. No. [ Name, Designation and Office
1 Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen
' Deputy Director and Focal Point Officer, USAS, BBS
) Mr. Mohammad Junayed Bhuyan

Statistical Officer, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics

Data Analysis:

Sl. No. | Name, Designation and Office

Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen

Deputy Director and Focal Point Officer, USAS, BBS

Mr. Latiful Haque

Consultant, International Food Palicy Research Institute Bangladesh

Ms. Shabnaz Zubaid

Research Analyst, International Food Policy Research Institute, Bangladesh

1.
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ANNEX 13: PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN REPORT REVIEW &
WRITING

Report Review:

Sl. No. | Name, Designation and Office
Dr. Hossain Zillur Rahman
L Executive Chairman, Power and Participation Research Centre (PPRC)
) Dr. Akhtar Ahmed
' Country Representative, International Food Policy Research Institute
3 Dr. Dipankar Roy

Project Director, Household Income and Expenditure Survey (HIES) Project, BBS

Report Writing:

jl'_ Name, Designation and Office
Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen
1. Deputy Director and Focal Point Officer, Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey,
BBS
5 Mr. Md. Khorshed Alam
' Statistical Officer, Census Wing, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
3 Ms. Samapti Majumdar
' Statistical Officer, Census Wing, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
4 Ms. Arifeen Akter
' Programme Policy Officer-Socio-economist, World Food Programme (WFP), Dhaka
5 Ms. Julie Ghostlaw

Country Program Manager, International Food Policy Research Institute, Dhaka

Bangla Translation:

::. Name, Designation and Office
Mr. Md. Alamgir Hossen

1. Deputy Director and Focal Point Officer, Urban Socioeconomic Assessment Survey,
BBS

) Mr. Salim Sarker

Deputy Director, Industry and Labour Wing, BBS
Mr. Mohiuddin Ahmed
Deputy Director, Census Wing, BBS
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SL.

Name, Designation and Office

No.
4 Ms. Aklima Khatun
' Deputy Director, Demography and Health Wing, BBS
5 Ms. Shaila Sharmin
' Statistical Officer, Census Wing, BBS
6 Mr. Mohammad Junayed Bhuyan
' Statistical Officer, BBS
5 Ms. Samapti Majumdar
' Statistical Officer, Census Wing, Bangladesh Bureau of Statistics
g Mr. S. M. Ashiqur Rahman
' Assistant Cartographer, SDG Cell, BBS
9 Mr. Md. Ariful Islam
' Sr. National Consultant, SDG Cell, BBS
10 Mr. Ahammadul Kabir

Statistician-National Consultant, SDG Cell, BBS
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