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Summary 

This report outlines the results of a follow-up food security assessment conducted in Bogra, Gaibandah, Jamalpur, 
Kurigram and Sirajgonj districts of North West Bangladesh in April 2013. The purpose of this assessment was to review 
the recovery situation and determine any remaining needs of vulnerable households who were affected by the 
September 2012 floods.  
 
The assessment was conducted in 26 unions of ten upazilas over approximately five days. Purposive sampling was used 
to choose vulnerable flood affected households from the same locations assessed in the rapid food security joint needs 
assessment (JNA) conducted in October 2012. Similar indicators were measured to those assessed in the October JNA in 
order to compare recovery status and determine remaining needs.  The results of the assessment are detailed in this 
report however key findings may be summarized as follows: 
 
It is estimated that around 74,000 households across the five districts 
assessed have not fully recovered since the September 2012 flood and are 
still in need of assistance to restore livelihoods and food security. 
 
The poverty map1 enclosed shows that Kurigram and Jamalpur districts are 
ranked in the poorest areas of the country (where more than 60% of the 
population are under the poverty line) with Gaibandha  and Sirajgonj close 
behind (between 50% and 60%). This indicates existing structural poverty in 
the assessment areas and a comparatively lower capacity to recover after 
shocks. Therefore not all indicators can be completely attributed to the effects 
of the floods, however the report provides a good point of measurement of 
the recovery status of households directly after the floods to six months after 
the flood by comparing indicators.  
 
The floods damaged aman crops back in September 2012 and impacted the 
ability of farmers to cultivate other crops due to lack of access to inputs or 
lack of money to invest. Around 55% of farmers across all districts were able 
to resume Boro production with the worst affected areas in Kurigram and 
Gaibandah. All districts expect poor Boro prospects (particularly Gaibandah 
and Kurigram) due mostly to the effects of cold wave on crops.  Jamalpur and 
Bogra had good Boro resumption (93% and 80%) which should have provided 
good income earning opportunities for agricultural day labourers – this is 
evidenced by only a 2% migration rate out of Bogra and increased average 
monthly income in Jan-March 2013. Jamalpur however still maintained high 
migration (50%) and only limited increases in monthly income. It is likely that 
despite good Boro resumption, the high loan repayments, high food cost and 
low IGA resumption have pushed Jamalpur households into further stress.  
Vegetable production recovery was steadily over 50% for most districts 
except Kurigram and Bogra. These two districts, along with Gaibandah, also 
had poor fish farming resumption. Sirajgonj had stable recovery of over 50% 
in Boro, vegetable and fish production.  

 
 
During this assessment, the Food Consumption Score (FCS) was used to compare the diet of the population and provide 
an indication of the expense gap required to achieve a good FCS. Over the five districts, more than 60% of the 

                                                           
1
 WFP 2005 
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population is within or below the borderline range with a diet essentially based on rice. Gaibandah, Bogra and 
Kurigram had the highest proportion of populations within the critical range; the largest being in Gaibandha (41%). The 
expense gap to reach a good FCS was also highest in Gaibandah and Sirajgonj.  Bogra had the greatest proportion of the 
population below acceptable (95%) followed by Gaibandah (81%) and Jamalpur (59%). All districts except Sirajgonj do 
not eat the minimum meal frequency and 30% of children aged 6-23 months assessed also do not.  91% of children 
surveyed aged 6-23 months do not have adequate dietary diversity, eating less than four food groups per day. 
Exclusive breastfeeding for children 0-6 months and introduction to solid and semi-solid foods for children 6-8 months is 
below the national average and although the global acute malnutrition rate across the five districts is high (14.4%) it is 
in line with the national average. Considering these indicators it is clear that these locations have existing pockets of 
vulnerability. To deal with floods many households reduced meal size, meal frequency and changed infant feeding 
practices which suggests limited alternate coping mechanisms. 
 
Many households had to sell their assets and use savings after the floods. Jamalpur, Kurigram and Gaibandah had the 
highest percent of households doing so both directly after the floods and still in the last three months. It is the same for 
using savings to meet basic needs. While Sirajgonj and Bogra households do deplete savings and sell assets it is 
significantly less than the other districts suggesting a greater coping capacity. All households took loans directly after 
floods but this was highest in Jamalpur, Gaibandah and Bogra. While this practice has reduced in the last three months, 
all district households continue to take out loans. Loan repayment costs are greatest in Jamalpur (1311 BDT/month), 
Sirajgonj (888 BDT/ month) and Gaibandah (784 BDT/ month). It is likely that these households sold IGA related assets 
initially after the flood to cover basic expenses and this may explain delayed resumption of IGAs. Approximately under 
half of the households in Jamalpur, Gaibandah and Kurigram were able to re-launch their IGAs. Sirajgonj and Bogra 
households fared well as 97% and 80% re-started IGAs after floods.  It is also likely that loans taken in the last three 
months have been used to help re-launch IGAs because with depleted savings and assets, loans may be needed to cover 
the significant investment costs required for IGA resumption (i.e. homestead gardening 259 BDT, poultry rearing 383 
BDT and livestock rearing 4502 BDT as per household survey results).  
 
It is clear that households lost income and work opportunities from the impact of the floods on crops. The expected 
decrease in harvest and work opportunities related to the cold wave and hartals will further reduce household income 
and therefore food purchasing capacity and subsequently food security. Exposure to repeated shocks including floods, 
cold wave and political unrest continues to hamper the recovery capacity of vulnerable households and risks of further 
stresses as the monsoon season approaches will likely push households into further poverty.  
 

 
 The FSC recommends a minimum cash input to ensure vulnerable households are able to achieve a good food 
consumption score. In addition to this, resumption of livelihood activities through livelihood inputs, as well as climate 
resilient livelihoods and disaster risk reduction training to strengthen capacity to withstand future shocks is necessary 
to help avoid prolonged negative impact on food security and livelihoods.  Further recommendations include climate 
resilient crop varieties and technical training together with market development, market extension process and value-
chain activities, health facility strengthening and up-scaling of community based nutrition promotion activities.  

Sector/Indicator Summary of Assessment Results (all districts) 

Recovery since Sept. ‘12  55% HH recovered  74,479 HH still in need of assistance  
Boro  55%  resumption  poor Boro prospects,  wholesale price expected 
Vegetables & fisheries  51% & 22% resumption  
IGA  44% HH re-started IGAs 
Working opportunities  Significantly  in next 6 months, non-agricultural employment also  b/c hartals 

Neg. coping strategies  Loans 37%, sell assets 23%, use savings 17%, migrate 30%,  meal size & frequency  
FCS  62%  HH have poor or borderline FCS,  worse in Bogra & Gaibandha   
Nutrition  Breastfeeding  & dietary diversity < national average,  GAM = high in Kurigram 
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Key Findings 

Sector Overview 

Agriculture 

Gaibandha and Kurigram did not manage to restart their Boro production, whereas 93% of farmers in Jamalpur and 

80% of farmers in Bogra did. Sirajgonj had stable resumption (just over 50% of farmers) for Boro, vegetable and fish 

production. In most districts, the cold wave had a serious impact on crop production and the majority of informants 

expect a lower Boro harvest and an increase in wholesale price of Boro rice this season. 

This will have a serious impact on the food purchasing capacity of households who depend on markets (e.g. Jamalpur 

daily laborers) as they will have to spend a comparatively bigger part of their income to purchase rice. Significant price 

differences in Gaibandha and Kurigram (around 200 BDT per maund, which is over a 30% increase) will also have a 

serious impact for the most vulnerable households of these districts. 

Food Security 

During this assessment the Food Consumption Score (FCS) was used to compare the diet of the population surveyed. As 

there is a clear link between incomes and FCS, it looks as though the limiting factor for people to have an acceptable diet 

(i.e. FCS over 43) is the capacity to buy items other than rice. This information was used as a base to calculate the 

essential needs presented in the summary of needs section (see page 46). Over the five districts, 62% of the population 

is in the poor-borderline range with a diet essentially based on rice. As most of the population need to buy rice in the 

market, the price of this item impacts directly upon the people with lower incomes and in turn affects their capacity to 

achieve good food security.  The money that families with an ‘acceptable high FCS’ are spending on food is almost 

double than the people with a poor FCS. This is worst in Sirajgonj and Jamalpur where the cost of basic food is higher 

than in others districts and where households need to spend nearly 2000 BDT a month more to achieve a good FSC.  

Bogra and Gaibandha are the districts with the highest number of poor and borderline FCS.  

Nutrition 

The nutritional status of children aged 6 – 59 months was assessed using Mid Upper Arm Circumference (MUAC). The 
Global Acute Malnutrition (GAM) estimated using MUAC across the five districts surveyed is 14.4 %. The prevalence of 
Global Acute Malnutrition by MUAC in Kurigram is much higher than the other districts and this is extremely 
concerning. Kurigram also has the greatest number of severe cases.  These figures are based on a sample of 112 in 
Kurigram district (some households were beneficiaries of NARRI/ deShari programs) so partners are recommended  to 
conduct a nutrition causal analysis to identify context specific risks and aggravating factors that could explain the sharp 
differences in under nutrition observed compared to other neighboring districts. 
 
The rate of exclusive breastfeeding among the 29 children who were under six during assessment was (12/29) 41.4% 

meaning that just under 60% of children did not receive exclusive breast feeding  in their first 6 months. This is below 

the national average of 64% and could be explained by the fact that 13 out of 27 female FGDs noted that the feeding 

practices for children 0-6 months had changed immediately after the floods.  

Children between 6 and 23 months who had minimum meal frequency is only (68/101) 67.3% meaning over 35% are not 
eating the minimum accepted meal frequency per day 2.  Meal frequency is below normal in all districts except Sirajgonj 
with Bogra being the worst. The female FGDs explained that changes in feeding practice of children 6-24 months 

                                                           
2
 http://www.who.int/nutrition/databases/infantfeeding/data_source_inclusion_criteria/en/ 
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immediately after the floods included  ‘less food consumption’ (4 out of 27) and ‘reduced meals per day’ (13 out of 27) 
and ‘eat less nutritious foods’ (3 out of 27). Of those who experienced changes to feeding practices, only 10% have been 
able to resume normal feeding practices since the floods. 
 
Coping strategies 

All five district households took out extensive loans after the floods. More than 40% of Gaibandha and Jamalpur 

households surveyed continued to take out loans in the last three months and the highest average loan repayments 

were in Jamalpur (1311 BDT/month) and Sirajgong (888 BDT/month). Kurigram and Gaibandha depend traditionally on 

IGAs (poultry rearing and livestock farming) and sold these assets to cope with the low income opportunities. All district 

households used their savings to buy food directly after the floods and during the last three months. Kurigram is most 

affected in this way, where 62% percent of the sample used their savings to cover their basic expenses directly after the 

floods and 37% of households are still doing so in the last three months. 

Migrations are a widespread pattern in the Char area both directly after the floods and from Jan-March. Jamalpur, 

Gaibandah and Kurigram districts show high migration (more than half of the households have at least one member 

migrating) and both Jamalpur and Kurigram still have more than 50% of households migrating in the last three 

months. Household interview results and FGDs showed concerns over the low prospect of working opportunities in the 

next six months, with this concern being especially strong in Jamalpur. 

District Overview 

Bogra 

Bogra famers had good resumption of Boro production but poor vegetable and fish farming re-launch.  Despite the good 

Boro, Bogra households had the worst FCS with 95% of households surveyed within or under the borderline range. 

80% of households were able to recover their IGAs and this income source has helped reduce the need to deplete 

assets or savings in the last three months. With good labour opportunities related with the Boro, few households have 

needed to migrate however a third of households surveyed are still taking loans out to meet basic needs from Jan-

March.  The assessment indicators suggest that there are some small pockets of vulnerability in Bogra. 

Gaibandah 

Gaibandah indicators show high vulnerability and low recovery capacity. Very few households in this district were able 

to resume Boro production or income generating activities in the six months since the floods and around a third of 

households surveyed relied on negative coping strategies such as selling assets, using savings and migration directly 

after the floods. With poor Boro harvest prospects (and therefore poor labour opportunities), expected rises in the 

wholesale price of rice and large debt repayments, households in Gaibandah are unlikely to have capacity to meet 

their food security needs. This is supported by the poor FCS showing 81% of households with a borderline or critical 

FCS.   

Jamalpur 

Jamalpur had high Boro and vegetable production recovery however IGA re-launch was the lowest out of all districts. 

Negative coping mechanisms were frequently used by households with more than half of them selling assets, taking 

out loans and migrating directly after the floods. Even in the last three months, a large percent of households surveyed 

are still relying on these coping strategies, indicating an inability to fully recover. FCS show poor food security despite 

good Boro production; where 59% of households surveyed in the critical-borderline range.  
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Kurigram 

Kurigram household indicators show high vulnerability linked to poor crop and IGA re-launch. Few income earning 
opportunities are available and the prospect of Boro harvest this year is poor. Expectant rises in Boro wholesale price 
along with relatively high loan dependence will push households into further stress. 49% of households surveyed are 
within the borderline and critical FCS range showing pockets of food insecurity in this district. More than 50% of the 
households depleted assets and savings directly after the floods and the migration rate in the last three months is still 
high. Kurigram is one of the districts with the poorest overall recovery rate. 
 
Sirajgonj 

The Sirajgonj households surveyed fare comparatively better than all other districts in most indicators. Income earning 
opportunities and daily labour wage are strong however the cost to achieve a good FCS in this district is far greater than 
in other areas. Despite this, only 2% of households have critical FSC (lowest of all the districts) indicating sufficient 
resources and incomes across most households to meet food security needs. More than 50% of farmers have managed 
to resume Boro, vegetable and fish production and nearly all households have restarted their IGAs. While loan practice 
and repayments are relatively high, households in Sirajgonj earn significantly more income than the other districts. 
Compared to the other districts surveyed, Sirajgonj households appear to have recovered significantly better since the 
floods.  

Summary 

Kurigram households are most affected and show the poorest recovery after the floods. Jamalpur and Gaihandah for 
different reasons have poor indicators in income prospect and coping strategies that suggest households have not been 
able to fully restore their food security and livelihoods. Bogra shows some highly affected sectors however only a small 
number of unions were sampled and these were classified as highly flood-affected areas. It can be surmised that there 
are pockets of vulnerability in Bogra as well as areas where households have had stronger recoveries. Considering a 
high proportion of positive indicators, it appears that Sirajgonj households have been able to recovery relatively well 
after the floods and do not need further external assistance. 
 
Overall rating of each district per sector 
 

 Bogra Gaibandah Jamalpur Kurigram Sirajgonj 

Agriculture      

Food Security      

Nutrition      

Livelihoods      

Coping Mechanisms      

Income prospects      

      

 

Key For each sector, results were averaged to give a score out of 100. For example, in 
agriculture the percentage resumption of each crop (i.e. Boro, vegetable and fish) was 
averaged then the total percent prospect of “less” Boro harvest was minused giving a 
total sector score out of 100. This provides an indicative idea of recovery status per 
sector in each district. From this we can see the priority districts (i.e. poorest recovery) 
are 1) Kurigram, 2) Gaibandah and 3) Jamalpur.  

Poor < 33  

Moderate 33-66  

Good > 66  
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Introduction 
 
In September 2012, the northwestern region of Bangladesh was hit by floods due to heavy rainfall and an onrush of 
upstream water. The floods hit during the lean season at a time when households were expecting to recover from the 
impact of previous floods (that hit at the end of June 2012 and mid-July 2012) through the harvest of Aman paddy.  With 
multiple foods and ongoing hartals, these areas have been exposed to multiple shocks. Preliminary assessments and 
observations by the Food Security Cluster members reported that Bogra, Gaibandha, Jamalpur, Kurigram and Sirajganj 
were the worst affected districts. Following a situation review, the FSC members conducted a rapid and informative 
assessment on agriculture, food security and livelihoods in the worst affected unions (see assessment report on flooding 
in north western Bangladesh, September 2012). As a result of the flooding, ECHO funded the Food Security Response 
Initiatives and Efforts for floods in North-western Districts, Bangladesh 2012 (FRIEND project) in Jamalpur, Kurigram and 
Gaibandah districts along with other agency implemented responses. In April 2013, the FSC members decided to 
conduct a follow up assessment to determine the current situation, recovery status and ongoing needs of the affected 
population. 
 

Objectives 

The key objectives of this assessment were to: 
1. Re-assess the impact of flooding on food security and livelihoods six months after flooding 
2. Assess how the affected population has recovered  
3. Determine the existing needs (if any) of the affected population  

Methodology 
 
The study methodology was developed based on the following premises: 

 That it would be focused on food security and livelihoods  

 That the assessment tools were measuring similar indicators as the September 2012 assessment in order to see 
changes 

 That the unions selected for assessment should consist of the most severely affected areas and those that were 
assessed in September 2012 

 
During 1-6th of April 2013 8 agencies conducted assessments in 26 unions in collaboration with their respective partner 
NGOs. Purposive sampling was followed in the unions of Bogra, Gaibandha, Jamalpur, Kurigram and Sirajganj districts as 
these were determined severely affected prior to the September 2012 assessment (see annex 8 for more detail on the 
sampling process).  The target population was poor, flood affected households (vulnerable but not hardcore poor 
category). The study area was across 26 unions in the five districts named above in North West Bangladesh. The study 
design was mixed method including quantitative and qualitative. The sampling design was in two stages; in the first 
stage the clusters were selected purposively and in the second stage, households were selected based on vulnerability 
criteria.  For those districts with NARRI/DeSHARI programming, comparisons were made between beneficiaries and non-
beneficiaries. 
 
The assessments were based on a prescribed checklist on food security and livelihoods. Data collection tools included 
pre-agreed formats for key informant interviews (KII) with local elites, union chairmen, government official; household 
interviews; focus group discussions with men and women; and a market survey. The methodology and checklists were 
prepared by Solidarites International with collaboration from the Technical Working Group (TWG) of FSC under the 
coordination and leadership of SI and WFP. Field teams were composed of one team leader, three enumerators and one 
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data entry operator and all received orientation and training on the tools. Data was processed and analysed using 
Microsoft Excel. After data cleaning, variables were anlaysed according to districts. 
 
Challenges in data collection and processing include misunderstanding of some technical questions by surveyor and/or 
respondents; inaccurate data entry; collecting large amounts of data that were not used during analysis. Importantly it 
must be noted that results of purposive sampling should not be considered to be representative of the population 
surveyed but rather to provide a snap-shot of the situation for the households surveyed.  Considering this limitation, 
estimates were made about similarly vulnerable households to those measured in this assessment and applied to the 
proportion of the remaining vulnerable households still in need of assistance.   
 

Geographical 
distribution 

 5 districts (Gaibandha, Kurigram, Jamalpur, Bogra and Sirajgong) 

 10 upazilas and 26 unions (see annex 2  for more details) 

Minimum 
composition 
of each team 

 1 team leader 

 3 enumerators 

 1 data entry operator 

Household 
Sampling per 
Union 
 

 15 Households questionnaires from current NARRI beneficiaries 

 5 Households questionnaires from non-supported beneficiaries but from the same vulnerable group               
OR   

 Flood affected 

 Households with 0-59 month children 

FGD  1 Male and 1 female FGD per Union with different social and poverty categories (homogeneous) 

KII   Union Parishad + Union Parishad Secretary,  

 Agricultural officer  

 TNO/ PIO (Project Implementation Officer) at Upazilla level 

Market 
analysis 

 Important market for the community was undertaken in Union markets, Upazilla markets or other 
important markets 
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Quantitative Overview of the Affected Households 
 
Table 1: Affected households by union assessed in April 2013 

District Upazila Union 
No. of 
HHs 

% of HHs 
affected 
by 
flooding 
(Oct ’12 
JNA) 

No. of 
affected 
HHs (Oct 
’12 JNA) 

% of HHs 
who have 
recovered 
by Apr ’13 
(KII) 

# HH 
recovered 
April 13 

%HH 
still 
affected 
April 13 

No. of HHs 
still 
affected in 
Apr ’13 (KII) 

BOGRA SARIAKANDI 
CHANDAN 
BAISHA 3615 100 3615 60% 2169 40% 1446 

BOGRA SARIAKANDI KUTUBPUR 7100 80 5680 60% 3408 40% 2272 

GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI ERENDABARI 5495 77 4231 50% 2116 50% 2116 

GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI FAZLUPUR 5156 73 3764 50% 1882 50% 1882 

GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI FULCHHARI 7143 80 5714 50% 2857 50% 2857 

GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI GAZARIA 3992 77 3074 50% 1537 50% 1537 

GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI URIA 3573 77 2751 50% 1376 50% 1376 

GAIBANDHA 
GAIBANDHA 
SADAR KAMARJANI 2512 55 1382 60% 829 40% 553 

GAIBANDHA 
GAIBANDHA 
SADAR MOLLAR CHAR 2020 55 1111 60% 667 40% 444 

GAIBANDHA SUNDARGANJ HARIPUR 5700 40 2280 25% 570 75% 1710 

GAIBANDHA SUNDARGANJ KAPASIA 2810 40 1124 25% 281 75% 843 

JAMALPUR DEWANGANJ 
CHAR 
AOMKHAOA 6715 70 4701 30% 1410 70% 3291 

JAMALPUR DEWANGANJ CHUKAIBARI 2163 70 1514 30% 454 70% 1060 

JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR BELGACHHA 4661 70 3263 50% 1632 50% 1632 

JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR CHINADULLI 6022 70 4215 50% 2108 50% 2108 

JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR KULKANDI 3210 90 2889 50% 1445 50% 1445 

JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR NOAPARA 5942 60 3565 50% 1783 50% 1783 

KURIGRAM 
CHAR 
RAJIBPUR MOHANGANJ 5238 70 3667 30% 1100 70% 2567 

KURIGRAM CHILMARI 
ASHTAMIR 
CHAR 4426 80 3541 15% 531 85% 3010 

KURIGRAM RAUMARI BANDABER 15253 55 8389 30% 2517 70% 5872 

KURIGRAM RAUMARI DANTBHANGA 8400 50 4200 30% 1260 70% 2940 

SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI BARA DHUL 4650 72 3348 90% 3013 10% 335 

SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI BELKUCHI 3879 75 2909 90% 2618 10% 291 

SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI RAJAPUR 9666 70 6766 90% 6089 10% 677 

SIRAJGANJ CHAUHALI GHARJAN 3155 60 1893 40% 757 60% 1136 

SIRAJGANJ CHAUHALI OMARPUR 6877 72 4951 40% 1980 60% 2971 

Total    26 unions 139,373   94,537   46,388   48,154 
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Table 2: Affected households by district assessed in April 2013 

District Number of affected HH 
(based on Oct. ’12 JNA) 

% Recovered 
HH (based on KII April ‘13) 

# Recovered 
HH  

% Still 
affected 

Remaining HH in need 
of assistance 

Bogra 9295 60% 5577 40% 3718 

Gaibandah 25431 48% 12207 52% 13318 

Jamalpur 20147 44% 8831 56% 11319 

Kurigram 19797 27% 5408 73% 14389 

Sirajgonj 19867 73% 14458 27% 5410 

Total 94,537 49% 46,480 51% 48,154 

 
Applying the ratio of the number of households recovered and the number of households still affected from the April 

2013 assessment, to the original figure of affected households from the same unions assessed in the October 2012 JNA, 

the following table shows the estimated number of households in need of assistance across the five districts to be 

approximately 48,000.  However it must be noted that it is not known how many of these households may be presently 

covered by existing humanitarian or development programs. 

Table 3: Remaining affected households compared to October 2012 JNA 

District Number of affected 
HH (Oct. ’12 JNA) 

% recovered # recovered HH 
(April ’13 JNA) 

% still affected Estimate of remaining HH 
in need of assistance 

Bogra 14095 60% 8457 40% 5638 

Gaibandah 33942 48% 16292 52% 17650 

Jamalpur 31483 44% 13853 56% 17630 

Kurigram 22707 27% 6131 73% 16576 

Sirajgonj 62905 73% 45921 27% 16984 

Total 165,132 55% 90,653 45% 74,479 

 
Extrapolating the same data to all unions assessed in the October 2012 JNA, this table shows the approximate number of 

74,000 households still in need of assistance compared to the original total affected population. This is an estimate 

figure based on the total number of affected households (October 2012) JNA minus the number of households 

recovered (as determined by applying the ratio of households recovered from the April 2013 JNA to the original October 

2012 JNA affected households).  While this is not a scientifically valid calculation, the figures can provide an indicative 

number of households that have recovered and those that may still be need of assistance. Because not all the same 

unions were assessed in the October ’12 and April ’13 JNAs, it is possible that the actual figure may be somewhere 

between the two estimates as households may have recovered at different rates.  
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Impact to Agriculture Production 

Damage to Aman and other crops  
All five districts did not get the expected Aman harvest after the September 2012 floods due to effects of the flooding. 

All respondents stated that more than 50% of their Aman crop was damaged. This was confirmed by the KIIs which 

stated the following average percent of aman damaged due to floods per district: Bogra 83%, Gaibandah 68%, Jamalpur 

72%, Kurigram 81%, Sirajgonj 51%. These results are line with the October 2012 JNA which found that 89% of the flood 

affected area in the assessed districts was sown for Aman paddy and it was expected that about 80% would be lost due 

to the floods.3   

Figure 1: Reasons why farmers did not cultivate other crops* after Aman got damaged (source: male FGDs) 

 

*other crops may include wheat, maize, mustard and pulses 

Table 4: Reasons why farmers did not cultivate other crops* after Aman got damaged (source: male FGDs) 

District No access to input No money to invest  Total 

Bogra 0% 8% 8% 

Gaibandha 13% 13% 25% 

Jamalpur  0% 13% 13% 

Kurigram 0% 38% 38% 

Sirajgonj 13% 4% 17% 

Grand Total 25% 75% 100% 

 
Figure 1 represents the responses from the communities who said they did not have enough resources to harvest 

another crop right away. As key reasons (based on first rank), they have identified two major issues: no money to invest 

and no access to input. However when compared, ‘lack of money/ financial capital’ seems to be the main reason for 

not harvesting other crops. In this regard, almost all respondents from Kurigram, Jamalpur and Bogra said that lack of 

money is the main reason. ‘Less access to input’ was also a reason in Sirajgonj and Gaibandha.  

                                                           
3
 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
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 Boro Production  
 
Figure 2: Percentage of farmers who resumed Boro production after floods (source: Male FGDs) 

 

Key informants said that the main ways the floods 

hampered the Boro rice crops was by; completely 

destroying the crop (and therefore resulting in no 

cash for the crop), delaying timely seed bed 

preparation, causing sandy or silted soil and 

reducing fertility. Although most districts had 

farmers who were able to re-launch Boro 

production after the floods, figure 2 shows the 

difference among districts. Jamalpur and Bogra 

had good Boro resumption after the floods (93% 

and 80% respectively). Conversely, Kurigram and 

Gaibandah had poor resumption of Boro 

production (20% and 31%) and likely less income opportunities for rice related labour. This is not surprising considering 

the October 2012 JNA reported that Gaibandah and Kurigram were the most affected districts in terms of crop damage, 

number of affected families and total loss value (Tk. 17,702 lakh and Tk. 15,047 lakh respectively). 4 

 
The main constraints faced by farmers to restart their Boro production as stated in the KIIs were; low 
capital/insufficient money, lack of seeds/seedlings, price hike of diesel (which increased by 11% in the beginning of the 
Boro season)5 , high interest loan (Kurigram), late to start planting, less labour availability (Jamalpur), siltation, sand 
filling on land and river erosion.  
 
Figure 3: Average prospects of Boro harvest (source: male FGDs)

 

                                                           
4 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
5 WFP,  2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. P. 10 
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Table 5: Average prospects of Boro harvest (source: male FGDs) 

District <50% (much less) 20-50% (less) More Not cultivated Same 

Bogra 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 

Gaibandha 15% 4% 0% 0% 4% 

Jamalpur  4% 11% 4% 0% 0% 

Kurigram 11% 11% 4% 4% 4% 

Sirajgonj 7% 4% 7% 0% 0% 

Grand Total 37% 30% 15% 11% 7% 

 
The above table shows that 37% of total respondents who have cultivated Boro are expecting more than 50% less 

production compared to last year. Only 7% of respondents believe that there will not be any difference in production. 

Across all five districts, 67% of community respondents perceive a loss of somewhere between 20% to 50% or more. 

The expected decrease in Boro is worse in Kurigram and Gaibandah. This corresponds with the low resumption of Boro 

in these two districts indicating a lower capacity to recover Boro production in the six months after the floods.   

Interestingly, although 58% of farmers in Sirajgonj have managed to resume Boro production, 13% of them expect less 

Boro harvest this year compared to last year which may indicate that the floods caused significantly more damage to 

those specific crops. 

In Bogra, the UNO who participated in the KII gave an overview of the Boro production across the district, indicating 

80% had been resumed. FGDs were conducted in 2 unions and respondents said that in their areas no Boro was 

cultivated because the land had been silted. As a result they did not provide any expectations on the Boro harvest this 

year. It can be assumed that the FGD respondents indeed were not able to resume Boro production which indicates 

vulnerability in these pockets, but the overall Boro resumption across the district was good according to the UNO. It will 

be important to cross check this point but for the purpose of this assessment it is assumed that some flood affected 

areas in Bogra had poor Boro resumption whereas other areas across the district had good resumption. 

Figure 4: Reasons for reduced Boro prospects (source: Male FGDs)     
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 Table 6: Reasons for reduced Boro prospects (source: Male FGDs) 

 
On average 60% of the total respondents, said Cold Wave in the last winter was the main reason for the projected loss 
in Boro harvest. Some communities from Gaibandha, Sirajgonj and Kurigram also identified ‘limited investment’ 
capacity to be another reason, as they lost their assets in the flood. Their limited investment capacity could also explain 
the poor Boro resumption after the floods in these two districts. Clearly, although three out of five districts (Sirajgonj, 
Jamalpur and Bogra) were able to re-launch Boro production, the expected harvest is hampered by the numerous cold 
waves that are likely in these areas. The key informants in Kurigram, Bogra and Jamalpur all said that cold waves in the 
past have hampered the normal growth of seed and damaged the seed beds. This is confirmed by WFPs recent FSM 
bulletin that said this year’s winter was colder than average which caused damage to seedbeds and required extra costs 
for crop recovery from cold injury. 6 

Figure 5: Expected wholesale price of Boro (source:  market survey) 

 

Table 7: Expected wholesale price of Boro (source: market survey) 

Districts Average of Selling price last year 
(Tk/maund) 

Average of Potential price this 
year (Tk/maund) 

Percentage change 

Gaibandha 575 767 +33% 

Jamalpur  662 758 +15% 

Kurigram 556 757 +36% 

Sirajgonj 860 940 +9% 

Average 642 796 +24% 

NB. Bogra respondents did not answer this question 

                                                           
6
 WFP,  2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12.P. 10 
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Average of Selling 
price last year 
(Tk/maund) 

Average of Potential 
price this year 
(Tk/maund) 

District Cold wave Limited investment capacity Other Grand Total 

Gaibandha 33% 50% 17% 100% 

Jamalpur 75% 0% 25% 100% 

Kurigram 83% 17% 0% 100% 

Sirajgonj 50% 25% 25% 100% 

Average 60% 23% 17% 100% 
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The wholesale price of Boro is expected to be higher in all five districts. This means that daily laborers will have more 
difficulty to purchase rice as compared to 2012. The largest price hike is expected in Kurigram (36% increase). The 
considerably higher increases in the wholesale price of Kurigram and Gaibandah districts correlate with the low 
resumption of Boro and expected decrease in this year’s harvest. WFP confirms that in Jan-March 2013 the wholesale 
price of rice has increased by 4% and there are speculations that the Boro rice price will be higher compared to last 
year.7 

Fish and Vegetable Production 
 
Figure 6: Percentage of farmers who resumed vegetable production after floods (source: KII) 

 
Based on KII responses, the floods hampered 

vegetable production by; delayed sowing time, 

sandy soil, damaged plants and disease. The cold 

spell hampered vegetables by; delaying germination, 

stunting growth, damage at budding stage, causing 

viral and fungal disease, insect attack and reduced 

pollination. Figure 6 shows that Jamalpur and 

Gaibandah had quite good resumption of vegetable 

production (73% and 70% respectively) whereas 

Bogra and Kurigram resumption was poor (20% and 

32%). The main constraint faced by the vegetable 

farmers as stated in the KII included; sandy soil, lack 

of capital, inability to purchase essential seeds, high 

loan repayment (Jamalpur), availability of 

cultivatable land and lack of labour (Jamalpur).  

Figure 7: Percentage of farmers who resumed fish production after floods (source: KII) 

Due to the September 2012 floods, all five districts 

experienced considerable damage to fishery 

resources as seen in the October 2012 JNA. KII 

respondents in this assessment stated the main ways 

the flood hampered fish farming was; broken 

embankments of ponds, small ponds washed away, 

ponds filled by flood water, unavailability of fish fry, 

fish diseases and loss of fish. Figure 7 shows 

Sirajgonj had the highest percent of farmers who 

resumed fish production after the floods, however 

45 fish farmers in two unions resumed production 

with support from the government (hacary fish, nets 

and bamboo). In Bogra, none of the fish farmers 

                                                           
7
 WFP,  2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. P.4, P.10 
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resumed production stating the main constraint as lack of money and lack of materials for fish farming. Other 

constraints faced by fish farmers in other districts include; water pollution, fingerling/fish fry 

shortage/unavailability/inadequate supply, fish feed unavailability, high interest loan (Kurigram) and lack of 

money/investment capacity. The October 2012 JNA found that for approximately 5,732 poor fisherman and 13,478 fish 

farmers’ livelihoods were severely affected with 1731MT loss of fish costing approximately Tk. 1171 lakh. The latest 

assessment shows less than 55% of farmers across all five districts have been able to recover fish production after six 

months. 8 

Agriculture Summary 

Kurigram farmers were less likely to re-start their Boro, vegetable and fish production compared to other districts. All 

districts expect the Boro harvest to be lower than 2012 due to the incidence of cold wave. With low resumption of 

crops and vegetables, food shortage may continue, potentially impacting food security and nutrition of the most 

vulnerable households. The stated shortage of capital may further constrain ability to revive livelihoods.  Jamalpur and 

Bogra should theoretically have good labour opportunities linked to good Boro resumption; however the prospect of 

Boro for Jamalpur is low. Sirajgonj had the most stable resumption of vegetables, fish farming and Boro and the 

expectations of this year’s Boro harvest are not too bad in this district.  

Impacts on Nutrition and Food Security 
 

Food Consumption Score (Source: HH survey) 

 
 

 
81% of the households surveyed in Gaibandah are not able 
to purchase or produce enough food for an acceptable 
FCS. Gaibandah also has the largest percent of 
households with a poor FCS (41%) indicating an inability to 
meet basic food security needs. This is consistent with the 
low Boro resumption after floods, potentially indicating 
less rice available at the household level as well as less 
income opportunities and therefore less food purchasing 
ability. The high rate of poor FCS also suggests pockets of 
extreme vulnerability in Gaibandah district.  Only 10% 
households are achieving high acceptable FCS. 

FCS 
category 

# 
people 

% 
people 

Food 
cost/wk 
(BDT) 

Food 
cost/month 
(BDT) 

Poor ≤ 28 48 41% 426 1846 

Borderline  
> 28 & ≤42 

47 40% 620 2685 

Acceptable 
low 43-52 

10 9% 776 3364 

Acceptable 
high >52 

12 10% 857 3713 

                                                           
8
 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
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FCS 
category 

# 
people 

% 
people 

Food 
cost/wk 
(BDT) 

Food 
cost/month 
(BDT) 

Poor ≤ 28 16 14% 601 2603 

Borderline  
> 28 & ≤42 

39 35% 606 2628 

Acceptable 
low 43-52 

37 33% 584 2530 

Acceptable 
high >52 

21 19% 891 3860 

 
Over half the households surveyed in Kurigram (52%) have 
acceptable FCS, but still there are 49% of households 
within the critical-borderline range. With 14% of 
households in the poor FCS category, this indicates areas 
of hardcore poor who do not have sufficient income or 
resources to ensure food security.   
 
For households with a poor FCS, they would need a 48% 
increase in food spending per week to achieve a high 
acceptable FSC.   

 

 

FCS 
category 

# 
people 

% 
people 

Food 
cost/wk 
(BDT) 

Food 
cost/month 
(BDT) 

Poor ≤ 28 2 2% 465 2013 

Borderline  
> 28 & ≤42 

23 23% 792 3433 

Acceptable 
low 43-52 

27 27% 883 3825 

Acceptable 
high >52 

48 48% 1008 4369 

 
Sirajgong shows a high proportion of households with 
good FCSs (75%) despite the cost to achieve this being 
higher than all other districts. Still 26% of households 
surveyed are below borderline range with 2% having poor 
FCS however this is lowest of all the districts. 
 
The good FCS in Sirajgonj may also be linked to the 
relatively good resumption of Boro (58%), vegetables 
(58%) and fish farming (53%) in this district. Also linked to 
good FCS are the higher incomes in Sirajgonj as shown in 
table 24. It is clear that financial capacity in Sirajgonj 
enables households to purchase enough food to maintain 
good food security.   
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FCS 
category 

# 
people 

% 
people 

Food 
cost/wk 
(BDT) 

Food 
cost/month 
(BDT) 

Poor ≤ 28 11 27% 497 2153 

Borderline  
> 28 & ≤42 

28 68% 572 2480 

Acceptable 
low 43-52 

2 5% 889 3850 

Acceptable 
high >52 

0 0% 0 0 

 
95% of households surveyed cannot produce or purchase 
enough food to ensure a good FCS in Bogra. 
Comparatively, this district has the largest percent of 
households not achieving acceptable FCS and is very 
concerning. 27% of these households are achieving poor 
FSC despite good Boro resumption in Bogra. 
 
 

 

FCS 
category 

# 
people 

% 
people 

Food 
cost/wk 
(BDT) 

Food 
cost/month 
(BDT) 

Poor ≤ 28 6 6% 591 2561 

Borderline  
> 28 & ≤42 

55 53% 750 3249 

Acceptable 
low 43-52 

31 30% 808 3501 

Acceptable 
high >52 

11 11% 1010 4375 

 
Over half the households surveyed in Jamalpur are within 
the poor-borderline range (59%) with 6% achieving poor 
FCS. While 41% of households are achieving good FCS the 
cost gap between poor and high acceptable is nearly 2000 
BDT/month. The proportion of households achieving a 
good FCS is likely explained by the good income 
opportunities related to good Boro production. However 
the low prospect of income due to hartals and low IGA 
recovery as well as the use of negative coping strategies 
indicate a serious potential deterioration in FCS in the 
coming months. Moreover, the number of households 
with a poor FCS likely indicates pockets of hard core poor 
who are not able to achieve sufficient food security.  
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Table 8: Expense gap to reach a good FCS per month 

 
Gaibandha Jamalpur Bogra Sirajgonj Kurigram 

Number of affected HH (Oct. '12 JNA) 25431 20147 9295 19867 19797 

% HH with critical FCS 41% 6% 27% 2% 14% 

Approximate # HH with critical FCS 10427 1209 2510 397 2772 

% HH with borderline FCS 40% 53% 68% 23% 22% 

Approximate # HH with borderline FCS 10172 10678 6321 4569 4355 

Total HH critical & borderline FCS 20599 11887 8830 4967 7127 

Cost Gap per HH for critical FCS  (BDT per month) 1867 1814 1697 2356 1257 

Cost Gap per HH for borderline FCS  (BDT per month) 1028 1126 1370 937 1232 

Total cost gap for all critical HHs (BDT per month) 19466668 2192799 4258876 936133 3483876 

Total cost gap for all borderline HHs (BDT per month) 10460341 12023327 8659222 4281537 5365779 

Total cost gap for critical & borderline HH (BDT per 
month) 29927009 14216126 12918098 5217670 8849655 

Estimate average cost gap per HH per month to achieve 
good FCS (BDT) 1453 1196 1463 1051 1242 

Average of all districts (per month) 1281 BDT/HH/month 

 
This table depicts the estimated average monthly cost gap per household that would need to be filled in order to reach a 
good FCS. The gap was calculated by determining the cost difference per district between the expenses required to 
achieve a good FCS minus the average expenses used for a critical/borderline FCS. These figures must be considered in 
relation to other relevant indicators for each district such as the average income and the expected changes in 
employment opportunities (and therefore income prospects). For example, Sirajgonj shows a high average cost gap but 
very few households are in the critical range and incomes are significantly higher in this district compared to others (see 
table 24).  Gaibandah shows a large cost gap due to the high percent of households with a critical FCS. This is 
concerning because the cost gap affects 81% of households. Along with Gaibandah, Bogra shows very concerning FCS 
with 95% of households only in critical-borderline range. While Jamalpur and Kurigram are a little better off, these FCS 
still indicate a fragile food security situation. Sirajgnonj on the other hand is comparatively more stable. 
 

Table 9: Number of meals eaten per day (source: HH survey) 

 

Average of 
Male 
 (>18yrs) 

Average of 
Female 
(>18yrs) 

Average of 
Boy/Girls  
(5 -18yrs) 

Average of 
Elderly 
(>60yrs) 

Average of 
Children  
(2- 5yrs) 

Average per 
district 

Bogra 2.05 2.05 2.05 2.10 2.89 2.23 

Gaibandha 2.21 2.09 2.40 2.42 2.70 2.36 

Jamalpur 2.36 2.39 2.71 3.00 2.89 2.67 

Kurigram 2.29 2.23 2.41 2.37 2.71 2.40 

Sirajgonj 2.95 2.95 2.99 3.00 2.98 2.97 

Average per 
age group 2.45 2.41 2.57 2.51 2.82 
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This table shows the average number of meals per day in different age ranges across the five districts. From this, Bogra 
has the overall lowest meal frequency which is consistent with their poor FCS. Particularly worrying is the reduced meal 
frequency of children aged 5-18 years.  As expected, Sirajgonj has an overall average of nearly three meals per day, 
consistent with their higher incomes and good FCS. Gaibandah and Kurigram sit below 2.5 meals per day indicating a 
potential reduction in meal frequency as a coping mechanism. From the female FGDs it is clear that a change in 
household feeding pattern after the floods was to reduce the number of meals eaten per day.  Out of those who said 
that household feeding patterns had changed after floods, only 10% have been able to resume normal feeding 
practices. 
 

 Nutritional Status of children (6 – 59 months) assessed by MUAC   
 
Distribution of children by age group and sex   

 In normal circumstances, it is expected that the children would be equally distributed among the age groups but this 
was not the case in the North West follow up assessment. The distribution of the children by age group in table 10 
shows that 34% of the children were aged 12 – 23 months, only 10% children were between 36 and 47 months and 
other age groups account for similar distributions (approximately 20%).   
 
Regardless of age interval, if we consider under two years and over two years, the ratio was 1.1: 1. This means the 

selection bias was minimal and GAM estimates by MUAC would not be biased due to selection.   The average age of the 

children from the assessment is 26 months with Standard Error = 0.797. The ratio of boy: girl is 1: 1.1 among the children 

selected for screening.   

Table 10: Distribution of age and sex of the children 

   Sex of the child 

Total Age group ( in months) Boy Girl 

 0 - 11 Count 34 34 68 

% within Sex of the child 19.3% 17.6% 18.4% 

12 - 23 Count 53 72 125 

% within Sex of the child 30.1% 37.3% 33.9% 

24 - 35 Count 35 33 68 

% within Sex of the child 19.9% 17.1% 18.4% 

36 - 47 Count 18 20 38 

% within Sex of the child 10.2% 10.4% 10.3% 

48 - 59 Count 36 34 70 

% within Sex of the child 20.5% 17.6% 19.0% 

Total Count 176 193 369 

% within Sex of the child 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 
There were eight children who were missing age information, and these were excluded from analysis.  
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Nutritional Status by MUAC (n = 354) 

During the North West follow up assessment, nutritional status of the children aged 6 – 59 months was assessed using 

MUAC where majority of the children assessed were the youngest child in the household. Among the total 369 children 

assessed, 354 children were considered for further analysis and others were excluded because they were aged less than 

six months or they were missing age information.  Among the 354, 15 (4.2%) were severely malnourished (Red MUAC), 

36 (10.2%) were moderately malnourished (Yellow MUAC) and the remaining 303 (85.6%) were normal (Green MUAC). 

The Global Acute Malnutrition estimated among the beneficiaries selected purposively using MUAC is 14.4 % (95% CI. 

11.0 – 18.3). This is similar to the national average of 16%.9 Since the sample only represents households affected by 

floods and beneficiaries of FRIEND project (75%), the findings should be generalized with caution.  

Figure 8: Prevalence of acute malnutrition assessed by MUAC in flood affected unions (April 2013)  

 
For reference on emergency thresholds of GAM rates, see the table below for World Health Organization crisis 
classification rates. 
 
WHO Crisis Classification using rates of Global Acute Malnutrition (GAM)10  
 

Severity  Prevalence of GAM 

Acceptable  < 5 % 

Poor  5 – 9 % 

Serious  10 – 14 % 

Critical  > = 15 % 

 
Geographic distribution of malnourished cases 

Initial analysis by bar diagram (figure 9) shows that the majority of the malnourished cases were identified in Kurigram 
against the number of children screened compared to other districts covered during assessment. In this district 13 out of 
112 children are severely malnourished (Red MUAC), 27 out of 112 are moderately malnourished (Yellow MUAC) and 72 
out of 112 are normal. This is much higher than in other districts.  
 

                                                           
9
 BDHS, 2011 

10
 WHO, 2003, “The Management of Nutrition in Major Emergencies” 
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Figure 9: Percent of children malnourished by district 

 
The distribution of malnourished cases was further analyzed by districts to understand whether the risk of being 
malnourished is associated with districts where the child was living. Binary Logistic Regressions analysis (table 11) shows 
it is more likely for a child to be malnourished if he is living in Kurigram compared to other districts (OR =3.4 times, p = 
.001 & 95% CI 1.65 – 7.33). A rapid nutritional assessment conducted in November 2012 by Tdh in four flood affected 
unions of Kurigram after the September 2012 floods similarly found high levels of under-5 malnutrition based on weight, 
height, age and MUAC. These results motivated the inclusion of MUAC sampling in this follow up food security 
assessment in order to validate the initial findings. The poor nutrition correlates also with the poor food security 
indicators in this Kurigram.  
 
Table 11: Risk associated with districts 
 

Districts B S.E. Wald df Sig. Exp(B) 
95.0% C.I.for EXP(B) 

Lower Upper 

Sirajgong -1.012 .608 2.767 1 .096 .364 .110 1.198 

Gaibandha -1.630 .788 4.276 1 .039 .196 .042 .919 

Kurigram 1.248 .380 10.802 1 .001 3.485 1.655 7.337 

Borga -1.134 .794 2.039 1 .153 .322 .068 1.526 

Jamalpur -1.836 .325 31.989 1 .000 .159   

 
Since the assessed household criteria was based on poor and vulnerable households, it could be that the poor 
malnutrition results in Kurigram and Jamalpur reflect the food insecure households achieving critical to borderline 
FCSs as addressed above. As such the results should be generalized with caution. 
 

  



FSC follow-up assessment, North-West Floods, Bangladesh April-May 2013 

 

Page | 26  
 

Distribution of Malnourished children by age group and sex 

Among the total malnourished children (51) 16 were boys and 35 were girls, and 34 were aged less than two years while 
17 were aged more than two years. The following graph shows that among the malnourished children, more girls aged 
6-23 months were malnourished. Further logistic regression analysis suggests that the likelihood of being malnourished 
reduces by 0.46 times (OR 0.46, 95% CI 0.25 - 0.89) if the child is male and increases by 2.2 times if the child is less than 
2 years (or 2.23, 95% CI 1.2 – 4.2). 
 
Figure 10:  Number of children malnourished by age group and sex 

 

Infant and Young Child Feeding (IYCF) Practice 

 
Distribution of children (0 – 23 months) by districts 
 
During the assessment, a total of 226 children aged 0 – 23 months were assessed according to the Infant and Young 
Child Feeding practice indicators. Among the total maximum, 35.8% of children assessed were from Kurigram while only 
3.1% assessed came from Bogra District. Sirajgonj, Gaibandha and Jamalpur contributed similar percentages of caseload. 
There were also 3.1% children missing information.  This must be considered when analyzing the results.    
 
Table 11: Distribution of children 0 - 59 months by Districts 

District Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Sirajgonj 41 18.1 18.7 18.7 

Gaibandha 33 14.6 15.1 33.8 

Kurigram 81 35.8 37.0 70.8 

Bogra 7 3.1 3.2 74.0 

Jamalpur 57 25.2 26.0 100.0 

Total 219 96.9 100.0  

Missing 7 3.1   
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Table 11: Distribution of children 0 - 59 months by Districts 

District Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Sirajgonj 41 18.1 18.7 18.7 

Gaibandha 33 14.6 15.1 33.8 

Kurigram 81 35.8 37.0 70.8 

Bogra 7 3.1 3.2 74.0 

Jamalpur 57 25.2 26.0 100.0 

Total 219 96.9 100.0  

Missing 7 3.1   

Total 226 100.0   

 
Distribution of children (0 – 23 months) by age group and sex  

The following table represents the distribution of children by age and sex. The age group 0 - 5 months accounts for 
16.4%, the age group 6 – 11 months accounts for 25.5%, 12 – 17 months accounts for 22.7% and 18 – 23 months 
accounts for 35.5% of the total children. The male: female ratio among the age groups is similar as compared to the 
overall ratio of 1.2:1. A total six children were missing either age or sex information so this data was excluded.  
 

Table 12: Distribution of children by age group and sex 

   Sex of the child 

Total    Female Male 

Age group 0 - 5 months Count 18 18 36 

% within Sex of the child 14.9% 18.2% 16.4% 

6 - 11 months Count 26 30 56 

% within Sex of the child 21.5% 30.3% 25.5% 

12 - 17 months Count 32 18 50 

% within Sex of the child 26.4% 18.2% 22.7% 

18 - 23 months Count 45 33 78 

% within Sex of the child 37.2% 33.3% 35.5% 

Total Count 121 99 220 

% within Sex of the child 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

 

Exclusive breastfeeding under 6 months 

Among the total 220 children, 36 were under six months. But seven among the 36 were missing information and 
excluded from the denominator. The rate of exclusive breastfeeding among the 29 children who were under six during 
assessment was (12/29) 41.4%.  This is below the national exclusive breastfeeding rates identified by the FNSP round 6 
Aug – June, 2011 as 54% and by BDHS in 2011 as 63.5%.  
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Table 13: Exclusive breast feeding under six months 

Brest feed in last 24 hours 

Consumed food in 24 hours 

Total No Yes 

Yes Consumed liquid in last 24 
hours 

No Count 12 6 18 

% within EBF 66.7% 33.3% 100.0% 

Yes Count 3 8 11 

% within EBF 27.3% 72.7% 100.0% 

Total Count 15 14 29 

% within EBF 51.7% 48.3% 100.0% 

Continued breast feeding at 1 year 

Among the total 220 children, 34 children aged between 12 and 15 months were considered for calculating this 
indicator. The rate of children who continued breast feeding at 1 year was (33/34) 97.1%. This is in line with the results 
of the FNSP round 6 August – December, 2011 where the rate was 95% and the BDHS where the rate was 95%. 

Table 14: Continued Breast Feeding at 1 year ( 12 - 15 months) 

  Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid No 1 2.9 2.9 2.9 

Yes 33 97.1 97.1 100.0 

Total 34 100.0 100.0  

Introduction of Solid, Semi-solid or soft foods  

At the age of 6 – 8 months, 14 (52%) out of 27 children were introduced to Solid, Semi-solid or soft foods.  This is less 

than the average found by the FNSP round 6 August – December, 2011 of 78% and the BDHS of 69%. 

Table 15: Introduction of solid, semi -solid or soft foods ( 6 - 8 months) 

  Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Valid No 13 46.4 48.1 48.1 

Yes 14 50.0 51.9 100.0 

Total 27 96.4 100.0  

Missing System 1 3.6   

Total 28 100.0   

 Minimum dietary diversity 

Among the total 220 children, 186 were within the age category of 6 – 23 months. But 39 were missing complete 
information on dietary diversity. Among the 147, only 13 (8.8%) had equal or more than four groups of food among the 
seven groups. Further disaggregation by age groups reveals that the rate was 4.4% among 6 – 11 months age group 
while it was 9.3% among 12 – 17 months and 11.9% among 18 – 23 months age group. This indicates poor dietary 
diversity for children 6-23months with the worst age group 6-11 months.  The FNSP round 6 August – December, 2011 
rates show 35% and the  BDHS rates show 25% which are well above the rates from this assessment.  
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Table 16: Minimum dietary diversity ( 6 - 23 months) 

   Dietary Diversity 

Total 
   

Less than 4 groups 
Equal or more than 
4 groups 

Age group 6 - 11 months Count 43 2 45 

% within Age group 95.6% 4.4% 100.0% 

12 - 17 months Count 39 4 43 

% within Age group 90.7% 9.3% 100.0% 

18 - 23 months Count 52 7 59 

% within Age group 88.1% 11.9% 100.0% 

Total Count 134 13 147 

% within Age group 91.2% 8.8% 100.0% 

Minimum Meal Frequency 

Table 17: Minimum meal frequency disaggregated by age 

Breastfed children  

Age group 

Total 6 - 11 months 12 - 17 months 18 - 23 months 

No Meal 
Frequency 

0 Count  0 1 1 

2 Count  2 1 3 

3 Count  0 2 2 

4 Count  0 1 1 

Total Count  2 5 7 

Yes Meal 
Frequency 

0 Count 0 4 1 5 

1 Count 6 2 1 9 

2 Count 10 7 13 30 

3 Count 8 9 18 35 

4 Count 2 3 7 12 

5 Count 1 1 6 8 

6 Count 1 0 1 2 

Total Count 28 26 47 101 

 
From the above table we see that the percent of children between 6 and 23 months who had minimum meal frequency 

is (68/101) 67.3 %. Among the 6 – 11 months age group the percent is (22/28) 78.6%, 12 – 17 months age group the 

percent is (13/28) 46.4% and 18 – 23 months age group the percent was (33/52) 63.4%. This means that more than 30% 

of children assessed were not consuming the minimum acceptable meal frequency which suggests inadequate food 

security. The poorest age group in terms of meal frequency is 12-17 months.  These statistics are well below the 

national average found by FNSP round 6 August – December, 2011 to be 82% and BDHS 2011 to be 64%. 
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Childhood illness 

During September to December 2012, a total of 572 episodes of illness were reported. Among the total, Fever was 
common (44%), followed by Diarrhea (32%) and ARI (11%). During January to March 2013, a similar pattern of childhood 
illness was observed with Fever accounted for 53%, Diarrhea 18% and ARI 16% among 578 episodes.  

Table 18: Childhood illness during Sep - Dec, 2012 and Jan - Mar, 2013 periods 

Childhood illness Sep – Dec, 2012 Jan – Mar, 2013 

n % n % 

Acute Respiratory tract Infection (ARI) 65  11% 90 16% 

Diarrhea 183  32% 102 18% 

Fever 249 44% 308 53% 

Others 11 2% 15 3% 

Skin diseases 61 11% 59 10% 

Snake bite 3 1% 4 1% 

Total 572 100% 578 100% 

 
In the following comparative Bar Diagram, the period prevalence of three main childhood illnesses i.e. ARI, Diarrhea and 

Fever was compared between Sep – Dec, 2012 and Jan – Mar, 2013. The graph shows that the prevalence was similar in 

cases of ARI and Fever. In cases of diarrhea the prevalence was high during Sep – Dec, 2012 (32%) compared to Jan-Mar, 

2013 (18%).  

Figure 11: Percentage of childhood illness during Sep - Dec, 2012 and Jan - Mar, 2013 

 

Summary of Nutrition and Food Security 

Overall household food security was determined in this assessment by the FCS. Nutrition data looked more to the most 
vulnerable household members such as children under 5 because the impacts of disaster to these groups can severely 
hamper their recovery and ongoing nutritional status. The October 2012 JNA predicted that damage to crops was likely 
to negatively affect the agricultural income and household level rice and food stocks until the next harvest. 
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Consequently food security and livelihoods were expected to be affected due to inability to work during the Aman 
harvest period. 11 Results from this follow-up assessment showed the worst Boro resumption and Boro prospects in 
Gaibandah and Kurigram. Reduced Boro prospect across all districts were due mostly to cold wave and all districts 
expected increases in Boro wholesale price. This significantly impacts the daily labourers who must purchase basic food 
in the market and because they have to buy it in small quantities, and most of the time by credit, they therefore buy it at 
comparatively more expensive prices than the people with greater capacity.  
 
As can be seen by the FCS results, household food security is poor (i.e. not achieving a good FCS) in Bogra (95%), 
Gaibandah (81%) and Jamalpur (59%) districts whereas Sirajgonj is comparatively better off (25%). Gaibandah shows 
the largest percent (41%) of households with a critical food consumption score (i.e. below 28) followed by Bogra (27%) 
and Kurigram (14%) indicating areas of extreme vulnerability and food insecurity.  In general, Gaibandah and Bogra 
show very worrying FCS. Kurigram and Jamalpur are comparatively better off but the price to achieve a good FCS in 
Jamalpur (4375 BDT/month) may seriously hamper the capacity of the most vulnerable to reach acceptable levels. The 
expense gap in table 8 shows the average overall cost per month needed to achieve a good FSC in each district.  The 
expense gap between poor and acceptable high FCS is largest in Sirajgonj (2356 BDT/month) Gaibandah (1867 
BDT/month) and lowest in Kurigram (1257 BDT/month). According to the FGD results, there is a clear link between FCS 
and economic capacity. 
 
Nutrition indicators show the overall GAM rates determined via MUAC across the five districts (14.4%) to be 
comparative to the national average (16%). 12 Kurigram district shows that the number of moderate cases were high 
(among GAM) which is an indication of food insecurity and the binary logistic regression shows that is 3.4 times more 
likely that a child living in Kurigram would be malnourished compared to other districts. Although Kurigram has the 
highest prevalence of under-nutrition by MUAC in the area, the levels are similar to the previous assessment conducted 
in Kurigram last year after the September 2012 floods, showing that the nutrition situation has not improved since. 
Jamalpur district had the next highest number of moderate and severe cases. Other indicators below the national 
average include; exclusive breastfeeding for children under 6 months, dietary diversity where 91.2% of children 
surveyed consumed less than the recommended 4 food groups and meal frequency where 30% of children surveyed did 
not achieve minimum daily meal frequency. From the FGDs it is clear that reducing meal size and frequency was a coping 
mechanism adopted immediately after the floods.  Inadequate Infant Young Child Feeding (IYCF) practices and 
chronically high levels of under-nutrition, especially in Kurigram, have been observed in this assessment. This highlights 
a pre-crisis existing vulnerability that can be easily aggravated during a disaster and needs to be addressed with longer-
term, comprehensive programming in nutrition.  

Impacts on Livelihoods 

Income Generating Activities 
Table 19: Type and number of Income Generating Activities (IGA) existing before the Flood (source: HH survey) 

IGA Bogra Gaibandah Jamalpur Kurigram Sirajgonj 

Homestead gardening 1 26 13 67 39 

Poultry rearing 3 57 22 81 18 

Livestock 6 31 45 11 11 

Fish Farm 0 0 0 0 0 

Other 0 0 0 10 0 

TOTAL no. IGA per district 10 114 80 169 68 

N.B Some Households operated more than 1 IGA 

                                                           
11

 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
12

 BDHS, 2011 
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Bogra households were significantly less involved in IGAs prior to the floods whereas Kurigram and Gaibandah had one 
or more IGAs per household.  Homestead gardening was most commonly practiced in Kurigram and Sirajgonj. Poultry 
rearing was most commonly practiced in Kurigram and Gaibandah whereas livestock IGAs were common in Jamalpur 
and Gaibandah. It is likely that households in these districts rely on selling these assets to cope with the low income 
opportunities post floods. 
 
Table 20: Average Monthly Income per IGA type before floods (source: HH survey) 

 IGA Bogra Gaibandah Jamalpur Kurigram Sirajgonj Average per IGA type 

Homestead Gardening No Data No Data 325 220 356 300 

Poultry Rearing 100 100 278 635 169 256 

Livestock No Data 660 233 500 572 491 

Other N/A N/A N/A No Data N/A N/A 

 
This table shows the average income per IGA across the districts. The average income was determined by totaling the 
incomes per IGA in each district and dividing by the number of people practicing that IGA. From the table it is clear that 
livestock IGAs bring in the most income compared to other IGA types, however the input needed to start or re-start 
livestock farming is significantly greater than that required for homestead gardening and  poultry rearing (shown in table 
22).  
 
Table 21: Average Monthly Income for IGAs per district before floods  

IGA Type Bogra Gaibandah Jamalpur Kurigram Sirajgonj 

Homestead gardening 300 7800 4225 14740 13884 

Poultry rearing 300 5700 6116 51435 3042 

Livestock 2946 20460 10485 5500 6292 

TOTAL  IGA incomes per district 3546 33960 20826 71675 23218 

Average IGA income per beneficiary  
(total IGA income / no. IGA types) 

355 298 260 451 341 

 
Total IGA incomes per district were calculated using the income per IGA type (table 20) and multiplying it by the number 
of that IGA  type operating per district prior to the floods (table 19).  
 
Figure 12: Percentage of households able to re-start IGAs after floods (source: HH survey) 

 
Sirajgonj had the highest percent of households who 
were able to recover their IGA.  They also had the 
highest percent of households selling assets and using 
savings in the last three months which may have been 
used to restart their IGAs. The comparatively higher 
incomes in Sirajgonj (even post flooding) could also 
account for greater investment capacity to re-launch 
IGAs in this district, however generally this figure 
indicates a high capacity of households in Sirajgonj to 
recover livelihoods after the floods. 0% 
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Bogra’s high Boro resumption (80%) may have provided income opportunities that enabled capital investment to re-
launch IGAs. Gaibandah and Jamalpur households were much less likely to restart their IGAs, however this could be 
due to the fact that these districts had the highest number of households who relied on livestock IGAs before the floods 
(31 and 45 respectfully) and these are high cost activities to restart as can be seen in table 22.    

Figure 13: Proportion of IGA types restarted after floods (source: HH survey) 

It appears the easiest type of IGA to 
re-launch is homestead gardening. 
This is also the cheapest IGA to 
restart as shown by average 
investment made after floods below 
(259 BDT). Conversely, livestock IGAs 
were less likely to be re-launched and 
this is because they are a high 
investment activity (4502 BDT). In 
addition, the impact of floods on last 
season’s crop losses may have 
affected the fodder market which 
may affect both cost and availability 
of grain, straw/silage for livestock. 13 
 

 

Table 22: Average investment BDT made after flood to restart activity (source: HH survey) 

 Sirajgonj  Kurigram Gaibandah Jamalpur Bogra Average per IGA type 

Homestead Gardening 338 636^  167 104 50* 259 

Poultry Rearing 347 537 375** 357** 300 383 

Livestock 4499** 6229** 1071 3139 7571 4502 

Small scale fish farming N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 Other IGA type N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

*Only 1 HH respondent answered this question 
^ Number of respondents stating re-investment costs over 2000 taka of seed and equipment were removed as outliers 
** Values over 1500 taka removed as outliers 
 
Table 22 shows the average investment respondents made after the floods in order to re-launch their IGAs.  Not all 

people who had IGAs prior to the floods were able to restart and this is likely linked to availability of funds, resources 

or assets. A few respondents noted investment of over 1500 BDT but these were determined outliers and removed for 

calculation of averages. From this it is clear that livestock IGAs required large reinvestment costs compared to 

homestead gardening and poultry rearing. 

  

                                                           
13

 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
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Household Income 
 
Figure 14: Average monthly income Sept – Dec 2012  
(source:  HH survey) 

Table 23: Average monthly income  
Sept – Dec 2012 (source: HH survey) 

 

 
 

 
 

  <2000 
BDT 

2000-
3000 
BDT 

3000-
4000 
BDT 

>4000 
BDT 

Sirajgonj 10% 41% 36% 13% 

Kurigram 62% 34% 4% 1% 

Jamalpur 4% 80% 15% 1% 

Gaibandah 26% 55% 16% 3% 

Bogra 61% 39% 0% 0% 

 
All districts had low income after the floods, especially in Kurigram and Bogra where at least 95% of households were 
earning less than 3000 taka per month. Sirajgonj appears comparatively better off with a larger proportion of 
households earning above 3000 taka per month compared to other districts. This is consistent with good IGA re-launch 
(97%) and thus income source in this district. This seems to show the flood had a lower impact in Sirajgonj compared to 
other districts.  
 
 
Figure 15: Average monthly income Jan-March 2013  
(source: HH survey) 

Table 24: Average monthly income  
Jan-March 2013 (source: HH survey) 

 

 

 
 

  

<2000 
BDT 

2000-
3000 
BDT 

3000-
4000 
BDT 

>4000 
BDT 

Sirajgonj 0% 14% 29% 57% 

Kurigram 30% 48% 11% 12% 

Jamalpur 23% 32% 26% 19% 

Gaibandah 14% 54% 25% 7% 

Bogra 2% 44% 51% 2% 
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In the last three months, all districts expect Sirajgong have majority of households earning less than 3000 BDT per 
month.  While Sirajgonj has a higher proportion of households earning over 4000 BDT per month, we know that the 
price to achieve a good FCS is also high here (4369 BDT/month).  But as only 25% of households have critical-borderline 
FCS it is clear that most households have sufficient resources and/or income to maintain food security.  
 
All districts show an increase in the amount of households earning above 3000 BDT per month in the last three months 
as compared to the initial three months after the floods.  However, a more detailed analysis shows significant 
differences across districts and between different groups. Despite good Boro resumption, Jamalpur shows more 
households earning less than 2000 BDT in Jan-March 2013 (23%) compared to Sept – Dec 2012 (4%). It is also this 
district that took the greatest percent of loans (75%) out in the last three months and had the lowest IGA resumption 
(26%), highest asset depletion (44%) and migration (50%) indicating extreme vulnerability in this district.   
 
The 53% increase in households earning over 3000 BDT/month in Bogra in the last three months indicates a good job 
market and this is linked to the high Boro production. However, this makes it difficult to understand why Bogra had 
95% of households with poor FCSs.  
 
As expected, Gaibandha and Kurigram found very little income opportunities in the last three months due to low Boro 
production and IGA resumption which explains why over 65% of households are still earning less than 3000 BDT/month. 

Coping Mechanisms 
This assessment collected information on general coping strategies both directly after the floods and in the last three 

months, that is January to March 2013. Adaptive strategies assessed included borrowing money, taking out loans, 

depletion of savings, selling assets, use of safety nets and migration to non affected areas in search of work.  

Loan use 
Figure 16: Comparison of loan use since floods (source: HH survey) 
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Significant loans were taken in all five districts both directly after floods and in the last three months. All districts show 
a decrease in the percent of households taking loans in the latter months however Sirajgong shows the smallest 
decrease as well as the least amount of households taking loans which suggests greater coping capacity.  Jamalpur 
households were significantly more inclined to take loans compared to other districts (75% initially and 50% in last 
three months). This indicates less ability to meet basic needs with existing resources such as assets and savings. 
 
Figure 17: Loan practice of the household (source: HH survey) 
 

 
 
The way that households borrowed money both directly after the floods and in the last few months was generally 
increased by 20% compared to the normal practice. This demonstrates that households were less able to cope with the 
situation of ‘usual’ floods or stresses and may be explained by the repeated shocks that have occurred in this region. 
 
Figure 18: Loan repayments (source: HH survey) 
 
Table 25: Average amount of loans to be 
repaid 

*2 respondents had loan repayments of over 
1000 BDT per week 
 

District 
Weekly 
Average 

(BDT) 

Monthly 
Average 

(BDT) 

Sirajogonj 190 888 

Bogra 149 693 

Kurigram 164 767 

Gaibandah 168 784 

Jamalpur 281* 1311 

 

 

Average amount of funds required to pay back loans is much greater in Jamalpur compared to other districts loan 
rates. With large loan repayments, this makes Jamalpur households much more vulnerable to future shocks by 
reducing funds available for immediate use or investment in livelihoods recovery. In the last three months, 80% of 
households in Kurigram are earning less than 3000 BDT per month, 30% of these earning less than 2000 BDT (see table 
24). Compared to monthly incomes, loan repayments of nearly 800 BDT put considerable strain on Kurigram 
households. This is confirmed by KIIs which state that high interest loans are one of the reasons for reduced 
resumption of boro, vegetable and fish production.  
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Asset and Savings Use 
 
Figure 19: Asset Depletion since floods (source: HH survey) 

Jamalpur and Kurigram are the 
most impacted in terms of asset 
depletion both directly after 
floods and in the last three 
months. The assets sold in 
Jamalpur, Gaibandah and 
Kurigram were likely from existing 
IGAs which accounts for the low 
re-launch of such activities in 
these districts (26%, 32% and 53% 
respectively).   
 
With good Boro and IGA 
resumption (both 80%) in Bogra, 
fewer households needed to sell 
assets in the last three months 
(7%) because of greater income 
earning opportunities.  Siragonj 
households also had good IGA 

resumption (97%) and higher average monthly salary in the last three months compared to other district which could 
account for lower percent of households selling assets during this time (11%). There is a trend of lower asset depletion 
in the last three months however there still remains households needing to sell assets to meet their basic food needs 
in all five districts indicating inability to fully recover.  
 
 
Figure 20: Savings Depletion since floods (source: HH survey) 
 

 
Kurigram households are the 
most likely to use savings directly 
after floods and 37% of 
households are still using their 
savings to cover basic needs in 
Jan-March. This is notably more 
than other districts and may be 
linked to the fact that Kurigram 
has the highest percent of 
households earning less than 
2000 BDT/month in the last six 
months giving them less cash flow 
to cover expenses so in order to 
resume livelihoods they need to 
utilize savings (see table 24).   
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Figure 21: Asset and savings depletion directly after floods (source: HH survey) 
 

 

Figure 22: Asset and savings depletion in the last 3 months (source: HH survey) 
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The high rate of asset and savings depletion in Gaibandha and Kurigram is consistent with the poor Boro and IGA re-
launch in these districts. In addition, the low prospect of boro harvest and expected increased in Boro wholesale prices 
will place further financial stress on households. Kurigram’s high use of savings in the last three months could indicate 
less ability to recover through IGAs, crop production and employment. Gaibandah is still replying on asset depletion 
which, along with 40% of households still taking out loans in the last three months indicates a struggle to recover 
adequate income streams.  

Despite good Boro resumption, more Jamalpur households used savings as a coping mechanism than in the other 
districts. It is likely that the Boro production enabled them to fulfill their food needs and revived daily labour 
opportunities but was not adequate to ensure a full recovery. With little asset base prior to floods and this asset base 
was sold, together with heavy dependence on loans with high repayment rates, Jamalpur households are vulnerable to 
future shocks. They must rely on daily labour in urban centres which is likely to be hampered due to continuous 
hartals.14  Still 44% of Jamapular households are selling assets currently to meet basic needs indicating vulnerability.  
Few Siragjonj households still need to deplete assets or savings, suggesting a high rate of recovery to pre flood 
conditions. Gaibandah households were more likely to sell assets than use savings which may indicate lack of or 
inadequate savings funds in place prior to floods. Bogra shows good improvement by the reduction in households 
selling assets and using savings in the last three months.  

Migration 
 
Figure 23: Number of households who migrated since floods (source: HH survey) 
 
 

 
 
 

                                                           
14

 WFP, 2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. 
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Table 26: Percent of HH surveyed that migrated after floods 
 

Migration is a common pattern in the Chars with more than half 
of the households migrating after the floods in Jamalpur and 
Kurigram. Even in the last three months, these two districts have 
a large percentage of households migrating. This indicates 
inability to fully recover from the floods resulting in migration in 
search of more employment opportunities. Interestingly this does 
not correlate with the high Boro production in Jamalpur which 
would be expected to offer labour opportunities. However, 
considering high debt, low IGA resumption and high food cost 
(shown by cost to achieve a good FCS) those households not 
gaining employment from Boro production may be in dire need of 
a larger income base.   
 

 

 
Bogra shows nearly no migration with only one household surveyed having migrated. This is likely due to greater 
income earning opportunities through good resumption of Boro and IGAs (both 80%). Sirajgonj migration is 
surprisingly high considering their solid IGA re-launch and income. However with just over 50% Boro resumption this 
could leave labour dependent households in search of alternative income opportunities. 
 
Recent FGDs conducted by WFP with low income groups in urban areas of Dhaka found a decrease in overall monthly 
income of 10-25 percent due to frequent hartals which limit their work opportunities.15 Food expenditure as a percent 
of total income has increased (as has the retail cost of rice) thereby negatively affected the food purchasing capacity of 
these groups. Traders have also noted an increase in the use of credit to purchase groceries in stores.16 This may have a 
serious impact on the households in this assessment who are either moving to urban areas in search of greater income 
opportunities (which evidently will not be available) or moving out from urban areas due to lack of income 
opportunities. The outward migration seen in table 26 is likely linked to the impact of numerous and continuous hartals 
that reduce daily labour opportunities in urban centres . This will have an especially big impact in the low agriculture 
season because of lack of labour opportunities for crops. This is consistent with the decreasing trend of working days 
and expected change in labour opportunities depicted in figure 26 and 27 below.   

                                                           
15

 WFP,  2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. 
16

 ibid 

 

 

Directly after 
Floods 

In Last 3 
Months 

Sirajgonj 28% 26% 

Bogra 2% 2% 

Giabandah 37% 28% 

Jamalpur 69% 50% 

Kurigram 57% 43% 

Why did they Migrate? 

 
Directly after Floods In Last 3 Months 

More employment opportunities in urban centre 35% 37% 

Less employment opportunities in urban centre 30% 22% 

Change in nature of work 3% 6% 

Other/ Unspecified 32% 35% 

Where did they Migrate? 

 
Directly after Floods In Last 3 Months 

Dhaka 66% 70% 

Nearby Urban Centre 20% 14% 

Other/ Unspecified 20% 10% 



FSC follow-up assessment, North-West Floods, Bangladesh April-May 2013 

 

Page | 41  
 

Safety Net Use 
 
Table 27: Use of safety nets (source: HH survey) 

 Gaibandha Kurigram Jamalpur Bogra Sirajgonj Average 

% of people received VGD  8%  2%  2%  0%  0% 4% 

% of people received VGF  5%  8%  9%  34%  28% 19% 

 
Few households received safety nets to assist recovery after the floods in Gaibandah, Kurigram and Jamalpur. Bogra and 
Sirajgonj had more households receiving VGF safety net. These two districts were the least likely to use their savings 
and sell assets which means that the safety net support may have enabled households to meet basic needs and 
reduced their dependence on asset and savings depletion. 
 

Summary of coping mechanisms 
 
The assessment found that community level purchasing capacity was dramatically decreased because after flood the 
community spent their savings and earnings on other activities like agriculture rehabilitation and pre-production 
activities of agriculture, livestock etc. 
 
Although most households appear to be using negative coping strategies less in the last three months than they did 
directly after the floods, there is still a high percent depleting assets and savings, migrating and taking out/repaying 
loans. These practices show a decreased ability to fully recover and their ongoing use can compromise the food 
security and livelihoods of concerned households.  
 
Kurigram indicators show that after the floods around 50% of households took out loans, migrated, sold assets and 
utilized savings to meet the cost of their basic needs. Still within the last three months, approximately 30% of 
households continue these practices which represents a significant number of families who have not able to recover.  
 
Half of Gaibandah households surveyed depended on loans post-flooding and a third sold assets, used savings or 
migrated. While there has been a decline in these practices in the last three months 40% of households are still taking 
out loans. This is concerning considering the comparatively higher repayment rate (767 BDT/month), poor Boro 
resumption and prospects as well as limited IGA re-launch.   
 
Jamalpur had heavy dependence on loans (75%), asset use (59%) and migration (69%) directly after the floods. Little 
reduction in these coping strategies in the last three months mean that along with very high debt repayment, Jamalpur 
households are particularly vulnerable without new income earning opportunities.  
 
Bogra and Sirajgnonj fare comparatively better showing a decreasing trend in negative coping practices. Loan use 
currently sits around 30% for both districts and assets and savings depletion is below 15% indicating a slow but steady 
recovery.  
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Capacity to fulfill Household Food Security Needs 

Food Basket 
Figure 24: Average preferred food basket (source: Female FGD) 

  
 

This ideal food basket shows that around 4000-5000 BDT would be 

necessary to purchase the food listed by FGDs. However, we can 

make very little use of this data as it appears likely overestimated.  

WFP reports that the daily household food basket cost in Dhaka 

Sadar (as a reference point) is 80.1 taka (i.e. 2436 taka per month) 

which has increased significantly by 17.3% in the last quarter, due 

mainly to the increase price of rice (making up the largest portion of the food basket).17 If this increasing trend 

continues it will put further strain on household’s ability to maintain good food security. 

In Jatrapur union of Kurigram, the most preferred food basket items are rice, potato, egg, pulse, gur and shaak. Traders 

questioned in the market survey also forecasted a probable increase in prices of these items in rainy season. The price of 

items will be increased as follows; rice  by 40% , potato by 80%, gur by 60 %, egg and shaak below 20%) likely putting 

further pressure on households’ purchasing capacity.  

  

                                                           
17

 WFP, 2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. 
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NFI spending 
 
Figure 25: Average monthly household NFI expenditure (source: Male FGD) 

 
Table 28: Revised average monthly household NFI expenditure (source: Male FGD) 

NFI Average total Revised to remove non essential expenses 

Firewood / cha 560 550 

Gas 258 0 

Kerosene/ Diesel 211 200 

Housing (rent, repairs) 523 250 

Mobile 179 150 

Health 510 400 

Education 414 200 

Transportation (for household own purposes) 239 200 

Clothing, shoes 422 0 

Soap, hygiene items 179 150 

Ceremonies, entertainment 245 0 

Reimbursement debts 675 0 

Any other non-food expenditures 235 200 

Total 4651 2300 

 
This table shows the estimated NFI expenses per households per month according to the male FGD. For the purpose of 

the assessment and scaling of a potential response, we have removed non-essential expenses and loans 

reimbursements. We have revised these figures bases on ad hoc complementary FGDs to reach a reasonable and 

realistic estimate of NFI expenses. However, despite this the monthly costs still appear very high and are likely 

overestimated.  



FSC follow-up assessment, North-West Floods, Bangladesh April-May 2013 

 

Page | 44  
 

Work Opportunities 
 
Figure 29: Expected changes in daily labour opportunities (Male Agriculture) (source: HH survey) 

 
April May June July August September Average Change 

Gaibandha -1% 2% -37% -56% -52% -40% -31% 

Kurigram -14% -11% -34% -39% -35% -34% -28% 

Jamalpur -28% -28% -31% -40% -37% -36% -33% 

Bogra -18% -15% -48% -55% -43% -28% -35% 

Sirajgonj 0% -5% -8% -22% -17% -14% -11% 

Average Change  -12% -11% -32% -43% -39% -33% -28% 

 
Figure 26: Difference between daily labour opportunities 2012-2013 (Male agriculture) (source: HH survey) 

 
Table 30: Expected change in daily labour opportunities (Male Non-Agriculture) (source: HH survey) 

 
April May June July August September Average Change 

Gaibandha -1% -4% -33% -57% -54% -52% -34% 

Kurigram -16% -16% -29% -37% -30% -34% -27% 

 Jamalpur -27%   1% -8% -18% -15% -14% -14% 

Bogra -28% -26% -46% -50% -43% -31% -37% 

Sirajgonj -12% -12% -14% -21% -20% -12% -15% 

Average Change -15% -10% -24% -35% -32% -30% -24% 

 
Figure 27: Difference between  daily labour opportunities 2012-2013 (Male non agriculture) (source: HH survey) 
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These graphs show a decreasing trend in the daily labour opportunities during the 

monsoon and a decrease in the expected number daily labour opportunities in 

2013 for both agriculture and non-agriculture laborers. The decrease in non-

agricultural labour opportunities is likely related to disruption caused by the hartals 

while the agricultural labour decrease is likely due to reduced Boro and other crop 

production.  

Daily labour opportunities are expected to significantly decrease across all 
districts. Over 30% decrease for male agricultural prospects in Gaibandah, Jamalpur 
and Bogra and over 30% decrease for male non-agricultural prospects in Gaibandah 
and Bogra. The severe damage to crops which were to be harvested in November 
and the low resumption of crops in Kurigram and Gaibandah mean reduced 
demand for wage labour rate and labour opportunities.  
 
The October JNA found that the floods reduced employment and income status of agricultural day labours dependent 
on cropping work opportunities. 18 Compared to the average daily labour rate for a male agricultural day labourer in 
Rajshahi (262 BDT), the five districts in this assessment are earning significantly less.19 With daily labour opportunities 
expected to decrease by an average of 24%, this will further reduce household’s income. Also for Rajashi, WFP found 
the average daily wage for a female agricultural labourer was only 164 BDT per day which is 98 BDT less than their male 
counterpart. After the end of the Aman harvesting period there are less working opportunities for female labourers as 
Boro planters are predominately male. Therefore female headed households will be highly disadvantaged with 
reduced income earning opportunities. 20 
 
The daily labour rates are comparatively low compared to other districts in Bangladesh. Jamalpur’ slightly higher 
current labour rate may be explained by the fact that the job market is less competitive as there were more daily labour 
opportunities due to the Boro production. Sirajgonj average wage rate for men is the highest (236 BDT) but again it 
appears costs are greater in this districts (see FCS) and income earning capacity higher (see average monthly income). 
Sirajgonj however has the lowest wage rate for women.  Bogra’s low wage rate is interesting considering the good Boro 
resumption but could explain the high number of households not able to afford a good FCS and also their lower 
incomes.  

Prospect of Income for 2013  
Table 32: Average Expected Household Income (BDT) by Region by Month  

 
Gaibandha Kurigram Jamalpur Bogra Sirajgonj 

April 3648 3416 2765 4029 8395 

May 4755 4273 3329 5065 7501 

June 2468 1634 2657 1844 6316 

July 933 1275 2327 1346 4823 

August 1175 1888 2529 2152 4892 

September 1391 1748 2812 4157 5899 

Monthly Average 2395 2372 2737 3099 6305 

                                                           
18

 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’, P.11 
19

 WFP, 2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. 
20

 WFP, 2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. P.8 

 

Table 31: Average Daily Labor 
Rate  BDT (source: HH survey) 
 

 Average 
Women 

Average 
Men 

Siragonj 98 236 

Kurigram 174 153 

Jamalpur 161 214 

Gaibandah 162 164 

Bogra 100 148 

Total 
Average 

139 183 
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Average expected household income is calculated by multiplying HH daily wage (# workers per HH x daily wage rate) by 
# expected working days per month. Sirajgong higher monthly average is due to a higher daily labour rate for men and 
higher number of expected working days. 
 
Table 33: WFP 2005 estimate of income per category 

Category Monthly Income  Comparing the income of the five districts to the thresholds defined by WFP 
in table 33, it is clear that Kurigram, Gaibandha and Jamalpur sit close to the 
‘vulnerable’ category.  This is particularly worrying considering the average 
monthly cost to achieve a good FCS in these districts is above average 
income (Kurigram = 3860 BDT, Gaibandah = 3713, Jamalpur = 4375).  

Non vulnerable 10 362 BDT 

On the edge 4380 BDT 

Vulnerable 2332 BDT 

Ultra poor 2021 BDT 

NARRI/DeShari beneficiaries vs non-beneficiaries 
 
In Kurigram, Gaibandah and Bogra NARRI/DeShari working areas 75% of the households surveyed were chosen from 
program beneficiaries to determine any difference in recovery abilities between beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries. 
Results showed little difference between program beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries which may be explained by the 
following reasons: 

 The program targeting of ultra poor was very precise through the implemented of NARRI multiple score beneficiary 
selection methodology. Excluded non beneficiaries were poor but of a comparatively higher status. This may 
indicate that the cash transfer program filled in the gap between the ultra poor households and them. 

 The comparatively small package may have limited the capacity of ultra poor households to bounce back 
significantly as compared to other affected households 

  Not all activities / cash disbursement were finished at the time of the data collection  
 

It is estimated that NARRI programs cover 40% of households who would require support in these locations. A more 
detailed evaluation will determine the benefits of programming but from the indicators assessed during this assessment 
it is clear that both beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries require further support to recover.  

Summary of Needs 
 
Table 34: Average Resources Needed to Re-start IGA (source: HH survey) 

IGA Types of Resources Required Average Value of Resources 
Required by respondents (BDT) 

Revised average cost 
value of resources (BDT) 

Homestead Gardening 
Vegetable seeds, Bamboo fencing, 
Rope, Net, Fertilizer 

735 400 

Poultry Rearing 
Hens, Ducks, Medicine, Cage,  
House/materials, Food 

955 500 

Livestock Calf, Goat, Cattle Shade, Straw 14964 8,000 

Fish Farming Fish Fry, Feed, Nets 800 600 

Other Sewing Machine, Rickshaw, Van 8000-15000 8,000 

 
Respondents of the household survey provided details on the quantity and types of resources needed to re-start their 
IGAs. Based on the costs of such resources, the average value of resources required was calculated. These values were 
then revised based on known costs of livelihood inputs and allowing for beneficiary contribution toward the livelihood 
recovery intervention.    
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Table 35: Estimated cost of IGA inputs needed to restart IGAs 
 

 
Bogra Gaibandah Kurigram Jamalpur Sirajgonj Total all districts 

Homestead Gardening 26026 1144102 1920520 435727 471625 
 Poultry Rearing 97598 3135279 2902278 921729 272091 
 Livestock 3123120 27282429 6306185 30165684 2660447 
 Fish Farming N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
 Other IGA type N/A N/A 5732895 N/A N/A 
 Total Taka 3246744 31561810 16861879 31523140 3404163 125962082 

Total  Euro 31818 309306 165246 308927 33361 848,658 

 
This table shows the total cost of resources required to restart IGAs/livelihoods per district. This is calculated by applying 
the ratio of the number of IGAs operating in each district prior to the floods to the estimated number of affected 
households still needing assistance (see table 1) which provides an approximate number of IGAs per district that require 
support to restart/continue. Then, the average cost value of resources was multiplied by the number of that IGA type to 
get a total value.  This provides an approximate figure for total IGA inputs that would be needed to support minimum 
IGA/livelihood. For more details on this calculation see annex 9.   
 
Table 36: Household Income versus Expenses (BDT/month) 

  Gaibandha Kurigram Jamalpur Bogra Sirajgonj 

Total Income (daily labour, IGA + safety nets) 3570 2824 3016 3534 7139 

Expenses corresponding to good FCS  3717 3860 4375 3850 4369 

Expenses for NFI 2300 2300 2300 2300 2300 

Loans payback 784 767 1311 693 888 

Total Expenses 6801 6927 7986 6843 7557 

Total Gap per month (BDT) -3231 -4103 -4970 -3309 -418 

 
This table calculates the gap between the household income and household expenditure. Income is based on the daily 
labour (labour rate x number of working days), average IGA income and any safety nets received. Expenditure includes 
costs needed to achieve an acceptable FCS for that district, NFI expenses and loan repayments. The total gap is the 
amount of taka needed each month to ensure income equals expenditure.  
 
Table 37: Estimate of Resources Necessary to Ensure a Good Food Consumption Score (over 6 months) 

 
Gaibandha Kurigram Jamalpur Bogra Sirajgong Total  

Monthly income gap to meet needs 
per HH 

3231 4103 4970 3309 418   

Gap per HH over 6 months 19,386 24,618 29,820 19,854 2,508   

Total HH still affected 3,718 13,318 11,319 14,389 5,410 48,154 

% of critical FCS 41% 14% 6% 27% 2%   

Nb of critical FCS 1,524 1,865 679 3,885 108 8,061 

Total monthly income GAP per district 
BDT 

4,925,272 7,650,126 3,375,326 12,855,564 45,228 28,851,515 

TOTAL monthly  GAP in Euros** 49,253 76,501 33,753 1,28,556 452 288,515 

TOTAL  GAP in Euros over 6 months 295,516 459,008 2,02,520 771,334 2714 1,731,091 

Support cost           571,260 
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Total programme cost including           2,302,351 

This table calculates the approximate costs needed to support households to cover their expense gap to achieve 
acceptable food security and assist livelihoods recovery. The monthly household income gap is determined by 
calculating their total income (from daily labour opportunities, income from IGAs and safety nets) minus their total 
expenses (NFIs, loan repayment and the cost required to achieve an acceptable FCS) as shown in table 36. The resulting 
figure is multiplied to give a 6 month total. Then, the ratio of households with critical FCS was applied to the number of 
households still affected per district (as identified in table 1) and this provides the minimum number of vulnerable 
households (i.e. food insecure) that are still in need of assistance. The income gap was multiplied by the number of 
households to assist and this gives the total cost of which a 33% support cost has been added. From this, it is estimated 
to support approximately 48,000 households an intervention would require funding of approximately Euros 2,302,351. 
 
With extra livelihood recovery support of € 848,658 Euro (see table 35) plus, a total 6 month programme would cost 

approximately € 3,151,009 Euros.  

Recommendations  
 
It is clear that households lost income and work opportunities from the impact of the floods on crops. The expected 
decrease in harvest and work opportunities related to the cold wave will further reduce household income and likely 
their food security. The total number of households estimated to be affected by the floods by the October JNA was 
94,537.21 Based on this assessment, the current estimated number of households still requiring assistance is at least 
48,000.  
 
The food security and livelihoods situation across the five districts can be summarized as follows: 

 The September 2012 floods damaged household level food stock and income sources 

 Only  56% of Boro, 22% of fish and 51% of vegetables were able to resume after the floods 

 The expected Boro harvest is to be much less than last year 

 At least 44% of households have not been able to re-launch their IGAs 

 The expected number of working days and daily labour opportunities are to be significantly reduced in the 
coming months 

 Boro wholesale price is expected to rise because of the recent fuel price hike in January 2013 and food 
inflation due to supply disruption because of hartals. This will be particularly harmful for daily labourers  
who must purchase their rice in the market 22 

 There will be reduced non agricultural employment due to frequent hartals and less agricultural 
opportunities for females in lean season 

 In the last 3 months, households are still practicing negative coping mechanisms such as taking out loans 
(37%), using savings (17%), selling assets (24%) and migrating (30%) 

 62% of HH have poor or borderline FCS and cost of achieving a good FCS is high compared to average 
incomes 

 Households are reducing meal size, meal frequency and eating less nutritious food as a coping mechanism 

 Exclusive breastfeeding and dietary diversity are below the national average and global acute malnutrition 
rates is slightly above the national average 

 The monsoon season is approaching, increasing the likelihood of further floods and extreme weather events 
that will place further stress on already vulnerable households 
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 FSC, September 2012, ‘Rapid Food Security Assessment: Flooding in North Western Bangladesh’  
22

 WFP,  2013. ‘Bangladesh Food Security Monitoring Bulletin’, Jan-March 2013, Issue no. 12. 
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 Without external assistance vulnerable households dependent on agriculture have poor food security, 
livelihoods and income prospects 

 
During the assessment, key informant priority needs identified were 1) cash for work, 2) food distribution, 3) livelihood 
support at household level and 4) support to marginal farmers. Considering this and other results of the assessment, 
the following recommendations are made; 
 
General Recommendations 
 

 To respond to the food and livelihoods insecurity of at least 48,000 households, IGA and/or livelihood support 
to the value of approximately € 850,000 Euro is required.  To support achievement of acceptable FCS financial 
support of approximately € 2,300,000 Euro is needed. This figure is an estimate based on the minimum number 
of households still requiring support (see table 1-3 in main report) and the costs required to achieve acceptable-
high FCS (see table 37 I main report) and indicative IGA recovery costs (see table 36 in main report).  

 Priority support should be given to landless and marginal farmers, female headed households, agricultural day 
labourers, pregnant and lactating women, adolescent girls and the elderly as these represent vulnerable 
groups with least coping capacities. 

 Short-term support through cash grants and longer term support through livelihood recovery, DRR 
strengthening and integrated food security and nutrition sensitive programming 

 
Short term response 
 
Food Security Recommendations 

 Given that the markets are functional, cash support is recommended for purchasing food and livelihoods 
options/activities. Cash support will also overcome limited investment capacity required to re-launch livelihood 
options and crops and increase food purchasing capacity of food insecure households.  

 
Nutrition recommendations 

 Partners in Kurigram to conduct a nutrition causal analysis (NCA) to identify context specific risks and 
aggravating factors that could explain the sharp differences in under nutrition observed, compared to other 
neighboring districts. 

 Collaborate with partners, including FSNSP (BRAC University/HKI) for more in-depth analysis on prevalence data 
via MUAC versus WHZ to better interpret the nutritional situation  

 
Longer term recovery 

 
Food Security and livelihoods Recommendations 

 Encourage adoption of more than two livelihood options per household through proper identification and 
selection of potential options through a market analysis and cost benefit analysis. Diversification of household 
livelihood options, including both farm and off-farm will also serve as a risk reduction mechanism. 

 Market extension process, market development and value chain activities including necessary assessment for 
selecting appropriate livelihood/economic options. Market development interventions with selected 
communities will promote linkage activities with local market actors such as input seller of seeds, feed, fertilizer, 
seedling, fodder etc. Market analysis will orient people to the market system and increase market knowledge, 
skill and practices. 

 Development of producer groups and their network for mass production and more involvement of community in 
agriculture activities including off farm and on farm livelihood options.  

 Appropriate trainings on livelihood options skills and business development. Embedded in all trainings should be 
the importance of climate resilient livelihoods and risk reduction approaches such as practicing households 



FSC follow-up assessment, North-West Floods, Bangladesh April-May 2013 

 

Page | 50  
 

savings, diversifying IGAs (including non- Agriculture based IGAs) and building flood resistant infrastructure 
linked to markets is recommended to improve coping capacity to deal with future stresses.  

 Schemes to support investment in livelihood options through group savings and repayment could be considered. 
In such case, the use of group savings could serve as working capital for initiating new IGAs and/or a risk fund to 
be used before of after floods and other disasters. 

 
Agriculture recommendations 

 Crop specific training on management practices including fertilizer, weed and disease management as well as 
post-harvest technology to improve agriculture practices especially for those in Char lands  

 Promotion of community level technical volunteers (local service providers) to protect Agriculture, Livestock and 
Fisheries including off-farm IGAs, so that community people and producers will be able to get their services in a 
local and affordable way   

 Adoption/promotion of new variety of fodder for livestock 

 As Cold Wave in the last winter was the main reason of Boro loss, cold resistant varieties may be introduced and 
prevention measures taken through local level technical volunteers 

 
Nutrition recommendations 

 Strengthen the capacity of health facilities in all disaster prone areas, in delivering essential direct nutrition 
interventions, including IYCF counseling, nutrition and hygiene promotion, micronutrient supplementation, 
management of acute malnutrition, etc. according to standards. 

 Strengthen detection, screening-referral of acute malnutrition in the community and at health facility levels to 
ensure appropriate and timely treatment is received for identified cases 

 Scale-up community-based nutrition promotion activities to improve knowledge and practice of IYCF 

 Continue to monitor the nutrition situation, including changes in IYCF practices, and support health authorities 
and partners in routine collection and analysis of standard nutrition indicators 

 Ensure nutrition sensitive strategies and objectives are integrated into Food Security and Livelihood sector 
responses (both short and longer term), which aim to improve nutritional outcomes for women and children 

 
 
 

 
 

  



FSC follow-up assessment, North-West Floods, Bangladesh April-May 2013 

 

Page | 51  
 

Annexure 

 

Annex 1: Map of affected unions (source: Disaster Management Information Centre, Bangladesh) 
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Annex 2: List of agencies who participated in the assessment 

  District Upazila Union Agency 

1 GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI ERENDABARI Oxfam-GUK 

2 GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI FAZLUPUR Oxfam-GUK 

3 GAIBANDHA FULCHHARI FULCHHARI Oxfam-GUK 

4 GAIBANDHA Sadar  Mollarchar  CA/GUK 

5 GAIBANDHA Sundarganj Kamarjani  CA/GUK 

6 GAIBANDHA Sundarganj Horipur CA/GUK 

7 JAMALPUR DEWANGANJ CHUKAIBARI SI 

8 JAMALPUR Dewanganj Bahadurabad  DCA-DSK 

9 JAMALPUR Dewanganj Hatibandha DCA-DSK 

10 JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR CHINADULLI SI 

11 JAMALPUR ISLAMPUR KULKANDI SI 

12 KURIGRAM Sadar Jatrapur MA 

13 KURIGRAM Nageshori Nunkhaoa MA 

14 KURIGRAM Nageshori Kaliganj MA 

15 KURIGRAM CHILMARI ASHTAMIR CHAR IR 

16 KURIGRAM RAUMARI BANDABER IR 

17 KURIGRAM RAUMARI DANTBHANGA IR 

18 BOGRA SHARIAKANDI CHANDAN BASHA Save 

19 BOGRA SHARIAKANDI KUTUBPUR Save 

20 SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI BELKUCHI SADAR NDP-ACF 

21 SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI RAJAPUR NDP-ACF 

22 SIRAJGANJ BELKUCHI BORODHUL NDP-ACF 

23 SIRAJGANJ CHAUHALI OMARPUR Oxfam-MMS 

24 SIRAJGANJ CHAUHALI GHARJAN Oxfam-GKS 
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Annex 3: Household Interview Checklist 
Food Security Cluster Sept NW floods follow up assessment – March 2013 -  

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

HOUSEHOLD INTERVIEW Checklist 

 

Instructions: Target 20 families in  each Union 

In Gaibandha, Jamalpur, Kurigram (NARRI, DESHARI)  target around 15 max vulnerable beneficiaries of current beneficiary base  (but avoid hard 

core vulnerable) as well as 5 vulnerable households who has not received any support from Deshari or NARRI.  

In Bogra / Sirajganj, target 20 households based on enquiry a community level: select flood affected vulnerable families but avoid hard core poor / 

hard core vulnerable families.  

Informed consent 

 My name is ………………I am working with …………………. On behalf of a group of agencies working on development and 

relief in this area, we are conducting an assessment of the situation in relation to the September 2012 flooding.  We 

would like to ask you some questions about the impact of the flooding here.  Your participation is voluntary and you can 

choose not to answer all of the questions.  We hope you will agree to participate because your views are important as 

we try to understand how the flooding has affected people here.  Please feel free to ask us any questions about the 

assessment. 

1. SURVEY INFORMATION  

Village:  Ward: Union: Upazilla: 

Zilla: Name of the partner NGO: Name of the INGO: 

Name of Interviewer : 

 

Date of Interview: 

    
2. GENERAL HOUSEHOLD INFORMATION 

Status (only relevant for NARRI and DESHARI working areas) : □ Beneficiary  □ Non-beneficiary 

2.1 family member name: 

 

2.4 Beneficiaries Card No (if relevant): 

 
2.2 Gender of  family member name:  □Male  □ Female 

 

2.5 Age of beneficiary / family member name: 

………………….Years 

 2.3 Marital Status of beneficiary / family member name:  □ Married;   □ Single;  □ Widow;  □ Separated;         □ Divorced 

2.6 Which wealth category best fits this household relative to other community households 

□ extreme poor ; □ poor; □ middle; □ well-off 

 

3. HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION (Number of people eating from same cooking pot)  N.B: Be careful to not double count 

Infant 

(<6 m) 

Baby 

(6 m-

24m) 

Children 

(2-14 yrs) 

Boy/Girls 

(14-18yrs) 

Female 

(>18yrs) 

Male 

(>18yrs) 

Elder 

Female 

(>60yrs) 

Elder 

Male 

(>60yrs) 

Lactating/

pregnant 

PWD* 

(Female 

PWD 

(Male) 
Total 

HH size 
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* Person with Disability 

4. DAILY LABOUR OPPORTUNITIES 

4.1.1 Number of earning/working women in this 
household: 

 

4.1.2 Number of earning/working men in this household:  
 

 

 In the three months  after the floods Currently 

4.2.1 What is the local daily labour rate for women: 
 

Agric  Agric  

Non Agric  Non Agric  

4.2.2 What is the local daily labour rate for women: 
 

Agric  Agric  

Non Agric  Non Agric  

4.3 How many days of works / income (agricultural and/or non-agricultural) per month did your family earning member(s) worked in 2012  

i.e. 10 days per month. In case the family have several working male and female members, put the total of man / days per male, and then 

the total of man / days per female 

 April May June July August Sept 

 Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Male(s)             

Female(s)             

4.4 Do you expect changes in daily labour opportunities in the next  six months to come, as compared to 2012? 

 April May June July August Sept 

 Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Nb days 

Agric 

Nb days 

Non 

Agric  

Male(s) □ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ dLess 

□ Much 

less 

Female(s) □ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

□ More 

□ Same 

□ Less 

□ Much 

less 

Less = between 20 and 50% decrease, Much less = more than 50% decrease 

5. SAFETY NETS AND OTHER TYPES OF SUPPORT 
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VGD / VGF 

5.1 Do you receive any VGD support? 
 

□ Yes     □ No 

5.2 If yes, what was the value of the VGD support your received since the September  
flood?  (if in support in kind, please evaluate the value in BDT. If the HH member is hesitant, 
just  tick “don’t know”) 

………….. BDT or □ Don’t know 

5.3 What is the value of VGD support do you expect to receive in the next  six months ? (if in 
support in kind, please evaluate the value in BDT. If the HH member is hesitant, just  tick 
“don’t know”) 

………….. BDT or □ Don’t know 

5.4 Do you receive any VGF support?  
 

□Yes     □No 

5.5 If yes, what was the value of the VGF support your received since the September flood? 
(if in support in kind, please evaluate the value in BDT. If the HH member is hesitant, just  tick 
“don’t know”) 

………….. BDT or □ Don’t know 

5.6 What is the value / kind of VGG support do expect to receive in the next six months? 
 (if in support in kind, please evaluate the value in BDT. If the HH member is hesitant, just  tick 
“don’t know” ) 

………….. BDT or □ Don’t know 

Other type of support 

5.7 Did you receive any other relief support from Government, other NGOs or UN agencies 
in the last six months? 
 

□Yes     □No 

5.8 What is the value / kind of the other relief support that you received from Government, 
other NGOs or UN agencies in the last six months? (if in support in kind, please evaluate the 
value in BDT. If the HH member is hesitant, just  tick “don’t know” ) 
 

………….. BDT or □ Don’t know 

6. INCOME GENERATING ACTIVITY – HOMESTEAD ACTIVITY 

Which kind of IGA were you doing before the September flood?  

For each activity, we would like to know what the actual situation is and what is may be missing to improve this 

activity (in the next six month to come) 

6.1 Existing 
Income 
Generating 
Activity before 
the Sept. flood 

6.2 
Restart 
activity? 
(Y / N)* 

6.3 Investment after flood to 
restart activity ** 

6.4 Actual monthly 
production *** 

6.5 Resources needed to continue, start or restart 
your activity in the next 6 months **** 

Items Value  in Kind Value Type of resource Unit Quantity 

□ homestead 
gardening 

        

□ poultry 
rearing 

        

□ livestock 
 

        

□ small scale 
fish farming 

        

□ Other (please 
specify) 
--------------------- 

        

□ Other (please 
specify) 
--------------------- 

        

* If yes, ask question 6.3 and 6.4 and do not ask 6.5. If No, ask only question 6.5 
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** What investments did you have to do after the floods in order to restart your income generating activity?  

*** Can you estimate your current monthly production and its value? 

**** If you have not been able to restart your activity, what resources do you need to resume your activity? 

7. FOOD CONSUMPTION 

7.1 Number of meals per day 

How many meals you took per day in the last 

seven days? 
Children(complementary food) 6 to24 

Months 

……. 

(please put a number) 

Children (2- 5yrs) □ 1     □2    □ 3 

Boy/Girls (5 -18yrs) □ 1     □2    □ 3 

Female (>18yrs) □ 1     □2    □ 3 

Male (>18yrs) □ 1     □2    □ 3 

Elderly (>60yrs) □ 1     □2    □ 3 

7.2 – Food Consumption Score  

How many days in the last week (7 days) did your household eat the following? 

Do NOT count small quantities (less than 1 tea spoon) 

N° 

Food 

Number of days the food 

items was consumed in 

last week? 

0=0 days 

1=1day and so on (code) 

How much 

money you 

spent on 

specific item in 

last week? 

What was the main 

source of food? 
 

1 Cereals (Rice, Wheat,  etc…)       Food source code 

1=Purchase from market 

2=Purchase from local shop  

3=Own production 

4=Food aid from government 

5= Food aid from NGOs 

6= Livestock own production  

7= Others (make it specify) 

 

 

2 Tubers (potatoes, etc…)       

3 Pulses (Masur, Kesari etc)       

4 Vegetables       

5 Fruit       

6 Meat, eggs and fish       

7 Milk & milk product       

8 Sugar, molasses       

9 Oil, butter       

10 Condiments & spices       
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7.3 – Maternal and Child care practices 

These questions have to be asked only if there are children from 6 to 23 months in the household composition. 

Just after September flood Currently 

Maternal care 

7.4.1 Did pregnant and lactating women 
take the same size and frequency of meal 
like other family members? 

□More □ Same □ Less □More □ Same □ Less 

7.4.2 How long do women rest after 

delivery? 

□ they don’t rest  

□ <2 days  

□ between 2 days and 1 week 

□ more than 1 week 

□ they don’t rest  

□ <2 days  

□ between 2 days and 1 week 

□ more than 1 week 

If there are one (or more) children from 0 to 23 months in this family, please complete the following table(s):  

Only for infant and young children (AGE 0 – 23 months )  

Please complete the following section for each child in the Household composition within the age group.  

Name of Child 1:  

Date of birth  7.4.3.1 Nb of months  

7.4.3.2 Sex  □ Male     □Female     

7.4.4 Was the baby breastfed during the previous day 

(from yesterday morning till today morning)? 
□ Yes     □No    □ Don’t know 

7.4.5 Did the baby consume any item during the previous 

day (from yesterday morning till today morning)? 

 

  Yes No Don’t Know 

A  Plain water                                        

B  Infant formula     

C Milk such as tinned, powdered, 

or fresh animal milk 

   

D Juice or juice drinks    

E clear broth    

F Yogurt    

G  thin porridge    

H any other liquids    
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7.4.6 How many times did the child consume any of the 

following items: Infant formula, milk, animal milk, yogurt 

during the previous day (from yesterday morning till 

today morning)? 

Infant formula  

Milk such as tinned, powdered, or fresh animal milk    

Yogurt   

 

7.4.7 Did he/she receive the following food during the previous day from yesterday morning till today morning)? 

 

1 
Grains, roots or tubers (Suji, bread, rice, noodles, khichuri, 

other foods made from grains, white potato etc) 
YES NO 

2 

Vitamin A-rich plant foods (any dark green leafy vegetables, 

Ripe mangoes, ripe papayas, ripe jackfruits, Pumpkin, carrots, 

other red/yellow or orange fruit etc.) 

 

YES NO 

3 
Other fruits or vegetables 

YES NO 

4 

Meat (any meat, such as beef, pork, lamb, goat, chicken, or 

duck), fish (fresh or dried fish, shellfish, or seafood), seafood, 

organ meats (liver, kidney) 

YES NO 

5 
Eggs 

YES NO 

6 
Any food made from Pulses/legumes/nuts 

YES NO 

7 

Milk (infant formula, tinned, powered or fresh animal milk), 

Cheese, yogurtand milk products (custard, milk made ice-

cream etc.) 

YES NO 

8 
Foods cooked in oil/fat 

YES NO 

7.4.8 Did the child eat any solid, semi-solid, or soft foods yesterday 

during the day or at night?  
□ Yes     □No    □ Don’t know 

7.4.9 How many times did the child eat solid, semi-solid, or soft foods 

other than liquids yesterday during the day or at night?  

number of times............... |___|___| 

don’t Know .......... 

Only for infant and young children (AGE 0 – 23 months )  

Please complete the following section for each child in the Household composition within the age group.  

Name of Child 2:  

Date of birth  7.4.3.1 Nb of months  

7.4.3.2 Sex  □ Male     □Female     

7.4.4 Was the baby breastfed during the previous day 

(from yesterday morning till today morning)? 
□ Yes     □No    □ Don’t know 

7.4.5 Did the baby consume any item during the previous 

day (from yesterday morning till today morning)? 

 

  Yes No Don’t Know 

A  Plain water                                        

B  Infant formula     

C Milk such as tinned, powdered, 

or fresh animal milk 
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D Juice or juice drinks    

E clear broth    

F Yogurt    

G  thin porridge    

H any other liquids    

7.4.6 How many times did the child consume any of the 

following items: Infant formula, milk, animal milk, yogurt 

during the previous day (from yesterday morning till 

today morning)? 

Infant formula  

Milk such as tinned, powdered, or fresh animal milk    

Yogurt   

 

7.4.7 Did he/she receive the following food during the previous day from yesterday morning till today morning)? 

 

1 
Grains, roots or tubers (Suji, bread, rice, noodles, khichuri, 

other foods made from grains, white potato etc) 
YES NO 

2 

Vitamin A-rich plant foods (any dark green leafy vegetables, 

Ripe mangoes, ripe papayas, ripe jackfruits, Pumpkin, carrots, 

other red/yellow or orange fruit etc.) 

 

YES NO 

3 
Other fruits or vegetables 

YES NO 

4 

Meat (any meat, such as beef, pork, lamb, goat, chicken, or 

duck), fish (fresh or dried fish, shellfish, or seafood), seafood, 

organ meats (liver, kidney) 

YES NO 

5 
Eggs 

YES NO 

6 
Any food made from Pulses/legumes/nuts 

YES NO 

7 

Milk (infant formula, tinned, powered or fresh animal milk), 

Cheese, yogurtand milk products (custard, milk made ice-

cream etc.) 

YES NO 

8 
Foods cooked in oil/fat 

YES NO 

7.4.8 Did the child eat any solid, semi-solid, or soft foods yesterday 

during the day or at night?  
□ Yes     □No    □ Don’t know 

7.4.9 How many times did the child eat solid, semi-solid, or soft foods 

other than liquids yesterday during the day or at night?  

number of times............... |___|___| 

don’t Know .......... 

7.4.10 MUAC 

The MUAC assessment should be conducted if there are children from 6 to 59 months (e.g. 5 years) in the household composition. 

Child Date of Birht  Age in months Sex MUAC  
(00.0 cm) 

Colour (tick one box only) 
 

1     □ Red  □ Yellow □ Green 

2     □ Red  □ Yellow □ Green 

3     □ Red  □ Yellow □ Green 

8. DISEASES 
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In the 3 months following the floods 

(September to December) 

In  the last 3 months (Januray to 

March) 

8.1 Did you notice any of these diseases among your under 5 

years old children. If so, choose the 3 most relevant ones? 

 

□ Diarrhea diseases 

□ fever 

□ Acute Respiratory Infection (ARI) 

□ Skin diseases 

□ Snake bite 

□ Others 

□ No major illness 

□ Diarrhea diseases 

□ fever 

□ Acute Respiratory Infection (ARI) 

□ Skin diseases 

□ Snake bite 

□ Others 

□ No major illness 

9. EVOLUTION OF COPING STRATEGY AND ASSET DEPLETION 

Loans 
  In the 3 months following the floods 

(September to December) 

In  the last 3 months (January to March) 

9.1 Did your family borrowed money to fulfil 

your basic needs? 
□ YES □ NO □ YES □ NO 

9.2 If so, how much □ less than 2.000 BDT 

□ 2.001-5.000 BDT 

□ 5001-10.000 BDT 

□ More than 10.000 BDT 

□ less than 2.000 BDT 

□ 2.001-5.000 BDT 

□ 5001-10.000 BDT 

□ More than 10.000 BDT 

9.3 Is this a normal situation or loans have 

increased this year due to floods? 

□ Normal situation 

□ Increase of 20% as compared to last year 

□ Increase of 50% as compared to last year 

□ Increase of 100% or more as compared 

to last year 

□ Normal situation 

□ Increase of 20% as compared to last year 

□ Increase of 50% as compared to last year 

□ Increase of 100% or more as compared 

to last year 

9.4 How much do you have to pay back every 

week? (in BDT) 

  

Asset depletion 

  In the 3 months following the floods 

(September to December) 
In  the last 3 months (January to March) 

9.5 Did you family had to sell their assets 

(such as livestock, poultry, valuables) to 

fulfil your basic food needs (to buy food)? 

□ YES □ NO □ YES □ NO 

9.6 Did you family lost your savings to fulfil 

your basic food needs (to buy food)? 
□ YES □ NO □ YES □ NO 

 

Income 
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  In the 3 months following the floods 

(September to December) 

In  the last 3 months (January to March) 

9.7 How many days of works / income per 

month did you manage to find(including 

INGO program / support 

i.e. 5 days per month i.e. 10 days per month 

9.8 What was your monthly average income 

during this period? 

□ less than 2.000 BDT 

□ Between 2.000 and 3.000 BDT 

□ Between 3.000 and 4.000 BDT 

□ Above 4.000 BDT 

□ less than 2.000 BDT 

□ Between 2.000 and 3.000 BDT 

□ Between 3.000 and 4.000 BDT 

□ Above 4.000 BDT 

Migration 

  In the 3 months following the floods 

(September to December) 

In  the last 3 months (January to March) 

9.9 Did some of your family members had to 

migrate to find a job? 

□ YES □ NO □ YES □ NO 

9.10 Where did they migrate □ Nearby urban center 

□ Dhaka 

□ Other distant (more than 100 km) urban 

center 

□ Abroad (India…) 

□ Nearby urban center 

□ Dhaka 

□ Other distant (more than 100 km) urban 

center 

□ Abroad (India…) 

9.11 If yes how many members?   

9.12 For how many weeks?   

9.13 Was there a change in migratory 

employment opportunities? 

□ YES □ NO □ YES □ NO 

9.14 If so, what  was the change (tick one or 

several box) 

□ Less employment opportunities in 

nearby urban centers 

□ More employment opportunities in 

nearby urban centers 

□ Less employment opportunities in close 

urban centers 

□ More employment opportunities in 

nearby urban center 

□ Change in the nature of work (agric, non 

agric labour) 

□ Other:………………………… 

□ Less employment opportunities in nearby 

urban centers 

□ More employment opportunities in 

nearby urban centers 

□ Less employment opportunities in close 

urban centers 

□ More employment opportunities in 

nearby urban center 

□ Change in the nature of work (agric, non 

agric labour) 

□ Other:………………………… 
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Annex 4: Female Focus Group Discussion Checklist 
 

 Food Security Cluster Sept NW floods follow up assessment – March 2013  

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

FEMALE FGD Checklist 

Instructions: One female FGD per union. The group has to be homogeneous. Not more than 8 emale participants from vulnerable households who 

either received assistance or did not receive assistance over last four months. You must ensure that 50% of the female participants have children 

under 2 years old. Assessment teams should try to involve the participants in the discussion and try to get consensus on answers by asking the 

group, “do you agree?”, “is this what you all think?” (…) 

Informed consent 

 My name is ………………I am working with …………………. On behalf of a group of agencies working on development and 

relief in this area, we are conducting an assessment of the situation in relation to the September 2012 flooding.  We 

would like to ask you some questions about the impact of the flooding here.  We do not need to record your name and 

the information you give us will be confidential.  Your participation is voluntary and you can choose not to answer all of 

the questions.  We hope you will agree to participate because your views are important as we try to understand how the 

flooding has affected people here.  Please feel free to ask us any questions about the assessment. 

1. FGD INFORMATION 

Village:  Ward: Union: Upazilla: 

Zilla:  Name of the INGO: 

Population in the village: Name of the partner NGO: 

Name of Interviewer : 

 

Date of Interview: 

    
Number of participants: 

 

Sl. No: 

 

2. MOST PREFERRED DIET If you could provide food the way you wish for your family, what would be your diet? 

In case they consume one item once or twice a week only, divide the quantity by 7 (for once a week) or 3 (for twice a week) 

Items 
Quantities* in Kg / gr / L 

for 1 family for 1 day  

Nb of days per week 

where this item is  

consumed 

COST OF DIET (estimate market 

price per Kg / L in BDT) 

Food Source 

 

SEASON 
Summer 

season 

Rainy 

season 

Summer 

season 

Rainy 

season 

Price in 

Summer season 

Price in Rainy 

season 

Summer 

season 

Rainy 

season 

Rice 

 

     

 

 

Atta         

Chira         

Muri         

Potato – red 
 

     
 

 

Potato         

Kachu/ Kachumukhi         
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Big Fish  
 

     
 

 

Medium Fish         

Small Fish         

Vegetables 
 

     
 

 

Sugar         

Gur         

Leaves (Shaak)         

Pulses (Beans,Peas) 
 

     
 

 

Poultry Meat 
 

     
 

 

Red Meat         

Eggs 
 

     
 

 

Mustered Oil 
 

     
 

 

Milk 
 

     
 

 

Ghee         

Oil (Open)         

Sweet 
 

     
 

 

Oil (bottle)         

Local fruits         

Miscellaneous Food 

(Tea, Tobacco ,betel 

leaf) 

 

     

 

 

Food Source Code 

1=Purchase from market 
2=Purchase from local shop  
3=Own production 
4=Food aid from government 
5= Food aid from NGOs 
6= Livestock own production  
7= Others (make it specify) 

3. FOOD PRACTICES  

3.1 What where your food practices usual 

food practices before the flood 
 

3.2 Were there a change in your food 

practices immediately after the floods? 
 

3.3 If yes, what was the change  

3.4 Did you manage to resume your 

normal food practices today 
 

3.5 If not, what is the reason?  

 

 

THANK YOU 
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Annex 5: Male Focus Group Discussion Checklist 
 Food Security Cluster Sept NW floods follow up assessment – March 2013  

 

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

MALE FGD Checklist  

Instructions: One Male FGD per union. The group has to be homogeneous. Not more than 12 male participants from vulnerable households who 

either received assistance or did not receive assistance over last four months. Profile should be marginal farmers in priority and agricultural daily 

labourers and other groups involved in farming. Assessment teams should try to involve the participants in the discussion and try to get consensus 

on answers by asking the group, “do you agree?”, “is this what you all think?” (…) 

Informed consent 

 My name is ………………I am working with …………………. On behalf of a group of agencies working on development and 

relief in this area, we are conducting an assessment of the situation in relation to the September 2012 flooding.  We 

would like to ask you some questions about the impact of the flooding here.  We do not need to record your name and 

the information you give us will be confidential.  Your participation is voluntary and you can choose not to answer all of 

the questions.  We hope you will agree to participate because your views are important as we try to understand how the 

flooding has affected people here.  Please feel free to ask us any questions about the assessment 

1. FGD INFORMATION  

Village:  Ward: Union: Upazilla: 

Zilla:  Name of the INGO: 

Population in the village: Name of the partner NGO: 

Name of Interviewer : 

 

Date of Interview: 

    
Number of participants: 

 

Sl. No: 

Type of participants: (e.g. Marginal Farmers, Fisherfolks etc.)  

 

2. AMAN RICE / VEGETABLES PRODUCTION JUST AFTER THE SEPTEMBER FLOOD 

Aman 

2.1 Did you get expected harvest for Aman after the September flood?  □ Yes □ No 

2.2 If No, then why? (Instruction: Find out if flood was the major reason. Also inquire 

about other reasons) 

□ Flood have destroyed harvest 

□ Other reasons not related to floods 

 

2.3. If Aman crop has been damaged what is the severity? 

 

□ Severe damage- 50% damaged,  

□ Moderate damage- 20-50% damaged, 

□ Least damaged- less than 20% damaged 
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Vegetables 

2.4 If there were struggles after the loss in Aman harvest (or other crop), did you have 

enough resources to prepare for other crops? [Crops: Boro, Maize, Mustard, Wheat, 

Horticulture etc.] 

□ Yes □ No 

 

2.5 If No,  what was the limitation? (rank three priorities from 1 to 3) 

 
□ No money to invest as I lost savings / assets because 
of floods 
□ No access to finance,  
□No access to input,  
□No acces to labor 

2.6 Did you get expected harvest for these other crops  that was cultivated after the 

September flood?  
□ Yes □ No 

2.7 If No,  what was the issue? (rank three priorities from 1 to 3 
□ Cold wave 
□ Limited investment capacity  to launch production 
due to loss of savings / assets after floods  
□ Other: ………………………………… 

 

3. AGRICULTURAL  PROSPECTS 

3.1 Compared to last year what is the potential Boro harvest this year?  
□ much less (- 50% or more), 
□ less (between -20% and - 50%) 
□  more, 
□  same 

3.2 If less or much less,  what was the issue? (rank three priorities from 1 to 3 
□ Cold wave 
□ Limited investment capacity  to launch production 
due to loss of savings / assets after floods  
□ Other: ………………………………… 

3.3 Compared to last year what is the potential wholesale price for Boro paddy this 

year?  

 

Selling price last year 
(Tk/maund) 

 

Potential price this year 
(Tk/maund) 

 

 

4. NON FOOD ITEMS 

In a normal situation, how much would your family spend per month to purchase the following items? 

 

Items Price in BDT 

Firewood / cha 
 

Gas 
 

Kerosene/ Dissel 
 

Housing (rent, repairs) 
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Mobile 
 

Health 
 

Education 
 

Transportation (for household own purposes) 
 

Clothing, shoes 
 

Soap, hygiene items 
 

Ceremonies, entertainment 
 

Reimbursement debts 
 

Any other non-food expenditures 
 

5. EXPENDITURES OVERVIEW 

Question hereunder have to be asked for all expenditures (food as well as non food items) 

5.1 
Have your current expenditures changed compared 

to 12 months ago? 
□  No change       □  Decreased      □  Increased 

5.2 
If your expenditures situation has changed, what 

were the main reasons?  
 

5.3 Which expenditures 

have changed? 

  

Food  

 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Health 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Energy (cooking, heating, 

lighting) 

 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Education 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Housing & house rent 

 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Transportation 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Cloth & footwear 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

Other (Specify)___________ 

□  No change 

□  Decreased 

□  Increased 

 

THANK YOU 
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Annex 6: Key Informant Interview Checklist 
 

 Food Security Cluster Sept NW floods follow up assessment – March 2013  
 

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

KII Checklist 

- 
Instructions: Conduct KII in each Union parishad + clinics – If possible in DAE and UNO 

Instructions 

a) Please note who is present in this meeting (if possible) including designation 
b) If possible take photos 
c) Try to complete this within an hour so as not to take up officials’ time 
d) Acknowledge their support during this assessment, please offer THANKS for their participation 
e) Please tell the officials we will be happy to share overall report with them and record the key person’s correct contact details for this 

purpose below.     

 

( UNO,  Agriculture Officer,   Fisheries Officer,  Livestock Officer,  UP Chairman/Secretary) 

(Prior starting the discussion please share the purpose of this assessment as well as describe your identity. Request 

him/her about sharing very recent annual reports inclusive of flood damage report and/or annual production report of 

2012 and 2013 for respective departments.) 

District.............................., Upazila........................................., Union…………………………, Date................................. 

Key informant’s name & position...................................................................................,   Mobile........................... 

INGO Name………………………………................,   Partner NGO Name………………………………………………………………......... 

1. RECOVERY CAPACITY OF AFFECTED COMMUNITIES 

1. In your opinion, what % of the affected communities have 
been able to recover from the last September floods? 
 

% 

2- DAMAGED TO AGRICULTURE CAUSED BY FLOOD 

2.1 Aman / Boro 

2. 1.1- Do you have a breakdown of September flood damages 

on Aman production per union (%)? (ask only to Agriculture 

officer/UNO) 
% 

2.1.2- How did the Flood/ Cold waves hampered the Boro rice 

production process? 

 

2.1.3- What percentage of rice producers managed to relaunch 

their boro production process? 

 

2.1.4- What is the main constraint faced by the farmer to restart  
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their production? 

 

2.2 Vegetables 

2.2.1- How did the Flood / cold waves  hampered the vegetable 

production process? 

 

2.2.2- What percentage of vegetable famers managed to resume 

their production? 

 

2.2.3- What is the main constraint face by the vegetable farmers 

to restart their production? 

 

 

2.3 Damages to fish farming caused by the flood 

(ask only If relevant) 

2.3.1- How did the flood / cold waves hampered the fish 

farm production process? 

 

2.3.2- What percentage of vegetable famers managed to 

resume their production? 

 

2.3.3- What is the main constraint face by the fish farmer to 

restart their production? 

 

 

2.4 Damages to livestock caused by the water flood 

2.4.1- What is the impact of the Flood / Cold wave on the 

livestock? 

 

2.4.2 - What are the main constraints faced by the people to 

restart their livestock production? 

 

 

3. EXTERNAL SUPPORT 

3.1 Where there any flood related government support in this Upazilla/union over the last six months? 
 

SECTOR Explanation 

Food Security / Livelihood  

WaSH  

Agriculture  

Shelter  

Health  

Education  

Others  
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3.2 Does the government has any plan to support the most affected people in the next six months to come? 
 

SECTOR Explanation 

Food Security / Livelihood  

WaSH  

Agriculture  

Shelter  

Health  

Education  

Others  

 

4. RECOMMENDATIONS 

4.1 Do you recommend further additional support in this 
Upazilla/ Union to support most affected families? 
 

□ Very  necessary 
□ Moderately necessary 
□ Not necessary (people have recovered / GoB can handle) 

 

4.2 If so, what can of support do you recommend? (select 
three biggest priorities) 

□ Food distribution 
 
□ Cash for Work 
 
□ Support to marginal farmers  
 
□ Livelihood support at household level to restart homestead gardening, 
poultry / livestock? 
 
Other sectors 
 
□ Wash (please precise): 
 
□ Shelter (please precise):  
 
□ Health (please precise):  
 
□ Education (please precise):  
 
□ Other (please precise):  
 

 

5. NUTRITION QUESTIONS  

Only For local health service providers in Family Welfare Clinic (FWC) and Community Clinic (CC) 

5.1 Did you observe any change in the health or nutritional status of 

young children and pregnant/lactating women during the North West 

floods in 2012 compared to now? 

□ Yes □ No 

5.2 If yes, please explain   

5.3 Did you observe any change in feeding or child care practices during 

the North West floods in 2012 compared to now? 
□ Yes □ No 

5.4 If yes, please explain   
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THANK YOU 

Annex 7: Market Survey 

 Food Security Cluster Sept NW floods follow up assessment – March 2013  

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

SIMPLE MARKET SURVEY  

This survey only aims at confirming the price from the FGDs related to their ideal food basket 

District:  Upazila: 

Market name: Date: 

Name and organization of surveyor: Name of the trader(s): 

1- Typical catchment area of the market 

 

□  local (within union/village);  

□ Upazila level 

□ District (within district) 

2- Prices of the major 

commodities that you 

are trading 

 

Items Selling Price in December 2012 Selling Price today (summer 
season) 

Selling Price in 
rainy season 

Rice    

Atta    

Chira    

Muri    

Potato – red    

Potato    

Kachu/ Kachumukhi    

Big Fish     

Medium Fish    

Small Fish    

Vegetables    

Sugar    
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Gur    

Leaves (Shaak)    

Pulses (Beans,Peas)    

Poultry Meat    

Red Meat    

Eggs    

Mustered Oil    

Milk    

Ghee    

Oil (Open)    

Sweet    

Oil (bottle)    

Local fruits    

Miscellaneous Food 
(Tea, Tobacco ,betel 

leaf) 

   

3- Do you think that the purchasing capacity of the 

local people increased from December 2012? 

(question only for Deshari and NARRI working areas) 

□  Increased; 
□ Decreased; 
□  Same 

4- If increased, in your opinion what are the 

reasons? 
 

5- What is the situation of stock supply to the 

market in comparison to just after the flood? (tick 

one box only) 

□  Has gone back to normal 
□  Worse than normal but better than peak flood time 
□ Worse than peak flood time 
□  Food grain supply was never affected 
□  Other: 

6- You noticed any food aid/ Cash transfer impact 

on this market recently? 
□ Yes    □ No    □ Don’t know 

8- What is the main impact of food aid on your 

trading activity? (tick one box only  in each column) 

 

□   No change 
□  Less sales 
□  More sales 

□  Price higher 
□  Price lower 
□  Others  

9. Do you think the demand for Infant formula 

increases?  

During flood (or immediately after flood) 
□  Yes 
□  No 

Currently 
□  Yes 
□  N0 
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Annex 8: Methodology for determining the household sample size 

 

FOOD SECURITY CLUSTER – NW SEPT 2012 FLOODS FOLLOW-UP ASSESSMENT 

Household Sample Size Methodology  

 

Based on multistage random sampling methodology the sample size for the household survey in five districts is 

estimated at 518 (including 5% refusal or absence of households), rounded up to 520 households. The following random 

sampling formula has been applied to derive this number: 

  n =  Z2 × (Po × (1 – Po) ÷ d2) × deff 

Where, 

n = required number of households/sample size  

 Z = 1.96, constant 

Po = estimated prevalence of the indictor 0.2 (20%), (Here the indicator considered is the estimated proportion of 

severely affected population i.e. . marginal farmers and the day labourers. In the previous survey the estimate was 

16% affected therefore in this instance 20% is considered to be on the safe side) 

d = 0.05, precision 

deff = design effect 2, (Generally in multistage sampling the design effect varies from 1 to 2. In this instance  the higher 

number is considered)  

This formula gives a sample size of 496 households with 5% refusal and absence - the total sample size is 520 (rounded 

up) 

The sample size was then distributed amongst the unions by: 

520 households distributed in purposively selected 26 unions, with each union getting 20 households. 

In this way, increasing the sampling units and decreasing the household numbers per unit was meaningful for this survey 

as the sampling population needed to be relatively homogenous (i.e. the most affected). 
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Annex 9: Calculation for determining IGA support required 

Households with IGAs before floods (source: HH survey) 
 

 
Bogra Gaibandah Kurigram Jamalpur Sirajgonj Total all districts 

Total HH surveyed 40 120 120 103 100 483 

No. HH with IGAs 7 113 101 61 38 320 

% Homestead Gardening 10% 23% 40% 16% 57% 
 % Poultry Rearing 30% 50% 48% 28% 26% 
 % Livestock Rearing 60% 27% 7% 56% 16% 
 % Fish Farming 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
 % Other IGA type 0% 0% 6% 0% 0% 
  

This table shows the number of HH operating IGAs prior to flood and the ratio per type of IGA. 
 
Estimated number of households requiring IGA assistance  

 
Bogra Gaibandah Kurigram Jamalpur Sirajgonj Total all districts 

Total No. HH in need of assistance  3718 13318 14389 11319 5410 48154 

No. HH in need of IGA support 651 12541 12111 6703 2056 34062 

No. Household Gardening 65 2860 4801 1089 1179 
 No. Poultry Rearing 195 6271 5805 1843 544 
 No. Livestock Rearing 390 3410 788 3771 333 
 No. Fish Farming 0 0 0 0 0 
 No. Other IGA type 0 0 717 0 0 
  

Table 1 in the report shows calculations of the number of HH in need of assistance. The ratio of HH with IGAs out of 

those surveyed was applied to the total number of HH still in need of assistance to calculate the number of HH needing 

IGA support. The ratio of types of IGAs operating prior to flood was then applied to the number of HH needing IGA 

support to get a breakdown of number per IGA type.  

Estimated cost of IGA inputs needed to restart IGAs 

 
Bogra Gaibandah Kurigram Jamalpur Sirajgonj Total all districts 

Homestead Gardening 26026 1144102 1920520 435727 471625 
 Poultry Rearing 97598 3135279 2902278 921729 272091 
 Livestock 3123120 27282429 6306185 30165684 2660447 
 Fish Farming N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
 Other IGA type N/A N/A 5732895 N/A N/A 
 Total Taka 3246744 31561810 16861879 31523140 3404163 125962082 

Total  Euro 31818 309306 165246 308927 33361 84,8658 

 
This table shows the total cost of resources required to restart IGAs per district. This is calculated by applying the ratio of 
the number of IGAs operating in each district prior to the floods to the estimated number of affected households still 
needing assistance (see table 1) which provides an approximate number of IGAs that require support to restart. Then, 
the average cost value of resources was multiplied by the number of that IGA type to get a total value.  This provides an 
approximate figure for total IGA inputs that would be needed to support resumption of 34,062 IGAs.  
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Annex 10: Tdh rapid assessment of children’s nutrition in flood affected districts of Kurigram 

 

 

 

 

Annex 11: FSC rapid assessment north-west floods September 2012 

 

 

 


