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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Introduction

The randomized impact evaluation of the Plhade¢he National Solidarity Programme (NSP

II) is a multyear study designed to quantify changesoss a broad ran@f indicators and
throughout the lifeycle of program implementaton n 250 o6tr eat ment vi | |
NSP and to compare these changes to those o
in NSP. In so doing, the evaluation will gte\a rigorous and disaggregated assessment of the
impacts of NSP on economic outcomes and the structure of governance and institutions at
different stages of program implementation. It is hoped that this information will be of use to

the Government of Afgmnistan, donors, and to civil society in providing an evidence basis for
future decisions concerning NSP.

Design

The evaluation methodology and instruments were developed under the supervision of the
advisory team and following consultatwitis donor repesentatives, Facilitating Partners (FPs),

and NSP senior management. The evaluation structure was designed with the following goals: to
accommodate the security and logistical constraints faced by implementing agencies; to build
capacity within the Govenent of Afghanistan with respect to the design and implementation

of rigorous impact evaluations; to provide evidesmeed recommendations on ways in which

the process of NSP implementation might be refined; and to provide estimates of program
impact thatare statistically unbiased, computationally transparent, and easily replicable by
external researchers.

In reflection of the dual function of NSP to both build representative structures of governance
and improve access to services and increase ecartmity¢ lecore outcomes of interest for

the study fall into two groups: (1) Social and Economic Outcomes and (2) Governance and
Institutions: Table57 below summarizes the core outcome indicators:

Table 1: Summary of Core Outcome Indicators

Social & Economic Outcomes Governance & Institutions

Consumption Governance Structures & Activities of Elites
Production Participation of Women in Governance
Assets Dispute Incidence

Capital Markets Interpersonal Trust

Access to Infrastructure Political Participation

Access to Services Attitude towards Governance Structures

! In addition, the study seeks to estimate the average impact of introduced variation in the method of CDC
elections and in the procedure by which projects are selected for NSP financing. The impact of this variation
will be assessed both in terms of theecoutcome indicators and prograpecific variables, such as the
composition of the CDC, the type of project selected, the legitimacy of the selected project, and contributions by
villagers to the project. For purposes of conciseness, the pregracificvariables used to evaluate the impact

of variation in the sulireatment interventions (STIs) are not discussed in this paper. Readers interested in
learning more about the STls are instead referred to the Methodology & Hypothesdagiagersed on Agir

13, 2008, and a report of the results of CDC election monitoring exercise, last revised on July 23, 2008. Both
reports are publicly available for download!atp://web.mit.edu/cfotiniiwwvyNSPIE/papers.html



http://web.mit.edu/cfotini/www/NSP-IE/papers.html

Questions pertaining to economic outcomes include: (i) What is the impact of NSP on access to
essential services and infrastructure?; (if) What is the impact of NSP on the average and variation
in the level of consumption and assets?; (iii) What is thet iofpNSP on the level and
diversification of villagevel production, agriculture, and other economic activities?; and (iv)
What is the impact of NSP on the incidence and function of borrowing. Questions pertaining to
institutions and governance inclu@eéWhat is the impact of NSP on structures and perceptions

of local governance?; (i) What is the impact of NSP on the participation of women on
governance?; and (iii) What is the impact of NSP on interpersonal trust and political
participation? It isxpected that further questions of interest will be added to reflect the specific
interests of stakeholders.

Data for the evaluation is to be provided by three rounds of household and focus group surveys,
beginning with a ©6bas stlandsepteraberrol2007 6follcsvednog ai c t e
6firsaupf el speng @009 after partial completion of program activities, and
concluded by-up Gueveryd fi ol Ifawl 2009 and spr
NSRfunded projects in treatntevillages.

Methodology

The methodology of the evaluation is structured around a comparison, over thtegyear

peri od, of changes in outcomes of i nterest
vill agesd. The 500 tr eat me hOtdistacts dBalkhpBaghlarp | v i |

Daykundi, Ghor, Herat, and Nangarhar provinces. The 10 districkeleeted based on size,

security conditions, the consent of the assigned FP, and the constraint that no villages in the
district had previously recei8P activities. The 10 districts provide what is considered to be

a representative sample of Afghanistands geo

Within each of the 10 evalwuation districts,
FP, wth the understanding that 25 of the 50 villages would be randomly selected for
participation in NSP and that the remaining 25 villages would form the control group and not
receive NSP until following the completion of the evaluation. Within each evdilstaitt, the
evaluation team used existing data to form
similar prereatment characteristics. A computer algorithm was then used to randomly select
one of each matched village pair to receive NSP.

Estimates of the impact of NSP will be based upon a comparison of changes in outcomes of
interest from the baseline and the follpwsurveys between the treatment and control groups.

As the 500 villages in the evaluation sample were randomly assignedhe #hément or

control groups, the pidSP characteristics of villages selected to receive NSP are, on average,
identical to outcomes of interest in those villages not selected to not receive NSP. Accordingly,
should any differences in the averagé &dveutcomes of interest arise between the 250
treatment villages and the 250 control villages, it can be assured that those differences reflect the
impact of NSP and not any differences in starting conditions between the treatment and control
villages.

Baseline Survey Instruments

The baselinesurvey was conducted during August and September of 2007 and consisted of the
administration of four separate survey instrunmgemnale household questionnaire, a male focus
group questionnaire, a female focus ggugstionnaire, and a female individual questionnaire
administered to participants in the female focus .grohpse four instruments were
administeredn each of the 500 treatment and control villages selected for inclusion in the
evaluationThe baselinmstruments are described in more detail below:



Male Household Questionnaire

The male household questionnaire colledi@@rmation on household consumption,
producti on, asset s, debt as well as attitud:e
trust; household political participation; attitudes towards women; and preferences for village
projects. The questionnaire was designed to survey 10 reselectdyd male heaafs

household in each sample village total number of male heafdhousehtm questionnaires
administered during the baseline survey was 4,895 across the 500 sample villages.

Male Focus Group Questionnaire

The male focus group questionnaivas designed to collect information about the village
infrastructure and availability ef\dces, local price levels, as well as elite perceptions of village
trust, community needs, and preferences for community projects. The questionnaire was
administered to a grogp menwho were village leaders and/or members ofitage council
Wherethe village had a functionallage councilenumerators were instructed to request the
participation of all of the regular members of the body in the focus group. In cases where the
village sharedwlage councwith a neighboring village, enumeratense instructed to request

the involvement of all members residing in the sample village and proximate anabagéf no
councilexisted in the sample village, enumerators were instructed to convene a meeting of the
village headman and other local pdwéders residing in the villagée total number of
individuals which participated in 8 male focus groups during the baseline surves;3@4s

Female Focus Group Questionnaire

The female focus group questionnagevers similar issues to thenale focus group
guestionnairéut also some specific questions pertaining to viosmmenr ol e i n t he ¢
participation in income generating activitiestla#id agency in determining how to spend the
income generated by theactivitiesGiven the sensitfies involved in interviewing women in

rural Afghanistan, female enumerators conducting the focus groups and subsequent interviews
were given discretion to decide the most appropriate means of selecting participants. The total
number of individuals whigarticipated in the female focus groups during the baseline survey
was %70in 496villages.

Female Individual Questionnaire

The female individual questionnaivas administered to the same participants as the female
focus group but was conducted on etorone basis. The questionnaire collected information
concerning consumption; attitudes towards the local and government authorities; village trust;
and preferences for village projects. fEngale individual questionnaiwvas administered to

3,398 women in 496 villages.

Results of the Baseline Survey

During August and September of 2007, the baseline survey was administered in the 500
treatment and control villagés.each village, 10 randoraBlected male heamfshouseblds

were surveyed, a focus group questionnaire was administered to leaders of the village and/or
members of the villag@unci] a focus group questionnaire was administered to females from
the leading families of the village, and each of the femalegfoapsparticipants were
interviewed individually. In total, nearly 13,000 people were interviewed during the baseline
survey. Although the baseline survey is, by definition, unable to provide information concerning
the impact of NSP, a number of interggsfindings were obtained from the survey and these are
described belounder the relevant sectional headings

GeneralCharacteristicsof Villages and Respondents



The collected information pertaining to village characteristics demonstrate that the 10 districts in
which the baseline survey was conducted differ significantly in terms of the size of villages, level
of migration, vehicular access, main and secondprggdas spoken, and in the prices of various
commodities, such as rice and tea. Villages across the ten districts appear to be relatively similar,
however, on the basis of household size, the number of households per dwelling, and in terms of
the price of bsic household items such as wheat, wheat flour, fertilizer, fuel, livestock, and labor.

The characteristics of respondents also demonstrate substantidistritttinariation in some

respects and a lack of such variation in others. The median atgaagrdphic structure of
respondents is relatively constant across districts, for instance, as is the demographic structure of
the households of respondents and the type of dwellings. In other respects, such as the
frequency by which respondents spealecand language, the educational attainment of
respondents and their ability to read a basic phrase of perform a basic calculation, as well as the
selfreported level of happiness of respondents, the differences between districts are substantial
and reporte in detail in the main body of this report.

Male focus group participants are, on average, five years older than male household respondents,
who are in turn three years older on average than female respondents. The survey finds that male
household respordts are generally hgppnd while female respondemts orbalance happy,

the incidence of extreme unhappiness is equal to that of extreme happiness. Thaleducation
attainment of respondentgyenerally low, extremely so in the case of female regpo¥idle
respondents ithe vast majority of districts are linguistically homogenous, a significant minority

of villages irthree districts (BalkiGhishte Sharif, and Gulrancontained respondents that

spoke different mother tonguds general, mle bcus group participants provided a good
crosssection of experienced, new, andmambers of village shura or jirga.

Economic Indicators

Despite some notable distlietel variationdiscussed in more detail in the main part of this

report the overalkample of villagegdture individuals with Idimancialmeans, and limited

access to electricity and water. The average surveyed household has very few assets and is ir
debt, with a considerable subsample of households borrowing money just to nhasictheir

food needs. This section provides an overview of the economic characteristics of the sample
including data on production, consumption, assets, economic shocks, debt as well as perceptions
of the present economic situation and future plans.

Across tle sample, agriculture is the predominant means of generating income. 49 percent of
male household respondents and 48 percent of male focus group respondentsaconsider f

to be their main incomé&nimal husbandry is the largest source of secondary income for
villages, while sources of tertiary income are diversified across the sample. Overall, 97 percent of
villages report a source of secondary income and 73 percent of villages a source of tertiary
income. Of the female respondents interviewed for the sample, 63 percent reported no
involvement in incormgenerating activitie1 the cases were women workaahtrol over

income earned through their activities was liméstilhhg with their husband family;less than

a quarter reportatiey had full autonomy over their income.

In terms of agricultural productionheat is the gdominant crop grown across almost all
districts.Overall, 76 percent of respondents report having access to agilenttueither as
farmers, owners, or sharecropp@msly 39 percent of farmers across the sample reported
cultivating crps during the most recent seastery few farmers in the sna¥fected districts

of Daulina, Khost Wa Firing, or Sang Takht cultivat@gl winter, while winter cultivation is
relatively common in the warmer districts of Balkh, Gulran, Hisarak, and $aenzexk
mostlygrow crops for home consumption, with only 15 percent reporting they sold a portion of



their crop following the mosecent harvesiThe sale of crops was relatively rare across the
sample, with only 15 percent of farmers doing so. The median revenues earned by farmers for
selling crops variedibstantially both within and across districts. Nearly 70 pepmeted tha

their produce was sold at a nerkather than to a middleman, with the location of markets
varying from distrietb-district. In the limited casefien produce was sold to a middleman, the
middlemen usually either originated from the same villagemothie district centers. The
proportion of farmers who reported they did not have a choice as oty sold their
produ@ was relatively low across the samplbe instances where such constraints were faced,
the most common reasoited vas the ldcof other buyers in the village, although a handful of
respondents reported that tivegreconstrained by the terms of a loan repayment or had been
compelled to sell to a particular individual.

The type of consumption to which the average household sample resorts is a direct
reflection of its limited financial resources. Expenditures on food are reported across the board,
with the median household spending $60 a month on food. 60 percent of households spent
money on clothing or transportation iattkame period. Only a small fraction of respondents
spent money on goods that are not bare necessities, such as phone charges or vehicle fuel.
Spending on education was relatively rare, covering just 10 percent of households. Spending on
social and religus obligations demonstrated significant variation both within and between
districts. Although only 7 percent of households reported spending on weddings, for instance,
those that did face such expenses bore a substantidiqabdy, nore than 97 peroe of
households claimed to have spent money on medical treatment or medicine in the past year, with
a median expenditure across the sample oft$¥0igh medical expenses are a reflection of the
rough living conditions that plague these areas.

In terms of assets, 85 percentre$pondents stated their householdealaither livestock or
poultry, assets that also serve as means of production. Though the vast majority of respondents
own a watch or radio (84% and 75% respectively), almost no on€'lmwnieddet” electrical
items, such as generators, refrigerators, or tele\aspedjctable outcome given the shortage
of electricity in the areas covered. An exception was cell phones, odiepgelgent of
surveyed households. As far as means gbara@ase concerned, only a quarter of households
own a motorbike and 2 percent a gamong agricultural implementgpeoximatelya quarter

of households acrossir sample claimed to own a plow angheelbarrow, and less than one
percent own a tractorThere were notable gender effects to asset owné&shgverageq0
percent of female respondents claimed tolmestock or poultras compared to 30 percent
who reportedwrership of land and 12 percent who claimed to own jeWelnyen very rarely
reported hawig full autonomy over the use or ith@ome generated these assets, which were
most commonlyacquired through dowry or inheritance and were jauethased by the
respondenterself.

Of the different forms of economic shocks that houdseHakted in the past year, food price
inflation was the most common, affecting 86 penfelnbuseholds across the samiglete

than a fifthof male household respondents reported that, in the past year, they always or usually
faced difficulty in meetindpe food needs of the household, while 45 percent reported they
rarely o never faced such difficultiédsfall in agricultural output was also a commonly reported
problem, affecting 73 percent of households overall. Deterioration in drinking wateoguantity
quality concerned 65 percent of responddteatively few households reported that a
household member had lost employment (5 percent) or experienced a reduction in salary (6
percent), but 81 percent of respondents did report the household had/&esatyaaffected by

illness. The incidence of conflict or problems arising from an influx of returning refugees were
rare problemss were cases of thefippbperty



Data from the baseline survey indicates that villagers in the evaluation distraette feoeels

of poverty. The average household income for the sample is estimated to be $139 per month,
varying from $81 per month in Adraskan in Herat to $233 in Sherzad in Nangarhar. To
supplement income, 48 percent of respondents reported borrowagfroansources outside

the household. The mean value of loans was $779, although again there was wide variance at the
district level, from $282 in Daulina in Ghor to $1,487 in Hisarak in Nangarhar. 45 percent of
respondents indicate that the primary mepof the loan was to purchase food, while 29
percent indicated that the money had been used to payment for medical treatment or purchase
medicine. As such, it appears that loans are generally taken smooth consumption following
economic shocks, rather théor investment.More than half of loans have no specific
repayment period assated with them andhé incidence of interest chargeserted by a

mere5 percent of borrowers.

Though the overall economic situation is dire, over the pastameagd to have remained

largely staticwith no sizable improving or deteriorating trei@s average, respondents
suggested that there was no notable change in the economic condition of their household in the
past year, with women generally beioge positie than men in their assessment of how living
conditions in the village had changed. Regardless of which group was being asked, the local
leadership was much more likely to be credited for a positive change than blamed for a negative
one, particularly amorige mal e r espondent s. As expected,
preclude them from elaborate future plans. Apart from a desire to visit the provincial capital, or
to make a pilgrimage to Mecca (expressed by over a half and over a third of respondents
respectively), few people (16% or fewer) plan to spend money on any consumer goods, be it a
cell phone, TV, car or motorcycle. The main exception seems to be a desire to improve their
dwelling in the next year, with 43 percent of respondents expressing iakensteps towards

that goal.

Access to Services

Respondents in the evaluation districts face limited access to services. Over 80 percent of
households reported drawing water from unsafe water sources, such as unprotected springs,
shallow open wellst ceservoirsThe time that household members, usually young girls in many
parts of Afghanistan, spend collecting water was reported by the vast majority of male household
as well as female respondents (over 90 percent) to takes less than an hour.

Only 14percent of households reported having access to electricity, although there is significant
variation in access between distriatsBalkh and Khost Wa Firing in Baghlan, approximately

35 percent of households had access to electricity, compare@ tpevognt in the districts of
Adraskan and Gulran in Herat and Daulina in Ghbrthe 14 percent of male household
respondents who reported having access to electricity, the most common source is micro
hydropower plants (63 percent), followed byétienal electrical grid (24 percent), and diesel
generators (11 percerfpurcesof electricityvary significantly betweattistrice. Whereas, 95

percent of electricity users in Balkh draw their power from the national grid, only two other
respondents amss the full sample claim to do so. For households that had access to electricity in
the past month, most had electricity on nearly all days of the month. The number of hours a day,
however, varied: 32 percent report having access of less thandb bhoarage over the past

month, whilell percentreported havingoetween 21 and 24 hours of electricity daily.
Overwhelmingly, male household and male focus group respondents believed that their
househol dds access to el ecyeariwth dpproximaety 90n o t C
percent of respondents reporting no change.

Access to health care was also found to be limited, with around 89 percent of respondents
reporting that there was no community health worker available to treat illnesses oftipeople in

Vi



villageln the aggregate, nearly half of respondents reported that, when persons in the village fall
ill, they are taken to a clinic for treatment. Roughly one in five of the respondents reported that
treatment by a doctor is most common, and arsimaitaber of people stated that treatment at a
hospital predominates. Across the full sample, approximately 10 percent of respondents reported
that there is no source of medical treatment for people in the village who fall ill. Across the full
sample, 1219 percent of respondents reported that such a health worker was available to treat
men in the village and 27 percent of respondents claimed that a health worker was available,
either within the village or to travel to the village, at any time afytbe might. Female doctors

or midwifes appear to be rarely available across the villages in the sample, with 85 percent of
female respondents reporting that no female doctor or midwife was available. When asked
whether they would take a sick daughtemtala doctor in the event that a female doctor or
nurse was not available, 74 percent responded in the affirmative. Medical treatment is most
commonly administered in the district center, with only 4 percent reporting it would be provided
in the village. @erall, a littlanore than half of theemale respondents reportédt they or

another female in théiouseholdad fallen ill in the past montbf those respondents who did

report that an illness had occurred, 57 percent reported that the perdom ilin#kss or injury

had received treatment. Female respondents who reported that they or another female in the
household had fallen ill or been injured and had not been treated most commonly explained that
this was due to the high cost of treatment (B2p#g, or the fact that the location of treatment

was too far away (25 percent).

Overall, 43 percent of male focus groups and 49 percent of female focus groups reported their
village has a boys, girls, or mixed school. Unsurprisingly, villages asevapl¢hevere less

|l i kely to have a girlsoé6 school than either
groups and 90 percent of male focus groups reported that their village contained no school
which teaches girls exclusively and 88 percenerkfiwat their village did not have any female
teachersFemale respondents who reported that some of their children do not attend school
cited the lack of a school close to the village as the main reason (72 percent of respondents).
When asked to considehether the number of children from the village attending school had
increased, decreased, or stayed the same relative to last year, G4 pwieehiousehold
respondentgeportedan increase, while 29 percent reported that it had stayed the same.
Increases in school attendance were most frequently attributed to the parents of the children
concerned (50 percent), followed by actions of the village leaders (34 percent). Just 7 percent of
respondents felt that actions of the central government were thehimdrease in school
attendance and only 4 percent cited the work efjomernmental organizations. Similarly, both

male focus group and female respondents perceived an increase in the amount of boys attending
school over the past year. Overall, 78&epéerof male focus group respondents and 63 percent

of female respondents reported an increase, while 28 percent of male focus group respondents
and 28 percent of female respondents reported no change. A lesser proportion of both male
focus group and fereal r espondents perceived that girl sc
57 percent of male focus group respondents and 51 percent of female respondents reporting
such. 38 percent of male focus group respondents and 43 percent of female respondents
repored that they had observed no change. In accordance with the answers provided by male
household respondent s, mal e focus group resp
girl sé school attendance bet weskEmn4lpaece)nsds ( 4:
percent of female respondents reporting a positive change in the number of girls from the village
attending school attribute the change to village leaders, while 27 percent credit the parents of the
girls themselves.

95 percenbf mde focus group and female respondents reported that there are no vocational
trainings offered in their communities. According to male focus group and female respondents,
over 70 percent of the courses offered are reading and writing courses, witmthg beingj
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roughly evenly split among courses in handicrafts, carpet weaving, or carpentry. In villages where
no literacy courses are offered, 86 percent of male respondents and 91 percent of female
respondentstated thatvomen cald participate in vocatial trainings if they were to be

offered in their villag&lale focus group and female respondents who did not believe women
would be able to participate in vocational trainings, if they were offered in the village stated that
it was because women simgity not have the time to participate in them (50 percent and 36
percent respectively). Following a lack of time, the opposition of husbands or other male family
members was the next most commonly cited response (19 percent and 30 percent respectively).
46 percent of male respondents and 76 percent of female respondents stated that they would be
willing to attend a vocational training course in the next year. Literacy courses were the most
preferred course (42 percent of respondents), followed by carpet) W22 percent) and a
handicrafts course (20 percent).

Governance and Institutions

In most districts, the leading role in making decisions on behalf of the community is played by
village heads and tribal elders, who also play the leading role inrutekiagd resolving
disputes. Across the sample, 74 percent of male household respondents that there is no one who
is responsible for providing emergency assistance to villagers, while a similar proportion had
difficulty citing any authority responsible fooviding loans to villagers, or sponsoring
developing projects in the village. When asked which authority is most responsible for providing
protection to the village, a plurality of respondents replied that the government is most
responsible. A high deg of variation was observed in regard to the authority responsible for
managing the villageds water r eeSbauifftoeam®st | n K
popular answer among male head of household respondemiserawhile in Sherzadasy

Takht, and Daulina, village elders were reported as being responsible for managing the village
water resources by a plurality of respondents.

The overwhelming majority of villages in the sample either have their own village council or
share a councilithh another village. Within the sample of male household respondents, 70
percent reported that their village has its own council, 16 percent that it has a shared council with
neighboring village(s), with only 14 percent reporting that their villagetdwase reo council.

Councils appear to be relatively rare in Balkh, where 33 percent of male household respondents
and 38 percent of male focus group respondents reported that their village neither has its own
council nor shares a council with another @illsigle household and female respondents were
asked whether they or a family member had attended the past meeting and 35 percent of male
household respondents and 47 percent of female respondents said that this was so. Across the
ten districts, 21 perceot male household respondents and 49 percent of female respondents
reported that they or a member of their household were members of the village council.

Results from the baseline survey indicate that women have a limited role in village governance,
butthat this does not generally reflect the preferences of villagers. Although 71 percent of female
respondents stated that they were generally happy with the work of thikafpeaouncibr

village leader92 percent responded that tbeuncilor village leaders had done nothing for
women within the past year and 91 percent responded that there was no formal role by which
women could patrticipate in the villagencil When female interviewees were asked if they
believed women should be allowed to b&cpmte in thecounci] 70 percent of women
interviewed stated that they believed that women should be granted membership and 86 percent
stated the believed women should have a separatectemaleWhen male heaxf-household
interviewees were askbeeé same questions, only 43 percent stated that they believed women
should be allowed to fully participate, but 85 percent expressed support for a separate female
council

viii



The main worki/illage coundlor localleadershiappears to beispute resolutiomlthough32

percent of male household respondents, 41 pafc&male respondents, and 23 percent of

male focus group respondemisortedthattheir council or leaders did nothofgmportance in

the past yeaA comparatively small 23 percent of riwales group respondents reported that

their council or leaders did nothing of importance in the past year, while 40 percent reported
dispute mediation as the primary activity and a further 24 percent cited development projects as
the main work in the pagtar. When asked about the work that they would prefer the council or
leaders to do in the coming year, male household respondents were split between drinking water,
health and educational projects, electricity, roads and bridges, and irrigationerBhef ameshe

focus group respondents followaesimilar pattern, whereas the female respondents were much
more likely to support works that were aimed at improving access to drinking water. Overall, the
majority of respondents expressed satisfaction wittrnp@nce of village council or local
leadership and seemed reasonably confident that village leaders act in the interest of the villagers.
Female respondents were more critical, with 36 percent of respondents in Daulina and 31
percent in Sherzad reportitingit the village leaders do not act in the interest of the villagers.
Among the actions that caused dissatisfaction of the respondents the most important were
dispute mediation and corruption.

Civil disputes appear to be relatively common in the vitlatpessample, with 61 percent of

male household respondents and 50 percent of male focus group respondents reporting that
there was at least one dispute in the village during the past year. Across the ten districts, Farsi
and Sherzad seem to have thet inequent incidence of disputes, whereas Balkh and Gulran
tend to have much fewer. Approximately 85 percent of male household and male focus group
respondents claimed that disputes in their village were successfully resolved, with villages
headmen and bal leaders being the most frequently cited authorities providing dispute
mediation. When asked whether the views of women are ever considered during dispute
resolution 50 percent of female respondents reported that it is never the case, and only 7 percent
said that the views of women are always considered.

Economic, Social, and Political Development

Male household respondents were found to have a high degree of knowledge of political
structures and personalities and highegatirted level of politicaMolvement. For instance, 98
percent of male household respondents correctly identified the President of Afghanistan and 51
percent could correctly narane or more of their provireéMember of Parliament. Across the

full sample, 89 percent of male houkkmhespondents claimed to have voted in the 2005
parliamentary election and 91 percent claimed to have voted in the 2004 presidential election. 88
percent of male household respondents said they would vote in the next parliamentary election
and 91 percerstaid they would vote in the next presidential election. Radio is the main source of
news and information for the majority of respondents, accounting for 74 percent of male
household respondents, 42 percent of female respondents, and 73 percent osrgedeifocu
respondents.

When compared to a range of different authorities and institutional actors, male household
respondents reported that they hold tribal elders in the highest regard, with 92 percent of
respondents claiming that they usually take atlien® accordance with the interests of all
villagers. Respondents also seemed to hold the President and agents of the central government in
relatively high regard as well, with only 20 percent and 22 percent of respondiivesyrespe
reported that thee authorities only acted in their own interests. The village council was also held

in high regard, with 67 percent of respondents saying that its members acted ssthefinter

all, while commanders fared the worst of the various institutional \aittois]l percent of
respondents saying they acted only in their own interests.



Across the full sample, very few respondents reported that taxes are usually paid by people in the
village. When asked whether taxes should be paid by people in the yitagent36f male
household respondents and 47 percent of male focus group respondents replied in the
affirmativeln response to a question abatiom taxes should be paid to, 87 percent of male
household respondents and 83 percent of male focus groupleespstated that taxes should

be paid to the central government, rather than other entities such as provincial governors, district
administrators, or village councils. The rate of taxation that respondents thought most
appropriate was relatively low, Bear, with a median of 3 percent in the male household
sample and 2 percent in the male focus group sample.

Prior to the initiation ofhe National Solidarity ProgrammSP, villages in the evaluation

sample seemed to be poorly served by other projects, with only 4 percent of villages having a
development project in operatiétrojects tend to cover a wide range of areas, with projects
pertaining to drinking water, roads bridges, and agriculture all being mentioned, but seem to

be mainly sponsored by NGOs, with anlyaction ofespondents saying timaojects in their
villageare sponsored by the central governnietarestingly47 percent of male household
respondets, 10 percent of female respondents, and 60 percent of male focus group respondents
claimed to have heard tife National Solidarity ProgramnNSP, even though no NSP
activities had yet been commenced in the evaluation districts. There was sign#itant v
between districts, however. In Sherzad in Nangarhar, over 80 percent of respondents claimed to
have heard of NSP, while in the remote districts of Gulran in Herat and Sang Takht in
Daykundi, less than 20 percent had heard of NSP.

In order to informwhether suprojects implemented by NSP are reflective of the preferences

of villagers, the baseline survey sought to obtain detailed information concerning which types of
subprojects respondents felt were most needed by the village. The resultshadicate
head=f-household and female respondents believe that clean drinking water facilities are of
primary importance, followed by schools, and health facilities. Projects focused on irrigation and
roads and bridges were of high importance to nsdendents, both at the household and

focus group level, but were of lesser importance to female respondents Interestingly, only 10
percent of male focus group respondents, 6 percent of male household respondents, and 7
percent of female respondents comsii@lectricity to be the highest priority project. Other
projects, such as training courses, provision of agricultural seeds, machinery, or livestock, were
rarely cited as priorities by responddfgmale respondents were also asked which type of
projecs would most benefit the women of the village, in response to which, female respondents
cited mainly vocational training courses or ingamerating activities in areas such as carpet
weaving, handicrafts, and needlecraft.

In response to a question asatoether they would be willing to entrust a fellow villager to
collect money for them, 84 percent of male household respondents, 69 percent of female
respondents, and 90 percent of male focus group respondents replied in the affirmative.
Respondents werexteasked whether they had ever entrusted a fellow villager with money.
Across the sample, 50 percent of male household respondents, 28 percent of female respondents
and 66 percent of male focus group respondents reported they had dMkethiasked

wheter people in their village generally help one another, 91 percent of male household
respondents, 81 percent of female respondents, and 93 percent of male focus group respondents
said that they thought villagers generally did. Finally, villagers wemhetslezdhey believed

people in their village work better together in small groups compared to working together as a
village. Overall, 52 percent of male household respondents, 62 percent of female respondents,
and 85 percent of male focus group respesd@mtended that cooperation was indeed better
among smaller groups.



Women appear to have relatively little deemaking authority in the villages surveyed across

the ten districts, particularly in regard to questions with a financial dimensieth tattdoem.

In decisions pertaining to the purchase of food or the taking out of loans, for instance, very few
women reported that they are even consulted prior to a decision being made. Female
respondents were more likely to report that they are comsukgdrd to questions pertaining

to the marriage or education of their children, but such respondents were still firmly in the
minority across the sample. Women in Sang Takht and Hisarak appear to have a much greater
degree of involvement in decisinakng than in other districts, with women in Adraskan, Farsi,

and Sherzad having relatively little. Overall, the most common reason women leave their house
is to collect water, wood, or scrap, with 68 percent of respondents across the sample reporting
that hey had done this in the past month. Across the ten districts, just over a quarter of
respondents reported that they regularly leave the house without company, with 27 percent
reporting that a young child is their common company when leaving the h@iseendnt

reporting that their husband usually accompanies them. Women in Sang Takht were by far the
most likely to say they regularly leave their house without company, while women in Adraskan,
Farsi, and Sherzad were the least likely. Female respmadeatso asked whether they wear a
burga ¢hadgrwhen walking outside the home. 19 percent of women indicated they wear neither

a scarf nor a burga, 30 percent indicated they wear a scarf only, 14 percent said they sometimes
wear a burqga, and 37 petadaimed they usually or always wear a burga. Relatively few women

in Sang Takht indicated they wear either a burga or a scarf, while almost all respondents in Balkh
indicated they do so. 79 percent of female respondents indicated that it is commognfar wo

their village to socialize with women outside of their family, with respondents in Daulina, Farsi,
and Sherzad being relatively less likely to report this and respondents in Balkh and Sang Takh
being relatively more likely.

Challenges Faced

Due to severe weather conditions and lethgeranticipated mobilization schedules, CDC
elections and sytroject selection procedures were delayed in a number of districts. As a result,
the monitoring othe suktreatment interventionand the collectmof the reinterview dat&o

be used to verify the baseline survey, dg@nned a longer time ipdr than originally
anticipated, witthe collection ofe-interviewdatacompletecnlyin May 2008.

In addition, the processing of theseline survey datas delayed significardlye topressures

imposed orthe Vulnerability Analysis Unit (VAb}ythe parallel administration of the 2087

National Risk andufherability Assessment (NRYA)th the baseline survey dataset only being
provided to the evadtion team in early 2008 and only then in a raw asldaned state. A data

entry team was subsequently recruited to clean the baseline survey dataset, with the evaluation
team coding the dataset and providing preliminary findings in the interim.

The evhuation team received the cleaned baseline survey dataset from the data entry team in
lateMay 2008, and the-irerview dataset in early June. The delay in obtaining the latter has
stemmed primarily from delays in NSP mobilization in three of theiewvalisticts and the

decision to save on resources by combining CDC election monitoring with the administration of
the baseline fiaterviews.

In order to ensure accurate collection and expeditious processing of the NSip &llveys,

the Trust Funddr Statistical Capacity Building (TFSCB) and Institutional Development Facility
(IDF) of the World Bankas provided/AU with $535,000 in capacity building funding to
purchase data processing equipment ratidnalize their capacity for survey desigd
administration It i's intended that VAUOGS , gnd a telatedi pat i
evaluation of the National Emergency Rural Access Project (NERABYilavitapacities

Xi



necessary to allow VAU to design and implement rigorous evaluation®pigengrograms
for the Government of Afghanistan and the donor community.

Next Steps

As of November 2008, CDC elections and-psaject selection procedures have been
completed in the 10 evaluation distriidt® evaluation team plans to undertake rgtedilow

up survey occurring accessible districts in Jan2&§9, with a second follay survey to be
conducted in the fall of 2008.early December 2008, members of the evaluation team plan to
hold a workshop in Kabul with representatives oGtheernment of Afghanistan, Facilitating

Partners (FPs), World Bank, and other stakeholders to finalize and reach consensus on the set of
outcome indicators on which NSP will be evaluated.
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RANDOMIZED IMPACT EVALUATION OF
AFGHANI STANOS MSALMDARNAROGRAMME
(NSP)

BASELINE SURVEY REPORT

Andrew Beath Fotini Christia” Ruben EnikolopoV!

December 132008

Introduction

The National Solidarity Programme (NSP) is a comrduiniéyn development (CDDitiative

in Afghanistan which creates direekycted Community Development Councils (CDCs) and
disburses grants for development projects proposed by CDCs. The economic, institutional, and
social impastof NSP arebeing assessed &dyandomized impaetvaluatiorwhich compaes

changes in outcomes of I nterest bet ween 250
6control vi | | ag e s?@atanfortthe pvaluation is to e dravided byithnee N S P
rounds of household and focus group sujvey e gi nni ng with a O6ébasel

August and September of -uZp0 0s7ur vieoyldl oiwe df alyl a
2009 after partial compl etion of pupgsuwrmnmv eayxd
in fall 2009 amh spring 2010 after the completion of M@&Rled projects in treatment villages.

To the extent feasible, enumerators administering-tgl@urveys will saterview the same
individuals sampled during the baseline survey, providing a rich panel dataset.

The purpose of this report is to describe pertinent methodological considerations and present
summary statistics from the baseline s@irVag. survey was conducted during August and
September of 2007 and consisted of the administration of four sepaegténstrumentd a

male heaof-household questionnaire, a male focus group questionnaire, a female focus group
guestionnaire, and a female individual questionnaire administered to participants in the female
focus groupd in each of the 500 treatment ammhtrol villages selected for inclusion in the

SThe authorsoé gratefully acknowledge support from t
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the South Asia Sustainable Development unit of the
World Bank. Data colleain for the study is being undertaken with support from the Ministry of Rural
Rehabilitation and Development (MRRD) of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan through a grant foilRlfiase

the National Solidarity Programme provided by the International Dpwent Association (IDA) of the World

Bank. Please sdutp://web.mit.edu/cfotini/www/NSPE for further information and materials pertaining to the
study.

" Consultant, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FA®)D. Student Department of
Government, Harvard Universifpeath@fas.harvard.efu

AConsultant, FAO / Assistant Professiiassachusetts Institute of Technologfofini@mit.edy

Y Consultant, FAO / Assistant Professdgw Economic Schoolé¢nikolopov@nes.iu

2 The 500 villages selected for insion in the evaluation are located in 10 districts in the provinces of Baghlan,
Balkh, Daykundi, Ghor, Herat, and Nangarhar. Figure 1 below provides a physical overview of the districts in
which the evaluation is being conducted.

® This report was precededy a report on the methodology and hypotheses of the evaluation, last revised on
April 13, 2008, and a report of the results of CDC election monitoring exercise, last revised on July 23, 2008.
Both reports are available for downloadtatp://web.mit.edu/cfotini/www/NSPE/papers.html
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evaluation. Data collected during the baseline survey spanned 4,895 rudibdusati®lds,
489 male focus groups, 493 female focus groups, and 3,515 individual female respondents.

The report is dividedtm 7 sections: Section Il describaskground information on NSBcal
governanceatructuresn Afghanistanand the stugySection Il providea brief overview of

how districts andiillages were selected for inclusion in the evaluation; Section IV discusses the
survey instruments and provides information concerning the sampling of individual respondents
and focus groups; Section V presents summary statistics from the baselifoe theveye
indicators will follow; Section VI presents the results of -theeréew procedure which was
usedo assess the veracity of the baseline data; and Section VII concludes.



Il . Background

The following sectiongrovide background information to the research project, detailing the
treatment I(.1 & National Solidarity Programme [NSP]), the existing structures for local
governance in rural Afghanistan, and a broad overview of the study.

.1 National Solidarity Programme (NSP)

Inspired by the success of commudityen development (CDD) programs in other -post
conflict environments, NSKas launched in June 2003 to build reptasve istitutions for

local governancand to alleviate poverty through improving access of wultagesto
infrastructure anttaining® In participatingillagesNSP mandates the creatiormd€ommunity
Development Council (CDChrbugh a secreballot election which is then accorded
responsibility foproposingprojectsto the NSP office. Provided the proposals meet basic
guidelines, NSP disburses block grangsto a combined value of $200 per household and a
community maximum 068,046 for project implementation

Table 1: Projects Financed by NSP by Sector January 20, 2008

Agriculture 20 0% Power 4,972 15%
Education 4,312 13% Public Buildings 22 0%
Emergency Response 10 0% Rural Development 610 2%
Health 85 0% Transport 7,146 22%
Irrigation 5179 16% Water Supply and Sanitation 7,873 24%
Livelihood 2,154 7%

Source{(Islamic Republic of Afghanistan: Ministry of Rural Rehabilitation and Development (MRRD), 2008)

Financing for NSP is provided by World Bank grants, the Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust
Fund (ARTF), the Japanese Social Development Fund, and a variety of bilaterahdonors.
program i s execut ed by Afghani st aebopnsent Mi ni s
(MRRD), vith program implementation undertaken2Bynternational and domestic NGOs,

known as Facilitating Partners (FPS)F Ps ar e a wamodbeidl iczoendt rcaoccmnsu nt
districts which arassignetb FPsthrough competitive bidding.

NSPimplementation in participating communigegenerally structured around a project cycle
comprising five phases, with a collective duration of between two and three years

1 Phase I FP assigned to the district contacts seledl@desto provide
informationabout the policies and procedures of NSP. Leadeastitcipating
villagesre asketb consento the implementation &§SPin their village

* (Chandran, Esteves, Fall, Fan, Ladd, & Sun, 2006; National Solidarity Programme, Z@96)SP is known

in Dari asHanbastagi Milliand in Pashtu aMilli Pawastoonand was preceded by a smaller program
implemented by UNMHABI TAT between 1995 and 2001 which facilit:
f orumso t ha t-scalenseHiniiiative grajectsitsatedtéssed urgent urban community infrastructure
mai nt enance and(Affpltep Nowrg Sawaym, & rBleresttias 8006¥or background on CDD
programs and an evaluation of their effectiveness as a vehicle for deliverglgpieent assistance, s@¥orld

Bank Operations Evaluation Department, 2005)

® In order to be eligible for participation, villages must contain at least 25 families, although villages with less
than 25 families may opt taapticipate in NSP in cooperation with neighboring villages, provided that the total
number of families is 25 or more. In this case, the combined villages will elect a single(N&@iGnal
Solidarity Programme, 2006)



1 Phase II. FP facilitates sectedllot, universauffrage election to establish the
Community Development Council (CDC). These elections, and the registration
process which proceeds them, must be conducted fedectibneeringind
campaigning.Following the ektion,a CDC president, epuy president,
secretary, andeasurer are elected by CDC

1 Phase lll: CDC consults with members of the communitgampile a list of
priority projectsin aCommunity Development Plan (CDP), a number of which
are selected byelCDCto submit to NSP for fundingEPs are expected to
provide technical assistance where necessary to help CDCs prepare the CDP,
develop project proposals, and to help CDC members develop skills in
accounting, procurement, contract managément

1 Phase I\ Upon approval, block grardee disbursed to villagescover the
purchase of materiasad services. CDC undertagsgect implementation and
reports to the commusgion progress and use of funds, WRIs and NSP staff
monitoring the project complati process

1 Phase VY Program partners assess the technical qualitsnpfetecrojects and
document lessons learned.

On March 31, 200The first phase of NS€bncludd, at which stage7,200villagesn 279 of
Afghanistad s 3 9 8 dparscipated i the prdgraad a total cost of $441 millidrinere

is no precisestimate of the total number wflagesn Afghanistan, but the NSP office has
expressed its intention to mobilmeadditionall 7,450villagesPresently, phase two of NSP
proceeding with an interim goal of mobili800 newillagesover the course of 2 years.

2,0000f theseare 0 c at egdo iinng 60 odni s t r villagegprevipuslimobdized)and nt ai n
2,300arelocatedn 746 newd di st r i c aisanyiladesnobhizedbydNSP).Due c on't
to funding limitations facing the NSP program, the numhaliagfes o b e mobi |l i zed
districtsis capped at 40.

Structures of Local Governance iRural Afghanistan

Af ghani st an ¢nfliotsandreguwent segimpeackanges have endoesdountry

with diverseand overlappingtructures of rural governance. Prior to 1973, traditional power
structures governed rural villages with scant interference from a weak central gdvernment.
However, since themumerous attempts have been made by the state to extend power and

® The inten t of this is to prevent the elections from fon
el ect i o 1fAffoitee, Noolti,tSawnyz, & Shrestha, 2006)\ccording to the NSP Operational Manual,
f{p]rohibition of candidature and electioneering is critical to reduce the likelihood of elite capture and

i nt i mi(Affalteri NooripSawayz, & Shrestha, 2006)

’ Project proposals which are eligible for funding under the NSP span thevifalcereas: transportation
infrastructure (roads, bridges, culverts), irrigation infrastructure (canals, small check dams), water supply and
sanitation (drinking water wells, standpipes), power (migrdropower, solar panels, diesel generators), public
buildings (schools, health clinics, public baths), training (vocational education, literacy). Subproject proposals
are approved provided they are on the list of eligiblemolects, are proposed by a CDC and endorsed through

a communitywide consultation focess, provide equitable access, are technically and financially sound, include

an operation and maintenance plan, are funded by the community up to a level exceeding 10 percent of the total
cost, and are supported by a commitment to transparency byptbéNational Solidarity Programme, 2006)

8 (Kakar, 2005)

° (Kakar, 2005)



Im.3.

ideology from Kabul deep into the provinces, each bestowing their own legacy on rural
governanc¥.

Kakar (2005)provides a thorough overview of the galaxy of Afghan local powerholders.
Tradtionally,Malik or Arbabgy 6 vi | | age headmend) , who are ge
served as the main interlocutor between village and government, also solving community
disputes. Where land is distributed particularly unequally, large landoaweragKhanor
Zamindamay also possess significkeiactgower on account of their economic wealth. In
villages where water resources are of particular economic signifidaeabisaappointed to

manage the local water supply and irrigatie@ensg/sReflecting the role of Islam, religious
leaders (known ashaullahor Ulempare bestowed authority and are commonly called upon to
adjudicate disputes. Local powerholders and elders are generally brought togetiviitagea pan
council, known asjagain Pashtun regions andluralsewhere. Such councils ordinarily only
meet following the development of a problem, such as a land dispute or a breakdown in intra
communal relations, or to perform funeral or wedding ceremonies, or receive igusstssnt

The civil and political turmoil that has consumed Afghanistan over the past generation has
predictably left its mark on structures of rural governance. Land reforms undertaken by
communist administrations in the 1970s and 1980s commonly reghkeappointment ci
newMalik or Arbaband a reshuffling of village hierarcHi&gese appointments were, however,
undermined by the insurgency which develégkaving the Soviet invasion in 1979. Rural
communities opposed to the Soviets appointed nog@hedeas commanders, who were
charged with organizing and arming ocadres
¢ o mmathSubstantial financial resoureesl materiel were channeled to commanders,
enhancing their political standing considefablipwing the conclusion of the civil war in 1996,

the ascendanfalibanregime complicated the governance structure floyhestallingnew
commander¥,

Despitethe superimposition of these structures of governance, traditional local institutions are
considered to remain dominant in many aedsare to some extent, threatened by NSP; as a
result they have at times posed active resistance to program impedientati

Overview of Study

The studyseeks t@xaminghe impact othe NSP prograron the quality of governance and
institutionsand on measures of social aeconomic wédre'® The empiricalstrategyis to

10 (Kakar, 2005)

1 (Affolter, Noori, Sawayz, & Shrestha, 2006; Kakar, 2005)

12 (Kakar, 2005)

13 (Affolter, Noori, Sawayz, & Shrestha, 2006)

14 (Kakar, 2005)

15 As recounted byKakar, 2005) some local poweholders have occasionally publicly opposed NSP, claiming

that it is aKhalgi (Communist Party) program or is intended to convert people to Christianity. A number of FPs
have, upon attempting implement NSP, been presented by local authorities with a list of leaders to compose
the CDC.FPs mostly resisted such interference and where elections were held, FPs reported that those elected to
the CDC often did not include people on such lists. Inesoases, local powdrolders who failed to gain office

refused to accept the results of CDC elections, and in at least one case, resorted to violence in protest. Such
problems have generally been resolved with recourse to regional office holders, sstficaauthorities, or by

holding a second CDC electioBome FPs have also mollified concerns of peladers by defining the

function of CDCs in terms of project delivery, ratigan general local governan@éakar, 2005)

16 SeeTable57 below for a summary of core outcome indicators



comparghe average chan@ outcomes of interastn a 0t r ed 25@vidlagds wigch o u p &
receive NSP with the average ckang n out comes of i oftqual sizzt i n
which do not receive NSP until after the conclusion of the'si¥ithin the sample, villages

were assigned randgmntb the treatment or control growging a procedure discussed in
Appendix Ilbelow® In addition, the studseeks t@xamine the impact of the two alternative

CDC election methods and project selection procedures on both the aforementioned set of
indicabrs and others specific to the progtaithe assignment of thee t woeatndestu b

i nt er v was donerandoinly andindependentlyfacilitating the estimation dfoth
individual andéhteraction effects.

From the popul ation of 74 6newd NSP district
of 2007,10 districts across 6 provinces in Afghanist@ae selected to form the samplee

districts displayed irFigure 1 below, are: Adraskan (Herat); Balkh (Balkh)htehiSharif

(Herat); Daulina (Ghor); Farsi (Herat); Gu(tderat); Hisarak (Nangarhar); Khost Wa Firing
(Baghlan); Sang Takht (Daykunaiig Sherzad (Nangarhdn).each of the 10 districtSQ

villages were selected by participatinddffsclusion in the studylin the 500villageselected

for inclusion irthe study a panel dataset of randomly selected male heads of houselstild, as

as focus groups with local male and female community, lisatddvsconstructedTwo follow

up surveys are planned, which will attemptitttessziew the same individuals surveyed during

the baseline survéy.

7 Ethical concernswith randomizationparticularly of social programs, are sometimes raistmivever,when

programs such as the NSP faesource constraintlat restrict themumber ofvillagesthat can be mobilizedt

any given time, randoiration may in fact be the fairest means of deteimg program participatiomas the

probability of anyvillage receivingthe progranis equalized

8 The opportunity to randomly assign NSP within the sample was provided for by financial constraints,
discussed above, which limited the number of villageghvbould be mobilized by NSP to 40 in each of the 74
Onewd districts. However, this empirical strategy al :
di stricts could be selected to t hoasnnimdmo$@Ssrilages.s among
“The t wor edasturbe nt lhavetaleeadpeemexecutedarsl & comprehensive set of monitoring data

has beerollected concerning their implementati¢ior more on theespectivedatasets and repsrtplease refer

to theevaluation website ahttp://web.mit.edu/cfotini/www/NSPE/

20 The methods for selecting sample districts and villages are described in dgaitiom I11below.

2 Methods of data collection aregteibed in detail in Sectioband Appendix | below.
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11l . Sample?

The selection of the sampgta the study proceeded in two stages. First, 10 districts were
selected from the approximately 398 districts in Afghanistan to be includedtudythe
Secondly, 50 villages were selected from the list of villages in each of the 10 sampleadistricts.
procedure for making selecting the districtshendllages is described below.

Selection of Sample Districts

The selection of districts was guided by three main considerationst élvyd NS PR2)Di st r i
Security; and (8)inimum of 65 VillageEachof these considerations is described in turn:

1 6Newd NSP:Inider tofaciltate @n experimental design, sample districts
were selected exclusively from the 74 0&ne
prior to March 31, 200Tn these 746 n edwtéicts, financial constraints at the
commencement of NSPlimited the number of villages that could be mobilized by
NSP to 40Due to the fact that the number of villages in districts often exceeds 40,
the limitation on NSP activities in newtrgits implied that allocation of the
program would be rationed through some mech&hiEms, and the lack of any
reliable data sources to assess the relative needs of villages within villages, facilitated
the opportunity to introduce a randomized meshafor assigng the program
within some of h e 7 MSPdistrietsv 0

2. Security During the time of the planning of the baseline survey, security conditions
in many parts of Afghanistan were deteriotd®educing the security risk to those
involved inprimarydata collection wdkusa paramountonsideratiofn selecting
sample districts for the stue cur ity concerns eliminated
districts from consideration for inclusion in the baseline $tirvey

3. Minimum of 65 Villages The procedures for the study devised by the evaluation
teamrequested th&Ps operating in sample districts select one group of 50 villages
for indusion in the impact evaluati@i which 25 would be randomly stde for
participation in NSPand another gup of 15 villages which woute excluded
from the evaluation, but to which could be guaranteed participation in NSP.
Accordingly, only districts with 65 villages or more were eligible for inclusion in the
evaluatonof t he 74 06 n e wsbictsNretRhisdrites.t r i ct s, 23 di

The evaluation team identified 11 ©6énewd NSI
activities and which were deemed, with reasonable certainty, to contain at least 65 villages. Of
these 11 districts, one was not contraicteal FP at the latter planning stages for the NSP
baseline surveYhus, the three criteria employed effectively selected the 10 sample districts,
which areshown inFigurel below

% This section summarizes a more detailed discussion presented in Section IV.1 of thedégplthe

Methodology Paper available &ttp://web.mit.edu/cfotini/www/NSPE

% According to the village listing provided to the authors by the Central Statistics Office (CSO), the mean
number of wvillages in the 74 6newd NSP districts is ¢
#“The security situation of each of t he theXunérabilitywé NSP ¢
Analysis Unit (VAU), which was contracted to implement the baseline survey for the study and which has
unparalleled experience in conducting households surveys in Afghanistan through the administration of the

2003, 2005, and 20608 Natbnal Risk and Vulnerability Assessments (NRVA). In addition, FPs provided

additional information on the security of districts for which they were contracted.
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Figure 1: Ten Sample Districts
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Note:Boundaries of 10 sample districts are marked in red; provincial boundaries in pink; major rivers in lighstolae; ¢
capitals with small blue stars; and Kabul with a large black star

Thel0di stricts provide a reasonably balanced
diversity, subject to the constraints imposeditvgntsecurity conditions. The 10 districts cover

the western (Adraskan, Faed Gulran), central highlands (GhiSharif, Daulina, and Sang

Takht), northern (Balkh), nordfastern (Khost Wa Firing), and eastern (Hisarak and Sherzad)
regions, leaving southern Afghanistan as the only major region not included in the sample. The
10 districts also provide a reasodimglstcy repr
diversity, with five predominantly Tajik districts (Adraskan;eC8Istrif, Gulran, Daulina, and

Khost Wa Firing), four predominantly Pashtun districts (B&dksi, Hisarak, and Sherzad), and

one predominantly Hazara district (Sang TaRhtkh and Gulran also contain significant
numbers of Uzbek and Turkmen minorities, respectively.

FPsassigned to woik the 10 sample digttsprovidefor a mix of small andrge, international

and AfghanNGOs that reflects the diversity of FPs contracted to implement NSP across
Afghanistan. Seven different FPs are contracted to mobilize communities in the 10 sample
districts. Three of the districtsa(Eh, Hisarak, and Khost Wa Firing) are contracted to People
in-Need (PiN), a Czech NGO. Two of the districts (Gulran and Sherzad) are contracted to the
International Rescue Committee (IRC), an NGO-geadered in the United States. Adraskan
district iscontracted to NPO/RRAA, an Afghan NGO; ChesEharif to InterCooperation, a
Pakistani NGO; Daulina district to AfghanAid, alhised NGO; Farsi district t@@dination

of HumanitariarAssistance (CHAan Afghan NGOand Sang Takhdlistrict is contractetb

Oxfam UK.



Selection of Sample Villages

In each of the 10 sample districts, the FP contracted to that district wessgwesibility for
selecting the0 samplevillages to be included in the evaluatitin the understanding that the
evaluation tea would randomly select 25 of the 50 sample villages for NSP partidipaion
approachwas adoptede nsur e that the procedures of the
logistical costs or complications for participating IER&s alsanotivaed by the assumption

that allowing FPs to select the sample villages mmniidize the probability simplevillages
beingineligible for participation in NSP due to small size, or which, for security, political, or
other reasons, would otherwise creatdgahifsurveyed and/or mobilizéxy NSP.

Lists of villages for which the evaluation team possessed the necessary data weretpbeovided
participating FPs, who wegiwen a number of weeks to make the seléttioaddition to the

50 sample villag¢gsPss el ect ed 15 additional Opriorityo
NSP. This wasdone in order to meet political or humanitarian imperatives dictating the
prioritization of particular villages for NSP without jeopardizing the integhty epirical
strategy for inferenc&@he only constraint that was imposedtloa selection of these 15

Opriorityd villages was that nonelnadertd hem a
prevent contamination of the control group, the di@iuzam took all feasible steps to ensure
that the 15 O6priorityoé villages did not ove

coordinates were available, were located a sigyif@adistance away from them.

% The evaluation teamonstraired the villages which could be selected for inclusion in the sameptéose
villages for which the evaluation team possessed GPS coordinates and demographic and infrastructure data.
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I\VV. Overview of Baseline Survelnstruments and Sampling Procedures

The baseline survey consisted of four different instruments, two of which were individually
conducted while the remaining two were fgeogp based. The questionnaires, described in
more detail below, were administeéoedoth men and women in the 500 sample communities.
Detailed breakdown of the number of observations by district and type of treatment assignment
for each questionnaire can be fourdigpendix III.

V.1 Male Household Questionnaire

Themale household questhairecollects information on household consumption, production,
asset s, debt as wel | as attitudes towards
household political participation; attitudes towards women; and preferences for village project
The questionnaire was designed to survey 10 rarsddached male heaafshousehold in each

sample village. In order to select participants, enumerators were instructed, upon arrival in a
sample village, to ascertain the total number of dwellingspranithis, calculate a sampling
interval k, by dividing the number of dwellings in the village by 10. Enumerators were then
asked to select an arbitrary starting point and, from this, ko dkagllings before approaching

a dwelling and inviting thesident male heaxf household to participate in the survey. No
monetary inducement was offered to participate and subjects were free to decline to participate
in the interview if they so desired.

Enumerators were instructed to repeat this procedura total of 10 male heafthousehold
guestionnaires had been administered in the village. This systematic sampling approach was
chosen due to the absence of a list of households from which a sampling frame could be
constructed, the relative simplicity leé procedure, and the fact that the procedure offers a
random selection in the absence of any expected periodicity which might otherwise bias the
sample. In some of the small villages interviewers could not locate terf-th@agiholds or

were not ableotcomplete 10 interviews during the time available. As a result, the total number

of male headf-household questionnaires administered during the baseline survey was 4,895
across the 500 sample villages.

IV.2. Male Focus Group Questionnaire

The male focus groumuestionnairas designed to collect information about the village
infrastructure and availability of services, local price levels, as well as elite perceptions of village
trust, community needs, and preferences for community projects. The questi@snaire w
administered to a growh menwho were village leaders and/or members of thesloaabr

jirgaThe number of people in the group in most cases was between 6 and 10, although in several
cases it was as low as 2 and as high "¢h&6ée the villagead a functionashuraor jirga
enumerators were instructed to request the participation of all of the regular members of the
body in the focus group. In cases where the village stsdredoa jirgawith a neighboring

village, enumerators were instdicterequest the involvement of all members residing in the
sample village and proximate areas. $hnomr jirgaexisted in the sample village, enumerators

were instructed to convene a meeting of the village headman and other lodadiqerser

residing in the village such as the controller of the local wateMiaatadbr(Khadadgrthe

major landownerKban ZamindaBegSardarNawap or Arbab, the religious leadetdldma

Mullah Mullawi Talih Qazj Mukhj Mukhiyana commanderQuumadanor Mujahgd and local
tribal el ders (6White Beardso) . The partici
whether any important village leaders were not participating in the focus group and, if so, why
they were not participating. The totahbar of individuals which participated in586male

focus groups during the baseline surve$,834
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V.3

IV .4.

Female Focus Group Questionnaire

The female focus group questionnagevers similar issues to thenale focus group
guestionnairdut also some spdcifquestions pertaining to women and their role in the
community as that is defined by their involvement in income generating activities, their agency in
determining how to spend the income generated by these activities, as well asfthmariassets
land, livestock, or jewelry. Given the sensitivities involved in interviewing women in rural
Afghanistan, female enumerators conducting the focus groups and subsequent interviews were
given discretion to decide the most appropriate means of selecting psrticipan
guestionnaire was administered to a group of women who tended to overwhelmingly be wives or
other relatives of the village leaders and/or members of thehla@@lhe number of women

in the group in most cases was between 6 and 10, althawgnahcases it was as low as 2 and

as high as 1%ince our project is highly concerned with political participation, we expect these
women to be the most likely to hold political posts after the introduction of the NSP and they
therefore constitute theomen we were interested in sampling. The total number of individuals
which participated in the female focus groups during the baseline survéywas436

villages.

Femalelndividual Questionnaire

The female individual questionnaivas administered to the same participants as the female
focus group but was conducted on atormne basis. The questionnaire collected information
concerning consumption; attitudes towards the local and government authorities; village trust;
and prefeneces for village projects. The Female Individual Questionnaire was administered to
3,398 women in 496 villages.
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V. Results of Baseline Survey

V.1

The results of the baseline survey for the randomized impact evaluation of the NSP program are
presented below, aggated at both the sample and district level. The chapter is divided into 5
sections: SectiolW.1 presents summary statistics of questions pertaining to thial gene
characteristics of villages and respondents included among the 500 villages included in the
evaluation; Sectio@ presents summary statistics relating to edonoutcomes, such as
production, agriculture, consumption levels, assets, debt and borrowing, and perceptions of the
economic situation; SectiOnpresents resaltof questions seeking to address the access of
respondents to services and infrastructure, including drinking water, electricity, healthcare,
education, and vocational training; Se€tismmmarizes responses relating to governance and
institutions, spanning structures of local governance, the structure and work of customary village
councils ghurd jirgd, and community disputes and mechanisms for dispute resolution; and
Section0 covers indicators relating é@onomic,social and political development, such as
political awareness and opinion, development projects, trust, and gender.

GeneralCharacteristics

The following sectioprovides general information concerning the characteristics of the sample
of respondents and villages. The section is split into tsgParillage Characteristics g9l
Respondent Characteristi&hort summaries of each section are provided below, with more
detailed descriptions and a full set of graphs of aggregate statistics atel/eistagation in

the separate sections.

Village Characteristics The information presented in the part on village characteristics
demonstrate that the 10 districts in which the baseline survey was conducted differ significantly
in terms of the size of villages, level of migration, vehic@ss,aoain and secondary languages
spoken, and in the prices of various commaodities, such as rice and tea. Villages across the ten
districts appear to be relatively similar, however, on the basis of household size, the number of
households per dwelling, thember of mosques per village, and in terms of the price of items
such as wheat, wheat flour, fertilizer, fuel, livestock, and ledoharacteristics of respondents

also demonstrate substantial withgtrict variation in some respects and a lackudt

variation in others. The median ages and demographic structure of respondents is relatively
constant across districts, for instance, as is the demographic structure of the households of
respondents and the type of dwellings. In other respects, sihehfesquency by which
respondents speak a second language, the educational attainment of respondentsliynd their a

to read a basic phrase marform a basic calculation, as well as theepelted level of
happiness of respondents, the differences between distrubsesgstantial.

According to information provided by male household respondents, villages in Adraskan and
Sherzad are theost populous, with villages in Sang Takht having the lowest number of
householdsThe responses of male household respondents on the number of households in the
village are not identical to those of male focus group respondents. For instance, according t
male household respondenii median village contsB0 householdsvhereasiccording to
malefocus groupespondenisthe median village contair® household8 Estimates of total

village populations were relatively proportional to those of tHeenemhouseholds in the

% This is probably due to the fact that male focus group participants are usually village leaders or other people
of influence in the villge and thus have different level of knowledge about the population of the village.
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village, with exceptions for Farsi, where households have only 4 members on average, and for
Hisarak, where households have 11 members on average. On average, each dwelling contained
approximately omandahalf households. Of th&0 sample districts, ChightSharif and

Hisarak experienced a sizeable levelmigration in the past year, while Daulina and Farsi
experienced significant levels ofraigration. The median village in Daulina, for instance, lost 5
households in theagt year, while the median village in CaiStiarif gained 6 households.
Adraskan, Chistg Sharif, Daulina, Farsi, Khost Wa Firing, and Sang Takht are found to be
almost exclusively Dapeaking, while Hisarak and Sherzad districts of Nangarhar are
exdusively Pashispeaking. Balkh is a predominantly Pasgigaking district, with a substantial

minority of villages in which Dari is the main language, while in Farsi district, the situation is
reversedVillages in Balkh and Gulran are the most likeiyate a second language spoken

within the village, although ChighSharif also contains 11 villages in which Pashto is spoken.
Villages in Sherzad have, on average, the highest number of mosques, while villages in Sang
Takht have the fewest number of ques. Vehicular access varies widely across the 10 districts.
Villages in Sherzad and ChistBharif are the most accessiblergead, while villages in

Daulina, Farsi, and Sang Takht are the least. Prices for wheat and wheat flour are significantly
higher in Daulina than in other districts, but are relatively constant across the rest of the sample.

Figure 2: Ten Sample Districts
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Note:Boundaries of 10 sample districts are marked in red; provincial boundaries imiok;rivers in light blue; district
capitals with small blue stars; and Kabul with a large black star

Respondent CharacteristicsMale focus group participants are, on average, five years older
than male household respondents, who are in turn three years older on average than female
respondentsThe survey finds that mdleusehold respondents are generallyyhamb, while

female respondendse orbalance happy, the incidence of extreme unhappiness is equal to that

of extreme happiness. Men in the districts of Balkh, Daulina, Farsi, and Khost Wa Firing appear
to beespeciallhappy, while those in Adraskan, Hisarak, and Sang Takht are less happy. Female

14



respondents in Adraskan, Gulran, and Khost Wa Firing are the happiest, while women in Chisht
e Sharif and Farsi most frequently report levels of extreme unhafiaessgucational
attainment of respondents was generally low, extremely so in the case of female respondents. Of
the 10 sample districts, Chistharif, Farsi, Khost Wa Firing, and Sang Takht had the highest
level of educatiohattainment, although oniyKhost Wa Firing (Baghlan) have the majority of
male respondents been educated in formalatigious schools. Levels of literacy among men
were found to be highest in Farsi, Khost Wa Firing, and Sang Takht districts, with Gulran
reporting the ighest ével of female literacilale respondents were most frequently able to
complete a simple calculation in Gulran and Batsicts, with women in ChiséitSharif
demonstrating thieighest literacyrhe number of male household respondents that claimed to
have made a pilgrimage to Mecca was quite low, altrearghanquarter of male household
respondents in Sherzad, 14 percergspondents Farsiand 11 percent in Daulinimed to

have done s&Vhilerespondents ithe vast majority of districts éirguistically homogenous, a
significant minority of villages in Balkh (Balkh), Chisbitarif (Herat), and Gulran (Herat)
contained respondents tlsmioke different mother tongud$e median size of households is
largest in Hisarak and Sherzad in Naagarovince, but relatively constacitoss the rest of

the sample. In tota& little less than half of household members are under the aghl of 15.
general, mle focus group participants provided a good-secsisn of experienced, new, and
nonmembes of village shura or jirga. In Sang Takht, however, focus groups were
predominantly composed of persons not servintpenillage coungihile focus groups in
Hisarak, Khost Wa Firing, and Sherzad contained a high propodmmofmembers with 5

or more years of experience.

Village Characteristics

According to male head&household,ie meannumber of householdising invillags 5 104

As might be expected, the median number of households per village is lower at 80 households,
indicating thathe distribution is skewed to the rigite distribution of households per village
appears to be particularly unequal in GhaiStiarif district in Herat, where the mean level of
estimated households per village in some 50 households higher tharathieveédChiste

Sharif district also has the largest estimate of village size in the sample (900 hdohsehdds).
significant variation in village populatathin the sample, with the district of Sang Takht in
Daykundi province having only 42useholds per village, on average, compared to 154 villages

in the Heart province of Adraskdiable2 below provides summary statistics for the estimates

of village size provided by male household respondents, listing the mean (Avg.), minimum value
(Min.), ® quartile (¥ Q), median (Med.)*Ruartile (3 Q.), and maximum value (Max.) for

each distat and the entire sampkagure3 provides a visual representation of the mean and
median of the number of households per village in each digtrithevsolid bars representing

the mean and the horizontal markers representing median values.
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Table 2: Households pelVillage - Male Household Respondents

Figure 3: AverageHouseholds per Vilagei Male Household

District Avg. Min. 18Q Med. 39Q Max. 180
Adraskan 154 20 69 128 200 430 160
Balkh 133 22 50 100 154 600 140 - i
Chisht-e Sharif 110 14 30 60 100 900 120 - I
Daulina 96 10 46 62 109 600 100 - : I " I M
Farsi 99 14 38 80 138 290 80 - i .
Gulran 122 20 56 81 154 350 60 - I
Hisarak 85 8 40 50 138 325 40 =
Khost Wa Firing 101 30 49 80 147 260 20 | T
Sang Takht 42 8 22 34 56 190 s . . . . . . . . .
Szl CE R . Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.
Total 106 8 40 80 145 900

Table 3: Households per Village- Male Focus Group

There was a surprising degree of difference between the estimates of the number of households
in the village providday male household interviewees and the answers provided by participants

in the male focus group. According to the information provided by male focus group
respondents, the mean number of households per village is 146 and the median is 100. The large
degreeof within- and betweedistrict variation observed in male household estimates was also
present in the male focus group estimates, although Balkh district in Balkh province replaced
Adraskan in Herat as the most populous district in the savitple mea level of households

per village of 251 and a median of Zbhg Takht district in Daykundi province remained the

least populous districh the sample, with a mean of 39 households and a median of 33
householdsAs with the male household estimatessh&ai Sharif had the highest level of
variation in village size and the largage, which was estimated to contain 1,533 households.
Table3 andFigured present a summary of the estimates.

Figure 4: AverageHouseholds per Villagei Male Focus Group

District Avg. Min. 1%Q Med. 39Q Max. 300 -
Adraskan 205 25 84 136 250 800 250 -
Balkh 251 37 100 217 310 1,000 i |
Chisht-e Sharif 137 15 39 70 130 1,533 200 -
Daulina 128 12 60 82 125 1,200 150 I i
Farsi 110 16 59 98 150 324 I I _
Gulran 149 18 70 104 200 494 100 - I I —
Hisarak 141 18 37 90 198 572 .
Khost Wa Firing 120 26 61 110 149 491 50 1 T
Sang Takht 39 6 22 33 52 98 . : : : : , , T
Sz e 22 b sy A eed Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.
Total 146 6 ) 100 188 1,533

This discrepandyetween the estimates of households per village provided by male household
respondents and those provided by male focus group respondents are most pronounced in the
case of Balkh district, where the the median numb@uséholds per village is 53 percent of

that provided by male focus group respondEigare5). In other cases, estimates provided by

male focus grqurespondents were generally higher than those provided by male household
respondents, but only by relatively small marghes. most logical explanation for this
discrepancy is thaillage residenisterviewed for the male household interdewothawe an

accurate perception tife size of their village. Another potential explanation is that male focus
group respondents, but not male household respondents, perceived that the information
collected by enumerators would be used to allocate a projeer dreokfit, the value of which
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would be proportional to the size of the village, and accordingly deliberately overestimated the
number of households in the village in order to exact an enhanced benefit for the village.

Figure 5: Ratio of Median Number of Households per Village as Estimatedby Male Focus Group Respondents

98%

and by Male Household Respondents

89% 91%

94% 93% 93%

Adraskan Balkh Chishte Daulina Farsi Gulran Hisarak Khost Wa Sang Takht Sherzad

Sharif Firing

Village population estimates, provided by male focus groups, were approximately proportional to
estimates of the number bbuseholds per village. Balkh district was reported to have the
highest mean and median population, 1,468 and 961 persons respectively, followed closely by
Adraskan in Herat, Hisarak and Sherzad districts in Nangarhar p8angceakht district had

the lowest estimated population, with a mean of 304 and a median of 280 persons. The mean
and mediarestimates of village population differed most pronouncedly in GisStarif,

although Hisarak reported the largest village in the sample, with 9,0@Mishablie smallest

village in the sample, with just 70 inhabitants, is in Sang Taklint Tedilezt and Figure6

below provide summary statistics for the estimates provided by male focus group respondents.

Table 4: Village Population Figure 6: Average Village Population

District Avg. Min. 1Q Med. 39Q Max. 1,600 -
Adraskan 1283 200 388 767 1461 8,644 1,400 -
Balkh 1468 200 518 961 1473 7,000 1,200 - I
Chisht-e Sharif 842 92 208 365 866 7,878 1,000 - I I I
Daulina 752 89 338 517 746 8,000 a0
Farsi 405 60 189 397 549 858
Gulran 820 180 400 565 1,000 2,722 600 1
Hisarak 1274 114 408 749 1,235 9,000 400
Khost Wa Firing 666 150 316 496 783 3,655 200 A
Sang Takht 304 70 162 280 418 650 o
SEED NAESIEY e B0 A B Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.
Total 1,283 70 388 767 1461 9,000

Information on thelemographic structure of sample villagpsoigded by male focus group
respondents was used to calculate the proportion of the population under the age of 15 in each
district. Across the whole sample of 500 villages, 47 percent of the populationlesssthged

15. Substantial variation within districts was present, however, with one village iandisarak
oanother in Balkreporting that 85 percent of the village population was bej@arssoléand

another village in Balkh reporting that just 18epéof the population was similarly aged. The
variation between distriat&s not as sizeable, however. Of the 10 districts, Sang Takht had the
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highest proportion, with 52 percent of the total population belggaiHoldwhile Hisarak had
thelowest poportion, with 42 percent of the total population below 15 years old.

Table 5: Percent of Village Population Under 15 Figure 7: Average Percent of Village Population Under 15

Avg. Min. 18Q Med. 3°Q Max. 60% -
47%  18%  34%  50%  59%  68% 50% | —_ —
44%  13%  34%  43% 53%  85% B

Chisht-e Sharif ~ 49%  25%  40% 53% 60% 67% 40% - .
47%  22%  35%  49%  58%  72% 205 .
43%  17%  371%  43%  50%  72%
44%  20%  36%  42%  53%  79% 20% -
42%  14%  33%  43% 51%  85%

Khost Wa Firing ~ 47%  20% 38%  46% 56%  83% 10% 1
520  21%  44% 51%  60%  72% 0% - , , , , , , , , ,
EWp b Aekb B8R B T Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.

47% 13% 38% 47% 57% 85%

The number of dwellings per village varies in close proportion to the number of households per
village. According to estimates provided by male focus group participants, Balkh has the highest
average number of dwellings per village, with a mean of 1lWigsdvesld a median of 100
dwellings, and Sang Takht has the lowest, with a mean of 36 dwellings and a median of 60
dwellings. The largest number of dwellings in a village, 1,200, is recorded in Farsi district in
Herat, while the smallest village, as neshday the number of dwellings, is found in Sang
Takht.

Table 6: Dwellings per Village Figure 8: Average Dwellings per Vill age
Avg. Min. 1%Q Med. 39Q Max. 140
109 20 50 90 150 300
141 21 50 100 179 750 120 1
Chisht-e Sharif 80 8 20 50 78 739 100 { M ‘ I I
76 11 38 57 83 619 80 I "
89 9o 43 6L 91 1200 60 | I I I
100 10 50 80 147 336
74 8 30 49 108 300 40 1 i
Khost Wa Firing 79 17 35 63 100 260 20 - T
36 7 16 26 44 253 o] , , , , , , , , ,
Lo e ez I =L Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.
89 7 34 60 100 1,200

Overall, the number of persons per household and the number of households per dwelling
appears to be relatively constant across the sample districts, with a couple of exceptions.
Households appe to be particularly large in Hisarak, where households have a mean of 11
members, and small in Farsi, where households have a mean of 4 rRegubedrovides a

graphical representation of the median and mean levels of population per houseéigolc and
10provides a graphical representation of the median (horizontal markers) and mean (solid bars)
levels of the number of households per dwelling.
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Figure 9: Average Populdion per Household Figure 10: Average Households per Dwelling
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dr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She. Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.

Male focus group participants were also requested to provide information concerning the
number of households that had moved in and out of the village in tyegra#gcross the

whole sample, the median village experienced an influx of two households into the village
although variation both within and between districts was quite sighiflzeges in Chistd

Sharif district in Herat, for instance, had a méeN&| of iamigration of 8 households, whereas

the median level of-migration for villages in Farsi district in Herat and Khost Wa Firing
district in Baghlan province was 0. Similarly, one village in Hisarak reported an influx of 250
households in theast year.

Table 7: Number of Households Moving into Village Figure 11: Average Number of Households Moving into Village
District Avg. Min. 1%Q Med. 39Q Max. 20 -

Adraskan 8 0 0 4 10 60 18 1

Balkh 3 0 0 4 8 40 16 1

Chisht-e Sharif 17 0 4 8 18 150 i;' 1

Daulina 3 0 0 2 4 14 o |

Farsi 0 0 0 4 13 8

Gulran 0 0 1 5 80 6 I

Hisarak 10 0 0 3 10 250 4

Khost Wa Firing 4 0 0 0 2 96 2

Sang Takht 2 0 0 1 2 20 0

Sherzad ® & g Z g & Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.

Total 6 0 0 2 6 250

The level of ouimigrationalso differed significant within and between districts. Villages in
Daulina district in Ghor province had the highest median level -ofigration, at 9
households, although Farsi had the highest mean levehog@iion, at 18 households. The
largesttase of ouinigration was reported in Farsi, where one village claimed to have lost 600
households during the past year.
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Table 8: Number of Households Moving out of Village Figure 12: Average Number of Households Moving out of Village

District Avg. Min. 18Q Med. 39Q Max. 20 1

Adraskan 8 0 0 7 10 100 18 1

Balkh 5 0 0 0 3 80 16 1

Chisht-e Sharif 2 0 0 0 2 25 14 4

Daulina 15 0 2 9 18 119 12 4

Farsi 18 0 0 3 10 600 10 -

Gulran 4 0 0 1 5 30 8

Hisarak 2 0 0 0 0 41 6

Khost Wa Firing 4 0 0 2 5 25 4

Sang Takht 1 0 0 0 2 12 2 - I
Sherzad 4 0 0 0 2 60 0 I_h_ _,_,In_,_n_h
Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.

Househoulds

Information concerning4mand outmigration is combined to produce estimates of net migration

for each village. Overall, Adraskan, Balkh, Gulran, Khost Wa Firing, Sang Takht, and Sherzad
appear to have minimal levels of net migration, whereas-eClsisf and Hisarak had
significant levels of positive net migration in the past year, whereas Daulina and Farsi had
relatively significant levels of negative net migration, however. As is dhigurel3 below,

the mean levels (depicted by solid bars) of net migration for Farsi and Hisarak are skewed by
outlying values. In both districts, the median level of net migration was of the order of 1
householger village.

Figure 13: Net Migration, by District

Adraskan Balkh Chishte Daulina Farsi Gulran Hisarak Khost Wa Sang Takht Sherzad
Sharif Firing

Information was collected from male focus group respondents on the main language spoken in
the village. In six of the ten distrigét&draskan (Herat), ChishatSharif (Heratlaulina (Ghor),

Farsi (Herat), Khost Wa Firing (Baghlan), and Sang Takht (Daykiati) is the main
language spoken in all or almost all of the villages. In Hisarak and Sherzad districts of the
Nangarhar, all of the villages reported that Pashtonsihéanguage spoken. Gulran district in

Herat and Balkh district in Balkh showed significant levels of linguistic fragmentation. Gulran,
for instance, is split between 67 percent of predominantigp@aking villages and 29 percent

of predominantly Pat-speaking villages, while Balkh is divided between 29 percent of villages
in which Dari is predominantly spoken and 69 peotentlages in which Pashto is spoken.

Balkh and Gulran also have a small number of villages where the predominant language is
Turkmen, Baloch, or another language. Overall, 68 percent of the villages in the sample have
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Dari as their predominant language, while 31 percent have Pashto. The column graph in the left
of Figure14 below depicts the languages spoken in each district, while the pie graph to the right
shows the breakdown for the entire sample.

Figure 14: Main Lanquage Spoken in Village

By District Full Sample

100% T — T J — ——
(1]

90% -

80% -

70% -

29%

0% 69% H Pashto
b -
W Dari
50% - | 98% 920 | 98% 1000 (| 98%]| 9895 -
40% 91 H Turkmen
0 67% \
300 - H Baloch \
20% - - Other \
0
10% -

0% T T T T T T T T
Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She.

In a relatively large number of villages in the sample, another language $rspogesingly

given the linguistic diversity of the two districts, cases of bilingual villages are most numerous in
Balkh and Gulran. In Balkh, Dari is the most common second language spoken in a village,
followed by Pashto and Uzbek. Gulran is evehtybspnveen villages with Dari as a second
language and villages with Pashto as a second language, although respondents also report case
where Uzbek, Turkmen, or another language is spoken. In addition, 11 villageseiSKHnsht

and 7 villages in Dina report that Pashto is spoken, in addition to Dari, in the village, and 7
villages in Sherzad report that Dari is spoken, in addition to Pashto, in the village.

Figure 15: Other Languages Spoken in Villages, by District and Bhguage
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Adraskan Balkh  Chishte  Daulina Farsi Gulran  Hisarak Khost WaSang Takht Sherzad
Sharif Firing

All but a tiny proportion of villages in the sample report having at least one mosque. Across the
whole sample, 47 perceithe vilages have one mosque, 24 percent have two, 12 percent have
three, 6 percent have four and 12 pettave five or more mosquése column chart in the

left of Figure16 belowindicates that there is relatively little variation between distrias in th
number of mosques per village, with the exceptions of Sang Takht, where only 14 percent of
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Figure 16: Number of Mosquesin Village
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Yearround vehicular access is critical to enabling access to services and markets. Within the
sample of 500 villages, such access is far from universal, however, with only 86maleent

focus groupespondentassertinghat their village is accesstbleehicles throughout the year.

Given the wide geographic coverage of the sample, there is predictable variation between
districts in vehicular access. Daulina, Farsi, and Sang Takht distridisudaelypaaccessible,

with 4 percent, 6 percent, and O percent of villages, respectively, reporingmdeahicle
accesslhe inaccessibility of these three districts has much to do with the high elevation of these
districts On the other hand, aess for villages in ChighSharif and Sherzad was relatively high,

with 71 percent and 84 percent of villages, respectively, reportedngeaehicular access.
Sherzad is relatively low lying, which accounts for its accessibility, while mangtotithe di
surveyed in Chislet Sharif straddle tlari Rud river valley, along which roads are in relatively
good condition and cleared with some regularity during winter.

Figure 17: Percent ofVillages with Year-Round Vehicular Access, by District

84%

Adraskan

Balkh

Chishte

Sharif
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Hisarak Sherzad

Khost Wa Sang Takht
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Across the full sample, access is predictably poor during the height of winter in December and
January, with 45 percent of villages in the sample losing vehicular acces® guiingl th
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Access is also limitedthe surrounding fallyinter, and spring months and only in the summer
months between June and October does the number of villages without vehicular access fall into

single digits.

Figure 18: Percent of Villages without Vehicular Access, by Month
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The district breakdown of vehicular access by month is proviéfegune19 below. Daulina

and Khost Wa Firing appear to the worst-ge@ard access coitidns, as even at the height of

the summer, 10 percent of villages in Daulina and 6 percent of villages in Khost Wa Firing
remain inaccessible. Meanwhile, although villages in Sang Takht appear to enjoy relatively good
access during the summer monthstewironditions block access completely to the villages in

the district during the winter. Villages in Daulina are also cut off during the winter months.

Figure 19: Percent of Villages without Vehicular Access, by District and Month
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Farsi Gulran
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In order to ascertain information on village price levels, male focus group participants were
asked questions pertaining to the cost of food staples, fertilizers, heating materials and fuel, as
well as the prices of livestock and the average daily wakileidrand unskilled labdihe
information collected indicates tHag¢ taverage price ofklogramof domestic and imported

wheat igelativelyconsistenacross districts, with a median level of $0.26 for domestic wheat and
$0.30 for imported wheatrass the samplelrhe highest prices for wheat are reported in
Daulina with the median price for domestic wheat at $0.40 and for imported wheat at $0.44,
whilethe lowest prices are reported in Balith the median price for domestic wheat at $0.20

and br imported wheat at $0.28nly in Daulina district does there appear to be significant
levels of variation between villages in the price of wheat, which can be seen by comparing the
differences between th&and 3' quartile prices ifiable 9 belowlhe median price across the

sample for a kilogram of domestic wheat flour is $0.30, with the price of imported wheat flour
being a little higher at $0.34. Daulina is again the most expensive place to purchase either the
domestic or imported products.
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Table 9: Price of Wheat and Wheat Flour, by District

Wheat (1 kilogram) Wheat Flour (1 kilogram) ‘
District Domestic?’ Imported Domestic®® Imported
Adraskan $0.24 $0.26 $0.28 $0.26 $0.30 $0.32 $0.26 $0.26 $0.30 $0.28 $0.31 $0.34
Balkh $0.20 $0.20 $0.24 $0.24 $0.26 $0.29 $0.22 $0.26 $0.31 $0.30 $0.36 $0.40
Chisht-e Sharif $0.24 $0.26 $0.30 $0.30 $0.32 $0.38 $0.28 $0.30 $0.40 $0.37 $0.40 $0.46
Daulina $0.26 $0.40 $0.44 $0.33 $0.44 $0.44 $0.30 $0.40 $0.44 $0.36 $0.40 $0.44
Farsi $0.26 $0.28 $0.30 $0.30 $0.32 $0.34 $0.26 $0.28 $0.31 $0.32 $0.36 $0.37
Gulran $0.20 $0.20 $0.24 $0.22 $0.25 $0.30 $0.29 $0.30 $0.31 $0.30 $0.30 $0.32
Hisarak $0.24 $0.26 $0.32 $0.28 $0.30 $0.37 $0.24 $0.27 $0.32 $0.28 $0.30 $0.38
Khost Wa Firing $0.24 $0.26 $0.29 $0.28 $0.30 $0.32 $0.28 $0.30 $0.34 $0.35 $0.38 $0.40
Sang Takht $0.28 $0.28 $0.30 $0.30 $0.34 $0.40 $0.28 $0.30 $0.30 $0.34 $0.38 $0.40
Sherzad $0.22 $0.24 $0.26 $0.28 $0.30 $0.32 $0.26 $0.30 $0.32 $0.30 $0.32 $0.34

$0.30  $0.28

The variation between districts in the pricecefand teare much more significant than that
observed for wheat and wheat fldire median price of domestic rice varies, for instance, from
$0.40 in Hisarak to $1.00Gulran district of Heart, with the median price of ingoorice

ranging from $0.44 in $#irak to $1.20 in ChighSharif? Across the whole sample, the median

price of domestic rice is $0.50 and the median price of imported rice Eh&0pride of te,

the Afghan beverage of choisp varies apprecialiigspondents in Balkh reported a median

price of $1.20 per kilogram of tea, whereas those in Adraskan contended they paid a median
price of $4.00 per kilogram. Across the whole sample, the miedia$8.00 per kilogram.

Table 10: Price of Rice and Tea, by District

Rice (1 kilogram)

_— : Tea (1 kilogram)
District Domestic Imported ‘

1Q. Med. 39Q. | 1MQ. Med. 39Q. | 1Q. Med. 3“Q.
Adraskan $0.50 $0.80 $1.00 | $0.50 $0.60 $1.00 | $3.50 $4.00 $4.00
Balkh $0.50 $0.60 $0.60 | $1.00 $1.04 $1.10 | $1.20 $1.20 $1.40
Chisht-e Sharif $0.50 $0.60 $0.70 | $0.80 $1.20 $1.20 | $2.00 $2.00 $2.40
Daulina $0.50 $050 $0.70 | $0.56 $0.90 $1.00 | $2.40 $2.60  $3.00
Farsi $0.50 $0.50 $0.60 | $0.65 $1.00 $1.00 | $2.80 $3.20  $4.00
Gulran $0.60 $1.00 $1.00 | $0.50 $0.50 $1.20 | $3.00 $3.60 $3.60
Hisarak $0.38  $0.40 $0.42 | $0.40 $0.44 $0.48 | $3.00 $3.00 $4.00
Khost Wa Firing $0.50 $0.56 $0.60 | $0.60 $0.64 $0.80 | $2.00 $2.40  $3.00
Sang Takht $0.44  $0.70 $0.75 | $0.44 $0.50 $0.56 | $2.63 $2.80  $3.00
Sherzad $0.40 $0.41  $0.42 | $0.42  $0.46 $1.20 | $3.00 $3.20 $3.60

$1.00  $2.40

Across the full sample, respondents reported paying a prézbaof $1.20 for a kilogram of

gas, $1.00 for a liter of kerosene, $0.90 for a liter of diesel fuel, and $1.20 for a liter of petrol
Variation within and between districts appears to be not particularly significant, although
respondents in Balkh did oep paying significantly less for kerosene, diesel, and petrol than

% Prices refer to those reported after the harvest

28 prices refer to those reported after the harvest

29|n Adraskan and Sang Takht the reported average price of impareed slightly lower than the price of
domestic rice, but the difference is not statistically significant.
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counterparts in other districts. This is presumably accountable to the proximity of the district to
the population and transportation center of MaZirarif.

Table 11: Price of Fuel, by District

Gas (1 kilogram) Petrol (1 liter)

Kerosene (1 liter) Diesel (1 liter)

1Q. Med. 39Q. | 1Q. Med. 3'Q. | 1Q. Med. 390Q. | 1%0Q. Med. 3“Q.
Adraskan $1.00 $1.00 $1.00 | $0.90 $0.90 $1.00 | $0.70 $0.80 $0.90 | $1.10 $1.10  $1.20
Balkh $1.20 $1.30 $1.40 | $0.66 $0.66 $0.70 | $0.64 $0.64 $0.68 | $0.90 $0.92  $1.00
Chisht-e Sharif $1.00 $1.20 $1.20 | $0.90 $1.00 $1.00 | $0.80 $0.80 $0.90 | $1.10 $1.20 $1.20
Daulina $1.20 $1.20 $1.20 | $0.82 $1.00 $1.10 | $0.80 $1.10 $1.10 | $1.20 $1.20  $1.20
Farsi $1.00 $1.10 $1.20 | $1.00 $1.00 $1.10 | $0.85 $1.00 $1.20 | $1.00 $1.00 $1.20
Gulran $1.00 $1.10 $1.20 | $0.90 $1.00 $1.10 | $0.70 $0.70 $0.80 | $0.96 $1.10  $1.10
Hisarak $1.40 $1.60 $1.60 | $1.00 $1.00 $1.40 | $0.90 $1.00 $1.20 | $1.20 $1.20  $1.40
Khost Wa Firing $1.40 $1.40 $1.60 | $1.00 $1.00 $1.20 | $1.00 $1.00 $1.20 | $1.20 $1.20  $1.40
Sang Takht $1.40 $1.40 $1.60 | $0.97 $1.00 $1.00 | $0.93 $1.00 $1.00 | $1.20 $1.20  $1.40
Sherzad $1.20 $1.38 $1.40 | $0.80 $0.90 $1.00 | $0.80 $0.90 $1.00 | $1.13 $1.20 $1.20

Information collected on the price fettilizersindicates thaammonium phosphaie more
expensive than urea, be it local or imported.mddianprices of50 kilogram&mmonium
phosphate, local urea and imported ure&24@0, $16.00, and $16.00 respectively. Median
prices of 50 kilograms of ammonium phosphate vary from $15.40 in Gulran to $30.00 in Sang
Takht; from $12.00 in Adraskan, Gulran, and Sherzad to $20.00 in Daulina in terms of domestic
urea, and from $12.00 iniBeto $20.00 in Daulina in terms of imported urea.

Table 12: Price of Fertilizer, by District

Domestic Urea
(50 kilogram)

Ammonium Phosphate
(50 kilogram)

Imported Urea
(50 kilogram)

1% Q. Med. 3 Q. 1% Q. Med. 3" Q. 1% Q. Med. 3" Q.
Adraskan $20.00 $22.00 $24.00 | $13.00 $14.00 $16.00 | $12.00 $12.00 $15.00
Balkh $12.10 $22.20 $24.00 | $11.60 $12.00 $12.60 | $12.20 $12.40  $13.00
Chisht-e Sharif $20.00 $24.00 $24.00 | $15.00 $16.00 $16.00 | $1525 $16.00 $16.00
Daulina $20.00 $24.00 $30.00 | $18.00  $20.00 $24.00 | $18.00 $20.00  $30.50
Farsi $14.00 $17.00 $20.00 | $12.00 $16.00 $18.00 | $10.50 $14.00 $17.50
Gulran $13.00 $1540 $18.00 | $12.00 $13.70  $14.00 | $12.00 $12.00 $13.75
Hisarak $24.00 $26.50 $32.00 | $16.00 $16.00 $20.00 | $16.00 $20.00  $20.50
Khost Wa Firing $16.00 $20.00 $24.50 | $15.00 $16.00 $16.20 | $15.00 $16.00  $17.00
Sang Takht $24.00 $30.00 $32.00 | $16.00 $16.00 $17.00 | $16.00 $16.00  $17.00
Sherzad $24.00 $24.00 $26.00 | $12.00 $13.00 $16.75 | $12.00 $12.00 $12.00

Persons wishing to purchase a sheep in one of the 10 sample districts would pay a median price
of $60, with the most expensive prices being paid in Hisarak ($89) and the cheapest prices being
paidin Daulina ($40). Goats are slightly cheaper, with a median price of $44. Prices are most
expensive in Farsi, Hisarak, and Sherzad ($60) and cheapest in Daulina ($36). The median price
paid for a day of labor, either unskilled or farm labor, is $3.00therfidl sample. Unskilled

labor is cheapest in Gulran ($2.40) and most expensive in Khost Wa Firing ($4.00). Farm labor is
cheapest in Farsi ($2.80) and most expensive in Hisarak ($5.00).
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Table 13: Price of Farm Animals and Labor, by District

Sheep (1 year-old, male) ‘ Goat (1 year-old, male) Labor (1 day) Farm Labor (1 day)

1Q. Med. 39Q. | 1Q. Med. 3'Q. | 1Q. Med. 390Q. | 1%0Q. Med. 3“Q.
Adraskan $40 $44 $60 $40 $46 $50 $3.00 $3.00 $3.40 | $3.00 $4.00 $4.00
Balkh $60 $60 $80 $37 $40 $50 $3.00 $3.00 $3.70 | $3.60 $4.00 $5.00
Chisht-e Sharif $50 $60 $80 $40 $50 $50 $2.00 $2.40 $3.00 | $2.00 $3.00 $3.00
Daulina $37 $40 $50 $26 $36 $40 $2.40 $3.00 $3.00 | $2.40 $3.00  $3.00
Farsi $58 $60 $80 $50 $60 $86 $2.60 $3.00 $4.00 | $2.40 $2.80 $4.80
Gulran $60 $60 $80 $40 $40 $49 $2.00 $2.40 $3.00 | $2.00 $3.00 $3.00
Hisarak $80 $89 $90 $50 $60 $70 $3.00 $3.00 $4.00 | $3.00 $5.00 $6.00
Khost Wa Firing $64 $70 $76 $40 $40 $50 $3.60 $4.00 $4.00 | $3.60 $4.00 $4.00
Sang Takht $40 $40 $40 $24 $30 $30 $2.40 $3.00 $3.35 | $3.00 $3.10  $4.00
Sherzad $70 $80 $80 $50 $60 $70 $3.00 $3.00 $3.15 | $4.00 $4.00 $5.00

Respondent Characteristics

The median age for male he&thousehold respondents across the sample vatAQimited

variation in the median age between districts. Wtile14 below presents summary statistics

for the age of male household respondErgare20 presents a graphical representation of the
distribution of ages across the sampfethe 10 districts, the sample of male household
respondents in Daulina district in Ghor is distinguiblgetthe relatively high proportion of
interviewees in their 30sda#0s and the relatively low proportion of interviewees in their 20s.
Among the other districts, the variation in the distribution of the ages of respondents appears to
be relatively minimal.

Table 14: Age of Male Household Respond#s Figure 20: Distribution of Ages of Male Household Resp.
District . . in. . .
B 90s
Adraskan 486 43 16 30 40 54 94
Balkh 479 43 10 32 43 54 88 s
Chisht-e Sharif 494 43 10 30 41 53 90 @70s
Daulina 495 41 16 36 40 46 71 H 60s
Farsi 490 43 11 35 43 50 79 & 50s
Gulran 494 44 10 34 42 51 96
W 40s
Hisarak 480 41 14 33 40 50 85 | —-—
Khost Wa Firing 493 43 16 32 40 52 97 | - - | oS
Sang Takht 490 42 14 30 40 50 90 — . 120s
Sherzad — — = = - — i Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She. 10s
Total 4,883 43 10 33 40 50 97

The median age p#rticipants in the female focus group is 37, three years younger than that of
participants in the male household interviews. There is wider distribution between districts in the
ages of participants, however, with median ages ranging from 32 yeartoid(Fgesars in

Balkh, Hisarak, and Sherzad. The main outlier in the beligteiendistribution of respondent

ages appears in Sherzad, which has a larger number of respondents in their 30s and 40s than
other districts.
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Table 15: Age of Female Focus Group Respondents Figure 21: Distribution of Ages of FemaleRespondents

District Obs. Avg. Min. 18Q Med. 39Q Max. i ﬁ i E i 908
Adraskan 353 35 16 25 32 43 85
Balkh 301 39 17 30 40 48 80 i : ®80s
Chisht-e Sharif 392 37 16 26 36 45 80 - @70s
Daulina 337 37 18 28 37 45 94 - - B 60s
Farsi 293 3 16 25 32 43 70 J | 4 - B oso
Gulran 352 37 18 26 38 45 70 | ] = n 4 40s
Hisarak 313 39 17 30 40 49 73 - —
Khost Wa Firing 338 40 16 29 39 49 88 ' Ly (us30s
Sang Takht 338 37 16 28 35 45 95 i . . . . . e . o H20s
Suielized e i o 5 4 & =B Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She. 10s
Total 3,349 38 16 28 37 45 95
The median age for male focus group respondents is 45, five years older than that of participants
in the male household interviéh¥ariation in the median age of respondents is relatively
significant, varying from 41 years in Daulina to 50 years in Balkh and Hisarak. The distribution
of ages of respondents appears to be relatively uniform across districts, however, though with
Daulira and Farsi showing a slightly higher proportion of respondents in their 30s and 40s than
other districts.
Table 16: Age of Male Focus Group Respondents Figure 22: Distribution of Ages of Male Focus GroupResp.
District Obs. Avg. Min. 1Q Med. 39Q Max. = [~ 90
Adraskan 418 46 19 35 45 55 90
Balkh 378 50 20 39 50 60 96 = 80s
Chisht-e Sharif 403 47 18 35 46 56 97 @70s
Daulina 402 44 18 35 41 51 95 ® 60s
Farsi 359 45 20 35 45 50 95 ®50s
Gulran 424 47 18 35 47 59 92 & 40s
Hisarak 366 49 20 40 50 60 98
Khost Wa Firing 427 48 18 365 45 60 85 u L] J J - 430s
Sang Takht 383 45 16 32 45 55 85 A Ll U L Ll ) D L | u20s
Sherzad A . = 2 e & e Adr. Bal. CeS Dau. Far. Gul. His. KWF S.T. She. 10s
Total 3,967 47 16 36 45 56 98

Both male household and male focus group interviewees were requested to provide information
concerning their primary language. The results of these questions aligned closely with the
observations made with respecFigurel4 above.That is, respondents in Adraskan (Herat),
Chishte Sharif (Herat), Daulina (Ghor), Farsi (Herat), Khost Wa Firing (Baghlan), and Sang
Takht (Daykundi) are either all or @dinall Darspeaking and respondents in Hisarak and
Sherzad districts in Nangarhar province are exclusivelydpasthiog. Balkh and Gulran and
linguistically diverse, with Balkh being split between 31 percentsygda&ers and 64 percent

of Pashtespeakers and Gulran being split between 74 percent @pBakers and 22 percent

of Pashtespeakers. The sample of respondents in Balkh and Gulran also contain a small number
of persons that speak Uzbek, Turkmen, or another language as their mother tongue

%0 Enumerators were instructed to seek participation in the male focus group from village council members,
tribal elders, and other members of thdagé leadership structure. As many of the people holding these
positions are relatively old, it is unsurprising that the average age of male focus group respondents is
significantly higher than that of male household respondents.
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Figure 23: Mother Tongue of Male Household Respondents

By District Full Sample
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Thepattern of languages spoken by male focus group responalemistigddentical to the male
household counterparBerhaps the only noticeably difference is that the proportion of male
focus group respondents in Chisl&harif that speak Pashto as their mother tongue (3 percent)

is slightly smaller than the proportion of male household respondents that do sotY4lipercen
addition, the proportion of male focus group respondents in Balkh that speak a mother tongue
other than Dari or Pashto (3 percent) is less than the proportion of male household respondents
that do so (5 percent).

Figure 24. Mother Tongue of Male Focus GroupRespondents

By District Full Sample
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Information on the mothdongue of respondents was used to calculate the proportion of
villages where at least some ofntlade household and male focus group respondents speak a
differentmother tongueAs shown irFigure25 below Balkh, Chisk¢ Sharif, and Gulran all

gopear to have significant levels of withillage linguistic fragmentation. Interestingly, the
sample of male household respondents in villages in Balkh district was much more linguistically
fragmented than the sample of male focus group respondemisalfyotedicating that village

elites in Balkh do not always fully represent the linguistic or ethnic diversity of the village.
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Figure 25: Within -Village Linquistic Fragmentation of Sample, byDistrict and Respondent Type

35%

4%

2% 2%

0% 0% 0%
Adraskan Balkh Chishte Daulina Farsi Gulran Hisarak Khost Wa Sang Takht Sherzad
Sharif Firing

& Male Household & Male Focus Groug

Questions were also asked of the ability adé ousehold and focus group respondents

speak a language other than their mother tongue. Such capability was found to be especially
common in Balkh district, with 78 percent of male household responde8% @arcent of

male focus group respondents claiming knowledge of a second language. Significant numbers of
respondents in Farsi, Gulran, Hisarak, and Sherzad also claimed an ability to speak a second
language.

Figure 26: Percentof RespondentLlaiming to Speaka Second_anquage, by Districtand Respondent Type
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In cases where male household respondents did speak a second language, Dari was by far the
most commonly known language. Approximately 66 peramaleohousehold resmants in

Balkh claimed knowledge of Dari as a second language, whereas 24 percent of male household
respondents in Gulran, 20 percent of respondents in Hisarak, and 15 percent of respondents in
Sherzad did so. Appropriately enough, 20 percent of malddidusspondents in Farsi

claimed knowledge of the Farsi language (of which Dari is a dialect), while 20 percent of male
household respondents in Hisarak claimed knowledge of Urdu, and 15 percent of respondents in
Balkh claimed knowledge of Pashto.
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Figure 27: Percent of Male Household Respondents Speakirf@econdLanguage, by District and Language
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Male focus group respondents were found to speak similar second languages to their male
household counterparts. 62 percentespondents in Balkh claimed knowledge of Dari as a
second language, with 17 percent claiming to speak Pashto as a second language. As with male
household respondents, significant numbers of male focus group respondents in Gulran,
Hisarak, and Sherzad mled knowledge of Dari. A noticeable difference between the two
samples, however, is observed in the very few male focus group respondents in Farsi and
Hisarak that claimed to speak either Farsi or Urdu, respectively. As these languages would have
been leared by respondents during time spent in Iran or Pakistan, the discrepancy between the
proportions of male household and male focus group respondents that speak thges langu
could possibly demonstrate a difference in time spent abroad between thpléso sam

Figure 28: Percent of Male Focus Group Respondents SpeakirffecondLanguage, by District and Language

0% -

62%

25%

17

| SN NN

Adraskan Balkh  Chishte Sharif Daulina Farsi Gulran Hisarak Khost Wa  Sang Takht  Sherzad
Firing

H Pashto ® Dari ® Farsi @ Urdu 10Other

Across the full sample, 72 percent of male household respondents claim to have had no form of
education in their life, with 12 percent of respondents claiming they had received at least some
primary school education, and 9 percent of respondents cl@amengdication atMadrassa

or religious school. Afepicted irFigure29 below the differences between districts are stark.
Respondents in Khost WariRg are the best educated, with over 50 percent of respondents
having gained some form of educa#ind 12 percent having been educated to the high school
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level Respondents in Adraskan, on the other kw#eé, the least educated, with only 11 percent
having gained a form of education.

Figure 29: Educational Attainment of Male Household Respondents
By District
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Unsurprisingly, the educational attainment of female respondents was extremely minimal, with
only 5percent claiming some form of education. Female respondémuisaim were the best
educated, followed by Sang Takht and GaiShdrif.

Figure 30: Educational Attainment of FemaleRespondents

By District Full Sample
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Of the three groups of respondents, the male focus group was the best educated, with 42 percent
of respondents claiming to have some form of education. Religious education was the most
popular form of education, with 16 percent of respondents, folloyeichbyy education, with

14 percent of respondents. Male focus group respondents in Farsi had the highest level of
exposure to education, followed by Sang Takht, and-€bkhtif. Khost Wa Firing, however,

had the highest level of exposure to-medigiais forms of education. Hisarak had the lowest

level of exposure to education, followed by Adraskan.
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Figure 31: Educational Attainment of Male Focus GroupRespondents

By District Full Sample
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The efficacy of respondentds education was |
oliteracy test o, whereby respondents were a
Male elites were the most likelyead the phrase correctyth 37% ofrespondents, followed

by 28% ofmale head of houseld respondents, and 5% wbmen.There exists substantial

variation between districts, with 45 percent of male household respondents in Sang Takht
performing the test correctly, compared to 13 percent of male household respondents in
Adraskan. Male focus group respondents in Sang Tsakistaied highest, while male focus

group respondents in Hisarak recorded the lowest result. Among female respondents, Gulran
had the highest score, with 17 percent of respondents passing the test, while no women in
Hisarak or Sherzad passed.

Figure 32 Ability of Participants to Read Simple Phrase by District and Respondent Type
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In addition to testing literacy, enumerators also tested respondents ability to geafiem a
calculatior(five times sixin the case of male holskel and female respondgn@verall, 42

percent of male household respondelispercent of female respondents, and 44 percent of
male focus group respondenre able to complete thalculation successfully. As with the
literacy test, substantialigdon was present between districts. Male household respondents in
Gulran scored highest, with 58 percent of them completing the calculation correctly, while those
in Adraskan scored lowest, with just 26 percent of respondents getting it right. Maleufocus
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Adraskan

respondents in Gulran also scored highest, at 66 percent, with those in Hisarak scoring lowest, at
18 percent. Among female respondents, respondents ineCBirsrif (21 percent) did best and
those in Hisarak (0O percent) did worst.

Figure 33: Ability of Participants to Perform a Simple Calculation, by District and Respondent Type
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The number of male household respondents who claimed to have made a pilgrimage to Mecca
was relatively low, at 7 percent. Variation betisgitts was high, however, with 24 percent
of respondents in Sherzad claiming to have made the pilgrimage, followed by Farsi at 14 percent

and Daulina at 11 percent. Only 1 percent of respondents in Sang Takht and just a single
respondent in Adraskan haampleted the Haj.

Figure 34: Percent of Male Household Respondents thditave nade Pilgrimage to Mecca, by District
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As noted in SectiolV.2 above the purpose of the male focus group was to bring together
senior members of the village leadership. As will be detailed further in0OSeston a key
institution in local governance in Afghanistan istibesor jirga which functions as a form of
customary village coundétigure 35 presents a graphical representation of the tenure of male
focus group members on the villaberaor jirga Across the full sample, 20 percent of male
focus group respondents were not a neerabany form of village or paitlageshurar jirga

The number of such respondents was particularly high in Sang Takht distri66 péreent

of male focus group respondents were not part of the council-eC8isautif and Gulran also
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reported lgh numbers of respondents not affiliated with the coundQ percent and 34

percent respectively. Just 17 percent of male focus group participants had been members of a
shuraor jirgafor 10 years or more, indicating that such councils appear telaively high

turnover. Male focus groups conducted in Hisarak, Khost Wa Firing, and Sherzad were generally
the most experienced, with 77 percent, 62 percent, and 61 percent of respondents respectively
having served on the council for 5 or more years.

Figure 35: Council Membership of Male Focus Group Members

By District Full Sample
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Approximately twahirds of male household respondents inhabit a-&ngllg house, with a

further 30 percent inhabiting a shared hddsteveen district variation was relatively minimal,
although a significantly higher number of respondents in Adraskan (16 percent) are housed in
tents rather than fixed dwellings. A greater number of respondents in Balkh (82 percent) inhabit
singlefamily dvellings as compared to counterparts in other sample districts.

Figure 36: Physical Description of Dwelling of Male Household Respondents

By District Full Sample
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Female respondents were less likely than male housspoltents to inhabit a sinfgmily

dwelling, with just 56 percent of female respondents claiming to inhabit such a dwelling and 39
percent of respondents sharing a dwelling with other hous®¥holaison between districts was
relatively limited, ablngh highethanaverage proportions of respondents inhabiting tents or
temporary structuregs observed in Adraskan and Clasbibarif.
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Figure 37: Physical Description of Dwelling ofFemaleRespondents

By District Full Sample
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Figure38 belowplots the mean and median number of rooms per dwelling for each of the 10
districts, based on information collected from male household and female respondents
Dwellings of male housdds are smallest in Adraskan and Sang Takht, with a median of only
two rooms per dwelling, and largest in Balkh and Sherzad, with a median of five rooms per
dwelling. Dwellings of female respondents are smallest ineChidrif, Farsi, and Sang Takht,

with a median of two rooms per dwelling, and largest in Sherzad, with a median of five rooms
per dwelling.

Figure 38: Number of Rooms in Dwelling, by District and Respondent Type
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Information collected from male household respondents provides a breakdown of the
demographic structure of households. Across the full sample, 46 percent of household members
are under 15, 26 percent are males aged between 15 and 60, 24 percentayeddradiesn

15 and 60, and 4 percent are over the age of 50. The demographic structure of households is
relatively constant across districts, although the gender balance of adult household members is
especially skewed in Daulina and Farsi, where wormemrmber men by seven and four
percentage points respectively. The proportion of-bden the household is also relatively

low in Farsi, at 39 percent.

36



Figure 39: Household Demographics

By District Full Sample
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The median size of households is largest in Hisarak and Sherzad, at 12 members. Households are
smallest in Adraskan, ChishSharif, Daulina, and Farsi, which have median levels of 7
membersFigure 40 displays column charts displaying the median size and composition of
households in the 10 districts.

Figure 40: Median Household Size and Composition, by District
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Approximately95 percent of female respondents are married. Female respondents in Hisarak
had the lowest rate of marriage, at 86 percent, while almost all female respondents in Farsi are
married.

37



S B N W A OO N

Figure 41: Percent of Female Respondents Curreht Married
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Across the full sample, female respondewsa median of children,3 of which are between

5and 15 years of agmale respondents in Sherzad have the highest number of children at 7,
while female respondents in Adraskan, GhiSftarif, Daulina, Farsi, Gulran, and Khost Wa
Firing have the lowest, at 5.

Figure 42: Number of Children, by District and Demographic
All Children SchootAge Children (56 15)
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The median number of children aged between 5 and 15 is relatively constant across the districts,
with female respondents in Balkh, Daulina, Farsi, Gulran, and Khost Wa Firirg madiag

of 2 schoohge children, female respondents in Adraskan,-Eis$tarif, Hisarak, and Sang

Takht having 3, and female respondents in Sherzad having 4.
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Table 17: Number of Children of Female Respondents Table 18: Number of Children Aged Above 5 and Under 15

Std. . Std.

District . Mean Median . . District Obs. Mean Median
Dev. Dev.

Adraskan 341 5.0 5 2.7 0 12 Adraskan 273 2.7 3 15 0 8
Balkh 273 5.5 6 2.6 0 12 Balkh 210 2.2 2 1.2 0 6
Chisht-e Sharif 365 5.0 5 2.5 0 12 Chisht-e Sharif 274 2.7 3 1.3 0 7
Daulina 326 5.7 6 2.5 1 13 Daulina 310 2.8 2 1.5 0 9
Farsi 284 5.0 5 2.6 0 11 Farsi 200 2.5 2 1.3 0 9
Gulran 325 4.8 5 2.7 0 12 Gulran 269 2.2 2 1.6 0 10
Hisarak 264 6.8 7 2.7 1 12 Hisarak 232 3.3 3 15 1 9
Khost Wa Firing 308 5.2 5 2.5 1 12 Khost Wa Firing 232 2.3 2 1.4 0 8
Sang Takht 308 5.4 5 2.8 0 14 Sang Takht 281 2.6 3 15 0 8
Sherzad 326 7.6 8 2.9 0 13 Sherzad 323 3.7 4 1.6 0 9

Across thedll sample40 percendf the children of female respondents are aged between 5 and
15 Sherzad has the highest proportion of children (48 percent) in this age bracket, while Balkh
has the lowest proportion (31 percent).

Figure 43: Percentage of Children between Ages of 5 and 15, by District
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At the end of each quesnaire, male household and female respondents were asked how
happy they were: very happy, happy, neither happy nor sad, unhappy, or verylunhappy.
response, 16 percent of male household respondents reported they were very happy, 53 percent
that they wre happy, 27 percent that they were neither happy nor sad, 4 percent that they were
unhappy, and less than 1 percent tlegt were very unhappy. Male housetedpdondents in

Balkh, Daulina and Khost Wa Firing districts were generally the happiegtiosdila

Adraskan, Gulran, and Sang Takht were the least happy.

39



100% -
90% -
80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

0% -

100% ~
90% -
80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

Adr.

Figure 44: Happiness of Male Household Respondents

By District
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Female respondents, in general, appeared to be less happy than their male household
counterparts. While a higher proportion of female (17 percent) than male households
respondents reported that they were very happy, the number of female respondents who
reported they were very unhappy was equally high, also at 17 percent. 38 percent of female
respondents reported that they were simply happy, 25 percent reported they were neither happy
nor sad, and 4 percent reported they were simply unhappy. Female tssjpoAdeaskan,

Gulran, and Khost Wa Firing appeared to be among the happiest of respondents in the 10
districts, with women in Farsi district reporting a state of extreme unhappiness with the greatest
frequency. A high proportion of women in Cheslhbhaf also reported they were very
unhappy, although ChishtSharif also recorded the highest proportion of any district where
female respondents reported they were either very happy or happy.

Figure 45: Happiness of Female Responads

By District
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V.2

Economy

The following section provides an overview of the ecoratraracteristics of the sample and is
divided into the following ten sections: (1) Production; (2) Agriculture; (3) Agricultural Markets;
(4) Consumption; (5) Household Assets; (6) Febwaleed Assets; (7) Economic Shocks; (8)
Debt and Borrowing; (9) Perceptions of Ernit Situation; and (10) FutUPéans. Short
summaries of each section are provided below, with more detailed descriptibrssatdia

graphs of aggregate statistics and distvegdtvariation in the separate sections.

Production: Across the sample, agriculture is the predominant means of generating income. 49
percent of male household respondents and 48 percent of cuslegfoup respondents
consider farming to be their main income, with an additional 14 percent and 9 percent of male
household and male focus group respondents occupied primarily by sharecropping. 83 percent
of female respondents claim to have no occupalthrough there is significant variation
between districts, with 61 percent of women in Adraskan and 33 percent of womemain Daul
occupied by carpet weavidgricultural activities serve as the primary income source for 62
percent of villages, with Digaa, Khost Wa Firing, and Sang Takht being the most concentrated

in agriculture, and Adraskan and Sherzad the least. Animal husbandry is the largest source of
secondary income for villages, while sources of tertiary income are diversified across the sampl
Overall, 97 percent of villages report a source of secondary income and 73 percent of villages a
source of tertiary income. Sources of income reported by male household respondents mirror
the answers of male focus groups. Over-tiuagers of houseld in Balkh, Daulina, Gulran,

and Sang Takht report receiving income from agriculture, while just 17 percent of households in
Sherzad do so. 23 percent of households in Hisarak and 59 percent of households in Sherzad
report receiving income from activitiested to poppy cultivation. Median incomes in Sherzad

are the highest in the sample, followed by Hisarak, while Adraskan has the lowest median
income levels. Income inequality appears to be highest in Balkh and Hisarak districts and lowest
in AdraskanOf the female respondents interviewed for the sample, 63 percent reported no
involvement in incomgenerating activities. Female economic participation was especially low in
Farsi and Khost Wa Firing, but was high in Sang Takht and Sherzad. WomenakhBang T
work especially long hours, but are mainly involved in activities which produce tkitwine in
Overall, female control over income earned through their activities was limited, with less than a
guarter reporting they had full autonomy over their mcBmancial autonomy was highest in

Sang Takht and Gulran districts, while in Adraskan and Farsi, over half of women earning
income stated control of their earnings rested completely with their husband or other family
members.

Agriculture: Wheat is the nedominant crop grown across all districts except Sherzad, where
respondents reported significant levels of poppy cultivation. In Balkh, a significant minority of
villages reported that corn or cotton was the major crop under cultivation, with corrpgnd pop
being cultivated by a significant minority of villages in Hisarak. Overall, 76 percent of
respondents report having access to agricultural land, either as farmers, owners, or
sharecroppers, with respondents in Daulina reporting the highest leveisafoaagacultural

land (95 percent) and respondents in Adraskan reporting the lowest (38 percent). Farmers in
Gulranown the most land, some 6.6thexs on average, while those in Adraskan own the least,
just 0.9 hectares. Farmers in Daulina are thedimessified in terms of summer cropage, with

90 percent of farmers in the district cultivating three or more crops during the summer season,
while farmers in Gulran are the least diversified, with 70 percent growing just one crop. Only 39
percent of farnre across the sample reported cultivating crops during the most recent sample.
Very few farmers in the sneaffeded districts of Daulina, Khost Wa Firing, or Sang Takht
cultivate during winter, while winter cultivation is relatively common in the watrets df

Balkh, Gulran, Hisarak, and Sherzad. The proportion of farmers forced to leave a portion of
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their land fallow was highest in Adraskan, Hisarak, and Sang Takht, with the most commonly
cited reason for doing so being a lack of water for irgigatps. The sale of crops was
relatively rare across the sample, with only 15 percent of farmers doing so. In Sherzad, however,
some 77 percent of farmeedicrops, commonly poppy, tomatoes, other fruit or adgst or

corn. The median revenues eatnethrmers for selling crops varied from $100 in Farsi to $520

in Sherzad. Inequality in farming earnings appears to be significant both within and between
districts. Farmers earning at the 25th percentile in Sherzad, for instance, make considerably
greaer revenues ($340) than farmers earning at the 75th percentile 8 Shasift ($240),

Daulira ($200), Farsi ($140), Khost Wa Firing ($300), and Sang Takht ($300). Inequality within
districts is greatest in Gulran, Hisarak, and Sherzad, and lowest AgFReultural producers

across the sample more commonly sell crops at a market than to individual buyers and most
respondents selling produce to individual buyers report that they were not compelled to sell
produce to a particular individual. Indeedalf of cases where producers could not choose

who to sell their produce to, this was only due to a lack of other buyers in the village, rather than
due to compulsion or other reasons.

Agricultural Markets: Primarily, farmers grow crops for home consiompwith only 15

percent reporting they sold a portion of their crop following the most recent harvest. Sherzad
was a notable exception, however, withtltwds of farmers surveyed reporting that they had

sold crops. Poppy was the predominant crop tsplthrmers in Hisarak and Sherzad and
accounted for 25 percent of marketed crops reported by farmers across the sample. In addition,
appreciable quantities of wheat, corn, tomato, and other fruits and vegetabldsy farmers

in Sherzad, Hisarak, Adraskan, Balkh, and @h&harif. Unsurprisingly, farmers in the two
districts in which poppy is cultivated in significant quantities, Hisarak and Sherzad, reported the
highest average incomes, although such averpgesedpto be skewed by extremely high
returns accruing to a small number of producers. In addition to Hisarak and Sherzad, agricultural
producers in Adraskan, Balkh, and Gulran also reported relatively high median returns, with
farmers in Chisk# SharifDaulina, and Farsi reporting the lowest median earnings. Nearly seven
out of ten buyers reported that their produce was sold at a market, rather than to a middleman,
although producers in Hisarak were somewhat of an outlier, withirtisoselling to
middemen. The location of markets varied from distrdistrict, although when produce was

sold to a middleman, the middlemen usually either originated from the same village or from the
district centers. In Balkh and Chigsh®harif, middlemen were mosiownly shopkeepers,

while in Hisarak and Sherzad, they were more commonly traders or smugglers. The proportion
of farmers who reported they did not have a choice as to who they sold their produce to was
relatively low across the sample, although 47 pefdaniners in Daulina and 43 percent of
farmers in Farsi reported a lack of choice. The most common reason for this was the lack of
other buyers in the village, although a handful of respondents reported that they had be
constrained by the terms of a loapayment or had been compelled to sell to a particular
individual.

Consumption: Almost all households reported spending money on food during the past month,
while six out of ten households reported expenditures on glatllinransport fees. Spending

on vehicle fuel, phone charges, or taxes was much less common across the sample. The median
household reported spending $60 a month on food. Food expenditures were, on average, highest
in Hisarak, Sang Takht, and Sherzad, and lowest in Daulina. Speridthjngrand shoes was

highest in Hisarak and Sherzad, with median expenditures of $14 and $16 respectively, but
relatively minimal in Adraskan, Daulina, and Gulran. Spending on vehicle fuel was rare in all
districts except in Daulina and Farsi, whereamedonthly expenditures of $4 and $6 were
reported. Expenditures on transportation fees, which obviously substitute for vehicle fuel, were
highest in Hisarak and Sherzad, both of which recorded median levels of $20. Sherzad was the
only district where morthan 50 percent of households reported spending money on phone
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charges in the past month, although the median spending was only $3. More than 97 percent of
households claimed to have spent money on medical treatment or medicine in the past year, with
a melian expenditure across the sample of $70. Levels of spending were highest in Hisarak and
Sherzad, with median annual expenditures of $225 and $162 respectively, and lowest in Daulina
and Farsi, where median annual expenditures were $26 and $30 yesPpetidihg on
education was relatively rare, covering just 10 percent of households. Sang Takht was the only
district were more than 50 percent of households reported education spending, with an annual
median expenditure of $10. Spending on house ctnstrard repair was rare, but costly for

the 30 percent of households that reported such expenditures. Farsi reported the highest
incidence of spending on home improvements, but @hiSharif had the highest mean
expenditures, at $239. Spending on ean@intenance and interest charges was rare, with just 5
percent and 3 percent of households across the sample reporting such expenditures. Spending on
social and religious obligations demonstrated significant variation both within and between
districts. Ahough only 7 percent of households reported spending on weddings, for instance,
those that did face such expenses bore a substantial price. In Hisarak, for instance, the mean
expenditure on weddings was $501 annually, even though just 22 perceiotdhoezerted

spending money on them. Charitable contributions were the most commonly observed form of
social and religious obligation for which households reported expenditures, with 52 percent of
households reporting them. Households in Sang Takhereporaverage contribution of $100
annuallyAnnualized and totaled, expenditures were found to be highest on average in Hisarak
($3,131 / year), followed by Sherzad ($2,536 / year). Daulina had the lowest average level of
expenditures ($740 / year),daled by Adraskan ($1,304).

Household Assets:Ownership of vehicles was found to be relatively limited across the sample:
24 percent of households own a motorbike, 9 percent owned a bike, 2 percent own a car, and
less than 1 percent own a truck. Motorbikeership is most common in Daulina (67 percent)

and Farsi (68 percent), bicycles are most commonly owned in Balkh (52 percent), and cars and
trucks are most numerous in Sherzad (9.0 and 1.2 percent, respectively). Among agricultural
implements, a quartef households across the sample claimed to own a plow, 23 percent own a
wheelbarrow, and less than one percent own a tractor. Plows are most commonly owned in the
districts of Farsi (58 percent), Khost Wa Firing (52 percent), and Daulina (49 pereeat), but
eschewed in Adraskan (8 percent), Balkh (5 percent), and Gulran (2 percent). Tractors,
meanwhile, are most commonly found in Balkh (2.6 percent) and Gulran (2.4 percent). Basic
household items, such as radios, chronometers, are owned in high ruodsetiseasample,

with threequarters of households possessing a radio (ranging from 93 percent in Hisarak to 51
percent in Adraskan) and 84 percent a watch or clock (varying from 98 percent in Sherzad to 56
percent in Adraskan). Other "big ticket" eletritems, such as generators, refrigerators, or
televisions, are encountered very rarely. 17 percent of households reported ownership of a
mobile phone, although ownership rates varied substantially, ranging from 59 percent in Sherzad
to just 2 percent iDaulina, Gulna, and Sang Takht. 85 percentespondents stated their
household owned either livestock or poultry. Ownership rates are highest in Sherzad, where 98
percent own an animal, and lowest in GeiStiarif, where only tvtloirds do. Of the dlierent

types of animals, cows are particularly popular in Sherzad (98 percent), but less so in Gulran (39
percent). Khost Wa Firing has the highest incidence of horse ownership (36 percent) and
Adraskan the lowest (0 percent). Ownership rates of doakgysomn 90 percent in Daulina

and Gulran and 50 percent in Khost Wa Firing, goats from 93 percent in Daulina to 29 percent
in Chishte Sharif, sheep from 90 percent in Farsi to 10 percent ineCBisatif, and poultry

from 44 percent in ChisktSharito 99 percent in Sherzad.

FemaleOwned Assets30 percent of female respondents claimed to own land, varying from 4
percent of respondents in Adraskan to 91 percent in Daulina. Aanchost comonly
acquired through dowry (52 percent), followed byiteres (31 percent). Women very rarely
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reported having full autonomy over the use of income generated by the land or the independent
authority to sell the land. Women in Sang Takht reported the highest level of independent
authority, with 29 percent of fala respondents reporting they were free to use income from

the land as they wished and 24 percent reporting they were free to sell the land without
consulting their husband or other family members. Six out of every ten female respondents
reported ownershiof livestock or poultry, with a high of 91 percent in Sherzad and a low of 17
percent in Adraskan. As with land, the animals were most commonly acquired through dowry
(57 percent), with an additional 16 percent reporting that the animals had besh arfcat

further 16 percent reported they had been purchased by the respondent. The authority of the
women to use income generated by the animals or to sell them was generally limited, but not to
as great an extent as with land. Female authority iesfiestrwas highest in Balkh, where 64
percent reported decisions concerning the use of earnings could be made autonomously. A
relatively small proportion of female responded® percent across the sampleported

owning jewelry. Rates of jewelry osfmierare highest in Sherzad (39 percent) and lowest in
Adraskan and Sang Takht (2 percent). Jewelry was overwhelmingly acquired through dowry (72
percent), but again is rarely under the full ownership of women, with just 16 percent-of jewelry
owning respattents reporting they could make an autonomous decision to sell the jewelry.

Economic Shocks:22 percent of male household respondents reported that, in the past year,
they always or usually faced difficulty in meeting the food needs of the housefald, whil
percent reported they rarely or never faced such difficulties. Respondents in Hisarak were the
most likely to report they always or usually faced difficulties in meeting food needs of the
household, while respondents in Daulina were the least Qikalye different forms of
economic shocks that households faced in the past year, food price inflation was the most
common, affecting 86 percent of households across the sample, ranging from 72 percent in
Adraskan to 97 percent of households in Chi§tarif. Curiously, a relatively high proportion

42 percent also reported that their household had been adversely affected by a fall in prices for
agricultural produce, with 85 percent of households in Hisarak, 66 percent of households in
Sherzad, and 48rcent of households in Daulina reporting the incidence of such. A fall in
agricultural output was also a commonly reported problem, particularly in Hisarak (98 percent)
and Balkh (86 percent), and affecting 73 percent of households overall. A deteniorati
drinking water quantity or quality concerned 65 percent of respondents and was an especiall
acute problem in Hisar (97 percent) and Sang Takht (89 percent), but much less so in Khost
Wa Firing (25 percent). Relatively few households reportadhiagehold member had lost
employment (5 percent) or experienced a reduction in salary (6 percent), but 81 percent of
respondents did report the household had been adversely affected by iliness. All but three
percent of households in ChighSharif repted that an illness of a family member had
occurredin the past year, while the incidence of illness appeared to be lowest in Farsi, at 73
percent. The incidence of conflict or problems arising from an influx of returning refugees were
relatively rare problems, except in Farsi, where 27 percent of r@sp@pieted incidents of
insecurity or violence, and Chislbharif, where 14 percent affirmed that the household had
been adversely affected by returning refugees. Cases of theft of the property of respondents were
also rare, occuring with greatestueegy in Adraskan (21 percent) in the case of the loss of
livestock and in Gulran (15 percent) in the case of other forms of property.

Debt and Borrowing: Across the ten districts in the sample, 48 percent of male household
respondents surveyed and 4lcemr of female respondents surveyed reported that their
household had taken a loan in the past year. The highest rates of borrowing were observed in
Chishte Sharif, where 87 percent of male household respondents and 69 percent of female
respondents reped that a member of the household had borrowed funds in the past 12
months, with he lowest in Balkh, where 31 percent of male household respondents and 15
percent of female respondents asserting the household had taken a loan. Loans were generally
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taken tomeet essential needs, with 45 percent of loans being taken to purchase food and a
further 28 percent being taken to meet medical costs. The proportion of loans taken to meet
food needs was highest in Sang Takht (65 percent) and lowest in Sherzaat]25vpiece

loans taken to meet medical needs ranged from 41 percent in Hisarak to 17 percent in Khost Wa
Firing. Just a quarter of loans were tak&mdhand all but three percent of loans are expected

to be paid back in cash. The median value of B&0D®,across the full sample, varied from
$1,000 in Hisarak to $200 in Daulina. More than half of loans have no specific repayment period
associated with them. Of those that do, 26 percent must be repaid in less than 3 months, 32
percent between 3 and 6 riie) 35 percent between 7 and 12 months, and 7 percent in a
period longer than 12 months. Respondents in Daulina borrowed much less, on average, than
counterparts in other districts, and had the highest level of repayment, with 41 percent of
respondents @iming to have repaid more than 80 percent of their loan. The proportion of
respondents who claimed to have repaid more than 20 percent of their loan was lowest in
Gulran, at just 14 percent of borrowing respondents. Borrowers in Hisarak, which had the
highest average loans, seemed to be having particular difficulty in repaying their loans, with just 5
percent of respondents claiming to have repaid more than 40 percent of their debt. The
incidence of interest charges is reported very infrequently, whhpgistent of borrowers
reporting to pay interest. The highest proportion of borrowers reporting to pay interest was
found in Sherzad (14 percent), followed by Sang Takht (13 percent), and Khost Wa Firing (12
percent). Mean effective interest rates dveal varied from 2.6 percent in Khost Wa Firing to

0 percent in Daulina and Hisarak. When asked who they would borrow from should the need
arise, more than half of male household respondents (51 percent) reported they would not or
could not borrow moneyhis response was particularly common in Balkh (88 percent) and
Sherzad (75 percent), but much less so in @€hSharif (18 percent) and Sang Takht (22
percent). Among those who couldn't or wouldn't borrow, the lack of a local lender was the
mostly commuoly cited reason, accounting for 44 percent of responses overall, followed by
cultural, religious, or personal objections (18 percent), the existence of an outstanding loan (16
percent), and a lack of collateral (15 percent).

Perceptions of EconomicSituation: When asked about their household conditions relative to

last year, an average of 20 percent of male head of household respondents suggested that their
conditions improved, 14 percent said that they deteriorated. Respondents in Sherzad saw the
geatest degree of I mprovement i n their housc¢
respondents in Adraskan were the most likely to say the situation had worsened. Generally,
women were more positive than men in their assessment of how livingnsoindilie village

had changed during the past year: 37 percent of female respondents felt that they had improved
and 18 percent perceived that they had deteriorated. Female respondents in Khost Wa Firing and
Sherzad were the most likely to have a pasidessment of changes in the economic situation

of the village, while women in Adraskan and Hisarak were the most likely to report that things
were worse than last year. Male focus group respondents perceiving that the economic situation
in their villageleteriorated over the past year outnumbered those who saw an improvement by
31 percent to 26 percent. The proportion of respondents seeing an improvement significantly
outnumbered those perceiving a worsening in Sherzad, Farsi, and Hisarak, whihistase in

e Sharif, Gulran, and Sang Takht were most likely to report a deterioration. Across the three
groups of respondents, central andrailonal governments received relatively equal levels of
credit regardless of whether a positive or negative ochasgebserved. Male household
respondents were, however, more likely to report than male focus group respondents to report
that actions of the central government had been responsible for the change, while male focus
group respondents were more likely tleamafe respondents. Regardless of which group was
being asked, the local leadership was much more likely to be credited for a positive change than
blamed for a negative one, particularly amordgfeespondents. Another interesting feature as

that althoughess than a quarter of female respondents reported that changes were caused by
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fate or divine will, approximately a half of male focus group respondents ascribed such changes
to supematural entities.

Future Plans:Over a half of respondents indicaterd@ntion to visit the provincial capital in

the coming year, while over a third indieaténtent to make a pilgrimage to Mecca. The
proportion of respondents who plan to trade produce, either within or beyond the village, is
relatively small, howevextt 9 percent and 11 percent respectively. A fifth of respondents
indicated intent to purchase land for agricultural use and 13 percent considered they would
purchase a form of agricultural machinery in the coming year. A relatively high proportion of
respamdentsd 43 percend indicated that they would take steps to improve their dwelling in the
next 12 months, although only 11 percent thought that they would purchase land for a house.
Intentions to engage in consumer goods purchases were observedyvatmnassithe sample,

with just 16 percent of respondents reporting an intention to purchase a mobile phone, 7 percent
a television, and 14 percent a car or motorcycle.

Production

The following section presents aggregate and diéstekcsummaries of orfnation collected

from male household, male focus group, and female respondents concerning the structure and
function of production activities. Male focus group, male household, and female respondents
were all asked to report their primary occupatior, forls group respondents were asked to
report the primary, secondary, and tertiary sources of income for villagers, and male household
respondents were asked to report types, levels, and seasonality of primary, secondary, and tertiary
income sources ovlre past 12 monthEemale respondents, meanwhile, were asked whether

or not they were engaged in incgyarerating activities and, if so, whether the earnings from

the activity accrued to the household in cash or kind, how many hours on average dhey worke
and who in their family retained control over the earnings of their activities. Summary statistics
concerning aggregate outcomes, as well as beineenthindistrict variation, are presented

below.

The work of male household respondents is coatehtin farming. Overall, 49 percent of
respondents cite farmer as their occupation, with the number of farmers being especially high in
Daulina, with 82 percent of respondents. Sharecropping is the next most popular occupation,
covering 14 percent of hmahousehold respondents, and occupying some 27 percent of
respondents in Gulra@f the 10 districts, respondents in Adraskan are the least involved in
agricultural activities, with only 31 percent of respondents claiming farming or sharecropping as
their main activity.Laborers make up 9 percent of male household respondents and are
comparatively numerous in Adraskan, @8tlpercent of respondents in the district citing it as

their main occupation. Professionals, such as school teachers, civil gelieanmesn, and

NGO workers, make up 5 percent of respondents, while 4 percent claim work as a form of
village leader, such raslik arbapor shurdeader, is their main occupation. Shopkeepers and
traders make up 4 percent of respondents and craftsmen, such as carpenters, masons, and
blacksmiths, make up a further 3 percent. Shepherds or pagaged in animal husbandry
comprise 3 percent of resglents. Other occupations account for 9 percent of the total.

3L A distinction is madén the survey between persons who farm their own land, which are referred to as
Afar merso, and those who farm other peopleds | and, wt

46



100% -
90% -
80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

Figure 46: Occupations of Male Headsof-Household
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Only 17 percent of female respondents considered that they had a profession, with the rest
working ahousewives witlut a source of personatome.Of those female respondents who
do possess an occupation, most work as carpet weavers, with 12 percent of the total female
respondents holding such an occupation. The number of female carpet weavers is especially high
in Adraskan, Daulina, and ChishSlarif, where61l percent, 33 percent, and 11 percent of
female respondents, respectively, cite it as their main occupation.
Figure 47: Occupations of Female Participants
By District Full Sample
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As with male househotégspondents, nearly half of male focus group respondents cite their
primary occupation as farmif@rmers are relatively numerous in Sherzad and Daulina, where
67 percent and 62 percent of male focus group respondents are farmers. On the other end of the
spectrum, just 37 percent of respondents in Gulran and 38 percent of respondents in Adraskan
are farmers. Compared to male household respondents, a smaller proportion of male focus
group participants work as sharecroppers, comprising 9 percent of.tMatetédcus group
respondents working as sharecroppegsnost common in Chistet Sharif, wh some 22

percent of respondentbere so occupiedinterestingly, male focus group respondents in
Adraskan are more involved than their male household codstarpagricultural activities,

with 43 percent working as farmers or sharecroppers, compared to 31 percent for male
household respondenis percent of male focus group respondents cited their primary income
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as a form of village leader. Such male fooup garticipants were most commonly found in
Daulina, where they comprised 26 percent of theaothhre least common in Sang Takht and
Sherzad, where only 3 and 4 percent of respondents respectively claim their main occupation as a
form of village later Professionals accounted for 7 percent of the total overall and were
relatively numerous in Khost Wa Firing, with percent5 percent of male focus group
respondents work as shopkeepers or traders, with 13 percent of respondents in Farsi holding
such an occupatioAmong all male focus group respondents, 3 percent work as shepherds or
otherwise draw income from animal praduactwith only 2 percent working as craftsmen.
Occupations other than those listed above comprise the remaining 6 percent of male focus
group respondents.

Figure 48: Occupations of Male Focus Group Respondents

By District Full Sample
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Information on the primary, secondary, and tertiary sources of village income was sought from
male focus group respondents. As could be anticipated based on the occupations of male
household and focus group respondents, agriculture was overwhelmimgatiyesptirce of

income for villages in the sample, with 62 percent of male focus groups asserting that most of
the village income came from such activities. Daulina and Khost Wa Firing had the highest
proportion of villages for which agriculture was timespyi income source, at 92 percent and 90
percent respectively, whdraskan an8herzad had the lowest proportion, ®ittpercent and

14 percent of villagesspectivelyeporting agriculture as the primary income source for the
village. Following aguiture, activities related to the cultivation of poppy, an illicit crop in
Afghanistan, accounted for the primary income source in 15 percent of villages in the sample.
Villages reliant on poppy cultivation were heavily concentrated, however, in ldiSirekzad

districts, where 40 percent and 84 percent of villages respectively reported it as their primary
income sourcel2 percent of villages in Adraskan also listed poppy cultivation as the primary
source of income for villagers, ouho other distat did more than a single village list it as their
primary income sourcéncome sources relating to animal husbandry predominated in 11
percent of villages across the sample. Animal husbandry is particularly popular in Gulran,
Adraskan, and Balkh, wheBegdg&rcent, 27 percent, and 26 percent of villages respectively listed

it as their primary income source. In 6 percent of villages across the sample, remittances from
family members working inside or outside Afghanistan serve as the primary source. of income
The number of villages dependents upon remittances are particularly numerous in Farsi and
Chishte Sharif districts, with 26 percent and 39 percent of villages listing it as their primary
income source, but were a negligible source of income in dites.d\éllages dependent

upon agricultural labor for their primary source of income comprised 4 percent of the sample,
with a handful of villages in Adraskan, Balkh, and Sangdaiiting it as their primary source
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of village income. Forms of nagrcultural labor were relatively minimal source of primary
income for villages, accounting for only 1 percent of the full sample of villages, and only in
Adraskan did more than one village in the district report it as their primary source of income.

Figure 49: Primary Source of Village Income Reported by Male Focus Group

By District Full Sample
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50 percent of villages lidtat secondary source of incorasanimal husbandry. Animal
husbandry was popularsource of secondary income in Daulina, Sang Takht, and Balkh
districts, with 84 percent, 72 percent and 62 percent of villages respectively. Agriculture served as
the source of secondary income in 27 percent of villages, with Sherzad having the largest
proportion at 71 percent. Following agriculture, agricultural labor accounted for the secondary
source of income in 6 percent of villages, followed byfothes of labor at 4 percent. Poppy
cultivation served as a secondary source of income in 2 pevilages, most of those villages
are in Hisarak. Villages with remittances as their secondary income source accounted for 2
percent of the overall total. 3 percent of villages in the sample lacked any form of secondary
income source, many of which ar€lmishte Sharif, where 18 percent of villages reported no
secondary income sour@n average34 percenbf r e s p o nindoenearodesfronsecond
incomesourcesvaling from 26 perceim Sang Takhb 40 percent in Khost wa Firinthe
average incometuened bythe secondargourcewas $50 across the samgaaging fron$32
in Adraskan t866in Sang Takht.
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Figure 50: SecondarySource of Village Income Reported by Male Focus Group
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73 percent oVillages reported a tertiary income sowceoss the sample, tertiary income
sources were more diversified than primary or secondary income sources, with the most
numerous source of tertiary incadremimal husbandfyaccounting for only 22 percent loé t
sampleAgricultural labor was the next most common source of tertiary income, at 17 percent of
the sample, followed by agriculture and-agsicultural forms of labor at 10 percent.
Remittances, which weré&requentlycitedsource of tertiary income Farsi district, served as

the tertiary income source in 5 percent of villages across the sample. Poppy cultivation provided
the tertiary source of income in 4 percent of villages and carpet weaving in 2 percent. Income
sources of villages in Farsi apgegrarticularly well diversified, with all villages surveyed
reporting a tertiary income source. On the other hand, only 33 percent of villages in Gulran and
48 percent of villages in Chish$harifisted a tertiary income source.

Figure 51: Tertiary Source of Village Income Reported by Male Focus Group

By District Full Sample

| ——

Adr.

[r— H Agriculture
1 Ag. Labor
. # Poppy Cult.
— I Animal Husb. i
— H Carpet Weaving '\\ 2204
#@ Other Labor b
. g - | Remittances
T T T T T T T . : H ) Other
Gul. His. KWF

Bal. CeS Dau. Far. S.T. She.

Consistent with the information provided by male focus group respondents on the sources of
income for villagers, the major source of income for male household respondents came from
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agriculture, wht 47 percent of reported monthly incarnening from this soce®* Agriculture

was the predominant source of income for respondents in Balkh, Gulran, Daulina, and Sang
Takht, with 69 percent, 64 percent, 60 percent, and 60 percent of income in these districts
originating from agricultural activities. Activitiedingl to animal husbandry accounted for 15
percent of the monthly income reported by male household respondents, with respondents in
Daulina (30 percent), Gulran (24 percent), Sang Takht (20 percent), and Adraskan (20 percent)
reporting a greater proporniof income from such activities than respondents in other districts.
Income from activities related to poppy cultivation covered 11 percent of the total reported
income. In Hisarak and Sherzad districts, poppy cultivation accounted for 24 percent and 34
percent of the total reported monthly incomes in the district. Following poppy cultivation, small
business or trade was the most numerous source of reported income, accounting for six percent
of the total. Remittances provided 5 percent of monthly incooss #te sample, with such

forms of income being particularly important in Farsi and Khost Wa Firing districts, where 29
percent and 12 percent of income respectively. Handicraft production accounted for 4 percent of
income across the sample, peaking aed&@nt in Adraskan, with sources other than those
listed above covering the remaining 12 percent.

Figure 52 Sources of Monthly Income Reported by Male Household Respondents

By District Full Sample
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Figure53 below presents graphical representation of estimates of the mean levels for each of
the major income sources, broken down by district. Infromeagriculture was highest in
Daulina at $98 per month, followed by Balkh at $95 per month, and Gulran at $84 per month,
and lowest in Adraskan at $23 per month. Male household respondents in Daulina also reported
the highest levels of income from ahitmasbandry, at $48. Activities related to poppy
cultivation provided an average of $73 per respondent in Sherzad, $46 in Hisarak, and $12 in
Balkh, but were negligible providers of income in other districts. On average, remittances
provided respondents krarsi with $40 in income per month and $15 to respondents in Khost
Wa Firing.

32 Estimates of the total income for male household respondents were obtainexd thbuiation of the three
main income sources reported by each respondent. Incomes attributed to each category were then divided by the
total income for the sample and for each district to obtain the estimates presétidenlab2 below.
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Figure 53: Levels and Sources of Monthly Income Reported by Male Household Responderty District
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Estimates of the proportion of male household respondents who repertetious income
categories as one of their three main sources of ilaterdepicted ifigure54 below.The

proportion of households drawing income from agriculture was found to be especially high in
Daulina, where 86 percent of households reported agriculture as one of their three sources,
followed by Sang Takht at 80 percert,@ulran at 77 percent. In contrast, only 36 percent of
respondents in Adraskan and 17 percent of respondents in Sherzad reported income from
agriculture. A large number of households in Sherzad, some 59 percent, and a significant
minority of households idisarak, 23 percent, reported some income from poppy cultivation in

the past month, and a third of households in Farsi reported receiving income from remittances
over the past month.

Figure 54: Percent of Households Reporting Isome from Different Income Cateqories, by
District
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Figure55presents a graphical representation of the (@adnblue columnjnediar(light blue
horizontal marker)I quartile (lower white horizontal markang 3' quartile (upper white
horizontal marke®f total monthly income for each distrieherzad had the highest level of
median income, at $183 per month, followed by Hisarak at $146 per month. Male household
respondents in Adraskan had the lowest median level of income, an®&t&mpeollowed by
respondents in ChishtSharif, at $80 per month. The 10 sample districts demonstrate significant
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diversity in the level of inequality. Incomes appear to be skewed in Balkh, where the mean level
of income exceeds the median level byf@®wved by Hisarak, where the mean income is $67
above the median, and in Sherzad, where the mean is $54 above the median. Inequality as
measured by the intguartile rangé the difference between the income of the respondent at

the 2% percentile ah that of the respondent at the”" f&ercentile, however, is significantly

greater in Hisarak than in any other district, at $155, or 106 percent of the median value. Inter
guartile ranges are also high in Balkh, with a range is $@B%ercent of theedianin Farsi,

with a range of $80 @10 percent of the medjeend in Sherzad, with a range of $90 or 49
percent of the median. In contrast, inequality appears to be relatively compressed in Adraskan,
where the intequartile range is $43 or 57 peroéthe median value.

Figure 55: Average Levels andistribution of Monthly Income, by District
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income arising from the primary inconoerse, which gives an indication of the level of
diversification of income sources. District averages of these estimates are piieigemesd in
below.Income sources of respondents in Balkh and &hiSharif are the most concentrated,

with 83 percent and 79 percent of total income respectively arising from the primary income
source In comparison, respondents in Hisarak and Sherzad are the best diversified, with 52
percent and 55 percent of income respectively arising from the primary source.
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Figure 56: Percent of Total Annual Income Arising from Primary Income Source by District
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Income sources across the sample are concentrated in the summer, but with a significant degree
of variation between districts. In Daulina, for instance, 60 percent of income is earned in the
summer, while ifrarsi, only 27 percenf income is earned during the summer, with the
plurality of income coming in the fall.

Figure 57: Seasonality of Income, by District
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The differences between districts in the seasonality of income reflect differencesiicethe

of income that predominate. &ggure59 below demonstrates, income earned from small
businesses, handicrafts, and remittances is earned more or less equatig. Jeaome from
agriculture is heavily concentrated in the sumwiter52 percent of such income arising in
summer. Income from animal husbandry is slightly less so, with 35 percent of income coming in
summer. Income from poppy cultivation, meanwhile, is concentrated in the summer and spring,
with 43 percent of incomeming in summer and 41 percent in spring.
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Figure 58: Seasonality of Income, bySource
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As represented iRigure59 below 63percent of female respondents are not engaged at all in
activities that generate income for the household. The level of female economic participation was
found to be lowest in Khost Wa Firing, where 94 percent of female respondents are not engaged
in anyincome generating activities, followed by Farsi, where the corresponding figure is 88
percent. Economic participation is highest in Sang Takht district, where only 77 percent of
female respondents claimed to be involved in an income generating acritg &ind,
followedby Sherzad, with 55 percent. Across the full sample, animal husbandry was the most
common income generating activity in which female respondents were engaged in, accounting
for 12 percent of total respondents. Animal husbandry is egialgpcommon activity for

women to be involved in Sang Takht, where 40 percent of female respondents participate, and
Sherzad, where 39 percent participate. Carpet weaving is the next most common activity for
women to be involved in, accounting for @getr of the total. Female respondents in Adraskan

and Daulina are most commonly involved in this activity, with 37 percent of female respondents
in Adraskan and 36 percent of female respondents in Daulina participating. Across the full
sample, 9 percent é&¢male respondents are engaged in agricultural activities. The highest
participation of women in agriculture was observed in Sang Takht district, where 33 percent of
women claimed to earn income from such activities. A relatively small number of tesponden
claimed to earn income from other activities, such as milling, handicrafts, small business, trade,
or professions.
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