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.JNTRODUCTJON 

1"be Smallholder Livestoc:k Development Project is a cooper2tion between !he Departtnenl of 
UvestockSeMc:es, Mtnisuy of FISbe~ aoo UlleS!llCit, Go~ of 8at'.%lldi:Sh and 1be 
tiOD-govertl!llellUiorg;anis:uion&BangladeshRnr.tl AdYalll%tllCOI Comminee (BRA C). Prosbib 
and Swanirvar Bangi.1desb. The projc=t is supporred by an IFAD 1om and a Danida gran& or 
DKK !5.5 millioo. The project aims at !he following ownber oflleoeliciaries~ 

Poullt)' Worken 
Mini Hatcbexers 
Chicken Reams 
l'-1odcl Reuen 
l{ey Rearers 
feed Sellers 

Background 

J6,000 
40 

2.400 
!.600 

240.000 
16.000 

A Mid-Tenn Revie"' of !he SLDP was carried 0111 in November - December !994. The 
Review Team rt:COIIUilendt:d, among others. 10 supplement !he= proJeCt monitoring, 
undertal..-en by DLS and BRAC, wkb a socio-economic impact SUf''t:y lakin& WTD/geudrc 
rdations aod qualiwh-e aspectS intD ~cronm 

With resaucmtiag of lhe T A 1eam.. two momh$ "'ere all~ (0 the ~Ec:onom.ist 10 

faciiLotc tbe above mentioned impact survey. Referring 10 mission rcpons llliiJlber one and 
cwo. tiUs pn::seru rcpon is the drird mission of the Socio-Ec:ooomisL 

Tbc first mission tOOk place from .S June to I July 1995 10 pn:p.ue (or !hoe survey Prior 10 the 
missioo, 3 sun'l:y questionnaire bad been drafted by !he Socio-EconomisL 1'rep;inliom took 
place in cooper:UiQo with DLS. BRAC, a local Socio-EcoDOIIlist!Gender Specialist, a 
represeruath-e frolll BLRI. idemific:d by DLS to undenakc the survey, and olher TA mcmbcts 
present in Bangladesh ~ die mission. Preparations includtd development of the 
questionnaire :md the framework for the survey Dilliicly. identifidrion of survey Illations, 
bc:t>eficiary co'-erage. number. gender iUld qualificatioos of In"estigaton. writing o( training 
materials for lr3}ning of fn,-estigiltors. survey logistics. timmg of am budget for survey, 
cesti.og of revised questionnall'C followed by adjusunentS ilS well as subs..-qucot ttmsbtion of 
the qot$1ionnain: into Bangia by the locnl Socio-Econ011Ust. drafting of Scope of Work for 
BlJU and Terms of Reference for local Socio-EcoiiOliifiL 

Seeand mission lOOk pba: from 18 Septemh;:r to 3 Ocrober 1995 10 follow up oil sucvey 
preparations and ro assist in the COII!DlCIICCmenl of the survey in collaboration with Pnoc:i~ 
I.o~. Liaison off'rccr. Dl..S. local Socio-Economist.~er Specialist :md reprcserua­
tivcs of BRAC. Ptepantioos inctllded plaMing of lt3llJin& ~~~ for fn,-estiga~Dm. 
training of the In' 'l:StigaiOrS aod with paclicipation of Co-lnvestigators, rqm:se:nnttives of 
BR.-\C and theTA team. pl.uming of field supovilton by local Socio-Ecooomlst and liaison 
Officer ;as well as tabulation of~ and reponing of the suf\ey By the time of depanure of 
the Socio-EconomisL the lnvestig!ltors were bei~ posted at the survey locauons for the 

' 
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imcrview pba.se of the survey 

In the period in between second and lhird missiorl of the Socio-Ec.onomist, intervic-;1.-s at the 
survey IOC31ions have be= completed during the IIIOI'IIh of OctobcT llnd tabulauon or dalll bas 
taken pt~ce ar BLRJ during November' - DecembeT 1995 A lit'Sl dmft of thr: impact survey 
report was finalised in the lim balf of Jamwy 1996. 

The present mission, which is the lhird and final mission of the Socio-Ecooomist for 
W:ilimtionoi a \mpaa sul"llq oi Sl..Dl', bas lllen pi~ from \ S January to \ ~ 19%-

The mission b3s c:oncentrued on discnssioos of !he draft repon, drafttjj by !he Pnncipal 
lnvC$tigatar, ,..itb c.oocaned paniC$, cbanges, corrections and illllendmems of t.be tepOtt :u 
weU as faciliwion and submiSSion of the draft~ survey report to pmies involved in the 
SLOP . "The main body of the draft impact u.rvey report~ P=ruoi in a= l 

DISI.nOutiOnofdays spend on missiollS (OT the SOC:ilH:COOOmic i!llpxt SUIYey is shown in the 
mble below-

Mission No or days spend 

I mission 2S 

1 mission \6 

3 mission 19 

Total no of days spend 60 

• 
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FINDINGS 

Summary or surrey rmdings 

1. 

2. 

.Th~ project benefiaarin art an women who "'Ut: mrumg tr.L poorest pan oflhc 
prinwry rargl!l groups by tht titn2 of bl:ing affiliated to SLOP. 23.511' oflhc 
boleficiaria ar~ 1wuJ of htmuholds_ 

Referring 10 the Project {)ocnJIM"nt, all projCCl benef'JGiaries w~ t&:nlified wuhin 
category (a) of bard core poverty landless households (dt:fined as having income 
sufficient to m= SOlf. of the per capim calocic reqtti,t'emems or having an annual 
income or Jess than Tic 3,750/USS 105, operating less th:an o..s acres or land and 
depmdt:Dt on sale of -DWII labour ~ the main souro: or their income) m:t 
TqrreSeming n ~ of the popul:uion. 

Thl: projt!CI has IT".adl: posirivt impact on incOfr.L gtMT01ion for pll groups o{ 
beMfidaries. SLDP rdated incomt: cOIISlitwes on tz'l!traGit 2J~ of tDlal hoUSI!hold in­
come. This t11C011te from ptojtct DCtMiin has fadlitaud thot 28% of thl: bitnejiciary 
Jwuseholds flOW are abo•-e the p()'-erry lint. 

99.9~ of the surveyed beoeticwies r-epon unproved economic conditions. Avenge 
monthly net income 1 and avenge monthly cash Income • from SLOP activities is 
distributed as follcw.-s: 

A •·erag.e nroruhJy net income Average monthly cash income 

Mini Ha!cl1eters TK 11»7 TK 1143 
ClUck Rearers TK 761 TK 845 
Feed Sellers TK 757 TK 900 
Modt:l Revers TK soo TK 571 
Key Rasers TK l94 TK 432 
Poultry Worleers TK 265 TK 279 

The income level of lbe different be~fu::i.ary types corresponds 10 the pe.uiiClge of 
bouseboldsbelow the poymy tine. where tbe largestpercuaagesofboustholds below 
the po•·eny line is found amo~;~g Key ~rs. Poultry Workers aod MDdel Rearers. 
Nooe of !be intet'Viewed benef!cianes bave reponed problems 10 repay loms 

Wben c:alculating t~enefici3ries e;cpenses, family labour. which is cre only 
laboor involved in SLOP arovities. bas been priced equiv;rlem 10 !he s11e of 
I'IWllllJI labour on a daily basis. which 31 the time of lbe field sunc:y (Oct. 
l99S) was Tk. 12 - JS/day in tbe sur<ey loc!tions. Net income does lherefore 
oot im:tude !he price of labour. 

> Cash income reflects the acrual cash incOJIM". wbere: CO$! of labour has nor been 
de<luctcd 
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corresponding ro tbe fx:r Uur no loans buve been reponed ovenlue or lave bo:n 
wrtnenoff. 

1n addhion. avenge compulsory groap 33Yinp pe-r 'ocnefici:!Iy 15 TK. 4-\3 an6 avmge 
personal $11vin.g.s per bene(iciary is TK 768. Although very rn.uginaJ.. ilU benl!fiew-ies.. 
except ~fini Hatcherers. bave increased lbetr ownership of cultivable land.. Funber. 
beneficiaries· asset bases with n:ganl1o hoUses. radios. bic:yctes, sewing machines and 
riclcshilws have increased. Only lhc llWllbcr of weaving loalns have d=sai. 

17u! proj«J bos m.abl~ illcr~~d in.Jak of aniJr.al prouin. Th~ ovuage W:rto.u in 
qg coruUI'fl{1rion~r housUwld has utc~ from 2 lD 5 ~ggs ~r wuk. the cn-eag~ 
trU1flbu of chiclwt amsumed P"r luntse}U)/tJ has incrmudfrt,.m 2ro 5 puyl!tlr. mmJs 
,.,ih fish consumLd has on a>'erag~ illcrcased from 10 to 12 per mon1h, m.eafs "ilh 
mUll has iltcreosedfrom 1 to 2 rimes per nwtUh. and lirns of miik cons~d tru:r~d 
from 0. 8 t{) 2..5 per molllh. 

The tindtngs on egg COIISUUlP[ion correspond wnb data fto111 BRAC • s monitoring-' or 
egg amswnpcion m Sl.DP loc2tions Olher lhiln !hose illl:!uded in !be impact Sllf'ley. 

The intake of vegetables bas retn:liMd on average 12 times pu wttk and !be 
consumpuOn of grain (rice) increased from an neage of l2 kg 10 JJ kg per "-eck. 
Corresponding to income le"CI of lhe d~ru I)-pes of benef!Ciilries, sbomge of food 
durii<g patt of tbe year is ltlOS\ widesjm:ad lllnOng benef"i:!ry rypes reportin& tbe 
lowest income. a.ltbough all benefic.i3zy ~ repon shortage of iood at ~ • 

In relation 10 nutrition and the economic sirua(ion of !be beneftciary bousebolds. it bas 
been found thu the single rr.OSt wit!espread diseilse for beneficiary household rnembe.-s 
is cypboid fever (15%) foUOwed by dysentery (5%). 

The projut has enhanced the produrtivily of SJI!Ilil stock by irrcrmsiltg the tnuagt 
number of chidw! reared by 270~. of which 4'1% is unprovm rype. The wuage 
lllllllbt!.rofgoars reartdhas mcr~tdby JO'J>. The mona!iry rat.eofw chtdofrmr~ 
is rl!morfaJJJie low wilh a ltWfltlily lt'.~rage o/2% 1• Htglu::st monaliry ~ of 9'1. i.r 
found ar tM chiclwt r#:llring uniJ.s. 

' BRAC Moniloring Repons ~April to Seprembet!Ocrober 1994: Molllhly 
Egg Consu."Dption. 

• Ac.cord.ing ro fmdings in a pilm survey, bellel'iciaries experience shoruge offood ac 
times due to =t a!UX!ities, wbete oo food 1/IU a..aibbtc in tbl: ~- food 
sbonage C311not exclusively be 1scribed to lOW income llanDc Nielsen. Smallholder 
Livesrock De'-elopmem Project, Bangladesh, Mission Repoll r. 

' ThiS fir.dlng correspond with ftndings in !be blttding experim=t. Hans Askov 
Jensen. 1996 
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~ IIIJJDber of sheep hu mmined marginal. wbei"Q$ the numbc:r or ducks bas 
d=-1 durin& the preset~~ projca period. 

In addition 10 small stoc:lc. the number of caaJe rem:d by benefiCiary boo•sebolch bas 
me~ from 239to 571 . Assuming that !be sun>eycd bc.neflci1nes repn:sentatypic:al 
income UJd im1estment p;~ttem, the Dllillher of eanie n:a.ml by benefiCiary housc:bold$ 
participatin& In the project will. when the arge~ed number or benefiCiaries bne been 
rexbed, IDve increased 10 approximately 150,000. 

Bmqiciariu M\~ gOJMd fN)n ll'ljllmla on thd.sion mDking rt:gardiltg sdu>oling of 
duldrm. 

Bc:nd'lciaries "'-ete alrady before affili:arinn 10 the projca the prtme decision IIJJ.ker5 
reg;uding scboollDt or cluklren. but bave dunng the course or the pro,«t pined more 
influroce on clecu10n aWu.og about !Choohag. 

1M ~rctJ11agc of school age boys gOII'.g ro sdwol has d«rcasd /rem an a.-rragc of 
58~ to an awragt:o/56'!4 .... .Jacrcas IMpuet:nlilgt:ofschoologe gtrls gOtllgrosdwol 
has lll{;rt:ilSt:d from 42'!4 10 #J.. 

Tlus indicates that with hi&ber income am inll~nt.l' of women benefiCiaries. priority 
is g1ven 10 scbooling of cbildrc:n in gencnl UJd girts in p;~mcular. 

Willi ~ m ux:ome. bc.oefaci:uy pattic;puicm in !be bonsebold 's we of iii:Ome 
bas increased from 21 '!4 10 3& '!4. On average. less !ban :! '!4 of male booiS"bnld 
ll1tlilbers putic~ in clccidin& we of SLDP incotoe. With SLDP iucaDc, joiDl 
dctision making hu incrased from S4 '!4 10 60~ or the lnasebolds 

EltpendiiiR on food bas on avenge incrascd from Tk. 11,307/year to Tk.. 14 ,9191-
year (32,.). wbetQs the percentlge spend on food bas d=ascd ftoman average or 
19<;; to 10 avenge of 67J. of IOQJ bousebold income. Tbc amount of money spend on 
all other measured ite~tU(clothiog,animals. scbooling. medicare, marmge Jilildowry. 
bousing and ~vings) lw also increased. 

Still. no bc.oeficiaries participate in village orpmisations (other !ban SLDP V'tlligc 
Orpnisations ), soci.tl clubs. CIC . 

:w t:ltu trer.d can IN obun'ft! COttCt:nW'lg beMjidtmu prt:fu~r.u of /<molt: or malt: 
jidd ..,.orurs. 

When intervi<:"'c:d by female lnterviewen. beDefil:imes tend 10 upreu preference for 
fet113le f~t!d workers. When interviewed by male lniuviewen. benefiCiaries lend to 
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e:q~n:ss !bat contact with male field worlcers IS ao:epuble and n:prded ~ mialy Cor 
pouluy and business ;advise. 

10. Villog~ Organisations ar~ mmnly r~garded by bolefidari6 os a foi'WII for loan 
tTQJI.$CCflons, savings and poultry busin~ss. 

ll. 

JZ. 

Few bctleficiarie$ ~fer 10 supporting activitie$ of ibe V"tllage Otgani.sations, like issue 
~wed o:W'ings and a~ educarion 

ParticuLuly Model Re:arers. Key Rearers and Mini Hiucherers still: that ibe reasou for 
collllDUed rnembenbip is that poullry rearing is profu2ble. As a suggestion 10 clwlge$ 
in furon: similar projecu ill other pans of Bangladesh. the 1113jority of Key and Model 
Reams suggest larger loans. 

Acamfitlg 10 ben.cficiari~. the major problems apmenccd in the SLDP is thnt Joan 
=.mmr:s an rt!garded os UXJ smo.ll and thai fowl cholua wudn~ is nor mppfied in 
time 

36~ oC !he beneficiaries desire larger loans and ISS of tbe beneficiaries stau: Lbe 
supply of fowl cbolrn wccine 001 10 be in time as IIR:ir biggc:st problem. Only few 
beni:ftci.tries mention problems with poulay diseases and supply of eggs and chicttn 
or wilb feed. 

CO:\tl\JE:\IS ON SURVEY 'R.E.SUl.'IS 

Contribution of SLDP rd;ucd iocmne 10 ibe 10m! bOUSdlold UlCOIDI: has within the projca 
time span of I~ yC3rS clev;ucd a total of 280 boUsebolds. equal 10 28'1 of ibe surveyed 
beneficiary hoasdlolds, above lbc poverty line. If litis !endeocy continw:s and is ,.aJjd for !be 
project benefic:l3tiesas a whole, 1r means that 21 least 72,800 beoeficiaty households by ll);d• 

1996 will be a!Jove the poveny !toe. 

When c~ the findings that che connibutionofSLDP re13!Cd JDCOIIle 10 rotal bousoehOid 
income is 23 !it with Todd's lindillgs • !hal Grnmeen Bank women borrowers after a decadt: 
of membership oo sv<:age coruribute 54 S of lbc tOilll household income. the SLOP Rlaled 
income an be eJCpeCIM ro iDcrcsre. 

As it can be observed !tom our SW"'ey findings, bendlci:lries lu:ve already afu:r a membership 

• Todd, Hden: Womrn at !he Ctmn:. G~ Bank W=n Ten Yesrs On. a 
Cashpor P!l:·Pilblication, MalaysiJ . SIUdy on Grumeen Bank impact ovu a dec:lde on 

.;o women borrowers. The study is DOl dau:d. but tile t:mpirical survey is 
condut:led in ibe begtnrung of !be 1990s 
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period of rruwmum 1 'ti years illVested $1'!VIng5 from SLOP activities in both land, althcmgb 
marginal. and Giber productive USCIS that will yield further inca~ later 1ltcrefure. the sbm: 
of SLDP relaTed income of IOU! ~hold income i5 expecu:d 10 iur:n:ase over time 

According 10 Todd ·s swdy on investment paru:ros o(poar rural women 1.11 Bangladesh 1 , for 
most Joanezs the progression bal been from paddy ltuslcing and poulc:ry. sharecropping and 
cows. 10 leasehold - while some portion of the Joan cominnm 10 be put imo building up the 
homestead assets in poulc:ry and livestoek as wdl as $!DCking paddy. bach for c:onsumprion and 
~c. II is interesting to DOle !hal pouluy and tivcsroek an: :unoog the most ;~macth-e u:sets 

to invest in during early loan cycles, desp11e the fact !bat most of the Gtameen Banlc loans 
were issued for paddy hosking only. Further, lbe srody bas found that tile first loan c)des 
ga \'e lhe women bask food security. This laner finding com:spond.s to findings in the present 
impact survey. where food consumption incte:ucd considerably. 

The 5ttOnd most c:mnmon problem uperietx::ed by beneficiancs is ~ular supply of fowl 
cholera vaccines. Fowl cholera vaccines are produced both in Db31 and in Camilla. 
According ro the Avian Patholosist member of the 'fA Team, the vaccioe is not prodllc%d 
laking seasonality into aecoum. Fowl cholen lllllinly strikes when the weottber cbanges from 
dey 1D rainy and from niny lO dry seasons. With impro~ planning of productinn, timdy 
mpply of the vaccine is not a problorm. Tbe Avian P:uhologist bas during previow missions 
discussed recufication of supply of cholera viiCCmes "'ith the relevaru mtlwrities in the 
Dep3ronc:nt of Livestock Sen>iceS. 

'The survey bas hig)lligh~ that the a•-erage numbet of chicks reared per baicll by Chicle 
Rea= is Z72. not 250 as prescribed in the concept devel~ by DI.S and BRAC. Follow 
up on reason5 for the deviation sllould mke plaa: in order" to be able 10 adjust the number of 
DOCs per batch supplied 10 Chick Rcuers. 

TC'Cid • finds in ber survey on Grameen Bank imp~ on its members th;!t the mcmllen 
participate in group meecings to keep open a regular line of r=ble priced credit and to 
l=p tbeir eligibility for loans. 1hls COI'll:$p0nds wilh our- suncy findlngs that indirare a prim<: 
\mae:;\ m Vlnage 0~ ~:entmi on 1om =coons. sa"mg-; am poolu:y busilll=­
DOl the supponing activities like 1ssue based meetings and aware~ raising discussions. 
W'nhout access ro loans facilitated via SLOP. tbe mosr obvious a!termti•-e wurce of 103m 
would be private money lenders offering expensive loans. Todd ;ugues fUrther that wuhout 
credit from the Gr.unccn Bank, members would drop OUI. -

Average size of SLDP beuef~e•ary households is 4.45. tndiC3ting widespread me of 
co:ntmcq~liv~. A srudy 9 in credit progr:ammes. women· s empowerment and contraceptive 

• 

• 

Todd. Ibid . 

Todd. Ibid. 

Sclwler-. Sidney Ruth and S)ed M. Hashemi (lm): •CfCdu Programs • 
Women's Empo••:-.:nnentaod Conuaoepu'e Use in Rural Bangladesh·. Sn!!1i§ 
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use links use of<:Ontr.JCql(ive$SU1)rtgly with cmpov.·c:nnenund fmds litde difference belween 
Gr:ametn Bank ADd BRAC members in use of COJlttliCep!ives 

Schukt and Hishemi"' bave, furlbe"<. f<>Und a •lrldde-oo.t• effect from \be ~of \be 
Grameen Bank ill villages c.Oillpaml with vilhgc:s wilbout irs prc:selliZ Also lllltKirameen 
Bank members ate mon: mobile. use of coouac:eptives is higbe., IJlCn ac.tive incoriJe earners 
iUid slightly mon: involved in 11101joT fmnily decisions !ban aTe i!WbitantS in v~ with no 
Gt3liieOt Bank Presence. 

Marriage giftsfdOwry is considcn=d a serious ec.onomic prubletD by IIWl)' families wilh 
dmlghter(s). BR.AC members, and Grameen Bank mc:mbers as well, ate not ID pl'liCiise 
tnaniage giftsfdo"'TY. Nevertbeless. use of marriage gifts/dowry bas ~ wilh income 
from SLOP activiues fOtlltOSl types of benefiCiaries. Fmdmgs tn a survey 11 on Grameen Bank 
suppottlhis tendeney. lbesurvey found lbe pcxti.Seofdowry almo5tu:nivenalln tbesurveyed 
vilhges wilb payment itneasing, despiu: a consensus among Gr.llll«n Bank members lhat 
dowry is a CUTSe. 

jn f3miiv P!annjng. Volume 25, No 2, March· April 

10 Schlllennd Hashenti. lbi<t 

II Todd Op. ciL 
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INTRODUCI'ION 

The Smallholder th'estocl:: Development Project (SLDP) "''aS started in July 1993 by me 
Depanm~ of li'le=c\: SeMoes (Dl.S) in collaboarlon wUh ~ tW.iona1 NGOs 1.\U!lcl' 
tbeBangladeshRunl A.dvaocnnemCammimoe(BRAC}. Proshibatad SwanirvarBmgbvfesb 
The project JJOW covers a toea1 of 80 !.Ilanas in 16 districts. 

Tbe project was originally designed to cover a ange or economic aaiviJies in !be c:oore:n of 
small scalt liYCStOCic development. So far, !be project bas collCellll'3ted mainly on 3Ctivities 
related to pou11Iy de'lclopmeru. Tbe project is suppon:ed by an IF AD 103Jl of SDR 7,650,000 
atad a DanidagramofDKK25.5 million am is assisted by a technical as.sUtance (TA) team. 

The project is based on a stiliC!llnd concep1 developed by DLS atad BAAC. Tbe approach 
foUo"'~ by the project is given below: 

0) A rcdmical p3dcage comprising imcnda!ed activities involving belleficiariesas Poulo:y 
Workers. Chielc Rea=, Key Rea=, Modd RQIUS, Feed Sellas am Mini Rau:be­
ms. Monitoring am suppon is provided by the DLS in co-operation wili111RAC, 
Proshik:l and Swanirvar Bangladesh 

(2) A socio-economic suppon is given by NOOs which includes seleaian of llUge1 
beot1.cWies, esmblislpnent of village organisations (VOs). c:ooducting awareness 
~tion, issue based meetings, saving~. tedmical training for ponlay !eU'ing 
and credit progrumnes. 

The development objectives of !be project are iol:teased per capita ~ and ~ _ 
animal prmein coiisumption among tu&tl poor in Bangladesh. 

Importance o£ the linstock Sllb-sectOr 

Livestoek, tleXt to crops, is the most imponant sub-5ector of agriculnu:e in Bangladesb. The 
coom'buUoll of the livestoek sub-secmr to the nationS agricultmal gross domestic product is 
about II per cent. This sub-sector accounts for more than 18 per c:em of tb: agricu1lllra1 expon 
earnings and employs about 20 per = or lbc row labour Coree. This sub-=r supplies 
animal protein throui!J milk. meat and eggs for buman consumption. draft power for 
plougbing and dung roc utili:r;ujon as lll1Ull11't:. ibe $.lliJII3l gruW1h rate of tbe livesloclc snb­
sector in 199-t - 95 was 9.5 per cent which was one of the. highest in the economy. 

Livestock~ can be regarded as lbc moSt importa.n1at1ivity of !be s:rnllllpoor f:l.mJeo for 
c:n:ation of employment and generation of inanne. 
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Signffionce of poultry 

Poultry re:3I'i:ng is aD inteanJ pan or agri-business of the fmning COIIIIIIUJUI)'. The VllbgeB. 

who CiliiDOl affon1to rear canlc or goalS. can euily mainmin a small number or pouluy. About 
89 ~r cern of runllivcstoclc households n.ar poultty and the average number ~ booseboJd 
is 6.8 11 is an important source or cash inr:ome for lbe poor rural families, panic:ularly for 
women. 

The m•mbc:r or clUclcen in the c:ounuy is estimated 10 be: about 90 IIIillioG. "'rucb crew al an 
annusl me of 6.49 per cem over 1990 • 94 The~ of pouluy m the allimal protein or 
buman diet iDcreased from 14 per cem an 1977 10 Z3 per a:nt in 1987 and is funbcr esrirmted 
10 30 per cent in 1995. 

Poultry pmc!ucrioo in Baogladcsb is domm:m:d by loc:al chiCken ~10R birds are lcq!lm stD3)) 

Oocla under a scavCD&ID& sysu:m WJth feed ~Y available from bonsebokl wuu:. 
homeste3d pickiDgs, and crop residues Produaiviiy of the local hens is low and loaes due 
10 disease and pmblors are biJh. 

The nwnbet or ~ial pouluy enterprises IS 47.168. There are around 20 pri~ 
batchenes in the counuy. 12 or them have been operating for the last 3 - -1 yean. In additioo 
GOB runs 6 baiCbencs in different p:uu oflhe country. 

The ownership of backyard pouluy is almoslemUcly in lbe bands ofv.'OIDto. A review of the 
piloc u:bcmc:, fonning the basis of the project. iodiated that WOlDen comiog forwml Cor 
poultry dcvelopmc:ul "''CCC among tbe most desulu~e of the cououy. A suney showed lh:!t66"' 
of tbl::m reponing aJlJlU1I iocome of Tk. 1.040 (USS 29) or less .In addtuon. thea bc:alth was 
poor and they bad poor balaoced dicu and b8d mergy and proteul dcf~eiencies ... bich are 
~ w1lh chronic po\'Cl't)'. 

The project doc::umcnt dC[lllC$ tbe primary IUgCl bc:neflciaric$ Of poultry devcJopmeru :U 

follows: 

(a) The bard core poor landless fanners (dcfintd as bavmg income suffiCient 10 mce1 SOl' 
of tbe per C2plt3 caloric reqwmnent or having an ancual iocomc of I~!SS than Tk. 3. 750 
(USS I OS) ~rating less th.ao 0.5 acres of land and dependCDt on Die of IIWIU.lllabour 
as the main sourc:e or income are reprcscntiog 22~ or the popubuon 

(b) The absolwcly poor tmr~inal farmers (defi::ed as baviD& suffalll income ro mret 

90" or food reqwremena or Tk. 4,750 (L'SS ill) wtth 0.5 10 1 5 acres or land are 
repre:senring s I " of the population 
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Types or IM!ndidaries 

Each or !he project beneficiaries belongs to one of !be following categories: 

Poultry \Vori:ets 3J:1: vacc~ors, cme in each villa&e, wbo m: given 
some vaccine me of charge by !he DLS and buy othet" medicines. 
Poultry Worters vaa:inale aJld are paid in cash or kind by vilbgefs fur 
tbe vaccination and supply or mcdicines 

Buys 13 gyy clrictens from tbe Chicle Rearers and mise them rot qg 
and meat production togelber with chickens of lbe local breed(~). 

Buys SOlllf' 250 HYV DOCs Cromgovernmea llau:heries or from M"mi 
l:ba:berers and raise the chiCks in confinemem. These chld:s are sold 
at lhe age of 8 weeks (!be duration to raise a batdl) to Key Remn. 

Model ltcarer Model RaTers prodlll% fertilized eggs of improved lmeds for sale 10 

Mini lhu:!lecets. They 1;:~ about 25 hens in confinemenr. 

Buys ferrilizedeggs Cromtbe Model Rearersand produce DOCs for sale 
ro Chick Rearers. 

Feed Sellen collect and putchase chicken feed. mix and sell 10 !be 
different types of re:uers. 

The ~pomic survey 

A mid-term revitwoftbe SLOP was carritd OUt in November- Decernbcr 1994. The fC1Iiew 
team n:conuDaldcd generation of field data through a suucruted/serru srrucrun!d questtoo­
naire. 

Co~ntly. a socio-«onomic SUI'\'ey was planned by TA team in cooperation with Dl.S 
and will! academic suppon from !be Soc:'.D-«<noolic Research Divl.sion of tbe '8ang)adesb 

l..ivesux:k Research Instin11e. 

The survey was corvluaed in Seplember .()aober 1995 with !be broad objcclivc of 
c!ocumoJting !be impact of SLOP activities on tbe sociO«<nomic coodition of tbe 
beneficiaries. The $pCci(te objccrives oi tbe survey was lO assess !be impact of SLDP on !he 
following aspecu: 

• .. 
• 
• 
• 

Poultry population; 
Adoption of high yielding brc.:ds: 
Consumption panem of hoUseholds. particularly animal protein: 
"Beneficiary savings aod IIOUSdlold im'CSttllC~ 
Level of income and po .. -etty; and 
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Name or ~l'iciary Tollll oo or bene- TotJil no of benefi- Tollll no or benefi~ 
ficiaries cia.ries in !be study ciarits in surYey 

areos by :-lov. 1995 srunple 

Poultry Workers 16.000 415 100 

Key Realers 240.000 12.150 752 

Chick~ 2.400 139 60 

Model Rearcrs 1,600 95 40 

Mini Hatchem's 40 IS 8 

Feed Sell..-n 800 73 40 

Preparation or questionnaire 

A Sll\ICtll1'ed questionnait1: was used ror rccotding of daJa from the respoodeau. 1be 
questiomWre~ prepared in eonfo(!llity wilh the objccrives of !he srudy. TIM: qut::Wormailc 
wus preteSIM and neces..<ary modif.IC:Itions, additions and alt«ations w-ere made before the final 
questionnaire was de,·eloped. 

Collection and ttliablliry of da13 

For !his srudy. dala was co!lected in <ktobcr 1995. The direct inlerview method was follQ'I\~ 
for collectionof dat3. A tOtal of 12 lnvesngaroB, 8 men and 4 women, collected dam from the 
beDeficiaries. AIDOilg lhe lnvestisators, 9 were qufie experi.encal h:lvmg a post grad!Dlion 
degree in agriculnnl economies and 3 were graduates. Tbey were divided into four groups. 
Eacb group consisting o f rwo men and one wo012ll responsible for collection of da11fmm 0111: 

thima in 21 days. 

Before the survey, the lnvestigatots received a rwo day wuning on the purpose of the SllM'Y, 
mrerview ~ and on the questiOIIIWre. The trllining progtammt: was org;mis...t by the 
Socio-eooomnie RcsearchDi'illion of BL.Rl on 25 - 26 Sepr.ernbcr L925. A guideline on the 
survey ~binillg the diffen:nt p#SlS or the questionnaire was prepai'Ql and cfislribulaf to 

ln\·cstigarors during the ttllining. 

[n COline of dat3 collection, the lnvestiptors were closely supetvlsed in the field by the 
autbor. o1 Co-Jm·~ aDd one Socio-Economist!WID Specialist. wbo tbe.msclvcs say~ 
in lhe lidd with tbe team and pmiclpated in questioning and discuss:ion. Afu:r collection or 
dala. cacb of the questiomJ.l.ires was lhoroughly cbtcked. aDd etTOrs a:nd omissions were 
co~ by n:•inrenritwing !he farmers wben: necessary 

The sample benclici3rics were inccrviewed by appoiJmnenL They wen: apprmcbcd through 
local mff memb<:ts of BRAC whO were directly involved in the project. All respondents 
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For previous infonmtion on tile soeio-«onomic IWIIS of bener.ciarics bcfon: their 
manbcnhip of SLDP, tile mformarion reconlcd in !be bud iDe sutYc:ys llvatbble with !be 
local aru office$ was used. Wbencver any confusion arose, tile Area Ma~~a~er m:1 tile 
bcnefJCi.uy were ~ sepantely for tile ~of verification 

Dm so gmeraled can be trealed u reliable and dept'Wble. 

Data analysis and reportiDJI 

At'= collection of cW;a. six Tabulators "'<= appoillU:d from tile ln\·est•pton (« obnJarjnn 
and avnpHar ion of data. Tbcir wort was c;losdy supeuiscd and supplcnxued by 4 Co­
invMlipton. Tbc compilatlOII-..orkconli,..""' till !he bsuhy of Drttmbtt J99S.Tbc IUibor 
provided gnid= for tabulation aod comp•lmoa of data m:1 prepared the fma.l obles. A dr2ft 
report was wriaen by tile alllhor in early Januuy. 1996 m:l was cimiWed to rebled pc:nom 
forCO!IllJlertts. Aftu oecessuy modifiCalioos,tbe report wu finalized in la~e January 1996and 
was submine<f to the appropriate authority for guidance. 
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RESL'LTS Al\'D DISCUSSION 

Chllr.lcterislic:s of beneficiary f3t'DIS 

There were 752 Key Rcarers, 60 Chicle Rearers. 40 Model Rnrers, 100 Pouluy Work=, 
40 Feed Seners and 8 Mini Ha•cbere~ under investigation in 1995. The lOla! IIWilber of 
households surveyt'd was 1000. The proportion of male bc3ded bou.sebolds was 76.50~ wbik: 
the proportion of female beaded households was 23,50~. All female beaded bonsebolds wen: 
~by married women, but lbcy were eiiber separated from, divorced or abaudoucd 
by their husbands In some cases, their husbands died leaving behind lbc blf{den of cbildren 
and olbcr tunily member$ on them. Tbc religion of members was overwbelmingly Wam 
(98.3~). Only 1.7% mem.bers bad their faith in liind.uism (Tllbie 1). 

The averag.e family size of lbc beneficiary bouseholds was 4 .45. wbich indiates use of fimuly 
planning measum; to 1cttp lbe family size small. Ch!Jdren below 15 years of age co01nlluled 
45.88'iL of family members and the rest belonged 10 b.bour active age group above 15 yeus - ~ 
old. The proponion of male metnl:lers was 27.69 'iL, while the proportion of female mtmbcr:s 
was 26.34$ within lhe labour active age group. 

The membership of SlDP, as administered by BRAC, is reslricred to a pe150n whose fiunily 
owns less llwl 0.5 acres of cultiva!ed land and sells ou!labour u last for 100 days in a year 
for survival. All benefici.uiescovered by thJS survey reponed to have fulfiUed this eli~ 
criterion. The annge size of farm o f the beneficiary households was 0 .11 acres ind.iating that 
they belong 10 the bard core poor families of tbc rum tonnmmlry, 

Poultry and breed 

Thenumberofpouluy reared per farm in 1995 was 17.13 for Key Rca\·-ers. 11.08 for Chick 
Reams. 31.82 for Model Rearers. 10. 12 for PouJuy Workers, 9.n for Feed Scl!ers and 
10.75 Cor ~fuli Hucherers. The average lllllDberofpoultty reared per mm was 16.31 which 
was ~h biY= !han the m!lOnal aven~e' . 'nus \nd.~tes \ballbc SLDP bas made. p<Y.>ID'fe 
impact in increasing the poulrry population of the COUllllJ'. 

As per project ~ the Key Rearers and the Model Rc:i=s are supposed to nm adult 
chicken, and Chicle Rcm:rs are S!JPPO$Cd to rear clridts. Oil= categories of beneflCI.tries are 
OOl entitled [0 get loans for rearing chiclen.. Our obsciVaOODS SUggest that all C3legOOCS Of 
benerteiaries reared chicken altbougil they tttth'ed credit fur their respective enterprise only. 
Many Pouiuy Wotlce.-s w-ere reported to have been rearing chicken u Key Re.uers bUt this 
$UC\'I:)' bas co~~Sidered tbase o nly as Poulecy WO:t\:ecs. 

A Chick Ruru pt'O(Iucm 4 .33 balcbes of chicks in 1995. The number of chicks per ban:h was 

The 1988-89 Survey on livestock and Poulrry shows Ibn the oUUJbeT was 6 per 
household in rur.U areas of Bangladesh (Ainm. 1995). 
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272.11. uuddition. she n:amlll 08 aduh chickc:n fonnaund eu pwpotcS A1lo !be Feed 
Sdkrs and .!.firu Haldlm:n n:am1 a &ood zmmber of adult chickc:n for meat and eu p.uposes. 

All birds reared by d•fferent catecories of benef!ClMJ households "'~classified by type or 
breed. II was observed th.tt47.4 !5 or all birds"'~ improved type ""lule 52.65 "'~local. 
The pereeruage of improved breed was higher fnr Model Rcarers (79. 18 S ). followed by Mini 
Ratdlerers (56.98S), Chick Reams (49 321). Key Rarcrs (44.84 5). Feed Sellen (42. 7) 
and Pw1tty Worlr;ers {39 nl5). In the case or Chick Rarcn, all ch.icks were idenlif....t as 
unproved rype. Considenna !be nuional average figure of improved breed chrlm u llOUnd 
55, one can safely conclude that !be SLOP lw c:omributed subs!antially 10 breed improve­
men! in runJ :mas. 

The dis:uilx:tion of chicken by~ shows llat65.61 S were fesmlc buds and 43.395 "''e":e 

tmlC$ . The fmns under mvC$1lpllon •ere mainly layer farms and lbey reared a higher 
m!mber of female buds for eu and meat.. 

For Key Rearers. the avcn&e "''Cd.IY production of eggs was 38. Key Rclren maiD SClUrCe of 
replxcme.m Sloclc was liom Chick Ruten closely follov.-ed by replacement from own stock. 

Model Re:uen on 3Vef3&Cproduced 113 eggs per weelcofwbich 125 wu tableegas and 88S 
was lntcluog eggs. At !be liiM of the Sllflic:y \lodel Raren sold eggs at a price of Tlc. 2.5 
per table: egg 3nd a price: of Tlc . 3 per hatching egg. 

A pazt of the objective: or !be SLOP i$ to mlwx:t the productmty of stmll siOCk • or "'ltich 
oae c:lCDee~ is 10 reduce !be monahty nate: of c:hicl.zn in run! areu. To IIChiil:llc: lbat objeai•-e. 
!be proJr.UiliDC has ensured lldeqwte supply of vaec:iDcs for cllickm \!on:ovc:r. !be PoWuy 
Worla= buy medicinc:s locally to meet !be demacd ofbcn:-fidaria. AJnncc:meniS were: mx1t: 
for giviDJ proper U2inin& 10 PoWuy Workers and cxbc:r bc:aeficil.rics. This tw teduccd !be 
motDlity of chickm iD !be Sllldy areas . One: QD notice from Table 2 lhal tbc: IDOrUiity rue of 
:adult c:hicken ,.~ less tlwl 3 per c:eru for c:xh c:ategary of farms. The IDOfUlity of .mili 
cbdcn was e'\'Cn less llaD I percem in the ease of Ponltry Workers "'bo bad !be D!'Q'$$1ty 

ncriaes and skills to sa•·c: !hell' chlden from diseases When !be morulity nae of chickeo is 
o•-a ISS. c:ven in Govemmem farms'. ooc: c:an cood* llallhe SLD P lw IOide sipufiJC2DI 
positive impact on the morulity ntc (2.38S) of chicken' 

In tbe case or Chicle Rc:arersonly. the monality nne was relatively hiJb (9.135). It is a 
common experience that the mortality nte of chicks is much higher llaD that or adult cbiekc:n. 

CrNit 

l 

' 

The morulity nte of chicken is estimtted to bo= 2S to 60 per c:c:a1 iD tbc: case: or 
chicken reared tr.ldllioMIIy in rural aiC3S 1~. 1990). 

II ~my be: mencioraed tlul the study <UCa "''IS flood oa.nd cyclone fr«. 
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SLOP has made provision for granung loans to group members for mdividiW eruuprisc:s 
which IS repaid by !be bendiciaries through weekly insulmems. Table 3 shows WI lhe 
average amowu of loans taken and lhe amount ~id by !be beneficiaries alier lhey became 
membersofSLDP. It C3Il be notlccd !bat !be a.-erageamountn:l%ived by each beoeficiaJYwn 
1'w \001.7 and \be mlDUn1 tepaid was Tm 997.59. Nobody tq10md \o have m1sse1:1 
paymem of any weekly instalrneru and !here was no overdue loans in thcir ~IS. Wbeo 
asked wbetber they faced any problems to repay !be Jo311, all respolldeniS rq~lied in negative. 

The amount of loan received by diffen:nt beoeficlarles varied due to the type of enterprise. For 
example.. !he Key Rearers received lhe lo\\ut •mount of loan (Tk. 1002.66), whtle lbe MirU 
Haocberen received lhe bigbc:st amount (Tit. 5750.00). The repaymem of loan depended OD 
!be m.aturUy of repayment 'ld!edule wludl varied frOm. 15 m 100 Wttks aftec !bey ro:cei\cdlhe 
loan. The amoiiJ\1 repaid each week inclUded lbe principal aod the interest and varied with lhe 
variation in loan amount. 

All the 1oanec:s were found w be serioos in maimainiug the regularitY of weekly insrn!IJ"'ms 
and keeping their loan pass books updated. No defiwlt was found during tbe study period. 
Unless tbe lo.ws wae bigbly prodUctive m generatiug addlfion.tl incOme, such a repayment 
behaviour .... ould not have been eltpected from those opentiug under somous limit•lionin asset 
base. 

lDcome geoer.~tion 

The repaymem behaviour of group members suggests that the loans were properly used aod 
that iuvestmcnl in SLDP activities was profiwM. An anem.pt was made to analyse lhe 
profitabilicy of SLOP activities in 1995. The results are summarised in Table 4. ll can be 
ooticed !bat !be average net inconle per housellold rtom SLDP activities was Tab 426.71 per 
mootb. The mount ofincotne was bigbesi:Talca !046.58 for Mini Ratcberers followed by Taka 
757 28 for Feed Sellers, Taka 761.03 for Chkk Rearers, Tab 500.09 for Model Rcarcn. 
T.algl 393.59 for Key Rearers and Tab 264.60 for Pouluy Worlcen. The a~erage motubly 
benefit/cost ratio was 1.5: l for all limns. The benefillcust ratio w:1S irlgbest. 3.86: I for Key 
Re:uers aod the lowest 1.06: I for Feed Sellen. 

The Key Rearers lcep1 cbicnn under a =ni·.scJYenging $fS!em aod dcpeQded Jess oo 
pun::hased iopu!S. So, they incu:tted Jess cost 1D etmlhe income. The Feed SeUCIS bad ID 
depend enureJy OD purchased inputs aod bad ID sell out the !'lcpaled feed with low awgin. 
However, their monthly size of bUSiness was .large aod so rl:ey generated much bigber income 
per monlh compared 10 other type of benetlCt:lttes. 

Tbe distribution of SLDP irx:otne aod expendjtttre per rmm for each type of ~oerJCiaty is 
shown inT3ble A-I, A-2. A-3. A-4, A-5 aodA-6. It can be noticed that the feed cost follo'<''ed 
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by lbe labour cast' ~rcscmlbe major items of cxpendirun: for Key RQm"s, Model Reaters 
and Feed Selless, while feed cost followed by cost of diy old chicks lliete lhe major uems of 
expcndirure for Chicle Rearers. In lbe case of Mini ibu:heters,lbe ccmof ~s was lbe major 
item of expendinrrc followed by cost of labour. The Poultry Workers lw! ro spend mort on 
medicine followed by labour and transportation. 

The major source of income for both Key and Model Rearers was sale of~- The Mini 
Hald!eren, on lbe olber band, genenr.cd the lioos sban: of income Croln the sale of I}()C$10 
SLOP membels. The Poultry \Vorlcers' sowee of income originates from vacciDation fee$ 
{Ilc. 0.25 per vaceitwion of chicles and Tk. 0.50 pt:r vaccination of adult dUclcen) and from 
sale of mcdiciul:s 1• The Chick Rearets geno:med SJIO$l of !heir income liom sale of rhiclrru 
10 Key Rcuers and the Feed Se!Jers !'rom sale of feed ro SLOP members. 

Due 10 benefits derived from SLOP acnvities, weele.ly income of beae.ficrary bou.sebolds bas 
sigoificantly incteased. One can notice from Table S lbat tile average weekly iucomc: of 
beoeficiuies bas inr:n:ased by 60 per cent aftcr the imuvention of tbc SLOP in lbe $1Ddy 
areas. Althougb ~here was an inctcaSe in incnme from other soun:es due 10 an improvement 
in economic activines of people iD general. a substamial pan of lbe ioc=nemal income of 
beneficiariesaxne liom their participation in SLOP. It may be meotioned lbat the comribulioo 
of SLOP 10 tO\a\ llol=bo\d income was n.n per ceu iot all~ which '>"lllicd ftom 
17. 10perccm for Poultry Worlccrs 10 4S.80per cent for Mini Harcbercrsduring tbe reference 
period in tbe Sllldy w:as. 

Savings 

Tbe SLOP Ius made il ti\'AMa<m'j ((){ its ~p mr=bct"s to woe per week. Witt\ the i1Y.:tease 
in income. the bcnefici:r:ry households tmde subst:ultWprogress in savings. Each bcDCfici.at)' 
paid at 1ea.st Taka S.OO per wed: tow.uds the group savings limds. The lOtill saving per 
household was Taka 1181.58 wblc.b was made by Talca 413.16 from gtOUp savings and T.llcn 
768.42 from oWn saVings (Table 6). Those who !lad the oppornmily 10 earn JDOtf! b:lve 
aecu:mul3tal more savings. 

A5 the income increased. the bencfkiuy households faced oo 9roblem 10 repay the ~ 
Morco\'ff ,!hey were able to save ;IJld form ca.pnal for investmelll.. The evi:lence is confiru!Cd 
by the fact thu 110 loan was Iilli en overdue 111 !heir accoomrs. 

Economic condition 

• 

' 

All wen: femaJe fanlily labour eoga~ in poultry rearing. The cost of labotlt 
per day (eight bout:s) was calculated otl th" basis of opportuniry cost. The cost 
varied fJom Taka 15 - 20 per day in the srudy a=s. 

Other than SLDP mem~rs. the ncigbbnooriog oon-~nembers "'-ere also 
benefitted from vaa;ines and medicincs supplied by Poultry Workers. 
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The J'PSfiO""ing beneficiaries were approac:bed 10 pve tbetr opuuoo on &herr ec• ..,hie 
condition Uler tbe SLOP intervened tbere . Tbe pe~cqxioo of respondents about lbrir own 
economic siowioo is ellLIIIIeJ'attd m Table 7 It can be~ lb.u 99.9 per call of group 
members b3ve reported an unprovernent in economic concfition a.lier lhe in~ion of tbe 
SLOP. Only one respondent reporttd co have apcrienced a deterior.uion in &he household· 5 
economic condirioo due 10 sudden deach of her busband.. 

The evideoce confii'IDS lb.u chc SLOP lw made positive contribution to Improve tbe ccoDOtnie 
condition of group members m tbe stUdy areas. 

As !he eamomic condirion of chc beoefJCiary bouselxllds improved. ooe "'11111d apea 1M& tbe 
inWt: or food items by hoovbold memhr:n lw ioucascd a tier tbe ~of SLOP Tbe 
fotOil"»i•ion wu tborwghly im'e$lipttd and am.lysed . Tbe I'C$Wcs are SUIDt1Wised m Table 
8. Particularly tbe COilSWllplion of animal protein from eggs, dud:en and meat has iDcreased. 

It appears that tbe coD$UIIIplioo of 111 food items i.rx:n=asm after membc:rsh.ip. Tbe irx:rasc in 
CODSUDipliOD was rubslll:nrial in tbe cue: of eg,g;s, c:hickal, mtlk, m= and sraw, Wich rep:n1 
10 consump1ion or eggs wilhiD chc households, childml. and especially boys, were lt•·cn 
priority Hov.-e:ver. tbecoosumptionof•egcublcsdid ootsubsWILially mcrease. ll seemed dw 
tbe income ct.uticity or demand for •·caeubles was low for lhc low income poups in tbe srudy 
ate:lS ' 

lnvestmmt 

As income incre:ucd, tbe benef'JCW"IeS invesled a pan of lhcu- inr:omc in pnlductive assr:u. 
Land is tbe most imporwrt asset in run.! areas on wbldlmost bendiciuies ~. Tbc 
aver:a&e size of bnd uca owned by a bcncliciary bousehold •-u 0 .10 acres before axmber­
ship. This uca inc:reascd 10 0 .11 Kres after rnembetsltip (fable 9). All beneficiary groups 
reponed 10 have pined, QCCJ>tina :'>lini Hatchcrers wbo remained stwc, Ulland IJ1UISaCtiOD. 

Apart from investment in Land, chc benef""tciaries i.J:n'eSitrl pan or tbeir i.ncn:ascd income in 
livestoCk. Table 10 shows tlw tbe number of ehickcn, gmt, sbccp and c:anle possessed by a 
beneficiary bouvbald has increased after rncmbcrship. Tbc iDcTca3c in ehic.ken pop1Luion per 
bouscbold was noticeable . However, the number of <lucks per boorsebold has declined . 

Tbe number or houses and OIOVeable assetS Owned by each type of bcoeficiary hoovbold 
before and after SLOP mcmbenlup was ~uminrrl Resulcs pn=scmcd in T~ II show lbaL 
tbe monbcr of all as:scu. c.u:epc.ina weaving loams, ino:n:3sed. Few !Delllbm ba• c rcporttd dw 
they disposed or tbeir •-cavina loams (Of Ol()re iiJVc:s!IIC!d in poulll)', 

As iJJCome increased, the benefiCiary bouscbolds made more iovestmtnt in human capiW. As 
a result. tbe scboohn& rate of ehildren increav.d after memberslup (Table 12). Puticularly, 



·l 
'l 

l 
J 
1 
l 

I 
I 

l 
J 
J 

] 

J 

l 
I 
• 

!he proportion of girl ~ in school incteased. 

Ul.iliz.ation o f income 

The use of incOme of benefkiuy households befote 100 after membmhip was investigmd 
and analysed. ResultS presenu:d in Table A-7 sbow that !he expendirure oo food. clolbing, 
housing. medicare, animal< and on mania~ gift/dowry signjficamly incrased after 
membership. Also, per household savings inae:ascd substantWly duriQg lbc refemJCC period. 
To!al expenditure and savings per household increased from lalca 14271.51 before 
memllership m Talca 22394.36 after membership in lbe srud)' areas. There bas been a 57 per 
cent ~n::ase in bousebold expenditure and savings afu:r metllbefship which h abnost 
proponionalm the increase in inCOme of bcDr:fieiuics. 

Poverty 

The incidence of poverty wiihin the bencficialj' boWeholds wa.s estilnaH:d. The result$ are 
presented in Tilble 13. k can be ooticcd lhat the proportion of Jmuscllolds lmng below the 
povt:ny line' was 52 per ctnt. The rmognimde of po•"CttY ....tied from 37 per cem: ro 54.26 per 
cent among d.ifferem types of beoefu:iaries. 

The inr:idenc~ of poverty was higber for Minj Fhtcb=n than for Chick ReMers altboug)llhe 
level of income was higher for tbe former than for lhe lalll:r. This w23 due Ill more une>'tll 
cllittibutioo of income among Mitli Hatcllcrer-s1 

The per capita income of benefu:i.ary ~holds. exclumng tbe SLDP income, was estimated. 
From tlw income, a =ement of po~ny was lll3de (Table 13). II was observed lhat 80 
pcrcem of the $UTVI:Yed bousdlolds remained below tile poveny line. Thi:$ indicaces t1w lhi:: 
SI..DP bas made significant ilnp2ct on lhe magnitude of poverty of the poorest section of run! 

• 1De po>-eny l~el ~ome of run! pc1)Pie b3s been estilmtc:d to be 110 annl13l 
pee capita iaoomeofTab. 5000 in 199S price$. The pro}ecr doo•mentof SLOP 
(Danida, 1993) assumed an anoua1 per capita income of Tab 4750 as po•aiY 
IJne which was ·sufficiem ID meet 90~ of food requi.t'elnems in 1993. this 
becomes around Ta):a 5000 in 199S a1\e:rmaking an allow:mce of S per ce:m 10 
eovu tbe rate of in!LUion. The Bangladesh lnsrirure of Developmem Srudles 
(Rahman and HOSS3in, 1995) estimated Taka 4790 as pGveriY lioe in 1989-90 
prices (asarming a daily intake of 2112 k. ea1. per petsOn), wbicb becori!CS 
Tab 6309 39 in 199-$--95 prices afta inllmng tbe figure by Jl.n perccm to 
COV« ;m inl:rea.se in tbe COS:I Of living index Of ruraJ people. Taking this 
estimate into comider.uion. !be proportion of beoeficiltrY bo.nsebolds living 
below tbe poverty line was 74 per cem (86 per cent based oo oon-SLDP 
illcome) (Table A-8). 

For further explanation, see Alam (1993, 1988}. 

• 
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c:onunuruty 

The respoadents wuc asked 10 say whelhcr they b3d food sbo~e duriJW the refi:mx:e year. 
Their replies an: swnmarised in Table 14 It an be obsa •ed that about Sl pee CCilol or the 
beaefic:W)' bouvbolds (xed the problem or food sbonolge du.no& the reference year. Altbou&Jl 
tbc reply dqletlds 00 ODIC. S mndud Of food iuake, it bas relevance "'Jib ber level of iDcnme 
and poverty 

It can be noc.iced from T able 14 that the perC:allage of rcspCIIllknts reported 10 bave food 
sbotuge is c:omparable wilb the percemag-e or people bviog m poverty (Table 13). 

The srudy bas indlated !hat wilb 1 very low level of invesnneru on poultry, about SO pec CI:Ql 

at tbc very poor people bave come out of poveny'. The iDcideacc of poverty of the said croup 
or people ean 1\mber be reduced wilb biJbcr level or in\·cwncnt 00 bvcstoclt and il=lsifa­
lion of tbc SLDP. 

All the benef~ebric:sof !be project an: 'WOI1lC1I. SLDP bas ensured employment and lllCODlC for 
them and lbereby enhaoccd their starus 10 lbe family Thcir relationship with husbatw!s bas 
unproved ltld lberr panicipauon in deciSIOn making ll3s inc~ , 

Table IS sbows the magninW of female panicipatioain dcci.lq tbc use or income. It an be 
DOticed thai tbcrr panicipuion increased after they became nv:mben of SLDP. Simibrly, t.beir 
participation in deciding cb.ild.n:u 10 JO 10 scbool bas also lt.ICt"C:Ued (Table 16). The e•idw:e 
sugesu thai tbc JOcio.«oaomicSUIUS of Wl.'mCD within !be bawehold bas iuaeased 3fte:r the 
in!=·eouonmade by SLDP m the study an:as. wbe=s no clwlge bas yet been rqisteml•ilh 
regard 10 benefic:iaries swus in the village s«iety. 

Membenhip or BRAC 

All benefJCi:aries were asked wbdb<:r they 'lieR illlerested 10 C001U1Ue mc:mbenhip or BRAC. 
All beneficiaries 11.ere in fa,"UU( or c:ontiulled IIXIDbe-rsbip. Mouor tbc be:nefic:micsilm:n:slaS 
in c:otlliJ:Iued afrtliation c:xpn::ssed lbal poultry n:ating was profitable md that they v.-ould be 
beorfiru:d by membenhip even in furure . 

Funber. beneficiaries were :tSked lbat if a simil:u- project should stan in another p:ut of !be 
country. v.-h.lt pi<:ce or advice they would recommend if ;my changes-..~ to be made. Their 
replies are sulllll12ri5ed in Table 17. It appears th.1t most or tbc respondentS suggesrcd bigger 
amount of loan for making !be size of thctr bus mess l:u-ger. Few Poultry Workers suggesrcd 

UNDP (1995) sbo"'s that so ptr cent or all people m B:anabdesh :are hvinJ 
above !be poverty lane 
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a regular $&lllry from BRAC fof Pouluy Workers for lbcit $et'lic;es in run! areas. 
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SUM.\1ARY A. "'lD CO:'IiCLUSI0:-1 

This srudy cooduacd in 4 disuiCl.S of Bangladesh has eVll!uated the impact of interventions 
made by SLOP on socio-ecoooauc condiDOO$ of JUTal poor WQmcn. ~ lhousand satnple 
bou.sdlolds froiD different cypes of beoeficU!ry groups were interviewed. Results sbowallhat 
the SLOP has made subSbJirial positive impKt on poultry population, Oldoption of HYVs. 
dise:~Se amtro1 and mortality, eii!Pioymem, income and paveny in rural areas. 

The target group for the project ate poor men and womea The membership has c:onsimd only 
of poor and disl1d11a11taged wornell as defined in their eligibility criterion. The progi'Uime has 
pioneered ;a m.unber of inno'IJ.Iions related m poultry production and provided aa1it to grocp 
members for dleir adoption and income gcneratioa This has emum1 cmployme111 or poor 
WOIIlen and gc(lel11ted income: for !hem. 

The oumbc:r of poultry reared per farm was 16.31 whl<:h is much higher lhm the national 
aveage. The diStribution of lhese birds shows lhat65.61 per cent~ fmlale. About 47 per 
ecru of all adult chiclcm an: improved type. ln the ca-se of chkb, the proportion of HYVs was 
100 per CtDL 

Tbe momliry r.lle was less than 3 per cent for adolt chicle~ and 9 per ceru for c.bicics, which 
is much lower than the oatiooal average. 

The ;&veragc size of loan n:ceived per beneficiary was Tw 1.002.66 whil:h Y3ried from Tili 
1,000 to Taka 10.000, depending on the type of benefiCiary farm. Tbe loan was rep;aid by 
weekly inslalmenL No default w:u found during the study period. The loans were ~ly 
used in producti•., activities and were profilable. Nobody reponed to blive faced aay problem 
in repayment onoans. 

Tbe toul net income per house.'wld was Taka 1845.67 and the aveage llfi .~ pcr 
household from SLOP activities was T:1bA26. 77 per lllODib. The SLDP income w;as 23.12 
per cent or rota! income of beneficiary households in lhe srudy areas Wnh the ~ in 
income, the beneficiary bou.sebolds made suhs••ntia.l progress in savipgs origjn>ring rnainly 
from Sl..Dl' ac:tivities. The totlll cu~c savings pet bmcficiary aftu mcmbershipwn'Im 
1181..58. which was made by Taka 413.16 from gtOUp saving3 and Tab 768.42 from owu 
savings. At the same time, the consumption of all {Ood !RIDS and invesUDent in productive 
assetS incre3sed after membership of SLDP. Mmeovcr. the proporti011 of households living 
below the poverry line declined 10 52 per cern: from SO per cent. which can li.Jnbu be reduCed 
with higber level of investmeru in fivesrocl:: and intensification of SLOP in fururc. 

St..DP I= =rrtd e>nJlO"''e1lne11tOf 'NOTlletl in me smdy ~:and ~ lheu pmicipatiou 
in decisi011 making . The generation of income and employment frorll SLOP activities bas 
enhanced the s~ of v.·omen in the family. Their relationsbip with lbdr b.usballds ~"" 
improved after they became metnbet' o f SLDP. 

Alll10SI all beneficiaries reported lhat dleir ecoootnic condition bas improved after tbeir 

-
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'fnble 1 : Jlersonral information of bcncficiury households under SLOP l'rogrnmnu:. 

Rcll&lo~ Po(liii~Uon 

Ocncficlory typo No. of PCt<OJIIO&• Islam Jllndu 1'0101 (No.) Chilclrcn below llomehold membol'l over I~ ram~ alu 
llousct,ol~ orfctnJIC (%) ('JI,) In IS ycMi ('.IIi) ytolll (ecrc) per 

heJ>dcd llottachcld per hllluthold household 
h(l<l.~<hold MAle(%) l'c~n~~ lc (cr.) 

I Kty Rtor<r 752 19.2B 98 14 1.86 446 4S.69 28.03 26.01 011 

2. ChtckRurer 60 ss.oo 10000 0 ~.90 47.62 27.SS 24.83 0. 14 

3. Mtklel Nearer 40 11.~0 92.SO 7.SO 4.3.1 44.82 28.74 26.44 0.12 

4, 11ouiii'Y Worker 100 30.00 100.00 0 4.23 44.45 26.71 28.84 0.11 

.l. l'eed Scll<r 40 4j,()() 10000 0 402 4472 2$.4? 2?.81 0.09 

6. Mini tlAtchertr 08 ,00 10000 0 4.7S 44.74 21.0.1 34.21 O. J.l 

1\llllo.><holdJ' HlOO u so 98 10 1.70 4.4$ 4$.88 27.69 26A3 0.11 

• lnd\ca1<t wcl&btrd •veroac . 

. l 
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1'nblc 2 : Number or chicken reared by each beneficiary rarm by lype or breed and sn. 

llcadkl.,y typo Tolal nulnbct of TYileofbrocd Ilr!_or ... Monalo•y 
chkkcn Local (tlo) I lmpro>cd <•> t-1al<o <•> J ""'""'" (~) Rate<•> 

I . Kt'l R•- 11 I} SS.\6 44&4 lS.% 6404 l.1l 

1. Chkl. Rcucr II .OS .. 5068 4032 3l73 6617 090.\913• 

l. Model Rc•rcr 3111 2082 79 18 17 ().1 7296 1..57 

4 l'~uluy Wurkcr 1011 6018 J9.7l 3Ul 11'477 069 

$ flee~ Seller 9.71 n .19 42.71 31 OJ 68.97 1.27 . . 
6 Mini IIAt<hcrcr 10.7$ 43.01 56.96 1S.7~ 74.2$ 1.16 

All l·•tmt 1631 52.60 4740 3439 65.61 ua 

• 1114•c•tu llldm\hy • ~•• of cltl<'u per ll••cl• 

. . A chit.k tUtco ona••••JC rclllt~172.17 chkkf pet baccb. wttlcb I> 100~ Improved type . 
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Tnblc 3: Amount or lonn In ken and the nmounl rcpnycd by bcneCid nry type. 

u • .,.r ... cary C)JlC RM&c or lllin ......... ..... ,., . Amounc o•ctduo Ptobltmaco ~PlY 1oM 

JlC! Will IOOIIIAWI lo•n rtp;'lld 

(Tala) (Twl <T•ko) (ToJ.•l Yu <"'l I No("'l 
I , Kty \t~\{tl 1ooe. 1 too 100'1.66 1\Ut 0 \00 

2. Chick Rurtr ~I)()(). 7000 6$00.00 4399 27 0 100 

~. Muol<\ 1\t:~c et ')00()~001) m~.oo \4U-.<) 0 100 

4 , Puuhl')' Worker 0 

s Pee~ Seller tllOO bllOO ~.00 ll'll 00 \1 lOll 

b MlnllloiciJCrcr 4000 600() mo.oo 134000 0 100 

,O.I\ \otll(l\dtorlt1 IOOH;C\ 99B9 I) \00 



_....,.......,..__ __ _ 

Tnblc 4 : Cost & return urlfllysis of bcneficinry rnrms for SLOP (Poultry) uclivities in 1995. 

llcndlti")' AVtl'll&c p<r holiachold montldy AY<m.ao p<r househOld monthly AV<ntQt !'<'< hou•chold toonlhly IICI Dcnen! /c~l totlo 
typo arou Income (Takoj IOloll CO&! (Taka) incorne (rGJ<a) 

I. Key llroh:r m .l3 m.~ 303.$9 3.86:1 

l . Clllck Rclll<r 33$6 4 1 U~S.JS 761.03 1.29:1 

3 Mrxi<ll flurcr 14$6.1<> 956.0'1 $00.09 1.52:1 . . 
4 Pl)l\1\t'f W011<" 43).'~1 lfA.'~'l 'lfA.E.<l l.~·.l 

s. Pct<l Stllcr 14028.70 13271.41 757.28 I 06:1 

fi. Mlnlll~tchorcr 1791.59 174$.01 1046.58 1.60: 1 

All f•nni 1185.99 859.22 426 77 1.~0; 1 



--

Tuhle S : Avcrucc weekly income of bcneOclaries before SLOP mcmbcrshipund ut time of Interview. 

No. of lneomc before mcmllclolllp lfl<:ome 11111110 or rnlcrvrcw 

llcncn'""Y ryroc h·>u~<:hoiJ Non SI.OP St.OP Toe• I 11o or SlJlP to Nu~ ·Sl.DP Sl DP 1"0111 " or St.OP to 
io.<Qfl14 lr.o«llo< ~ 10\l.l\tlolroo: lac.l«14 l\l.:o<M lo.«lt ... \O.u.l~ 

I K<yltutct 752 2'nJ7 17237 328.73 91.83 42().$7 2184 

, Clll<k Ruter 60 270-63 21063 •106 06 17U? 38).63 30.43 
' 

J ,.,,., u •• , •• 40 274 .71 274 73 ll2 18 I 16.69 43887 26j9 

4 Jluuhry Wt>r~cf 100 240.S7 240.S7 HO '18 ~6 I~ li691 1710 

' Pctd Seller 40 262.10 202.10 294 92 17669 471 61 37.47 

6 Mlnlllll<hcrcr oa 21923 289.23 28S9& 2« 20 m.n 4HO 

All bcntncluru 1000 2b8.91 261 .91 ))0(>.1 IOOOl 430.66 l322 



- - ..__ - - -- - -

Table 6 : Amount or money 611Yed per beneficiary household in lhe .study llrtas. 

- Uenef1.:illl}' l)'f'C Group uvmas• per Savins• per benefic•ary Toeal~avlnc• 

benc:flcilll}' rraka) rralca) 
rraka) AI tunc or Interview 

Keyllurcr )82.'28 )1).176 97)()4 

l thl<k Rcatcr 6JO ).1 ll28)) :ms.67 

J M<Ncl Re~r 48-16, 716 12 1240 77 

4 l'opuhry WOtkcr 439.00 9~010 1389.30 

s. I'••~ Stilet 496.90 10!9.70 .,.6.60 
6 11111\1 \lol,lltttl 5~1~ •m.oo 1161.$\l 

1\lll>cnel\tlori« 41116 76841 1181.58 

c.n ........ ll>lnp ana mtmbcr.hlp. 
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Tuble 7 : Fconomic condition or beneficiaries at the time or interview compurcd with berore membership. 

l'<onornk c<>rlllll~<>•• 
Ocnctitt.uy l}pc S~tnae lmpto>e<l 

<"l (,.) 

\ , Kty Rwcr \00 

2 Chkk Ruter 100 

3. Modd Ruscr 100 
. 

4. 1 1~puhry W01kcr 09 

s. llted Selle• 101) 

~. MIIII IIMcllt<U \01) 

Alltocncntlllla 0.10 99.90 



1'nblc 8 : Jntokc of food by b<mclicinry households bcfpre membership ond niche lime oC interview. 

\ldlll"C Mtmbt'I'Shl]1 A 11he time ut lmetvlew 
llenand•ry type IIi~· Cbk I.<Jo I H•n MUl )\till VCf!llblo o,.,. l!u• Olatkca Fltll M•M Mil' Vq tllbkt I Ooool• 

(NOJw<d) (ri<>J}cu) ~":' ('l'lon<ol (UU~\ CT11~ CKw'w<r~) ~~ (NOJ)'<IOj (Timco/ (1\moo/ ~~~ m':' c•.--.> ,_\ ....... ...... tn(lfhbl ,.,;,~, ..... ~ ,. .... 
' 

I. Key Rw~r 1,6<\ l<la 10 ~, ~·1 o?• 11.1) 11.03 '" .. ., ll Ol 1.6<1 l.t/1 il.<l 1<.16 

2. Ollek Rc111cr 110 I )I 6$0 1.11 0, II.?) IUl 100 l oOO IS?l ,., )JC 10-AO 169} 

' Mad~I Rum 2 •• 21\0 1 .0s I 2. 1,, lUI II.(! I ., U l IQ,2J 2.10 )OS 1j.c0 ,, .. 
. . 

a l'upullt)' Wor~c.r 1'14 2,$4 1014 "' OCI 11.)1 IUl • 9~ ... IU C 1,0<1 LSI 1!.1) ll.U 

' ll~ti!~\kt 1U u 1~ Ill Q.l<l 1080 l l )C I .Ill I ll) Ul t.IO '·"' 11-!l l!l9 

6 Mlnl llotahcrcl liJ 1?) .,, 01$ II) illS llll 600 an 900 3.31 < 2$ I :J.)O Ill) 

A II hOUith<>ld~ '·" 1.1) t91 o•t O.tll1 I Mel 12 01 <61 HIS 11.99 IU 2.$9 12.11 I<.Sl 

t 
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ruble!): Lond oren owned per household before mcmbcrsltip nnd at the lime of interview. 

Oerorc mem~~hlp "I I he time or Interview 
!kncRcllty r~ve llomeuc,uJ lind \ Clllll••ble l.nd \ ToW aru o,.ncd lll>lri<Jiud land gwocJ 

\ 
Culd .. blcland 1 Toularu o,.n<d 

uwnc.l (acre) o•ncu (ICI'e) Caorel lacr•l o"'nc.l ~<r~l _(ocr<)_ 

Key Rum 007 OOJ 010 007 00" 0 II 

2. Chltk Rcan:r 008 00'1 010 010 0.0" 0. 14 

l Mcxlel 1\tO>OI 1\<)\ O.Ol 0.1 I 00\ 0.04 G 1'1 

4 l'ouliry Workcl 008 0.0'1 010 008 003 0.11 . 
~. I ·eocl S~llcr 004 0.04 009 004 0.0, 0.09 

6 Mil\\ H~l41\A:r.c 0 tO oo.s O.IS 0 10 00$ 0.15 

All houlth~lols 007 00) 010 007 0().4 011 



- - - - - -

Tublc 10: Number llnd Cypc..~ or llveoiiOck per household before llll!lllbCI'Shlr> nnd Ullhe time of lnlcrvlcw. 

Ut rore nttmbtrshlp A I tlte time or lttCtrvfew 
lluctkllly type Cltt<kCA • I Puck I ao.• I Sheep 1 c.u~c Cltlckcn 1 Duck IOc»i I Sllecp 1 ea•~~o 
KeyRcmt 591 1.01 , 0.6S 001 026 17.1) 0..18 lOS 001 oss 

2. Clllcl: Reettr 7.11 1.11 083 0 020 11 08 O.S8 100 0 090 

3 Mo.k1 ReOf<r .S4) IU 0.7!1 0 ou 31.82 0.58 080 0 o.so 
. 

4, Puullry WOfktr 7.~6 1.21 l.02 0 0 . ., 10.12 0.66 1.13 0.0~ 0.13 

'· Fred Sllllct U3 I 4~ 1M3 0 0.18 9.77 1.90 1.0) 0 0.$! 

& Min• llald\c:r~r S.J8 1.7$ 0)8 0 02$ 10.7) 1.25 0.13 0 lll3 

All houulll>lds 11119 I 092 0.793 00011 0239 16)11 0644 I 0.6 0019 0.571 



_:, 

Tnble J J : Number of how.cs nnd nssets owned per household before membership and nt the lime of Interview . 

. 

lltlore Mem!Krthlp AI lhe time of lnltrYiew 
llcncriciary lYflll lfoute l Rldoo l '"cydol LoAm I sc .. ina I Rio~· I Oohm 

"'""hlne &how 
llou10 I Radoo I lllcydc ll.t~~un I Scwln& l Rlck·l OUocn 

onochlne &haw 

Key R...rct I 71 010 009 0.001 001 003 0009 I 95 015 0.13 0.005 001 006 002 

2. Chlckl!uw I 9? 0.13 0 13 007 011 003 313 0.1S o.n 011 017 0 10 

], Mu.lcl Ruro 103 0.11 120 oos 020 oos 001 2.60 O.ll 0.15 0.01 0.10 0 17 0.10 

•• • P®llry W01kc1 1.77 0 16 0.09 006 0()-1 1.97 021 011 0.06 001 001 . 
s. l'eod Sella 150 OOl! oos 0.05 o.os O.Ql 1.73 Oll 0.13 0.0) o.os 001 oos 

6 Mlnlll•lclwrer .. , 0.31 0 13 0.13 2.62 OlS OlS 0.31 OlS 

t\11 hou!<lluld• 1.7) 012 0. 10 0.01 003 0 0.1 0 01 l.OS 017 014 0006 004 007 OOl 



-- -- - - - -

Table 12 : Number mad percentage or school going children bc(orc membcrshipnnd nt the Lime or Interview. 

lleft~re rncnaltrr;shlp At the lime or lnteNfew . 
ncc .. r~etlll)' \YI~ SclloOI liS" ~n II\ ~l\<lol Sc:ll<)(ll tie l'<~''l<ln II\ tot~ 

ohlldtcn thlldren 
<Not TOIAI\%) I Doya (""} I OiriHllll tNo,) roul{'li} 1 Doya{ .. J I Olrll('l>) 

Key «~Wet !.06 85-ll snt 41.79 l.4Q 10000 SS.I7 'lH l 

2. Clllok Rca~cr 1.3'2 100.00 56.96 4,.04 !.67 100.00 56.00 ..... 00 . 
:\ Mool~R<llllll I ~l 15.44 51.16 a~.M 1.65 ~l.4'l $4,10 45.<)() 

4. Poullr}' Wwker I 10 01.00 60.K1 39. 13 ~. .... 93.7$ ~aJl 41.48 

s l'Qell Seller 071 lOO.Ob 61.74 n~~~ l.ll 100.00 6S.)l 3469 

6 Mlni iiM<hcrtr 1.0 81.50 .57. 14 dl.86 1.37 I()() 00 36)6 63.64 

All IIOUitholdJ 1.08 86.06 .57.62 42.:18 142 00.02 .55.11 44 2ll 



- - ....,_ 

Tnblt 13 : Number und pcrcentnge of households below I he poverty line. 

Esllrn:lle b~d on roral lnrotllC 
Dcnencluy ryroc No o( hwMb<>l~ below I to uriiOIIJ<hoi<J belu .. 

f'OV<IIY lll>e r>ovcrtY line 

I . Kcytturcr •oa s~ 26 

2 Chkk ReMer 20 33.33 

J. Mll•lcl Reatcr 20 ~000 

4 Poullry Worker n ,2,00 

j Ptcd Seller 17 42~50 

6 Mlnlllaccbo""r 3 37.50 

All buuothal~• 520 52.00 

. ' -

l~lllltPie bn.~cll on non·SI, OI' Income only 
Nu ol "hN,J,.;jJ lltluw I 1lo or hO<iKbold below 

~ JlClYCI'I.I'U,. PCIVCIIY Unc 

621 IUS 

39 6300 

33 82.50 

liO 80.00 

27 67.~0 

3 37.$0 

105 IOOS 

. . 
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Tnhle 14 : Pcrccn1oge or bencncinry households rcporlcd 10 have shorlogc or rood In I he 61Udy nrcns. 

Ocncn~laty 1ype Yea(•) 

Shortage or rood 

I No(•) 

I. Key Ruter $$.85 44.1 $ 

2. Chid Ream 38.33 61.67 

J. ModeiRe;m 5000 50 0() 

. . 
4. l'oulrry WQt~tr $3.00 47.00 

s. l'e<d Stilet 40,00 60.00 

6. Mlnlllololl<<er ~00 7~.00 

All bcncrJ<illlea 53 40 46.60 



- - - - - -

Tnble 15 : PnrticipaHon or mule nnd fcmnle household members in dccitling U1c use of income. 

P.onlclpatlon llclorc nooonlx:11nlr• Parllclpallon ollhc !lone ol lnoco"lcw 
Dcncllcl~try rypo M~lo(%) I J'lcmal• ('lit) I noll\(%) Molo(~) I Female (9b) I Dooh (~l 

K6y Rcnror 22.47 ISJ$ $7,31 U9 ,3.3S 64.23 

l . Chick Rc:mr JMO 1$.00 50.00 38.33 61.67 

.1. ModdR<~~m 07.$0 n.so $2.50 2.$0 5S.OO 42.50 

4. l'o11llry Worker os.oo 4200 37.00 57.00 43.00 . . 
) . l'ccd Scncr lUO 31.!10 4UO 'l.'O 47.$0 

6 Mini lfaochcocr 37.50 2$.00 )7.$0 62.!10 

Mll\<~~¢1\<:\~~rlc• 10.1)0 '1\ ,lQ ~UQ 1.90 31.1() «<A\\ 



- -----~- - -

Tllhlt I 6 : Pnr\iripnllon or mnlt nnd ftmn\t household mtmhtn in IJtddlng childl"'tn 10 
,;o to school. 

Parllrlpnllon btfore membership Porllclpallort li the time of In terview 
RtncOtilll}' 1ype Mole (til l Fcm.lc (!l) I !loth (!I) Mole (!l) I f'c1111le (11!) I 80111 (!l) 

I. Key llc&rcr 03.19 17 42 4U8 Olll l6.73 41.80 

2 Olkk RcMct 0667 18.3) )JlJ 01.67 2167 6Hi0 

., Mll<l<ll\W(C 02..$() IS.QO Sl ~n 01,0 3/l.OO sooo 
d Po1oltty Wurkco lJ.OO 42 00 01.00 3700 47.00 

, Feed ScUtt l.S.OO ~l.~ll lOOCJ 47.,0 

6. Ml~lllor··hci OI :!.S.OO lBO • 5000 50.00 

;.u t.encOdarlu 02.90 18 ')() 4600 01.9() 27 6() 4~60 

. . 



-- - - • -

Tnhh' 17 : Opinion or the hcncOciurics on c:onlinunacion or DRAC mcmbert>hip und their suggollons ror any change 
or the SLOt' models. 

UeneOclary I)'J>C: Wnnlt tllo conllnue Rtll)OM ror comlnunodon Cl1anae cleslred ('ll>) 
os mcrnbu 

Yu ('Jl) I No <•> 0 I l I 2 I ) I 4 0 1 I l 2 l 3 l 4 

Key Rtucf 100 1090 36.97 09.31 24 60 06.6.5 13.96 1429 $7.31 0 11.57 

2 C111ck Rcartr 100 13.33 76.67 1.67 8 3) 0 3133 200 1667 0 25.00 

J Mll<kl ReMer 100 27.5 2.5.00 15.00 JOOO 2.S 12.50 27.50 S7.50 0 27.SO 

·~ l•~~t~hry Worker 100 23.0 )30 lAO 8.0 2.0 21.0 6.0 300 1. 1 50 

~. l'ccol Soller 100 I) !115 0 1'1.5 () ll 0 2,$,0 I) n .s 
6. Mlnlllo"hcr<r lUO 11.5 so.o 12.5 2-$0 12.5 12.S lS 0 :17.S 0 so.o 
All b<:neOclarle~ 100 12.5 39.8 10.2 21.0 S40 lS.S 13 a $01 1.1 13.1 

'Sttt1\l'J~i fnt U'''UD"!lal~ml <'b\\lll! dt•IXS!l 
Coole O•NQIIJUWCl ('ode O•NoiUI.I•er 

I • She will bo bctleOtt<d In ruwro I • No Cllanae Ia dulrcol 
l• Sh"'''l' of chkten anJ •U•• will bo mn 2 • Dul.W muro loan 
) • l'oulll')l roa11n1 Ia prllll..t!MI l • l'ouiiiY ...,,t., bo ularied 
4 • Olbero 4 •Othen 

. . 
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Appendix A 

'Table A. - !>: Prognss of lhe project trrom Aupst 1993 to October 1995), 'BRA.C areas. 

(A) Nwnllu or persons trained by BRAC '· 

lleneflciary TOQJwgetof .Achievement • .a.chle\"CUJelll Qtmularive 

type project (No. or Aug. ' 93- JUD: '95- ~cp 
persons) Juue '9S Oct_ '9S 10 Oct_ '9S 

PoWuyW~ 6600 4942 S04 S446 

Chicle Realer 1980 1159 110 1869 

Key Ream- 198000 109394 4t146 150640 

Modcl Reater 1320 1262 440 1702 

Feed ~ller 1320 829 67 896 

Mini Hacd!ere:- 33 1n 32 204 

T01a.l 209253 118358 42399 160757 

• Ahmed, z. 1995. 



] 

n 
J 
1 
1 
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(b) Model wise adirity PI"Ofl"r$$. BR.AC •. 

Type. of activity Tar&et &. aclue"ement. Ans. ·93 - Oc.\ '95 

VacdnoiXIO or p>Wuy Type ot \'aCCimlloo 

8CRD RD Fowl Fowl lloo<t 
I'IIA Qol. "-"'" en 

r.~Ul• n::.ll l4UIIA - IIZ7ll7 

DOC ......... 1111J11111 T_,_.,_ ......,._ ocx:. ........ --.,. llDt .... ,. 
a., a.-. ltUJO - 11001"1' -- lJliO 751 UGZ -- II» 4l6 no.)QD •\41 

M"llli Jllidlu:i D Ill ~.,000_ ·-

•• Aluned, z. 1995. 

I 
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u Distribution of SLDP income and expenditure per farm 
(per week) of Key Rear-cr. 

] 

J Source of income I AmoPDt Percentage 

(Taka) 

l Sale of eggs 94.73 76.42 

l Sale of Chicken 10.29 8.30 

Home consumption of eggs 7.07 8.67 

Home consumption of chicken 1.12 5.71 

I Other poultty income 10.74 0.90 

1 Total 123.95 100.00 

l 
I Item of e..<cpendinn-e Amount Percentage 

(Taka) 

Feed 19.68 61.26 

Transport 0.31 0.95 

J Medicine IV accine 1.27 3.97 

l Labour 9.Ll 28.38 

Others 0.09 028 

I Interest to BRAC 1.66 5.16 

I Total 32.12 100.00 



·il 
n Distribution of SLDP income and expenditure per farm 

B 
(per batch) of Chick Rearer. 

] Source of income Amount Percentage 

1 
(Taka) 

Sale of chicken to Key Rearer 8965.85 95.33 

l Sale of chicken to ochers 244.22 2.60 

l Ocher poultry income 195.11 2.07 

I 
Total 9405.18 100.00 

J 

I Item of expenditure Amount Percentage 

(Taka) 

Purchase of day-old chicken 2315.49 31.84 

J 
Feed :3946.20 54.26 

Transport 27.03 0.37 

I Medicine I Vaccine 342.68 4.71 

Labour 233.82 3.21 

J 
Electricity 143.73 1.98 

J 
Others !75.98 2.42 

Interest to BRAC 87.73 1.21 

J Total 7272.67 100.00 

J 

l 





-n 
1 

Distribution oi SLDP income and expenditure per farm 

J (per month) of Poultry Worker. 
-1 

J 
Source of income Amount I Percentage 

1 (Taka) 

l 
Vaccination fees from SLDP 124.45 28.68 
members 

I Vaccination fees from others 91.68 21.13 

J 
Sale of medicine to SLDP 124.95 2.8.80 
members 

1 Sale of medicine to others 92.&4 21.39 

l 
Other poui try income 

Total 433.92 100.00 

l 
J 

l 
Item of expenditure Amount I Percentage 

(Taka) 

l Purchase of medicine 14336 84.67 

J 
Transport 11.83 6.99 

Labours l4.13 8.34 

I Others 
.. 

1 Interest to BRAC 

I 
Total 169.32 100.00 

-- , • 
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Distribution of SLDP income and expenditure per farm 
(per week) of Feed Seller. 

Source of income 

Sate of feed to SLDP members 

Sale of feed to others 

Others (Sale of bags etc.) 

Total 

Item of expenditure 

Purchase of feed 

Transport 

Labour 

Others 

Interest ro BRA.C 

Total 

- r-

I Amount Percentage 
(Taka) 

2748.94 83.98 

514.30 15.71 

10.12 0.31 

3273.36 100.00 

Amount P ercentage 
(Taka) 

3013.97 97.33 

30.78 0.99 

34.25 1.31 

9.78 0.32 

7.21 023 

3096.67 100.00 



JIL!J!' 

' • 

·D 
• 

j 
Distribution of SLDP income and expenditure per farm 
(per week) of Mini Hatcherer. 

J 
Source of income · I Amount Percentage 

J (Taka) 

1 
Sale of chicken to SLDP members 616.14 94.59 

Sale of chicken to others 

1 Sale of unhatched eggs to SLDP 23.95 3.68 

J 
members 

Sale of unhatched eggs to others 1.73 

1 Ocher income from poultry 

l Total 100.00 

I 
l Item of expenditure I Amount I Percentage 

L (Taka) 

Purchase of eggs 356.15 87.47 

I Kerosene 7.04 1.73 

I Electricity 5.90 1.45 

Transport 4.36 1.07 

Labour 22.86 5.62 

J --.....,! ·- Others 7.18 l.76 

1 Interest to BRAC 3.68 0.90 

I Total 407.17 100.00 

----------
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AppendixB 

THE STUDY TEAM 

Principal Investigator: Dr. Jab:angjr A1am 

Socio-Economist/Gender Specialist Ms. Amita Dey 

Dr. S.M.A. Ralumn 

Mr. M.A. Sayeed 

Ms. Jerina Begum 

Ms. Fauzia Yasmin 

Investigators: Mr. Md. K.amrul Hasan 

Mr. Md. Aminur Rahman • 

Mr. Md. HafiZur Rahman • 

Mr. Partha Hefaz Shailcb 

Mr. Md. Mcsbahul Alam • 

Mr. Md. AJaatozzaman Sarlce-r • 

Mr. Md. Sbaminmzzaman 

Mr. Md. Sba&ul Alam 

Ms. Umme Kulsum • 

Ms. "Rebeka Sultana Xhan • 

.• Ms. Sumana Da.s 

Ms. Namn Sultana 

• Also worked as Tabulators 

I 
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ABBREVIATIONS 

BCRD 

BLRI 

BRAC 

DKX 

DLS 

DOC 

GDP 

GOB 

HYV 

IFAD 

NGO 

RD 

SLDP 

TA 

Tk 

UNDP 

VO 

WID 

• 

Baby chick ranikber disease 

Bangladesh Livesrocl:: Research Institute 

Bangladesh Rural Advanccmem Committee 

Danske kroner 

Department of Livesrock Services 

Day old chicks 

Gross domestic producl 

Governmem of Bangladesh 

High yielding variety 

Iruemarional Fund for Agriculltmll Development 

Non-go'lernmemal o~on 

R.anikher disease 

Smallholder LivestoCk Development Project 

Technical assisraoce 

Taka 

United Nations Development Programme 

Village organisation 

Women in Developmcnr 

Appendix C 

. -
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· tl ;\d:irities perfonned 

j 

J 
1 
l 
l 
l 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
] 

j 

j 

I 

-----

LS.L 

16.1. 

17.1. 

18.1. 

19.1. 

20.1. 

Activity 

De-paroue from DeiUilaik. 

Arrival in Bangladesh. 
Afternoon: Briefing by Liaison Officer on project SlalUS aDd pa:nicu)arly 
stainS of imPact survey. Tbl: draft repon is expected ready on 16.1. 

Evening: .M~ring wilh Loc:al Socio-Economist about ber consultaDcy 
on lhe impact survey. 

Dawn to duslc bartal. Worldng in Kampsax Guest House. 

Evening: MN"ring wilh Liaison 0~ and Pril¥:ipal Investigator in 
Principallnvestigator • s residence on impact survey. Principal Investiga­
tor presented lhe draft survey repon, which sbOws !hat tile SLDP bas 
more !hat fulfilled lhe project ob;ecrives and that it has positive "side 
effects• on poulnj> production OUlSide SLDP beneficiaries. 

It was agreed that a ~ling should be scheduled for funher discussions 
and adjusiii!ems of lhe draft repon, when copies of the report have been 
circulated among the concetned panies. 

Morning; Meeting at DLS with Project Co-Ordinator, SLDP on sm111S 
of impact survey and scholarships proposed by lhe AwJied R=rt:b 
Planner. The Projea Co-Ordinator informed that he will com.mu.nicate 
with IF AD about tbe financial aspects of !he scbOiar:ships and !hat the 
Director General thereafter willnomillate lhe cand.idates for scbolar­
sbips. The nomination is expected U> Wee place in about two months. 

AftemooD: Meeting at BRAC HQ with BRAC . s SlDP Project Manager 
and Liaison Officer about the draft impact survey and inviting BRAC 
to comment on the draft report. A meeting for discussion of draft 
survey report is prOposed to tai:e place on 20 or 21 of January. 

Evening: M~ting at Krunpsu Guest House with local Socio-Economist 
on draft survey report. 

Friday. Kampsax Guest House analysing and commemillg on draft 
survey report. 

Office. Morning: M~ting witb Liaison Officer and Pr:inc:ip3l lnvestig;J­
wr discussing pan of draft report. 

t 

..: 
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21.1. 

22.1. 

Z3.1. 

24.L 

25.1. 

I 

2 

Brief meeting with BRAC li"estock Officer abou1 survey. 

Meeting with local Socio-Economist discussing pan of draft survey 
n:port 

Afternoon: Meeting continued with Principal InvestigatOr on <fis. 
cussion/c;om!Ileilts on draft rtport. Agreed !hat the Socio-Ecnnomin 
should collect tabUlation s~ts for supplemeru:ary information for 
survey from BLRI !be following morning. 

Morning: Brief meeting with Project-Coordinator and liaison Officer 
on discussion of survey. 

BLRI. Savar to get labutation sheets, but Pril1cipal Investigator 
PrilicipaJ Investigator noLin .. 

Office: Writing on draft final report incorporating COliliile1l!S on I"C{lOrt 

received so far .. 

Morning; Office. Writing on dtaft final n:pon incorporating C()IIII!ll!!IIS 

received so Car and discussion with Liaison Officer about programme 
for finalisation of report of socio-economic survey. 

Afternoon: To BRAC HQ for infonnatioo on survey beneficiaries . 

Morning: Office puparing disCuSSion with DLS Direc10r Geuaal on 
draft survey report. 

Aftemoon: Discussion with DiiectorGe.neral, Liaison Officer, Principal 
Investigator and local Socio-Economist about draft survey ~n in 
Director Genemls office. 

Morning. Office 

Afternoon: At BLRI. Savar for discussion with Principal Investigator 
of report according to meering in Director Geneta!' s office on 23.1 . 

.BLRI. follow up on tra!WerofField Assislamfrom CPF. Mhpurtothc 
poultry research propamme of Mr. Mabfoz.a.r Rahman. BLRI. Savar. 
The Field Assistant will oot be ttansfened because of present work 
progtamroe in Mitpui. lnstea<i MI. Mahfuzar 1Wunan bas en&a&ed 
IISSisra.nce from Manikgauj for a few days wben needed. 

Morning: Office and to BRAe for collection of data for survey !1:p0rt. 

Afternoon: Meeting with British Statistician wbo is interested in 2ecess 
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U.l. 

Z'l.l. 

t8.l. 

29.1. 

30.1. 

3J.L 
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to SLDP da1a for research programme. 

Frid:ty: Wodcing in Kampsax Guest Hoose and having tables for survey 
repolt entered into PC progt:amme in private shop. 

-'? 
Moming: Office. meeting with Principal Investigator and Liaison '1 
Officer discwmng new version of survey report. 

Afternoon: Collecting tables from c:ampuler shop fur proof reading and 
corrections. 

Moroing: Office, repon writing. 

AfteTDOOn; BLRl, Savar to exnact additional infollllation from survey 
tabulation sbeets. 

Fiartal Morning: Getting final tables from computer sbop. 

After;ooon: Meeting with Programme Officer and Minister Counsellor. 
Royal Danish E.mb7.ssy, Dhaka for briefing of impat.\ ~ey. It was 
also discussed that the coru:raa between Liaison Officer aod the Royal 
Danish Embassy iS only for the first baif of 1996. For 3Jl extension 
period, the c:ontract will again be directly between Liaison Officer and 
DARUDEC. 

Office: Meeting with Principal Investiga.tor on printing of $llfVey 

repons. 

Morrung: Offtee, report writing and fmalizing impact survey repon 
wiih Liaison Officer and Principallnvestigaror. 

Afienloon: making copies of impact survey repon. 

Evening: Hosting dinner for persons involved in impact survey. 
Plesent: l..iaisonOfficcr,locaJ Socio-Economistand Principal Investiga­
tor. 

Morci.ng: Office, disc:ussions with Liaison Officer. 

Meeting with Director General for submission of impact survey. 

Submission of impact survey repon to Project Coordinator, Liaison 
Officef' and local Socio-EconomisL 

Afternoon: Wmd-up meeting with local Socio-&x>nomisL 
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