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Use of Community Schedule for Rapid
Appraisal of Family Welfare Programme: Is
the Approach Accurate and Feasible?

THERE is increedng interest in the Third Wodd among  palicmekers devdopment

planners and prgect menegers in rgpid deta colledtion techniques May are disliusoned
with tedhniques curetly in use which often provide informetion after unecogpiably long
Odays If dedsons ae to be mede in a timdy fashion, @oson-mekers need reasonabdly
aoourateinformation thet becomes avalladergoidly.

One of the more important techniques for rapid data collection is the use of key
infoments and community quediomaires Such dda ae uadly odledted over severd
hours and gply to the community es a whde Key infomerts (eg pditicd and rdigious
leedars teeches ddas medicd pasond) in the community (uaudly a village or urben
naghbourhood) are asked presribed quedions about the Stugtion in the community such as
avdldility of phydcd infresrudure (eg shods  detrificaion, medicd  fedlities
goproech roeds pubic trengportation, ec); lebor maket opportuniies (eg. for men,
women ad dilden number of joos avaldde by oooupdion and industry, seesordlly of
jobs wage rates ec); madicd and family plamning savicss avalable (eg. hedth fadlities
and savioes); environmentd condiionsand neturd disssters

Ansnes to such quesions provide important bedkground informetion on the conditions
under which villagerslive, their opportunities and problems, and the extent to which
govanmantd and nongovemmeantd programmes are reeching them. Such villege- levd o
naghbournoocHevd bedkground infammetion cen' provide aiticaly important: informetion for
dedsonmekeas inteeged in levds ad trends in living condtions and  ressarchers
interested in explaining behaviour and the effedtiveness of government programmes

* The pepe is besad on an ORG sudy undataken in cdllgboration with ILO, Geneva Bath the Indien authars & the
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Dexpite the dovious usgfuness of community-levd deta, there is vay little knomedge on
the accurecy of such data when they are obtained from key informants usng community
guestionnaires. Thisisespecially unfortunate, since amost al previous community-levd
surveys have wrongly assumed that household survey interviewing techniques can be
trandfared, without chenge to community surveys In many casss, different techniques are
required. It appears that the quality of information collected on community surveysis
improved by group interviewing and discussion whereas the information collected in
housshdld surveys is improved when one respondant is asked quedions in privaie Com-
munity surveys nesd to teke goedd care to guard egaind the posshility that key informents
will indicate how the studion is for themsdves and thar own sodd group rather then for the
community as a whale, induding poor and disadvantage™ groups housshold surveys, on the
other hand, are improved when they emphasise an individual's own experience.
Community surveys are aile to make exadlat use of Secondary data wheress this possihility is
vay regricted for housshald surveys Community surveys are improved to a gregter extent then
housshdld aurveys when they are conducted by dder and better trained interviewers because
community surveys involve inteviewing groups comprised of informents who tend to be
relatively strong-willed, knowledgeable and influential. Readers are referred to an ealier
peper by some of the authors which conteins a ddaled discusson on the odllecion of
community daiawith gpedd referenceto India (Anker, Khan, Prasad and Tes-Mason 1990).

Thereis some evidence that previous community data collection exercises have con-
taned high levds of ineccuracy. For example in-depth gpprasd of World Fetility Survey
(WFS) community-level data collected using community questionnairesin 13 countries
concluded that these data contain arelatively high level of inaccuracy (Casterline 1985).
This conclusion was attributed to a lack of attention and concern to the collection of
community datain WFS; these datawere usually collected by someone (often thefield
pavisr for the team cdlledting the househdd deta) who hed rddivey little training for, or
experience in collecting community data and who saw the community survey as an
additiond burden and sscondary (less important) edtivity to hisher main job of supavisng
the household data collection; in addition, the unexpectedly weak associations based on
WFS data between community-level variables and fertility/family planning at the
housshdd-levd wias patly attributed to the rdlatively poor qudity of the community deta

Two small methodological studies provide some evidence on the accuracy of com-
munity-levl data. One reparts on readts from a compaison of daa from community and
household quesionnaire for three villages in Bcuedor (Hubecher and Bilsborrow 1990) and the
ohe repots on rexits for Egypt where dmilar  community-levd  quesionndres were
cavasd two years goat in 11 villages (Hamdin, Oshebeuend Sayed 1988). Even though
both of these dudiesare vary smdl they nonethdess provide some interesting obsarvations

For example, both studies conclude that data on a village's area and population are
sbject to conddardle messuremant arar as key infomants are nat dways deer about the
boundaies for village land. Espeddly prone to arars of this type were villages with hamles
(i.e subvillages) and villages with severd avdl housing dudershillages This prodem is not
investigated in the present peper. It is importart to point out in this regard, however, thet the
extent to which key informants are able to provide reasonably accurate data is most
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probebly rdated to the 9ze of the community and the extant to which its housshdds are
dspasadoonoantrated. Intuitivdy, one woud expect key informants to be rdaivey less
knomedgeeble in vay large villeges and in villeges where houssholds ae dispersed across the
counrysde  This consderdtion undoubtedy  dfedts relits from the Egyptian siudy
(where the avarage village populaion Sze wes vay lage indesd & gopraximetdy 10,000
populdion) and the Ecuedorian dudy (where housshdlds tended to be diparsed aoross the
oountrysde) as compared to the presant Indian sudy where village populdions are con
cantraed in rdaivdy srdl village catres and the village Sze is faily sl with a median
village populaion of only 250 househdldis (ebout 1,400 persons).

Data

The presant peper andyses the acouracy of community-levd deta from a sudy in India
where bath community-levd and housshdd-levd data were adlleted usng community and
housshdld quesionnaires Although these detaare vary  gpedific to the setting in rurd aress of
Indig the comparisonsand andlyssreparted bdow are, wefed, of ganerd interest and vadue

Thee dda ae expendly vdusble for a methodologicd andlyss of dea quelity. Fr,
informetion is avalable for unuadly large samples of communities (267) and househdlds
(5448); this contregts dramdtically with the three and 11 communities induded in the dudies on
Ecuedor and Egypt reported above Second, for some vaiddes a fadtud beds exigs in the
present dudy agang which it is possble to asess the aocurary (e vdidity) of the
community data

The thvee Indian dates covered (Uttar Pradesh, Guarat and Maharadhtrg) are large
indesd, having popuaions o gopraximatdy 13542 ad 78 million persons in 1991 (Boe
1991). Mult- ing wes ussd. Frd, villages were dratified according to dion
gze zand ﬁeﬁm&gwm hedth fggﬁges Seoond, within eedrqgslraa,pqgarjme
villages were sHected with the chance of sdetion prgparioneteto sze o thevillege Third, the
approximately 20 households interviewed in each sample village were randomly
Hected. In fadt, twenty randomly sdected households were interviewed in 91.8 per cantt of the
samplevillages

Three different types of questionnaires were used in the present Indian Sudy. Therewes a
(i) household questionnaire (approximately 5,400 households) which emphasised

gphic ises (such as hedth, fatility and femily planning); (i) community ouestion
naire (267 villages) that collected wide ranging information on socio-economic and
demogrgohic conditions infresrudure and sarvices dong with attached govammant hedth
fadlity quesionnares which were addresssd to pasonnd from govammeant hedth sUb-
cantres and govemmeant hedth centres savidng e villages which emphessd ions
about the avaladle hedth fadlities and savioss (iii) sgparate damogrgohic
oiated quetiomdre addresad to lage sodd goups (cege o rdigous group) in
gopraximetdy 160 villagesand 2,000 househdlds

Rvetypesdf key informentswereidentified duing thepretests

(1) dected leeder (eg. member of panchaya, ather dected body);
(@ govemmant offiad (eg. of Tddt, Village Levd Worker, Munsif, Revenue Ca-
lector, Block Devdgpment Officar, Agriculturd Development Offioa);
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(3) genard apinion leeder ather then above (eg. teecher, sodd worker, ather influentid
parson, cegefrdigious|eada);

(4) common person; ‘

(5) hedlth 2t personnd (Village Hedth Worker, suboantre and PHC gff).

The prefared respondent type(9) for eech sadtion of the quetionnare (e type of
informetion to be acdlledted) was printed an the fird pege of the guesionnaire For example
hedth oentre and hedth sUb-centre deata were to be cdllected from the fifth respondent type
while informetion on the villages sdting and infrasrudure were to be cdlleted from
respondent types 1 and 2 By indicating the prefared respondant type on the quetionnaire
itsdf, we hoped to inareese the accuracy and comparahallity of the community deta

Analysis

Three different types of methodological comparisons are possible based on data from the
present study.

Firg, the community-level data can be compared to the household-level data when
smilar information are avalable & both levels. Information for five variables is available at
both the household-and community-levels.

(@) percentage of householdswhich have dectricity;

(b) percentage of households using amodern family planning method,
(c) femde apea mariage

(d) adult female labour force participation rate;

(6) ideal number of sons.

Information on domdtic eectrification is available for 267 villages and 5,420 households,
the four other varibles are available for approximatdy 160 villages, 350 caste/rdligious
groups and 2,000 households (based on the separate caste and religious specific group
interviews).

The questions from the community questionnaire concerned with the extensiveness of
domestic dectrification, family planning and femae labour force activity (i.e. percentage of
village households) are based on the following response categorisation that was printed on the
community questionnaire. It used somewha ambiguous word categories aong with precise
percentage ranges as follows:

None

Very few (lessthan 5%);
Few (5-15%);

Some (16-35%);

Many (36-65%);

Most (66-85%);

Almogt dl/all (86+%).

OO WNRERLO
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An important assumption underlying the analysis of some of the above variables is that
the household-levdl data (or observation data) provide a so-cdled ‘gold standard againgt
which the validity of the community-level data can be judged. This assumption is made for
percentage of households with domestic eectrification, percentage of households using
modern family planning method and femde age & marriage.

For the two other variables noted above — ided number of sons and extensiveness of
adult female labour force activity — the household data cannot act as a ‘gold standard'
againgt which to test the validity of the community-level data. For an opinion type varigble
such as ideal number of sons the group amosphere ad groups dynamics of the community
interview setting may affect responses differently as compared to the private oneto-one
household interview setting. For female labour force activity, it is well known that household
surveys usualy produce large under-reporting, especidly in the performance of subsistence,
famrelated work activities. 1t will be interesting to observe the extent to which the
community questionnaire in the present study aso underestimates or overestimates femae
agricultura labour force activity and how it affects responses for ideal family size.

Mean vaues for villages and castelreligious groups (where relevant) are reported; those
based on the community questionnaire are compared to those based on the household
questionnaire (or observation).’ This is done for al sample villages and for important
population sub-groups such as by State, caste and religion when relevant and possible.
Student t- tests are used to test the significance of differences between the community survey
and household survey based means.

Second, it is possible to check the accuracy of responses across villages when al villages in
a given digrict should have the same vadue as it is a digrict-gpecific vaue. Such a
comparison is possible in the present study for the existence and vaue of family planning
incentives from the district panchayat (council) to persons accepting a family planning
method (i.e. serilisation in India).

Third, it is posshle to observe the degree of internd consstency between related
community-level data. While the first-two aspects have been covered in the present paper, the
third aspect, i.e internd consstency between related community-level data has been
examined dsewhere,

Reaults

(A) Comparison of reporting from community and household questionnaireswhen
household-level data arelikely to be correct and so provide a gold Sandard

Three variables, on  which the houschold-level data  should  provide accurate  estimates,
were collected on the community survey. This enables us to use these household data & a so-
cdled 'gold dtandard’ againgt which to test the vaidity of the community data The three
vaidles of this type ae femde age a mariage extensveness of family planing and
extensveness  of domedtic  dlectificaion. The two former vaisbles wee collected in the
spade group interviews with large  cadtelreligious  groups in the village while the latter
variahle was collected in group interviews for the village as awhole.
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Electrification

Key infomants were agked on the community questionnare about the extendveness of
domedic dedrification in the village, (Thar ansvars were recorded in seven broed regponse
caegaries — asindicated aoovein the previous settion). These ansversare compered hereto the
propartions of housshdds in the village with dedrification besed on an aggregtion of the
household survey datlaonwhether or nat eech sample housahald hed dectridly.

Tdde 1 indcaesthe rate of dedtrificaion for the entire sample and for each gate in the Sudy
bessd on our two deta sources. Rates bessd on the community and housshdld survey dataare
reamakady amilar for the entire sample (286 compared to 30.1); as wdl as for each of the
three sates covared in the Sudy.

TABLEL FERCENTAGECOFHOUSEHOLDSWITH DOMESTICH-ECTRATY BASED ON DATA FROM
GOMMUNITY (©) AND HOUSEHOLD(HH) QUESTIONNAIRES BY STATE

Sate Mean (dandard deviation)
Cdij/a HE data

UttarPradesh 9.3% 123%

(N=145) (18.1) 9

Gujarat 64.5% 508%

N=33 :0) 92)

Maharastra 454% 451%

N=8 (28 (498)

Total 286% 01%

(N = 267) (319 459

Note: Differences between community and househol d based etimatesare not significant at .05 level based on
independent sample/-tests.

When the community-besed esimetes are compered to the housshdld-basad edimates in a
village by village comparison (Teble 2), we agan find congderddle agreamant. About one-hdlf
o villages have roughly the same edimate and 869 par cat o villages have edimates
within one regponse categary of eech other. These are vary high rates of agreamant given the
small sample of households in each sample village (only 20) on which the housshdd
uvey bessd edimaes ae mede Nab auprisngly, the key inffomant esimates and the
househdd-besed edimetes are espeddly highly concordant when villeges were nat dectrified o
dmog completdy detrified; therate of detrification mugt bedoviousin such villeges
Inshart, key informantswere ableto provide accurate esimetes of how common domestic
eectrification was in the village. While we had expected these estimates to be
reasonably accurate, we were somewhat surprised by the very high leve of
concordance
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TABLE 2 : FERCENTACE DISTRBUTION OF VILLAGE BY VILLAGE COMPARSON OF
QOMMUNTY(Q AND HOUSEHHOLD BASEDHH) ESTIMATES OF DOMESIIC

B ECTRHCATIONRATE
g%fﬁ:%‘; viaue  sgme Community value compared to HH value
More Less
1 category 2+ category 1 category 2+ category
0% (N = 71) 91.2 7.4 1.5
1-5% (N=29) 345 3.4 10.3 65.6 0
6-150(N =49)  33.3 23.8 9.5 23.8 95
16-35% (N =49) 34.7 12.2 10.2 36.7 6.9
66- 85% (N = 32) 43.8 21.9 - 18.8 9.4
85+ % (N = 6) 83.3 - - 16.7
Total (N=267) 49.1 15.0 6.7 22.8 6.4

Family Planning

Informetion on family planning wes cdllected from key informents who were asked to
indicate the proportion of coudles in the village who plan family. Infomeation wes d<o
odledtad in the househald survey from marmied women on whether they hed planned family.
Since dterilisation isthe method used in rurd India (approximately 80 per cent of all
eve-usss in or sample were dailisd), there is litle or no confuson betwean ever-ue
and current use of family planning in the present study. Asfor electrification above,
community-levd besad edimates from key informants using community quesionreires ae
compared to edimates basad on an aggregdion of reponses fram the housahdd survey
(Tele J). Differart from dedtrification, however, the family planning dda were provided by
key infomearts in sgparde group intaviews with each of the large sodd groups (cadte
Hinols', scheduled cagte Hindus, scheduled tribe Hindus and Mudims) in ebout tworthirds of
our sample villages For this resson, results shown in Teble 3 are reported sparatdy for cagte
Hindus, scheduled cadte Hindus scheduled tribe Hindusand Mudims

The community and househdd survey besad esimetes for the percentage of coupleswho
plan family are quite smilar overdl (41.8 compared to 39.1). They ae d<0 amilar for cede
Hindus sthedued cede Hindus and stheduled tribe Hindus In contret, Mudim key
informants reported unrediticaly low raes of family planning (131 per cent compared to the
221 pa oat actud rate cdoulaed from the housshald detg). One possble explandiaon for
these resits for Mudims (dthough gatidicaly inggnificant due to a smell sample 9z6) isthet
Mudimsin Indiaaregenerdly percaived by laymento beresgant to family planning,
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and this may have caused even Mudim key informants to understate the extent of
their family planning. A more likely explanation is that family planning being a
senditive issue in rura India for Mudims caused Mudim key informants — in
open, group discussons — to underdtate the extent of family planning acceptance.
Such an interpretation implies that the use of public, group interviewing for
completing community questionnaires may cause an under-reporting of socidly
sengitive behaviour (family planning for Mudimsin this case).

TABLE 3 : PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLDS PLANNING FAMILY BASED ON DATA

FROM COMMUNITY(C) AND HOUSEHOLD(HH) QUESTIONNAIRES, BY
CASTE AND RELIGIOUS GROUP

Cade/Rdigon Mean (standard deviation)
Cdata HHdata

Hindu, cede(N=139) 26127 4) ZT8(26.7)

Scheduled caste 343(27.9) 32(289)

(N=97)

Shediedtribe 439(249) 475(305)

(N=18)

Muslim 133(21.7) 21(27.3)

(N=34)

Total (N = 160) Z18(270) 0I1(232)
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weae maried years ago, the conddat (and somdimes dgnificat) overedimae by key
informants can be ssen & bogus In dhot, reslts from the presat dudy indicate thet
community questionnaires can cdllect ressonebly acourate informeation on the uud femde age &
mariageinacountry uch ssindawherethareisan eally fandeagea marriage

TABLE4: FEMALE AGE AT MARRIAGE BASED ON DATA FROM COMMUNITY (C)
AND HOUSEHOLD(HH) QUESTIONNAIRES, BY CASTE AND RELIGIOUS GROUP

Cageandrdigousgroup Mean (sandard deviation)
Cdata HHdata

Hindu, caste (N = 139) 182(1.4) 166(1.3)
Scheduled caste (N = 97) 171(1.8) 159(1.4)
Scheduledtribe

(N=18) 16.8 (1.3) 177(1.7)

Muslim (N = 33) 17.1 (18 164(1.6)

Total (N = 160) T7.77L5) T65(14)

Note: Differencesbetween community and household based estimatesaresignificant at the.01 leve for casteHindlg
scheduled casteHindusandtotd sample. Differencesarenct Sgnificant a the. 10leve for scheduled tribeand Mudimsbassd
onindependent sample/-tests.

(B) Comparison of reporting from community and household questionnaires when thereisno
basisto judgewhich responseis correct

There are two variables that were collected on both the community and
household questionnaires — but whose values from the household survey do not
provide a 'gold sandard’ against which to judge the community survey
responses. These variables are analysed in the present subsection. Ideal number
of sons is an opinion question for which there is no such thing as a ‘carrect’
answer.® And, female labour force activity’®4s known to be greatly under-reported
on household surveys. The objective in the present subsection is to anayse how
responses for ideal number of sons and female wage labour force activity differ
when they are obtained from a community questionnaire as compared to a
household survey.

|deal number of sons

According to the household survey data (provided by reproductive age femae
respondents), the ideal number of sons is generdly two (Table 5). This is a
strong mean indeed. Almost 90 per cent of respondents on the household survey
gave this answer and this norm was found in all caste/religious groups (athough
it was strongest among caste Hindus and
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wegkest among Mudimg) as wdl as dl age graups (with the mean ided number of sons baing
191202 ad 264 for 15242534 and 3544 year dd sample women respedtivdy). Thistwo son
norm hes aso bean absarved on many ather househdd surveysin india

TABLES: COMPARSON OFIDEAL NUMBER OF SONSASREFORTED ON COMMUNITY AND

HOUSEHOLD QUESTIONNAIRES

Cageandreligon Conmmunity data Housshdd data
Mean(S.D.) Mean (S D))

Hindu, casted 241 157
(N=139) (0.70) (0.43)
Scheduled caste 291 2.13
(N=97) (089 (0.54)
Scheduled tribe 2.50 192
(N=18) (0.62) (0.34)
Musdlim 3.09 2.48
(N=234) 087 09
Total 260 204
(N =160) (O¥e) 043

Note : All differences between community and household based estimates are significant at .01 level based on
independent sample (-tests.

Acoording to the community deta, in comparison, the ided number of sons is much higher
(Teble 5). The memn ided nuMber of sons is 26 aooording to key informants as compared to
20 besd on the househald deta, and amilar differences are found in eech cadglrdigious group.
All of these differences in meen vaues betwean the community and housshdld deta are gnificart
athe Ollevd.

It is intereting to goeculae on why the ided number of sons is condgtantly higher bessd on
community suvey daa as compared to the housshdd survey daa It is dso intereding to
soecuiadeonwhich dataaremoreredidic.

Given thet completed family sze in rurd India for women who get married is over five births
on average and so exceedsthat implied by the two sonsideal, we fed that thecommunity
daa ae more redidic. Parhgps the ndure of the group inteviewing usad for adleding the
community deta hdped didt more redistic and less nomative regponsss as compared to the
househald survey where the soddly aoogpted norm of two sons may have bean given moreditenin
order to pleesetheintaviewe.

Fearelelabour force activity rate
Wenow tum our atention to acomperison of community and househdd deta.on famdelabour force

adivity. Acoording to the househald aurvey deta, 23.1 per cart of samplewomen usuly work
for cagh or kind. Thisresut isvary sandtiveto the quesionsused in thehousehdld survey. Bassd
onthefirg question on"'usud mein cooupetion” only 9.3 per cant of samplemarried women aged
1544 werereported to bein thelabour force This
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percentage incressad to 16.2 per cent when responses on "ather sscondary occupetion” were
induded and to 231 per cat when responsss to the fdlow up question "Apart from these
adivities [main and secondery oooupdion] do you or does she wark for wage or dary and
eamingincaeh or kind?' wereinduded.

Acoording to the community deta, however, femde [abour force adtivity retes are higher a
about 39 pa cant, with reported rates ranging from about 21 per cant for cagte Hindus ad
Mudims to axout 70 per cent for scheduled cadte and scheduled tribe Hindus (Teble 6). The
extat to which these community survey besad rates are higher then the househdd aurvey
rdes is driking when one congdars thet the community survey question asked only about
agiauturd adivities and in fadt its wording would gppear to have emphesised wege labowr.
The ovadl community-besad rde is a litle above those reported by the Indian Nationd
Sample Survey (NSS) of 26, 33, 33 per cent for the 1961, 1971 and 1981 surveys
respectively. Even dill, the community survey besed rates are well bdow those found when
improved and vary expliat questions were asked about work. For example, acoording to this
ealier sudy about 10, 37, 71 per ot of aduit rurd women in Uttar Pradesh engeged in
agiadturefor ahers agicuturefor family, or animd husoencry respedtivdly.

TABLE 6 : COMPARSON OF ADULT FBMALE LABOUR FORCE PARTIGPATION RATES AS
REFORTED ON GOMMUNTY AND HOUSEHOLD SURVEY, BY CASIE AND

RELIGION
Caste and religon Community data Mean (S D) Household data Mean (S. D.)
Hindu, caste (N = 139) 21.5(30.8) 13.0 (21.4)
Scheduled caste (N = 97) 62.4 (31.9) 19.9 (26.4)
Scheduled tribe (N=18) 71.4 (35.4) 24.1(24.2)
Muslim (N = 34) 20.9 (30.4) 9.7 (16.0)
Total 38.9 23.1

(N = 288)

Nate: Differencesbetween community and houssha d besed edimetesfor tatd sample, cesteHindu, sheduied cagte
and sheduled tribeonly aresgnificant & the .01 levd besad onindependent sample/- tests

In summary, femde labour force adtivity retes besad on the community survey deta are
sonficanty higher then those from the housshdd survey; this is epaddly driking when
one takes into conddaration differences in the quesions usad in these two Suneys Interest-
ingly, the community survey besad edimetes are somewhet above those from the Indien
Naiond Sarmple Survey but il well bdow retes dosaved in eadier work by some of the
authors which indicated thet aocurate informetion on femde labour force adtivity can only be
ahtainad by aking informents goedificaly about impartant adivities such as wark on the
family farm, work with livestock, work in petty business efc.
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Discusson and Condusion

The sudy thus shows that, in generd, key informents were found to provide ressonetly
accurde informaion on those agpadts of behaviour which we were adle to carroborate by
compaing regponsss to reauts from the metching househdd aurvey. Thus the domedtic
dadrifiction rate, famde age a mariage and family planning acogptance rate indicated by
key infarmants were found to be vay dmilar to edimates bassd on an aggregation of
responsss from the househald aurvey. The only exogption to this srikingly srong congruency
o community and housshdd edimetes was thet Mudim key informents indicated an
uredidicdly low rate of family planning acogtance (compared to the actud rate thet we
knew from the housshdld survey data). It seams that for questions on sansitive issues (familly
planing anong Mudins in this casd) the use of key infoments and group intaviening
amployed in community Srveysisnat condudveto aataining accurae informetion.

For the two varigbles we andysad where the househald data are not necessarily ecourate
(famdle labour force adtivity due to prablems rdated to ambiguous definition and quetionnéaire
wording; ided number of sns due to its nonHadtud/opinion neture), realts indicated some
intereding differences Key informants reported that the ided number of sons wes over
one-half son more as compared to married reproductive age women who were
inavieved in the housshdd survey (26 compared to 20). Although it is impossble to
know which regponses are corred, it is quite interegting that the very srong two son nom
frequently absarved in househdd surveys in Indiais nat replicated in our community survey.
Although geouldive we fed thet the gpen group intaviening amosphere usad in the
community survey led to amore honest reparting on ided number of sons For femde labour
forceactivity, key informants reported higher rates as compared to an aggregation of
responses from the household survey. However, given the senstivity of labour force
esimates to quetionnaire differences and ddfinitions we are rdudant to meke too much of
community-and housshdd-leved differencesfrom the presant sudy.

For the researchersand policy makerswho want to use community level datafor
undadanding behavior or meking rgpid asssssmat of Programme, the findings of the
presat dudy are encouraging. For the firg time, besed on a lage dda &t it hes ben
demondrated thet on vaious agpacts of sodd redities, deta cdllected from' Key informeants
usng community quetionnaire are farly accurde However, the condusion should be taken
with care as dill much mare mathoddogicd and evduative work nesds to be done Slill it is
hoped thet this peper will hdp in improving the odledion of community levd deta usng
community quesionnarein future fudiesand deta gethering exardses

Nates

1. Researchers are increasingly recognising that the behaviour of individuals and housshddsissgnificantly
dfected by the macro-community environmant in which pegple live For a ddaled discusson of how community-
level factors may affect demographic behaviour (particularly fertility and family planning), see Bilsborrow and
Anker, forthcoming.

3. Inthe study reported on in the present paper, interviewers for the community questionnaire were specially
trained for conducting community surveysand collection of community information wasther only
responshility. For both these reasons (as well as other reasons such as use of an improved community
questionnaire, group
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3. A social group in avillage to be eligible to be interviewed separately had to have et leest 20 householdsand ke
one of thethreelargest groupsin the village. This minimum number of households criterion was used in order to
increase the efficiency of study funds and to ensure the meaningfulness of the diginction betwesn community-and
household-level data.

4, Unweighted averages for communities and households are used. Strictly speaking, these two averages are not
completely comparable, since the number of households per village varies slightly. We decidedtoignarethis
complication, because the number of households per village varies so little having amean of 19.97 with 91.8 per
cent of villages having a sample of 20 households.

5. The questions from the community survey for age at marriage, family planning, and domestic dectrificationare
as follows:

"Generdly at what age doesagirl in your [caste/religious group] get married and start cohabitation with her
husband?"*
"How common is the use of family planning in your caste ?
None;
Very few (less than 5%);
Few (5139
Some(16:33%);
Many (36-65%);
Most (66-85%);
Almost al/all (86>%)".
"How many households (or what proportion of households) have domestic electricity connection [in the
village] ?

None;

Very few (less than 5%);

Few (5-15%);
Some(16:33%);

Many (36-65%);
Mod (66-85%0);

Almost alVall (86+%)".

6. In order to be able to aggregate community survey responses across Hindu caste groups within avillageor
acrossvillagesfor caste and religious groups, weighting procedures needed to be gpplied to these community data. For
Hindu caste groupsin avillage, group responses were weighted by the proportion of householdsin the village from
each of Hindu caste group; this provided a village-levd etimaefor cage Hindus Thefadlowing hypathetica example
describes this weighting procedure for an example with three villages and three Hindu castes in each village

OO WNERELO

OV WN - O

Village % Family Planning Nurrber households Percent Famly Hlanningfor
all caste Hindus

HINU#L Hindu  Hindu  Hindu  Hindu  Hindu  Total {Ejnf‘jﬁjﬁyﬁqjﬁgffjj}+

# 3 # # #3
@ @ ® @ G  (® ™

1 50%  25% 40% 100 80 20 200 300%
40%  10% 10% 200 100 50 350 21.1%

3 45% 30% 10% 100 50 10 160 38.1%
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For aggregeting data for caste Hindu, scheduled caste Hindu, scheduled tribe Hindu and Muslim responses
across sampl e villagesasimilar procedure was used. The following hypothetical example describes thisweighting
procedure, for caste Hindus and scheduled caste Hindus assuming that information is available for three villages:

Village % Family Planning from Householdsinterviewed % Family Planning

community file fromhousehddfile
e BT G G5 e | O
50% 30% 15 3 (B0(15=75 0.9
2 40% 25% 10 8 (.40)(10) = 4.0 2.0
3 45% 40% 8 5 (.45)(8)=3.6 2.0
33 16 15.1/33 = 45.8% 30.6% =49/16

7. Information for caste Hindus was collected separately for each of thelargest Hindu caste groupsin the village.
For the analyses in the present paper, these caste specific data are aggregated into one caste Hindu group.
8. Female age a marriage is defined as age at gauna (cohabitation) in the household survey. This effectively
puts alower limit of 13 on age at marriage as women in India do not begin to cohabit with their husbend until after
menarche.
9. The questions on idedl number of sonsin the community and household surveys are smilar but not identical:
Community survey "How many sons are generally
considered essential by members of your community?"
Household survey
"Inyour opinion, how many children should a couple have? How many sons and how many d
aughters?"
10. The question on the community questionnaire asked how common agricultura labour isamong womenin the
caste (or religion). Both the household and community questionnaires used the usud labour force concept Snceno
reference period was mentioned.

"About how many households from your community (i.e. caste or religion) are there in the village where at
least one woman works as an agricultural labourer to earn incomein cash or kind? (IF APPROXIMATE
NUMBER ISNOT POSSIBLE TO OBTAIN, USE FOLLOWING CODES)

Nong;

Very few (less than 5%);
Few (5-15%);

Some (16-35%);

Many (36-65%);

Most (66-85%);

Almost al/all (86+%)."

O wWwWN RO

The question on the household survey asked about:

(2) "usud mam occupation"; (2) "other second occupation”; and (3) "(IF OCCUPATION ISHOUSEWIFE OR
WORKS ON OWN FARM)". "Apart from these activities, do you or does she work for wage or salary ad
earning in cash or kind?"
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These community and household survey quesions are dmilar (dthough only the housshold survey  pedificaly
mentions nor+ agricuiturd wage employmatt, which in fait is rdativey unimportant for women in rurd Indig) but not
compleldy comparable since they ue different wording and both are ambiguous about whether unpaid work on the
family farm isincluded as a labour force activity — and an earlier study in Indiaby some of the authorsirdees
how vay sendtive reponsss are on femde labour force adiivity to the wording of the housshold aurvey  quetions—
expeddly for subdgtence type unpad family work. Nonethdess it is intereting to obsave how realts on femde
labour foroeactivity from these community and housshald survey quetions differ.

11. The sanstivity of femde labour force adtivity rate esimeates to the question used to didit responsss is Smilar to
findings from an ealie methodological study in India by some @ the authars where reported adult femde labour force
adtivity ranged from about 16 per oant to 93 per cant depending on how thelbour force quesionswere asked.
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