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1. Preamble  
 
Aimed at generating baseline information for future evaluation, keeping tracks on the program's progress, 
and evaluating impacts, an extensive program assessment was conducted in 10 randomly selected LO 
villages out of the pool of 25 in Kong Pisei district, Kampong Speu province1.  
 
The assessment is not only meant to use the results as baseline for future orientation but also to assess the 
progresses achieved since its launch in 1998 in terms of people’s ownership, accomplishment toward the 
needs and demands of the beneficiaries, their perception on the program, and last but not least at identifying 
key issues so that proper and correct interventions can be instigated in the future plan of action.  
 

2. Purposes and objective of the assessment  
 
A. Purposes of the assessment   
 

To appreciate the program's development in terms of  
 

• Achievements since its start in 1998  
• Level of people ownership  
• Guidance toward the needs and problems of beneficiaries  
• Identifying ways to propose more adapted answers, and  
• Effectiveness and efficiency   

  
B. Objectives of the assessment  

 
• Use the result as baseline information for future evaluation 
• Measure and appraise the impacts of the program 
• Clearly identify the major and constant problem in the community 
• Understand people’s perception on the program  
• Based on the results, identify future actions  
• Build and strengthen local partners’ capacity on project evaluation and monitoring  
 

3. About the Assessment  
 
PLA and SSI methodologies have been conducted with 25 key informants from the 25 target villages to 
generate qualitative data. Furthermore, Household Survey (HHS) in which questionnaires are divided into 
two separate parts (Part A and Part B) has been conducted to gather quantitative information. 42 mothers 
with children under 2 years of age have been interviewed with part A, whereas another 70 fathers with 
children above 10 years old have been interviewed with part B. Both parts of questionnaires consist of 173 
questions divided into 10 sections, and the result has been analyzed using SPSS version 11.01 program. The 
assessment team was comprised of 15 staff working under guidance and leadership of LO Program Manager.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
1 Same exercise has been conducted in Takeo province 
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4. Lesson learnt and shortcomings  
 
4.1  Community participation and period of survey  
 
PLA and SSI were conducted in January within the harvest season, whereas the HHS was done in February, 
which marks the end of reap and the start of ritual season. The schedule for conducting the assessment has 
conflicted with people’s ones, making the team hard to get people’s partic ipation.  
 
4.2 Survey team  
 
With regard to the ST itself, we acknowledge that the team was not suitably staffed due to the lack of human 
resources and time constraint, i.e. we had only 14 interviewers versus a requirement of 30 people.  
 

5. Summarized findings  
 
5.1  Qualitative Data  
 
PLA  
 
• It is obvious that agriculture-related problems are the dominant ones faced by community, reaching 

50% of answers. Health and transportation problems are quoted as second main problems in the 
catchment’s areas.  

 
• 40% of people generate their main income from rice cultivation. Animal and poultry husbandry 

ranks second followed by vegetable growing in term of cash earnings.  
 
• Institutions such as Provincial Level, SEILA program, RDP, and WFP, are perceived to have more 

influences on the community, whereas Krousar Yoeung, WOSO, E&D have closest and strongest 
relationship and links with it.  

 
• Resource maps from 3 sample villages, representing medium, poor, and very poor villages, 

uncovered the lack of irrigation system and water sources.  
 
SSI  
 
a.   General development/development progress 
 
a. 1   Situation before LOP/WOSO started its operation  
 
• People had very poor living standard since they did not have enough capital for operating businesses.  
• In terms of agriculture methods, people did not have any knowledge in setting up compost pits, 

home gardens, and on animal and poultry raising.  
• Village cleanliness and overall sanitation were issues of concern.  
• Child right violation, domestic violence and poor primary health care were heavily existing.  
 
a.2    Current situation after LOP/WOSO intervention  

• Now most people have participated in several development activities such as compost pits, home 
gardening, mushroom production, building proper cow cage for improving sanitation issues, etc...  

• The level of child violation from parents is decreasing steadily since parents have been educated 
over children right issues.  

• People now have a secure source of capital for operating small businesses. The LOP/WOSO credit 
program has been giving new hope for the poor given its extremely low interest rate (2% per month).   
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b.  Problems and Solutions 
 

b.1    Problems pertinent to development process in the community and solutions  

• People still do not yet fully understand common and long-term development benefits. They still put 
more focus on short and individual ones.  

• In some villages, there is only one VDC responsible for credit program. This has ignited the 
skepticism over the transparency and accountability of that respective member.  

• The workload sharing and responsibility among VDCs are not equally distributed, some VDCs are 
having very few works and responsibility, whereas others are overwhelmed by duties, leading to 
conflict and jealousy.  

     
c.   Participation  and ownership 
 

c.1    Level of cooperation between WOSO’s staff and community people in development work  

• “We still need WOSO staff to advise and push us to participate or to do home gardening and 
compost pits''. Community did not yet have self -motivation  to act by its own. It shows as well what 
has been highlighted by previous internal quick assessment about wrong developmental approach 
used by WOSO. 

 
c. 2   Ownership of LOP/WOSO achievements  

• We found out positively that people consider the existing achievements such as cement culverts, 
compost pits, and home gardens, which had been initiated and supported by the project as their 
belonging. This shows sign of increasing ownership of project activities.   

c. 3   Comparison between LOP/WOSO’s work and other NGOs’ works in the community  

• LOP/WOSO has numerous activities that could improve people living standard.  
• The credit program gives new hope for the poor to run small businesses with the lowest interest rate.  
• The program lasts long and have greater impacts on community compared to other NGOs.  
 
c. 4   Does LOP/WOSO’s work respond to the needs/demands of the community  

• We understood that the project has done some activities that fit to the demands and needs of the 
community such as open well, cement culvert, and offering vegetable seeds for home gardening. 
Despite this, it seems that the scope of these existing activities is still very limited.  

 
 
5.2  Quantitative Data  
 
Part A: Mothers  
 
Section 1: General understanding  
 
• 57.1% mentioned to be housewife during the dry season, others contributing to generate family 

income by performing varieties of jobs mainly farming and growing vegetable. 92.9% of 
respondents are farmers during wet season.  

 
• Amazingly, only 7.1% of mothers attended secondary schools, whilst a majority of them stopped at 

primary level. Finally, yet importantly, there is up to 11.9% of mothers found to be illiterate2.  
 
• Farming and vegetable growing turn out to be profitable jobs in both seasons. Rich and medium 

families tend to have regular job as farmers during the wet season and vegetable growers during dry 
one, whereas impoverish and the poor seem to perform casual and unstable jobs during dry season.  

                                                 
2 This data is very low compared to national average which in 2000 reported 34 % of illetracy amongst cambodian 
population 
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Section 2: Health issues 
 
Overall health care   
 

• 21.4% of mothers are reluctant to seek care at the health centers for consultation or treatment due to 
varieties of reasons ranging from long distance from home, high cost, and poor services and quality 
to preferring traditional healers in the villages.  

 
• 40.5% of mothers said they gave colostrums to children within two hours after delivery.  
 
• Only 19% uses iodized salt regularly, whereas the majority, 59.5%, does not and 21.4% irregularly.  
 
• Two third of mothers told us they received health education from HC’s staff and /or TBAs during 

their last pregnancy.  
 
Diarrhea understanding and practice  
 

• 93% of respondents answered correctly on diarrhea prevention means. 
 
• Nevertheless, 52.4% conceded their children had diarrhea during the last couple of weeks.  

 
• Only 45% mentioned their families regularly consume boiled water.  

 
Oral and dental care 
 

• 59.5% have heard about oral and dental health care, which results from our newly introduced Child -
to-Child approach on primary health care education among schools and villages children.  

 
• 81% properly brush their teeth by using brush with toothpaste, whereas another 14.2% just use 

fingers to clean teeth.  
 
Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF) 
 
• 14.3% reported their children to be affected by DHF during the last raining season.  
 
• Most of the mothers comprehend how to protect their children from DHF, i.e. 88.1% said the best 

way to prevent DHF is to always sleep in nets, whereas 28.6% mentioned of putting ABATE in 
water jars to avoid mosquitoes to breed.  

 
Fever understanding  
 
• 97.6% mentioned fever as dangerous for children. Unexpectedly 50% of mothers admitted once 

children get fever, they will firstly apply home treatment by taking off child’s clothes and cover him 
with wet krama. Should the problem persist, they will bring children to HC or hospital for medical 
treatment. On the other hand, there are 4.8% of mothers saying they prefer taking sick children to 
traditional healers.  

 
Personal hygiene  
 
• To be healthy, 54.8% of mothers referred to attitude such as keeping the body clean, and another 

52.4% mentioned consumption of healthy food and drinks.  
 
• 69% said they usually cleanse sleeping materials once a week, whereas 11.9% other delay the 

washing to a fortnight. Amazingly, 2.4% of mothers said sleeping materials are washed once every 
quarter.  

 
• Only 11.9% of household have proper latrine.  

Summary Of The Report 
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• 69% said hygiene in the villages are now better than earlier, whereas 26% others said it remains 

unchanged.  
 
EPI  
 
• The average number of children in families who have been vaccinated against the 6-preventable 

diseases is 2.5 persons whereas the average number of children under 18 is 3.07. 97.6% told us their 
under 2 children were fully vaccinated.  

 
Nutrition  
 
• 9.5% correctly mentioned there are 3 groups of food although 62.5%  cannot name the groups 

properly.   
 
• 17% give meat to children daily versus 17% once every week. However, the majority of mothers 

stated meat is given to children once every 2 to 3 days.  
 
• 38% affirmed children are given vegetable everyday, whilst the majority of families, 45%, give to 

eat vegetables to children once every 2 or 3 days and 2.4%  just once a month.  
 
HIV/AIDS  
 
• Amazingly, there was no any interviewed mother saying that HIV/AIDS is a frequently occurring or 

seeing disease in the villages. Fever was mentioned as the most common disease followed by DHF 
and diarrhea.  

 
• 90.5% are aware about HIV/AIDS mainly by radio, television, and health campaigns. Posters, 

leaflets, newspapers and magazines are found to be ineffective ways of raising HIV/AIDS awarenes s 
among community people.  

 
• When asked the ways HIV is transmitted, sexual intercourse, using collective needle, and blood 

transfusion were correctly mentioned. Nevertheless, 8.8% admitted unawareness. To prevent HIV, 
45.1% of mothers said condom is one of the best measure followed by 21.1 % referring to the 
honesty with spouse.  

 
Mother and Child Care  
 
• Though most women have gone to appropriate places for post-natal care during the last pregnancy, 

23.8% of mothers did not received any checkup.   
 
• TBAs remain the most accessible and proper resource for assisting pregnant women in the 

countryside to deliver children. For instance, up to 78.6% are found to have delivered children with 
the help of local TBAs.  

 
• We saw that most of the mothers are aware of appropriate means to control undesired birth such as 

taking pills, applying IUD, or having injection. Taking pills turned out to be the outstanding manner 
to control birth.   
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Section 3: Family economy 
 
Family economic status  
 
• Main jobs providing the primary sources of income for the interviewed families for the last year 

were identified as cash crop, vegetable and livestock production, and small business or home trade. 
For secondary income, selling of livestock products ranks as the main source followed by small 
business and crop sale. Formal employment, which referred to jobs in either private, public or NGO 
sectors, turned out to be the main tertiary source.  

 
• 54.8% conceded of being in cash-debt for varieties of reasons ranging from borrowing for 

agriculture/businesses purposes, purchasing food for consumption to health care issues. 47.8% of 
indebted families have taken loan from LO/WOSO small credit scheme, whereas another 33.3% 
from other NGOs and 13% from private moneylenders.  

 
• 31% of interviewers are in rice debt. Relatives, private lenders, neighbors, and NGOs were 

mentioned as sources of lending.  
 
• 42.9% of respondents have attended vegetable growing training, whereas another 28.6% animal or 

husbandry one.  90% of the training were  organized by LO/WOSO.  
 
• Food purpose characterizes the first household primary expense for the past year seconded by 

agriculture, and followed by health care (7.1%). Surprisingly, health care, food, and agriculture 
reason are becoming, again, the three main secondary expenses. Clothing emerges as the major 
tertiary expenses followed by health care and housing. All together, health care represents the main 
expense last year among all the interviewed cases.  

 
Vocational training  
 

• 90.5% shows des ire to attend vocational such as tailoring, silk weaving, cooking, etc.... 11.9% of 
those who want vocational training do not want to contribute, while another 9.5% said they do not 
yet decide.  
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Part B: Fathers 
 
Section 1: Overall comprehension  
 
Part B of the questionnaire was tailored for fathers with children above 10 years old.  
 
• Palm sugar production (26%) turned out to be the main job people perform during dry season, 

while vegetable growing ranks second. 16% work at home during the season. During wet season, 
94.3% are farmers.  

 
• 7% are illiterate and 57% have attended primary schools. Only a handful of fathers are high school 

graduated.  
 
• 58.6% of families are living under the poverty line 3.  
 
Section 2: Education  
 
• The average school age children is 3.8 per family, but those who are currently at schools reaches 

only 2.8 persons. The number of school dropout children per family ranges from null up to 6  with 
an average of 1.01.  

 
• Only 5.7% of interviewees’ children were reported to have attended or attending high schools, 

whereas 41.4% others are in or have attended secondary schools. Surprisingly up to 12.9% of 
children presently in primary schools or having attended primary schools cannot read and write.  

 
Section 3: Gender Equity  
 
• 60% mentioned most of the time the farm management in terms of selling and hiring is in the hands 

of husband. Additionally, 48.9% said they are responsible for generating income for families. In 
contrast, 80% said their wives  are mainly responsible for managing money in families in terms of 
spending and saving.  

 
• 57.1% would prefer sending boy than girl for high education although 87.1% of respondents said 

they share equal love between son and daughter.  
 
• 60% said should they need a child to help family they will firstly ask daughter to dropout from 

school.  
 
Section 4: Child right 
 
• 57.1% admitted having asked children to generate income to support families. We found out that 23 

out of 40 families have asked their under 18 years old to make money. 30.4% of children who were 
asked to generate income were under 14.  

 
• 2.9% of fathers said they will beat children should he/she made mistakes. However, the majority 

(82.9%) prefers educating or advising children who misconduct than physically punish them.  
 
 
Section 5: Food security 
 
Water and irrigation system  
 
• Rain was mentioned to be the first main source of water for irrigating (84.3%), followed by lake or 

dam (34.4%).  
 

                                                 
3 Less than 0,5 US $ per day/capita in Cambodia according to UNDP indicators 
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• There were three main drinking sources of water in dry season identified; lake/pond/dam (50%), 

open and piped wells. Ponds remain a crucial source of water either in dry or wet season. In wet 
season, rain ranks second in preference.  

 
Husbandry  
 
• Averagely a family possesses 1.09 ox. The number of ox in a family ranges from zero to 4. People 

are found to have more cows than ox, 94.3% has farmland for cultivation. 
 
• 51.4% said they have not vaccinated their livestock last year resulting in 60% of cases admitted 

their domestic animals were sick last year.  
 
• People seem to prefer having their livestock treated by veterinarians to other services. 77.1% of 

villages have already vets practicing.  
 
• 21.4% of fathers have attend animal/husbandry training held by either LO/WOSO or other 

institutions. It is noticed that most of the training were organized by LO/WOSO.  
 
Agriculture techniques 
 
• Fertilizers remain the most important means people utilize to improve soil quality, 92.9% of 

families constantly employ them. Most of them are using mix fertilizer, both natural and chemical 
ones.  

 
• 95.5% said they employ manure to conserve their soil for long-term use, whereas 25.8% resort to 

chemical fertilizer. Only 22.7% practices crop rotation techniques.   
 
• Insecticide and handpicking are the two main practices people apply to control pests, which destroy 

their crops.  
 
• 63% of farmers still stick to local or traditional rice seeds' varieties. 
 
• 4.3% told us their families failed to harvest wet season rice last year due to severe drought. For 

those who have harvested the 2002 yield was worse in 2001.  
 
• 70% admitted having land for growing secondary crops or fruit trees. 58.6% have reaped secondary 

crops last year whilst the rest did not.  
 
• Drought, pest and lack of knowledge are quoted as the three main factors limiting the people's 

ability to produce more cash crops. Lack of knowledge remains one of the critical factors limiting 
livestock production preceded by diseases and lack of medicines.  

 
Labor module  
 
• Averagely, people spend 12.77 mn to get water for family usages during rainy season. During the 

dry one, people tend to spend double times.  
 
• 40% conceded they faced food shortage last year. Food shortage ranges from 1 to 12 months with 

the average of 4.6 months. 3 essential copying strategies were resorted to dur ing the hardship: 
borrowing money; selling labors in exchange for food; and selling off assets.  

 
Infrastructure  
 
• 52.9% told us they are facing problems pertinent to transportation such as flooded and bumping 

roads.  
 
• 77.1% let us know their hardship concerning poor and inadequate irrigation system in the villages.  

Summary Of The Report 
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Section 6: Emergency mitigation 
 
Adaptive copying  
 
• 30% of families have reduced the volume or number of meals in order to keep enough food to eat. 

8.6% said their families, during the last year, sometimes did not eat for the whole day. 
Additionally, 22.9% conceded having resorted to life threatening copying mechanisms such as 
cutting wood on mined mountains, 41.4% went to neighboring places seeking for jobs. Amazingly, 
31.4% confessed of having asking their children to discontinue schools to generate income for 
helping the families.   

 
Liquid assets  
 
• Facing food insecurity, people tend resort to various mechanisms: 37.1% have either sold or 

consumed more small livestock such as chicken, ducks; other utilize money originally intended for 
operating business to buy food (40%); 11.4% even sold off possessions; 52.9% borrowed money 
form others; 2.9% has even sold off their agricultural tools; 5.7% admitted to have consumed seeds 
intended for next year farming.  

 
Productive assets  
 
• More mechanism were employed in response to food insecurity: big livestock was sold (37.1%); 

productive tools/equipment has also been sold (1.4%); 45.7% borrowed money from banks; 14.3% 
even pawned house or land in order to have enough food to eat.  

 
Section 7: Vocational training 
 
• 82.9% of cases shown interest to attend vocational training such as motor repairing, carpentry, 

construction, which turned out to be the most wanted skill for the interview ed . 
 

6. Overall recommendation  
 
Also attention must be kept focused on children as the main program beneficiaries, and we would like to 
draw attention on the following important findings: 
 
è More focuses should be placed on improving access to irrigation w ater.  
è More agriculture training particularly rice growing or IPM techniques should be offered.     
è Vocational training such as silk weaving, sewing, and handicraft should be proposed to women.      
è There are strong needs and request for family latrines, collective open or piped wells, bridge and 

cement culverts.  
è Adult literacy classes should also be supported by the organization since the large majority of 

women in the target areas are illiterate and are the credit borrowers.  
è To avoid irrelevance, needs' assessment should be conducted prior to the start of new activities to 

ensure evidence based planning.  
è VDCs' capacity and morale need to be beefed up so that the project can ensure sustainability factor.  
è Development workers have to make people understand the importance of their participation in 

development process. People should be empowered and spurred to work for their general interest. 
Dependency must be shunned.  

è Regularly drinking boiled water campaigns could help preventing diarrhea and other water-bone 
diseases. In addition, ORS social marketing should be promoted. 

è Parents need to be better educated on nutrition issues, and must be encouraged and supported to 
grow more fruit trees, home gardening and to raise livestock.   

è If possible, the project has to focus more on cow and rice banks aiming at improving the food 
security thereby alleviating poverty.  

è More campaigns explaining parents to send children to schools and preventing them from dropping 
out should be conducted.  

Summary Of The Report 
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è With the fact the girls seem to have more chance of dropping out and work for family income, it is 

recommended that gender awareness need to be disseminated among parents as well as community 
leaders for positive behavior change.  

è More child right education and dissemination should be made so to raise awareness in terms of 
right to education and protection.    

è There are needs to educate people to find better and proactive ways to mitigate or cope disasters, 
such as Health Support Groups.   

 

7.  Strategic plan proposed  
 
As per finding, there is a need to re-strategize the project’s operations. The following tables illustrate how we 
could shift the existing components.  
 
                  Existing Focus  Recommended Focus 
Priority Component  Priority Component 
1 Child Right Protection   1 Food Security  
2 Education   2 Family Economic Development  
3 Food Security   3 Infrastructure Improvement  
4 Family Economic Development   4 Child Right Protection  
5 C-t-C on Primary Health Care   5 Education  
6 Infrastructure Improvement   6 C-t-C on Primary Health Care  
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LO.KO Assessment: Preamble and About the Organization  

 
Participatory Learning and Action (PLA) and other methods such as Focus-Group Discussion (FCD) were 
applied to generate preliminar qualitative data prior to conduct a household survey, which intended to 
produce quantitative data from the community.  
 
PLA and FCD were used to gather information from representatives of all the 25 target villages whereas 
Household Survey (HHS) was applied to get information for the 10-randomly selected villages only. 
Therefore, it is suggested that the results being presented herein do not necessary represent the entire and 
exact pictures of the community. 
 
Four types of analysis will be presented: frequency, descriptive statistics, cross tabulation, and multiple 
responses analysis. Whenever possible, graphic, diagram, chart, and table will be used to make it clearer.  
 

 

2.1 E&D Profile and backgrou nd  
 
E&D is a humanitarian organisation founded in 1984 to help Cambodian children victims of war and 
genocide. E&D’s vocation is to improve living conditions of vulnerable children in Cambodia, Vietnam, 
Laos, Nepal and France. E&D, until December 2002 was the French member of Save the Children Alliance.  
 
Mission statement  
 
A French International Organization dedicating to improve the destitute children’s living condition, well-
being, knowledge, and future prospects.   
 
Vision: A world in which children are valued and respected leading to hope and future opportunity 
 
Its interventions: Are mainly focussed on health, education and community development. 
 
Its methods : Involve communities and local partners in the design, implementation and monitoring 
of activ ities. 
Train local qualified personnel allowing them in the longer term to take over the programmes' management. 
 
Its means: E&D employs both local and international professionals in the field of education, health and 
promote partnership with local NGOs and local institutions. 
 
Enfants&Développement in Cambodia 
 
Enfants&Développement has been created and is present in Cambodia since 1984. Currently present in 
Kampong Speu, Takeo and Kandal provinces E&D has concentrated at the beginning on rehabilitation and 
technical support of Phnom Penh hospitals and on training and institutional support toward the Ministry of 
Health, and the Ministry of Education through assistance in the national day-care centers program. The 
projects were primarily based in Phnom Penh area due to the sensitive situation in Cambodian provinces in 
the eighties.  
 
Present in the country since 19 years, being mainly involved in health, rehabilitation, early childhood, E&D 
is currently working in the areas of Primary Health Care, Early Childhood and Parental Education and 
Community Development. 
 
 
 
 



 17 

LO.KO Assessment: About the Organization 

2.2  LO profile and background  
 
Project overview  
 
The project is directed to an improvement of life opportunities for vulnerable children in selected districts of 
two provinces, Takeo and Kampong Speu. The project consists of an integrated package of training and 
activities in the child protection, education, food security, health, infrastructure, vocational training, and 
micro-economic development. This program has been launched in July 2001 following three consecutive 
ECHO funds of nine-month duration each.  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Life Opportunity Program 
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LO.KO Assessment:  About the Organization  
 
Target areas  
 

Takeo villages (commune) Kompong Speu villages (commune) 
  
1. Dong (Prey Phdov) 1. Trabek Toung   (Srang)  
2. Srey Bondeth (Sla)  2. Srang   (Srang)  
3. Srey Broseor (Sla)  3. Sre Mean   (Srang)  
4. Aruorng (Sla) 4. Otavam   (Srang)  
5. Dork Por (Roveang) 5. Thlok Daunsor   (Srang)  
6. ChomlakDai (Roveang) 6. Chhey Takoun   (Roka Kokh)  
7. Krous (Roveang) 7. Chas  (Pich Mony) 
8. Tropaing Sdock (Roveang) 8. Angsang Kream   (Chung Ruk) 
9. Tek Ambel (Roveang) 9. Thmor Kda   (Chung Ruk)  
10. Tropaing Veng (Roveang) 10. Rang   (Chung Ruk) 
11. Tropaing Prey (Seung) 11. Trapang Ronas   (Chung Ruk) 
12. Tropaing Raing (Khvav) 12. Ansor Knay   (Moha Russey) 
13. Kabb Nem (Khvav) 13. Prey Kombor   (Snom Krapeur) 
14. Au (Khvav) 14. Prey Nouk   (Snom Krapeur) 
15. Tropaing Vihear (Cheung Koun) 15. Andoung Chros   (Snom Krapeur)  
16. Thkov (Cheung Koun) 16. Ang Kantouch   (Snom Krapeur) 
17. Agn Chagn (Cheung Koun) 17. Kok Krapeur   (Snom Krapeur)  
18. Prey Snoul (Chumreas Pen)  
19. Sneng Romaing (Chumreas Pen)  
20. Tropaing Chomlak (Chumreas Pen)  
21. PreyNeangPoun (Chumreas Pen)  
22. Boeung (Chumreas Pen)  
23. Sleng (Chumreas Pen)  
24. TropaingRomdoul (Chumreas Pen)  
25. Prey totung (Samroang)   
 
Villages and families are selected on household security assessments, which use poverty criteria to target the 
most vulnerable children and their families. These criteria include land ownership, food insecurity, 
household size, female headed household, state of the house, and whether the children are attending school, 
being used for domestic labor or are vulnerable to trafficking.  

 
Project Beneficiaries  
 
The project beneficiaries are children and their families living in impoverished rural villages. The program, 
today conducted in 17 Villages in Kong Pisey district of Kampong Speu province, benefit to 2,276 families 
for a total population of 13,716 individuals including 5,904 children under 18 years old. In Takeo province, 
the program is carried out in 25 villages of Prey Kabas and Samrong districts totally 3,953 families 
comprised of 21,098 people including 9,810 children under 18 years old. Given that girls generally have less 
access to education and appropriate health care and are at greater risk of trafficking and other forms of 
exploitation, the project has given particular attention to the needs and realities of Cambodian girls. 
 
The targeted families received the most direct benefits from the program activities such as training and 
vegetable seeds supply for home garden implementation, poultries for raising, compost pits tutoring, children 
rights training, vocational training, emergency mitigation response, primary health care, early childhood 
education. Nevertheless, there are as well villagers getting indirect benefits from the program activities, e.g. 
through agricultural techniques dissemination.  
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LO.KO Assessment:  About the Organization  and Assessment Management 
 
Project Description  
 
This project, as described in the proposal, aims at improving the living conditions of vulnerable children and 
their families in selected districts of two provinces of Cambodia Takeo and Kampong Speu. The project 
features a child-focused development approach that is rooted firmly in the principles of the Convention on 
the Rights of the Child (CRC). The work has built on pilot activities undertaken by SC UK in the target 
provinces with financial support from the European Community Humanitarian Office (ECHO) for 27 month 
(1998 – 2001). 
 
The Life Opportunities Program consists of an integrated package of activities in child protection, education, 
food security, vocational training, infrastructure, health and micro-economic support sectors. By addressing 
the interactions among these sectors, particularly the linkage between rural poverty and the life opportunities 
of Cambodian children, the project contributes to the survival, development, participation, and protection 
needs of Cambodia's children and youth, including a reduction in the incidence of trafficking and 
exploitative forms of labor. The project also encourages child/youth participation in project activities, 
including identification of children's needs as well as involvement in project implementation. 

2.3  Brief Presentation of LO existing and future activities   
 
Food security: animal raising, model henhouse, VLA training, food security training, compost pits, home 
gardening, vocational training skill, vegetable and animal raising training, animal vaccination,  
 
Child right: peer education, child right awareness raising, child right training, international children’s day 
celebration, support peer educators, domestic violence awareness raising,  
 
Family economy development: micro credit program, cow bank, rice bank program  
 
Education: provides necessary materials to schools; construct playground, school gardening, mobile library, 
village library, adult literacy class, community-based child development centers, and parental education 
 
Primary health care: child-to-child education on general health topics, sanitation awareness raising,  
 
Infrastructure development: culvert construction, common pond digging and renovation,  
 
Emergency preparedness/response: relief project,  
 
Community capacity building: peer study tour and exposure visit, exposure visit on development program,  
 
 

3.1 Methodology  
 

As aforementioned, Participatory Learning and Action (PLA) and Focus -Group Discussion (FCD) were 
applied to gather qualitative information. It is noticed that all the results presented in this report are primary 
data. No secondary information was collected due to variety of reasons ranging from time constraint to lack 
of adequate sources of trustable information.   
 
The PLA and FCD methods were operated in all the 17 target villages whereas Household Survey (HHS) 
was applied for the 10-randomly selected villages only. Therefore, it is suggested that the results being 
presented herein are not necessary representing the entire and exact pictures of the community. 
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LO.KO Assessment:   Assessment Management and Process of the Assessment 

3.2  Types of information collected 
 
FGD and PLA were used to gather qualitative data, which in turn were exploited to prepare questionnaires 
(Part A and Part B) for collecting quantitative data.  

  
 
 
 

 

4.1  Assessment concept paper  
 
Before the launch of the evaluation, a concept paper summarizing objectives, methodology, procedure, and 
types of information to collect was prepared and brought to the table for discussion and comment from the 
director. The concept paper also mentioned the resources needed to conduct the assessment such as human 
resource, budget, and timeframe.  
 

4.2  Preparing and defining PLA tools and semi-structure interview’s questionnaire 
  
Soon after green light was granted by the director, LO management team has embarked on the task of 
preparing and selecting relevant PLA tools as well as identified semi-structure questionnaires (SSQ) to be 
used during the FGD. PLA and SSQ are aimed at ensuring that the assessment's objectives are reached 
accordingly.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Conducting FGD 

Conducting PLA  

Qualitative data 

Questionnaire Part A Questionnaire Part B 

Quant itative 

Baseline information  
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LO.KO Assessment: Process of the Assessment 

4.3  Practicing PLA and SSI 
 
Once PLA tools and SSQ were clearly identified, the procedure was carried out January 16-17, 2003 with 
community representatives from all the 25 villages of the LO catchment's areas. The 25 representatives  are 
constituted of VDCs, village chiefs, and key community people. The appraisal came one day after the 
training on PLA’s tools and SSQ organized by LO program manager.  
 

4.4  Consolidate and analysis PLA and SSI results 
  
As stating previously results of either PLA or SSI are of qualitative data, therefore cannot be considered as 
indicators for future reference or evaluation. Nevertheless, those information have enabled the assessment 
team to explore more and deeper quantitative data based on the qualitative data. For instance, the result of 
PLA and SSI demonstrated that accession to sufficient water for both consumption and irrigating crops are 
among the main problems faced by the community. Based on this information, in our questionnaire for 
household survey (HHS), we have investigated the number of people facing water problems during dry and 
rainy seasons.  
 
By consolidating outcomes of PLA and SSI, we are able not only to get preliminary and quick view over the 
existing information of the program, but also to use them for developing comprehensive questionnaire for the 
forthcoming household survey.      
 

4.5  Preparing questionnaire for Household Survey (HHS)  
 
With the consolidated information of PLA and SSI, the Assessment Team (AT) came up with the process of 
developing questionnaires for HHS. Questionnaires are divided in two parts, A and B, in order to reduce the 
time dedicated to interview. Each interviewing session should not exceed 45 minutes otherwise the quality of 
answers cannot be ensured 4.     
 

4.6  Questionnaire training   
 
Following the production of questionnaires came the practical session facilitated by LMT. During the 
training, all questions have been gone through one-by-one. The purposes are to make sure that:  
 

• Each potential interview er clearly understand the process and its objectives  
• Each question is easy to be understood by interviewees. Modification are made in order to ensure 

we get accurate answers related to questions 
• The connection between one to another question is appropriately located and linked  
• Jumping and skipping from one question to another one is appropriately identified and marked.  
• Each question have sufficient, potential, and necessary answers  
• Irrelevant and inappropriate questions are removed before hand 

 
Apart from screening the questionnaire, the training also intended to train interviewers on the interviewing 
techniques pertinent to HHS in order to ensure accurate and reliable data production.    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
4 Social Survey Methods by Paul Nichols  
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LO.KO Assessment:   Process of the Assessment 

4.7  Questionnaire testing and mock interview  
 
Mock interviews and questionnaires testing also constitute inescapable parts of HHS training, enabling 
facilitators to appreciate the level of interviewers’ comprehension and ability.  
 
Then, field trial was made with the community. This session helps interviewers to gain real experience 
regarding situation, which may occur during the genuine interview. During this session, interviewers divide 
themselves to question different informants in village. Subsequently all the interviewers were asked to share 
their experiences on the field trial and give comments and feedback on the questionnaires, which were 
reviewed accordingly, constituting the final version.  
 

4.8  Sample sampling  
 
To ensure that all target villages have equal chance of being selected, a sampling method was applied, called 
“Cluster Selection”. Hence, 14 out of the 25 coverage villages were randomly selected based on sampling 
interval. Subsequently, AT has identified eight families in each village for interview. Among the eight 
families of each respective village 3 mothers with child under 2 years old (Part A) and five fathers with child 
above 10 years old (Part B) were interrogated. The latter means that gender disaggregating is made certain. 
All together, we have questioned 42 mothers and 70 fathers.  

4.9  Conducting survey 
 

The HHS was conducted one day after the training 
completion. Each interviewer was responsible to converse 
with eight mothers and fathers in respective villages, under 
the supervision of LO program manager.  
 

4.10  Cross checking  
 
All interviewers were asked to perform crosschecking so that 
accuracy and non-bias are assured. Any inaccuracy found will 
result in the revisit of the interviewee.  
 

 
 
 

4.11  Create Database in SPSS 11.0  
  
In order to analyze data, we have used SPSS version 11.0 
software to create the survey database. 
 

4.12  Data entry  
 
After making sure that all the databases were free from incorrectness, the data entry team, 
comprised a two pairs of caller and data enterer, has embarked on the process. One team was 
responsible for entering data from questionnaire part A and another team for part B.  
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LO.KO Assessment:   Process of the Assessment and Scope of Assessment 

4.13  Data verification  
 
Once the data entry process was completed, a last checking was conducted to ensure data truthfulness, 
accuracy and compliance with the answers in the questionnaires.  

4.14  Data analysis   
 
Then came the time of data analysis using SPSS program. It took weeks to complete the analysis.  
 

5.1  Assessment team and profiles  
 
 
Name 
 

 
Sex 

 
Position  

 
Remark 

    
Choub Chanthy F Community development animator  LO Takeo  
Chhun Sarorn  F Community development animator  LO Takeo  
Navann F Development worker WOSO  
Thay Chanthy  M Development worker  WOSO 
Sokly M Development Worker  WOSO 
Inn Vantha M Development worker  Agri. Kampong Speu 
Chhoeun Chanthy M  Development worker  Agri. Kampong Speu  
Seng Meng M Development worker  Agri. Takeo  
Ho Vutha M  Development worker  Agri. Takeo  
Long Doeun  M  Project assistant  Bati health team  
Chhu Vy M  Field support staff  LO Takeo  
Khann Khom  M  Community development animator  LO Takeo  
Kong Ratha  M  Project coordinator  LO Takeo  
Ngorn Marady  M  Project administration  LO  
Keo Chenda M  Program Manager LO  

5.2  Geographic location  
 
 
Village  
 

 
Commune of Kong Pisei 

 
Interviewers 

   
Rolang Teuk Srang  Mrs. Chhun Sarorn 
Sre Mean --- Mrs. Noav Navann 
Prey Kantouch Teuk Laak  Miss. Choub Chanthy 
Phchek Chrum Pich Mony Mr. Yos Sokly 
Chas --- Mr. Khann Khom 
Chey Takoun Roka Kokh Mr. Chhoeun Chanthy 
Dey Krahorm --- Mr. Chhu Vy 
Angsang Kream Chung Ruk Mr. Inn Vantha 
Thmor Kda ---  Mr. Seng Meng 
Trapang Ronas ---  Mr. Thay Chanthy 
Prey Kombor Snom Krapeur  Mr. Long Doeun 
Andoung Chros  ---  Mr. Ho Vutha 
Kork Krapeur --- Mr. Ngorn Marady 
Trapang Kokokh Sdock  Mr. Kong Ratha 
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LO.KO Assessment:   Scope of Assessment 

5.3  Questionnaires  
 
Questionnaires aim at collecting distinctive information from dif ferent respondents. Part A questionnaire was 
designed to explore issues such as general status, health situation and family economy status of women, 
whilst part B focuses on fathers to appreciate general situation, education, gender equity, children right 
issues, food security, emergency preparedness, and vocational training.  
 

Part A Part B 
 # of Q   # of Q  
    
Section 1 General questions  9 Section 1 General questions  9 
Section 2 Health issues   Section 2 Education  8 
• General health care 10 Section 3 Gender Equity  5 
• Diarrhea understanding & practice  8 Section 4 Children Rights 5 
• Oral and Dental care 5 Section 5 Food security   
• Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF) 9 • Water and Irrigation system  7 
• Fever 3 • Animal & poultry husbandry  10 
• Personal Hygiene 10 • Agriculture technology  19 
• EPI 8 • Labor module  7 
• Nutrition  6 • Infrastructure  3 
• HIV/AIDS 6 Section 6 Emergency Preparedness   
• Mother & Child Care 6 • Adaptive coping  5 
Section 3 Family Economy   • Liquid assets  6 
• Family Economic status  17 • Productive assets  4 
• Vocational training  4 Section 7 Vocational training  4 
    
Total  101 Total  72 
Grand total for part A and B  173 
 

5.4  Sample size  
 
This chart shows the 25 key informants who participated in the 
process of PLA and SSI; 42 mothers with children under 24 
months and 70 fathers with children from 10 years were 
interviewed using questionnaires part A and B.  
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6.1  Community  participation and time  
 
PLA and SSI were conducted in January, which is the harvest season, whereas the HHS was done at the 
beginning of February, between the end of crops' reap and the launch of ceremonial season5. The assessment 
schedule conflicted with people’s ones.  
 
The situation was worsened by the fact that our schedule fall within the time in which electoral campaigns 
were overwhelmingly held by various political parties for the forthcoming general election due in July 2003. 
This had required the team to clearly inform the community leaders and people in advance that the interview 
was solely for the purpose of development works and has nothing to do with political affairs.  
 

6.2  Survey team  
 
With regard to the ST itself, we acknowledge that the team was not suitable staffed due to the lack of human 
resources and time constraint. For instant, we had 14 interviewer teams (IT) and each team comprised just 
only one person. Theoretically, each team should have at least 2 to 3 persons, that is, interviewer, co-
interviewer, and/or team supervisor.  
   
 

 
To facilitate the understanding of the findings, it is recommended that readers have a look at this chapter. 
Since it is only a quick and simple survey, we would like to present the findings issued from basic statistics 
through a simple analysis such as frequency, cross- tabulation, multiple answers, and descriptive analysis. 
Aimed at showing results in an easy way to comprehend, we would like to use one example from each type 
of analysis for explanation.  
 

7.1  Participatory Learning and Action (PLA)  
Is a quick but trustable research methodology used for collecting qualitative data from targeted 
people. PLA comprises of many tools, which are meant to collect different sorts of information.  

Example1: 10 seeds' technique 
 
Problems Analysis  
Is used to appreciate the main problems existing in the community in order to make better and suitable 
development planning. 
 
Type of problems 10 seed Percentage  
   
Education �� 20 
Infrastructure ��º 25 
Health ��º 15 
Gender ��º 25 
Agriculture �º 15 

 
This table means community faces five major problems. As each seed represents 10% of answers, therefore 
25% of the villagers are coping with infrastructure and gender -related problems.   
 
 

                                                 
5 This is referred to period when people tend to celebrate weedings, and other rituals in villages  

LO.KO Assessment:    Shortcomings/Lession Learnt and Statistic Coach 
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Example 2:  24 seeds' technique  
 
24 Hours profile of men and women 
One seed represents one hour. 
To understand what are the usual activities of men and women within an ordinary day and how people 
manage their time. Moreover, by using this tool, development worker can conceptualize the gender balance 
in the community more easily.  
 
Women’s activities  
 
Activities  Seed 
  
Household cleansing  �� 
Cooking  ��� 
Income generation activities  ������ 
Sleeping  �������� 
Washing �  
Teaching and educating children   � 
Recreating activities  ��� 

 
Men’s activities  
 
Activities  Seed 
  
Household activities  �����º 
Income generation activities  ����� 
Catering and foraging for cow/ox ���º 
Recreating activities  ��� 
Sleeping ������� 

 
Example 3  
 
Chapatti diagram  
The result from this tool will show us the linkage of communication and power of all stakeholders working 
with community.  

 
 
The above figure shows that Commune Council 
and WOSO have better relationship with 
community than WFP and UNICEF . 
The bigger the size the most connection.  
 
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Statistic Coach 
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Example 4  
 
Seasonal Analysis  
We use this tool to understand the events that usually take place within the entire year (12 months). 10 seeds 
are used in this tool.  
 

Description Month of the year 
  
 Jan Feb  Mar Apr May  Jun  July Aug  Sept  Oct Nov Dec 
Palm sugar 
production  

� ��
� 

��
� 

�� �        

Vegetable growing  � � ��
� 

� �     � � � 

Transplanting period      º � �� ��
º 

��
� 

�   

Harvesting period  ��          �� �
�
�
�
�
� 

Total  4 4 6 3 2.5 1 2 2.5  3 2 3 7 
  
All together, we remark that December is the busiest month for villagers due to harvest season.  
 

7.2  Household Survey (HHS)  
 
Example 1: Frequency analysis  
 
Frequency analysis is used when researcher only need to know the number of responses made to any 
particular question. 
Note  
• In household survey, the terms case and interviewee are used interchangeably.  
• The statistic sometimes shows frequency or count. This means the same thing that the number of 

response made to any specific question. 
• Valid means the correct or applicable cases or answers for any specific question.   

   
Table 5: Educational background 
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
Never attend school 5 11.9 11.9 

Primary school (1-6) 34 81.0 92.9 
 

Secondary school (7-9) 3 7.1 100.0 

Total 42 100.0  
 

This table shows that 5 mothers, equivalent to 11.9% have never attended schools, whereas 34 mothers 
(81%)  attended primary schools.  
 
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Statistic Coach 
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Example 2: Cross tabulation analysis 
 
This type of analysis is applicable when analyst wants to know the relationship between two variables 
(questions) such as the following table.  
 
Table 10: Cross analysis between “Educational background” and “Living standard”   
 
    Living standard Total 

     
Impoverish Poor Medium Rich 

 

       
Never attend school 4 1   5 
Primary school (1-6) 5 16 12 1 34 

Educational 
background 
  
  

Secondary school (7-9) 1 1 1  3 

Total   10 18 13 1 42 
 
This table shows that a mother who is living in rich family has only primary educational background, whilst 
another 3 mothers who used to attend secondary school are in poorest, poor, and medium families.  
 
 
Example 3: Descriptive analysis 
 
This analysis is used to show detailed statistics, which could enable researcher to compare the statistic results 
of two or more variables.  
  
Note  
• N means number of case or interviewee 
• Minimum is the smallest or the least frequency of responses and the Maximum is the other way 

round.  
• Sum means the total sum of something  
• Mean or average is the result of Sum divides by N  
 
 
Table 30: Comparative table of “Total family member” and “Number of toothbrush”  
 
       N Minimum Maximum Sum
 Mean 
 
 
Total family member      42 3  10  240
 5.71 
Number of brush in family     42 0  7  110
 2.62 
Average frequency of tooth brushing per day  42 0  3  69
 1.64 
 
With this descriptive table, we notice there are 240 people in the 42 interviewed families for a total of 110 
toothbrushes available. The average family member is 5.71 persons, whereas the average toothbrush per 
family is only 2.62 pieces. Furthermore, the overage frequency of brushing teeth is 1.64, which is relatively 
low. There should be at least 2 in average 6. By looking at this comparison, we come to conclusion that not 
many people are aware of oral and dental health issues.   
 
 
 
                                                 
6 Theoretically, people should brush teeth 3 times a day especially after meal   

LO.KO Assessment: Statistic Coach 
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Example 4: Multiple response analysis 
 
Multiple response analysis is used only for question allowing as many answers as possible. This multiple 
answer- question is much more opened than the single-answer question.  
  
Note  
• Description  here means different responses made by any respective interviewee  
• Count is the frequency or number of responses made to the same question  
• Pct of Responses: Percentage of responses, which is equal to frequency of responses to a particular 

question multiply by 100, and divides by the total responses. For instant, (72 * 100) / 501= 14.4  
• Pct of Cases Percentage of Cases is the percentage of response compared to the total valid or 

applicable cases. For example, (72 * 100) / 112 = 64.3  
 
 
Table 20: Ways of keeping foods  
 
                                                                             Pct of    Pct of 
Description                              Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Keep food in cupboard                  2        3.6        4.8 
Keep in covered container             10       17.9       23.8 
Covered by plate                           30       53.6       71.4 
Hang in safe place                         10       17.9       23.8 
On bed without cover                    1        1.8        2.4 
Wherever possible                         1        1.8        2.4 
Others                                      2        3.6        4.8 
 
Total responses           56      100.0     133.3 
 
This multiple response table tells us that 2 families (3.6%) correspondent to 4.8% of total cases said they 
keep food in cupboard.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Statistic Coach 
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8.1  Qualitative data  
 
8.1.1  Participatory Learning and Action (PLA)  
 
a. Problem analysis  
 
The major and prevailing problems faced by community people 
 
 
No. 
 

 
Problems  

 
Seed 

   
1 Agri. related problems  ����� 
2 Health-concerned problems � º 
3 Educational problems  � 
4 Transportation problems � º 
5 Child right-related problems º 
6 Family economy-related problems  º 

 
Accordingly, its is obvious that agriculture-related problems are the dominant ones faced by community, 
reaching 50 % of answers. Problems range from lack of water for irrigation and consumption, materials and 
tools for cultivation, to the lack of farming knowledge and destructive insects. Lack of water sources is a 
profound problem challenging people’s lives in the target areas.  
 
Health and transportation problems rank second in the catchment's areas. People rose that once these 
problems are addressed then their living conditions will improved.  
 
b.  Livelihood analysis 
 
What are the main occupation and sources of income in the community? 
  
No. Main Occupations Seed 

   
1 Rice farming  ���� 
2 Animal and husbandry  �� º 
3 Vegetable growing  �� 
4 Palm sugar production  º 
5 Small business º 
6 Factory workers and casual workers  º 

 
This figure reflects clearly the socio-economic situation of LOP catchment's area. 40% of people are 
generating their main income from rice cultivation. The latter is very dependent on the uncertainty of 
nature/climate and heavily relies on rainfalls. This is considered as an unpredictable source of income, 
worsened by the poor soil quality, and the absence of irrigation system, which allows only one harvest a 
year. 
Animal and husbandry ranks second followed by vegetable growing. Like the rice cultivation, vegetable 
growing is also an unstable source of income.   
 
One must noticed that LOP is addressing this problem by improving the cultivation techniques and 
production diversification through its food security component. 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Findings, Qualitative Data, PLA 
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c.  Expenditure analysis  
 
How the family income is spent for the entire typical year?  
 
No. Expenditures  Seed 
   
1 Food ���� 
2 Clothing  � 
3 Health care º 
4 Social activities (wedding, ceremonies, ...) �  
5 Children education  �  
6 Housing  º 
7 Agricultural-related expenses  ��  

 
We can see that the main share, 40% of family income, is being spent on food and another 20% is on 
agriculture-related expenses such as purchasing chemical fertilizer, seeds, cost of transplanting and 
harvesting, etc....  
Clothing, social activities, and children education rank third with equal percentage.  
Surprisingly, only 0.5% of family income is being spent on health care7.  
 
d.  24-hour profile of men and women   
 
How do men and women normally spend their 24 hours?  
 
Women’s activities 
 
No. Activities  Seed 
   
1 Household cleansing  �� 
2 Cooking  ��� 
3 Income generation activities  ������ 
4 Sleeping  �������� 
5 Washing �  
6 Teaching and educating children   � 
7 Recreating activities  ��� 

 
Men’s activities 
 
No. Activities  Seed 
   
1 Household activities  �����º 
2 Income generation activities ����� 
3 Catering and foraging for cow/ox ���º 
4 Recreating activities ��� 
5 Sleeping ������� 

 
Given this figure, we understand that women devote her time much more on household related activities, 
whereas men are reported to focus more on income generation activities including looking after animal.  
Little time is dedicated to children education while sleeping represent the main daily activity.  
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
7 National surveys have reported an average of 30$ spent per year per capita on health care 
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e.  Seasonal analysis  
 
N. Description  Month of the year 

 
  Jan Feb  Mar Apr May  Jun  July Aug  Sept  Oct Nov Dec 
1 Palm sugar 

production  
� ��� ��� �� �        

2 Vegetable 
growing  

� � ��� � �     �  � � 

3 Transplanting 
period  

    º �  �� ��º ��� �    

4 Harvesting 
period  

��           �� ���
��� 

5 Wedding/ 
ceremony  

� � �  �� �     �º º ��  

6 Animal 
husbandry  

� � �  � � �  � � �  �  � � 

7 Make business 
outside village 

º ��� ��� �� �º        

8 Family income  ��  � �� � �      º ��º 

9 Family 
expenses  

º º �  �º º º � � �  º ��  

10 Diseases 
incursion  

     �� � ��  �� �  � � 

11 Rainy season     º � �  � ��  ��� �  º  

12 Recreation 
activities  

 º �� ��� º    ��  ��  

13 Total  9 11 16 14 9 5.5 6 8.5 12 7 10.5 13.3 
 
This table depicts that people are the busiest during March, December, and September. From May to 
October, corresponding to raining season, people are free enough to spend time on development activities 
such as meeting and training. We should shun organizing meeting/training in December since people are 
occupied harvesting. March and April are the very happy periods for community as people usually celebrate 
wedding and other ceremonies/rituals.  
 
f. Wealth ranking  
 

 Above average  Average  Poor Impoverish  
    
Have car/truck  Possess motor  Own a bicycle  Have only a hut  
Own a motor Have ox cart  Leaf-roofed house  Casual labor  
Possess rice mill  Tile-roofed house  Lack of food  No rice field  
Have generator  
Have music equipment for 
hiring 

Have adequate food to eat  Lack of capital  
Small rice field 

Lack of food 
Lack of capital  

C
ri

te
ri

a 

Have pigs and cow/ox 
Have money for loaning  
Own many rice fields  
Big house  

  No cow  
No bicycle  

 5% 20% 50% 25% 
 
Poor and impoverished families comprise of 75% whereas only 5% considered being above average families. 
This illustrates a big gap between the have and the have not.  
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g.  Chapatti diagram (diagram in appendix) 
  
We found out that there are four institutions: Provincial Level, SEILA program, RDP, and WFP are thought 
to have more influence on the community, although they do not have close relationship with the people they 
serve. Whereas, Krousar Yoeung, WOSO, E&D, and health center though having less influence are closest 
and build strongest relationship and links with the community. It suggests that better connection between 
E&D and those institutions should be developed in order to maximize available resources and be better in 
line with decentralization process aiming at coordinating activities and empowering local authorities. 
 
h.  Resource mapping (in appendix)  
 
By looking at the resource mapping from the 3 sample villages, representing a medium, a poor, and a very 
poor village, we found out that there is a tremendous lack of irrigation  system and water sources. Though 
some villages have access to water through open wells, canals, and family ponds, virtually all of them 
usually run out of water during dry season, which lasts up to 6 months. In some villages, there are a few 
piped wells but amongst them, some cannot provide quality water for consumption. Among the selected 
villages, we found only several collective ponds located far away from villagers’ house. Though it can be a 
good source of water for consumption if bo iled or filtered, some of them might not secure water for the 
whole year by lack of deepness. Moreover, people cannot get the water for irrigating their crops/garden 
during dry season due to its distance and local rules prohibiting people to access.  
 
Despite the fact that the majority of the people residing in this area live on farming since generations, we are 
puzzled that irrigation system such as canals, water gates, dams, and cement culverts is in so poor condition 
and is not suitable for such an agriculture-based area. The situation is also worsened by the fact that in each 
village, though being a mountainous area, there are very few trees, which could provide shade, prevent soil 
quality degradation and generate income.  
 
There is only one school among the 3 sampled villages. Therefore, children in these villages need to walk 
approximately 2 km to access primary schools.  
 
 
8.1.2 Semi-structure interview (SSI)  
 
a.  General development/ Development progress 
 
 
a. 1 When asked about the overall situation on the community especially the catchment's areas before 

LOP/WOSO started implement its operation, the panel said that  
 
• People had very poor living standard since they did not have enough capital for operating businesses. 

They had to take loan from private moneylenders with high interest rate of up to 20 to 30 percent per 
month.  

 
• In terms of knowledge and understanding, people did not have any initiative in setting up compost pits, 

home gardens, etc.... Moreover, they did not have technical expertise on animal and poultry raising.  
 
• The village cleanliness and overall sanitation was an issue of concern. People did not bother much on 

cleaning the house and yard to prevent poor hygiene-related diseases.  
 
• People did not realize that the existing resources could be used for their day-to-day survival such as 

leafs, cow dung, etc...  
 
• Child right violation, domestic violence and poor primary health care had existed at that time.  
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a.2   By asking to evaluate the current situation after LOP/WOSO started the activities, the discussion group 
have  mentioned that  

 
• Now most people have participated in several development activities such as compost pits, home 

gardening, mushroom production, building proper cow cage for improving sanitation issues, etc...  
 
• The level of child violation from parents is decreasing steadily since parents have been educated over 

children right issues.  
 
• People now have source of capital for operating small businesses. The LOP/WOSO credit 

program has been giving new hope for the poor to make small businesses with extremely low 
interest rate (2% per month).   

 
a.3   After asking people to compare the past and current situation before and during LOP/WOSO operation, 

we have put forward a question ''What people want LOP/WOSO to do for your community in the 
future''  generating the following answers  

 
• LOP/WOSO should encourage and reward model families in the community who have been very 

active and participative in development processes such as completely building compost pits, home 
garden, chicken house, etc. This will help them to keep on going and could be used as a way to attract 
attention of the not-yet active families.  

 
• There have been strong requests for family latrines, collective open or pumping wells, better irrigation 

systems, bridge and cement culverts. These are the most important community infrastructures that 
LOP/WOSO should consider supporting.  

 
• Adult literacy classes should also be supported by the organization since the large majority of women 

in the target areas are illiterate.  
 
• Food-for-work program is a demanding and pressing issue for digging or renovating common or family 

ponds to ensure adequate accession to water for the entire year.  
 
• Road systems do not yet become a beneficial condition that could facilitate transportation means of 

both people and children. With difficult and slippery roads, people really face hardship in transporting 
their products to the markets and children found it inconvenient to go to schools either on bikes or foots  
during raining season. It is proposed that road renovation and improvement should be made either 
though food-for-work program or giving gravel soil to cover on slippery roads.    

  
 

b.  Problems and Solutions 
 

b.1  When referred to problems pertinent to development process in the community and let them find/suggest 
their own solutions, we received the followings  

 
• In some cases, WOSO's promises were unreliable, i.e. WOSO has assured to distribute foods for every 

families who made compost pits or home gard ens via cooperation with WFP, but so far only some 
targeted families get food as planed in the E&D/WFP 2002 proposal .  

 
• Sometimes, people feel that LOP/WOSO propose some activities, which are not fitted to people 

situations. For example, people were invited to attend meeting or/and training during the busiest season 
such as transplanting and harvesting ones. This made people hard to participate or get involved.  
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• People still do not yet fully understand  common and long-term development benefits. They still put 

more focus on short and individual ones. There is still  a need to encourage solidarity among 
community people.  

 
• Some credit borrowers still have overdue payment. VDCs responsible for credit program need to spend 

more time on collecting money and promoting timely payment to ensure the smooth running of the 
community credit program.  

 
• In some villages, there is only one VDC responsible for credit program. This has initiated skepticism 

over the transparency and accountability of that respective VDC. People urged that there should be 
more than one person keeping record or managing the credit program so that people can feel more 
confidence.  

 
• The sharing of workload and responsibility among VDCs in the villages are not equally distributed. 

Some VDCs are having very few works and responsibility, whereas others are overwhelmed by duties. 
This uneven workload and responsibility sharing is causing bitterness and jealousy between the active 
and the inactive VDCs, because VDCs in each respective village, share an equal amount of benefits 
from the 1% interest rate of credit program.  People suggested that LOP/WOSO intervene by 
equalizing workload and tasks among VDCs or making sure that the active VDCs would get more 
benefits than the less or inactive ones. 

 
• Whilst we are trying to encourage and push parents to send children to school, people found out that 

having children accessed to education is one important thing but the schools itself need to ensure that 
teachers are punctual and respect their job and roles. Many teachers  now seem to have reduced 
teaching hours and leave the classes before normal closing time for fulfilling their own businesses. 
Furthermore, some teachers even have asked extra money from children as fee for off-hours special 
class training. The ironic situation could discourage many parents. We suggest that special teacher’s 
loan program should be considered since the program could improve their living standard and 
consequently reinforce a professional behavior. 

 
 
c.  Participation and ownership 
 

c.1  When enquiring over the level of cooperation between WOSO’s staff and community in development 
work, we got to know that people still bear strong sense of dependency.  

• “We still need WOSO staff to advise and push us to participate8 or to do home gardening and compost 
pits''. They did not yet have self-motivation to act by their own. This might be the result of long-term 
in-empowerment resulting from the former WOSO management, which have created a high level of 
dependency among beneficiaries. On the other hand, it could also be the result of poor understanding 
on development approaches among community people.  

 

c.2  Regarding the question related to ownership of LOP/WOSO achievements, we found out positively that 
people consider the existing achievements such as cement culverts, compost pits, and home gardens 
which had been initiated and supported by the project as their belonging. This shows sign of increasing 
ownership of project activities.   

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
8 It reflects the  persistent traditional developmental approach used by decision makers and politicians in Cambodia, 
mainly through ''donations'' in favour of selected and affiliated population 
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c.3  When asked for comparison between LOP/WOSO’s work and other NGOs’ works in the community, the 
key informants said that  

 
• LOP/WOSO has numerous activities that could improve people living standard.  
• The credit program gives new hope for the poor to run small businesses with the lowest interest rate.  
• The program last long and have greater impacts on community compared to other NGOs 

operating/operated in the target areas.  
• Same as other micro financia l institutes in which the credit capital still belongs to the organization 9.  
 

c.4  To evaluate the impacts of the program, we have asked people if the program so far has responded to the 
needs/demands of the community.  

 
• Through this question, we understood that the project has carried out some activities that fit to the 

demands and needs of the community such as open well, cement culvert, and offering vegetable seeds 
for home gardening. Despite this, it seems that the scope of these existing activities is still very limited. 
More needs to be done such as rice bank, pig and cow banks, more kindergarten, dam construction, 
road renovation, water-gate building, cement culvert, rewarding and spur the model families to boost 
the development processes.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
9 According to our guidelines and policy, the credit capit al is of the community when the project phases out. In this 
case, WOSO has never openly mentioned it to the community due to a variety of reasons ranging from the fear of poor 
repayment rate to transparency issues.  
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8.2  Quantitative data  
 
8.2.1  Part A (mothers) 
 
Section 1: General Questions 
 
Table 1: Interviewing time and ages of interviewees 
 
 N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation 
      
Interviewing Time 42 30 66 47.81 9.751 
Interviewee's ages  42 18 44 29.52 6.663 
 
It took averagely 47.81mn to complete Part A questionnaire. It is relatively long because there are up to 101 
questions for this part. Age of interviewees ranges from 18 to 44 years with an average of 29.52 years. It 
should be noticed that 100% of the interviewed mothers are found to be Buddhist.  
 
Table 2: Marital status of interviewees  
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
    
Live with spouse 40 95.2 95.2 
Separated 2 4.8 100.0 
    
Total 42 100.0  
 
95.2 % of interviewee said that they are currently living with their husband, whereas 4.8 % of them report to 
be separated from their spouses for varieties of undisclosed problems.  
 
Table 3: Main job in dry season 
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
    
    
Farming 5 11.9 11.9 
Making business 3 7.1 19.0 
Vegetable grower 6 14.3 33.3 
Worker 1 2.4 35.7 
Housewife 24 57.1 92.9 
No regular job 1 2.4 95.2 
Others 2 4.8 100.0 
    
Total 42 100.0  
 
57.1% of mothers report to be housewife during the dry season. On another hand, many women also 
contribute to generate family income by performing varieties of job such as farming and growing vegetable.  
 
Table 4: Main job in rainy season  
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
    
Farming 39 92.9 92.9 
Vegetable grower 2 4.8 97.6 
Worker 1 2.4 100.0 
    
Total 42 100.0  
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92.9% of interviewed mothers were found to be involved in earning family income via farming during 
raining season. Indeed, being at a pre-industrial state, without any mechanical support, rice cultivation relies 
on labor force to be carried out. Therefore, when plantation and harvest seasons come, all family members 
are required to give a hand in the rice-fields.  
 
 
Table 5: Educational background 
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
    
Never attend school 5 11.9 11.9 
Primary school (1-6) 34 81.0 92.9 
Secondary school (7-9) 3 7.1 100.0 
    
Total 42 100.0  
 
Amazingly, the finding demonstrates that only 7.1% of mothers used to attend secondary schools, whilst a 
majority of them went to primary level; 11.9% are found to be fully illiterate and never attended schools.  
 
Table 6: Sco pe of family burden 
 
  N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 
      
Total family member  42 3 10 240 5.71 
Family member under 18 42 1 7 129 3.07 
Family member from 18-55 42 1 7 100 2.38 
Family member above 55 42 0 3 11 .26 
 
Total family members range from 3 to 10 with an average of 5.71 persons per household. To our surprise, the 
average family members aged above 55 is only 0.26%, whereas the average family member aged under 18 is 
up to 3.07%. Demographically, this situation is reflecting in the age-pyramid and correspond to the 
Cambodia history including Khmer rouge genocide and the eighty's baby boom. 
 
 
Table 7: Family living standard 

 
 
Findings reveal that 23.8% of 
respondents are deprived and 42.9% 
are poor, meaning 66.7% of 
interviewed households are liv ing 
below the poverty line. Only 2.4% of 
interviewed mothers are found to be 
rich. It reflects the deepening gap 
between the have and the have-not and 
proves that last years national growth 
has been unequally shared amongst the 
population.  
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Table 8: Cross analysis between “Main job in dry season” and “Living standard”   
 
  Living standard Total 

 
    Impoverish Poor Medium Rich  
       

Farming 2 1 2  5 
Making business 1 2   3 
Vegetable grower 2 2 1 1 6 
Worker  1   1 
Housewife 4 11 9  24 
No regular job 1    1 

Main job in 
dry season 
  
  
  
  
  Others  1 1  2 
       
Total   10 18 13 1 42 
 
Table 9: Cross analysis between “Main job in rainy season” and “Living standard” 
   
    Living standard Total 

 
    Impoverish Poor Medium Rich  
       

Farming 8 18 12 1 39 
Vegetable grower 2    2 

  Main job in rainy 
season 
  Worker   1  1 
       
Total   10 18 13 1 42 
 
Given the tables 8 and 9, we notice that farming and vegetable growing turn out to be profitable jobs for both 
seasons. We see as well that the rich and medium families tend to have regular jobs as farmers during the 
rainy and vegetable growers during the dry one, whereas the poor ones tend to perform casual jobs during the 
dry season.  

 
 

Table 10: Cross analysis between “Educational background” and “Living standard”   
 
    Living standard Total 

 
      Impoverish   Poor   Medium   Rich  
       

  Never attend school 4 1   5 
  Primary school (1-6) 5 16 12 1 34 

Educational 
background 
    Secondary school (7-9) 1 1 1  3 
       
Total   10 18 13 1 42 
 
It appears to be no relationship between high education and living standard. One mother, for instance, who 
had only primary education background has better living standard compared to those having secondary 
education. This is mainly because most of the women in Cambodian society count on husband to make a 
living. Contrastingly, there seems to have relationship between illiteracy and living standard. 5 of out the 42 
mothers who are illiterate are living in impoverish and poor families.  
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Table 11: Cross analysis between “Total family member” and “Living standard”   
 
     Living standard Total 

 
    Impoverish Poor Medium Rich  
       

3 2  2  4 
4  4 2 1 7 
5 3 7 2  12 
6 1 3 2  6 
7 2 2 2  6 
8  2 1  3 
9 1  1  2 

Total 
family 
member 
  
  
  
  
  10 1  1  2 
       
Total   10 18 13 1 42 
 
There is a minor positive relationship between the total number of people living in a family and the living 
standard of the family. We observe through this table that when the size of the family is too big, the living 
standard seems to be worse. This assumption will reverse when the size of the family is small and comprised 
of small children and old people, who cannot participate to generating income.   
 
 
Section 2: Health Issues  
 
General Health Care  
 
Table 12: Health center preference 
 
  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
    
No 9 21.4 21.4 
Yes 33 78.6 100.0 
    
Total 42 100.0  
 
Reasons for not going to health centers when sick  
  
                                                                               Pct of    Pct of  
Description             Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Too far                            2       14.3       22.2 
Too expensive                     3       21.4       33.3 
Poor service & quality               3       21.4       33.3 
Have traditional healer in village   1        7.1       11.1 
People prefer home treatment         4       28.6       44.4 
Other reasons                         1        7.1       11.1 
                                    
Total responses           14      100.0     155.6 
 
Though 78.6% preferred to visit health centers when sick, 21.4% of mothers mentioned they do not like 
going to HC for consultation or treatment thanks to varieties of reasons ranging from long distance from 
home, high cost, poor services and quality, to having traditional healers in the villages. This results in 44.4% 
of mothers resorting to dangerous home treatment.  
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Table 13: Night blindness 
       

                                                           Frequ ency          Percent  Cumulative Percent 
 

No      40  95.2  95.2 
Yes      2  4.8  100.0 
                                                          
 
4.8% said that their children are having night blindness, a problem caused by Vitamin A deficiency.   
 
Table 14: ARI 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No         14   33.3   33.3 
Yes         28   66.7   100.0 
 
Total         42   100.0                                                                   
______________________________________________________________________________________
  
When asked whether child have had respiratory problems during the last two weeks before the interview, 
66.7% of mothers replied positively. This reminds us that more need to be done particularly concerning 
primary health care among mothers and children.  
 
 
Table 15: Duration of breast-feeding after 
delivery 
 
Only 40.5% of mothers said that they have 
given colostrums to their children within two 
hours after delivery. The latter clearly shows 
that emphasis must be brought through 
education in order to positively influence 
behaviors.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 16: Give additional milk to child 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No         38    90.5        90.5 
Yes           4      9.5        100.0 
 
Total         42    100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Surprisingly, only 9.5% of mothers are found to have given additional milk to their children, which 
contradicted other studies reporting this practice as common in Cambodia. The low economic status of 
interviewed population could explain that fact.  
 
 
Table 17: Consumption of iodized salt 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No        25  59.5     59.5 
Yes, regularly         8  19.0     78.6 
Sometimes        9  21.4     100.0 
 
Total        42  100.0     
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Though numerous efforts have being made either by government or NGOs regarding the regular 
consumption of iodized salt, this survey finds out that only 19% of the families  consume it regularly and 
21.4% sometimes. As far as we understood, the reasons identified are: (1) lack of understanding regarding 
the importance of iodized salt; (2) the price which is slightly higher than the normal one; (3) the availability 
of iodized salt at village level; and (4) the taste, people believing that normal salt offers better taste than the 
iodized one.  
 
 
Table 18: Children under 5 received Vitamin A last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No         13    31.0     31.0 
Yes         28    66.7     97.6 
Don't know         1    2.4     100.0 
 
Total         42    100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
66.7% of mothers replied positively, whereas one third of children did not receive Vitamin a 
supplementation.  
 
 
Table 19: Received health education from HC’s staff and/or TBAs 
 
       Frequency Percent Cumulative 
Percent 
 
No       14  33.3  33.3 
Yes       28  66.7  100.0 
 
Total       42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
A majority of mothers had received health education from HC’s staff and/or TBAs during their last 
pregnancy, whereas 33.3% did not, meaning some efforts need to be scale up by HC staff and TBAs. 
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Diarrhea understanding and practices  
 
Table 20: Ways of keeping foods  
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                               Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Keep food in cupboard                   2        3.6        4.8 
Keep in covered container              10       17.9       23.8 
Covered by plate                            30       53.6       71.4 
Hang in safe place                          10       17.9       23.8 
On bed without cover                     1        1.8        2.4 
Wherever possible                          1        1.8        2.4 
Others                                       2        3.6        4.8 
 
Total responses            56      100.0     133.3 
 
This multiple responses table tells us that 93% know how to keep food properly for latter consumption; 
whereas 3.6% of responses indicate us there are still some mothers who do not yet fully comprehend the 
causes and prevention of diarrhea within the family context. For instance, they mentioned that food can 
simply be kept on bed without cover. These are diarrhea-prone attitudes and need to be addressed as quickly 
as possible.  
 
Table 21: Children got diarrhea in the last weeks 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      20  47.6  47.6 
Yes      22  52.4  100.0 
Total      42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 22: Understanding reasons of getting diarrhea  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 

 
No      19  45.2  45.2 
Yes      23  54.8  100.0 
Total      42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 23: Reasons for getting diarrhea 
 
                                                                                            Pct of    Pct of 
Description                           Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Eat raw vegetable                        2        4.3        8.7 
Poisonous food                            2        4.3        8.7 
Drink unbolted water                   13       28.3       56.5 
Improper cooking                         4        8.7       17.4 
Wash hands improperly                3        6.5       13.0 
Eat uncovered food                       12      26.1       52.2 
Eat dirty food or vegetable           9       19.6       39.1 
Other reasons                                1        2.2        4.3                         
   
Total responses            46      100.0     200.0 
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Table 24: Treatment of Diarrhea for children  
 
                                                                                            Pct of    Pct of 
Description                           Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Offer more boiled water                  8       10.7       19.0 
Take to health center                       15       20.0       35.7 
Buy medicine personally                 32       42.7       76.2 
Give ORS                                     7        9.3       16.7 
Give more coconut juice                  5        6.7       11.9 
No need to care                              1        1.3        2.4 
To traditional healer                       3        4.0        7.1 
Others                                       4        5.3        9.5 
                                                     
Total responses            75      100.0     178.6 
 
52.4% of mothers conceded their children have had diarrhea during the last couple of weeks. Among the 42 
interviewed mothers, only 23 (54.8%) said they are aware of the causes of diarrhea. Among various causes 
of getting diarrhea, drinking unbolted water, eating uncovered food, and eating dirty food or vegetable are 
firmly emphasized. Though most of the mothers already understand about the causes of diarrhea, we 
acknowledge the effort to be made in order to improve the diarrhea KAP. 
 
When asked over the treatment of diarrhea, 46.7% mentioned rightly that once the children got diarrhea, 
more boiled water, ORS, and coconut juice need to be given, and should the problem persists children need 
to be brought to HC for treatment.  
 
 
 
 
Table 25: Drink boiled water  

 
45% mentioned their families regularly 
consume boiled water, whilst another 
31% concede irregular basis and 24% of 
rarely. This is a dangerous attitude that 
needs to be changed.  
Based on our experience, such attitude 
might arose from lack of understanding 
on safe water utilization; lack of means 
such as firewood to boil water. 
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Table 26: Check jars if there are lids or ABATE 
 
The chart shows that 36% of jars in the interviewed houses have lids or have ABATE inside, 28% of jars 
neither have ABATE nor lids to prevent the breeding of dengue mosquitoes.  
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Table 27: Ever been told about diarrhea 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      22  52.4  52.4 
Yes      20  47.6  100.0 
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
We acknowledge that only 47.6% were told about diarrhea issue. This percentage is very low. More 
awareness raising need to be done to educate people on diarrhea issues in terms of causes, preventive 
strategies, and means of treatment.  
 
Oral and Dental Health Care  
 
Table 28: Ever heard about oral care 
 
      Frequency Percent         Cumulative Percent 
 
No      17  40.5  40.5 
Yes      25  59.5  100.0 
Total      42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
59.5% of cases have heard about oral and dental health care, which partially result from our Child -to-Child 
approach on health education among school and village children.  

 
Table 29: Way of brushing teeth 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Use finger as brush            3    7.1      7.1 
Only brush             3    7.1      14.3 
Brush with toothpaste           34   81.0      95.2 
Never brush teeth             1    2.4      97.6 
Others               1    2.4      100.0 
Total             42    100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
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By looking at the answers generated during the interview, it is noticed that 81% of mothers properly brush 
their teeth by using brush with toothpaste, whereas another 14.2% just use only brush or fingers. 
Surprisingly, 2.4% other admitted of never brushing teeth.  

 
Table 30: Comparative table of “Total family member” and “Number of brush in family”  
 
      N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 
 
Total family member     42     3      10  240 5.71 
Number of brush in family    42     0        7  110 2.62 
Average frequency of tooth brushing per day 42     0        3  69 1.64 
 
 
With this descriptive table, we found out that there are 240 people in the 42 interviewed families and only 
110 toothbrushes available. The average family member is 5.71 persons, whereas the average toothbrush per 
family is only 2.62 pieces.  
Furthermore, the average frequency of brushing is 1.64 versus an ideal of 2 times 10.  
      
 
Table 32: Ever attended oral & dental care education session  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      27  64.3  64.3 
Yes      15  35.7  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Reflecting to table 29 in which 80% of mothers understand how to brush teeth properly, the table 32 reveals 
that 64.3% of mothers have never attended any oral and dental care training. This sounds correct because 
neither LO program nor Bati have ever conducted such education at village level.  
 
 
Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF)  

 
Table 33: Children have had DHF last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      36  85.7  85.7 
Yes      6  14.3  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0     
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
6 of out 42 mothers (14.3%) told us that their children have Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF) during the 
last raining season, which indicates a prevalence of 14%. Thanks to campaigns and efforts conducted by 
organizations working in the areas, it seems that DHF prevalence is decreasing but remains of concern 
among young children.   
 
 
 
 

                                                 
10 Theoretically, people should brush their teeth 3 times a day especially after meal   
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Table 34: What is DHF? 
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General knowledge is poor regarding that common disease, i.e. 5% mentioned that DHF is an incurable 
disease, whereas another 24% do not even know what DHF is.  
 
Table 35: Understanding the causes of DHF 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Insect bite     1  2.4  2.4 
Dengue mosquito bite    36  85.7  88.1 
Don't know     5  11.9  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
 
When enquired over the cause of DHF, we found that 85.7% of mothers correctly mentioned this disease is 
caused by the bite of mosquitoes. The latter means that certainly education campaigns have achieved better 
understanding among population. 
 
Table 36: Is DHF curable?  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Yes      39  92.9  92.9 
Don't know     3  7.1  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
 
To weight on the comprehension of DHF, we asked if it is curable, 92.9% answer positively versus 7.1% of 
mothers saying they do not know. More awareness raising concerning DHF should be conducted owing to 
the fact Kong Pisei is a mountainous area prone to DHF outbreak.  
 
Table 37: Attitude toward sleeping  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Always in net     32  76.2  76.2 
Sometime in net    10  23.8  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
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76.2% of interviewed mothers told us that their families usually sleep in net. This is one of the effective ways 
to curb DHF incidence. An area of concern is the price of nets that goes up to 5 $ for a big size, sum that 
many families in the target area cannot offer. 
 
Table 38: What to do when child got DHF 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
To health center      17  40.5  40.5 
To hospital     13  31.0  71.4 
To private clinic     9  21.4  92.9 
Buy medicine personally   1  2.4  95.2 
Others      1  2.4  97.6 
Don't know     1  2.4  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Whilst numerous mothers know how to manage when their children are sick of DHF, it is remarked that 
2.4% of mother tends to resort to risky mechanism by purchasing medicine on their own, without 
prescription nor consultation with medical practitioner, whereas 2.4% other do not even know what to do to 
have their children cured.  
 
 
Table 39: Check house and yard cleanliness 
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Interviewers have taken some time to check the surrounding environment of interviewees’ house. They 
found that 17% of the houses are in bad conditions in terms of cleanliness, whereas 19% of are in good ones. 
All together, 64% of the houses are found to be in proper environment.  
 
 
Table 40: Understanding ways to prevent DHF 
 
                                                                 Pct of       Pct of 
Description                                  Count    Responses      Cases 
Always sleep in net                        37       42.5          88.1 
Keep water jar clean                       8        9.2          19.0 
Put ABATE in all jars                      12       13.8          28.6 
Bury or burn all wastes                    11       12.6          26.2 
Keep house and yard clean                  11       12.6          26.2 
Deter children from dark places            4        4.6            9.5 
Other measures                              1        1.1            2.4 
Don't know                                  3        3.4            7.1                                                   
 
Total responses           87      100.0        207.1 
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According to this table, we can assume that most of the mothers grasp on how to protect their children from 
DHF. For example, 88.1% said the best way to prevent DHF is to always sleep in net, whereas another 
28.6% of mothers mentioned that putting ABATE in water jars also can protect the breeding of dengue 
mosquitoes. It is found also that 7.1% of mothers are not aware of any prevention mean.  
 
Table 41: Methods applied at home to deter DHF 
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                      Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Always sleep in net                         37       46.8       88.1 
Keep water jar clean                        7        8.9       16.7 
Put ABATE in all jars                       11       13.9       26.2 
Bury or burn all wastes                     7        8.9       16.7 
Keep house and yard clean                   11       13.9       26.2 
Deter children from dark places             3        3.8        7.1 
Don't know                                   3        3.8        7.1 
                                                    
Total responses            79      100.0     188.1 
 
To compare the level of understanding versus actual practices regarding the prevention of DHF, we have 
asked mothers which methods they were applying to protect children. Among various practices mentioned, 
“always sleep in net” turned out to be the most prevailing way people apply, followed by “ABATE in all 
water jars”, and “keeping house and yard clean”.  
 
 
Fever 

 
Table 42: Is fever dangerous to children 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      3  7.1  7.1 
Yes      38  90.5  97.6 
Don't know     1  2.4  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 43: How dangerous is it? 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Lead to death      28  66.7  73.7 
Brain damage     3  7.1  7.9 
Others      5  11.9  13.2 
Don't know     2  4.8  5.3 
Total      38  90.5  100.0 
Missing (97)     4  9.5  
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
97.6% of mothers are aware of the dangerousness of fever, although 4.8% cannot name any reason.  
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Table 44: Methods to treat fever  
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                    Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Cover with blanket                          3        4.3        7.1 
Take clothes off and cover with wet krama     21       30.0       50.0 
Expose child to fan                         2        2.9        4.8 
Drink more water                           2        2.9        4.8 
To health center and hospital               32       45.7       76.2 
To traditional healer                       2        2.9        4.8 
Others                                       7       10.0       16.7 
Don't know                                   1        1.4        2.4 
                                                    
Total responses            70      100.0     166.7 
 
Unexpectedly 50% of mothers admitted that once their children get fever, they will firstly apply home 
treatment by taking off children’s clothes and cover them with wet krama11. Should the problem persist, they 
will bring children to HC or hospital for medical treatment. On the other hand, there are still 4.8% of mothers 
who prefer taking ill children to traditional healers.  
 
 
 
Personal Hygiene  
 
Table 45: Practices to be healthy  
 
          Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                 Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Shampoo and comb hair properly             16       14.0       8.1 
Wash clothes and dry properly              18       15.8       42.9 
Short nails                                 8        7.0       19.0 
Short hair                                  7        6.1       16.7 
Brush teeth after meal                     2        1.8        4.8 
Always keep body clean                     23       20.2       54.8 
Always keep house clean                   8        7.0       19.0 
Eat and drink healthily                    22       19.3       52.4 
Keep household items clean                7        6.1       16.7 
Others                                      2        1.8        4.8 
Don't know                                  1         .9        2.4 
                                                     
Total responses          114      100.0    271.4  
 
Once asked what to do in order to be healthy, 54.8% of mothers referred to keeping body clean, and another 
52.4% other mentioned the consumption of healthy food and beverage. Washing clothes turned out to be the 
third dominant practices applied by interviewees. Despite this, 2.4% still ignore ways to stay healthy.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
11 Krama is Cambodian hand-weaved towel widely used for multipurpose  
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Table 46: Spot check  
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                         Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Short hair                                   18       14.9       42.9 
Short nails                                28       23.1       66.7 
Clean clothes                                23       19.0       54.8 
Healthy teeth                                17       14.0       40.5 
Clean house                                  20       16.5       47.6 
Clean household items                       9        7.4      21.4 
Clean sleeping materials                   6        5.0       14.3 
                                                    
 Total responses           121      100.0     288.1 
 
 
To practically verify the above assertions, interviewers were required to discretely check the interviewees' 
body hygiene, utensils, sleeping materials. As result, 66.7% of interviewees were found out to have short 
nails, whereas 54.8% were wearing clean clothes; 47.6% of the house visited were in hygienic conditions.  

 
 

Table 47: Comparison between “Frequency of bathing” and “Frequency of bathing with soap12” 
 
      N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 
  
Frequency of daily bath    42         2           4  100 2.38  
Frequency of daily bath with soap  42         1           4  62 1.48  
 
Surprisingly the average frequency of bathing is 2.38 times per day, which is relatively high. This may 
mainly depends on season and access to water.  Nevertheless, the average frequency of using soap is only 
1.48 and could reflect the families' low income, which does not allow destitute families to dedicate money on 
such item.  
 
 
Table 48: Frequency of washing sleeping materials 
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69% of mothers said they usually wash sleeping materials such as blankets, pillow cloth, nets, and mats once 
a week, whereas 11.9% other delay the washing to a fortnight. Amazingly, 2.4% of mothers said sleeping 
materials are washed once every quarter. This is considerably long.  

 
 
 
 
                                                 
12 Most of the time, in the countryside, people use detergent instead of soap for bath. Therefore, in this context the word 
soap refers as well to detergent.   
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Table 49:  Were told about sanitation? 
 
     Frequency    Percent  Cumulative Percent 
 
No     21     50.0   50.0 
Yes     21     50.0   100.0 
 
Total     42     100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Half of the interviewed mothers disclos ed that they used to be told about sanitation issues. As we have not 
explored more that issue, we did not identify the educators, probably TBAs, Peers, or health workers.  
 
 
Table 50: Way of stool disposal  
 

                                                                 Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Bush/open field      28  66.7  66.7 
Bury      8  19.0  85.7 
Ash toilet     1  2.4  88.1 
Flush toilet     5  11.9  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Only 11.9% household have proper latrine.  
The majority of household are defecating in bush or open fields without even bury it. Some people dispose 
stools in ash toilets near houses.  
 
 
Table 51: When to wash hands  
 
                                                                                            Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                    Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Before eating                                35       31.0       83.3 
Before feeding child                        10        8.8       23.8 
Before preparing food                       19       16.8       45.2 
After eating                                 19       16.8       45.2 
After using latrine                          12       10.6       28.6 
After tending animal                        10        8.8       23.8 
In morning                                   8        7.1       19.0 
                                                     
Total responses           113      100.0     269.0 
 
We notice that few many people are accustomed to wash hands after using latrine or taking care of animal. 
Only 28.6% of mothers, for example, wash their hands after using latrine, and only 23.8% do so before 
feeding children. Such attitudes should be altered otherwise chance to get sanitation-related diseases will be 
mounted, as shown in the diarrhea survey.  
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Table 52 Cleaning dishes and utensils  
 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Clean with water    17  40.5  40.5 
Clean with water and detergent   25  59.5  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Majority is using detergent to clean dishes and utensil versus 40.5% using only water. As mentioned above, 
cash availability could explain that trend. 
 
 
Table 53: Hygiene in villages 
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EPI  
 
Table 54: Comparison between “Family member under 18” and “Number of child vaccinated”  
 
    N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean  Std. Deviation 
 
Family member under 18 42      1       7  129 3.07    1.552 
Number of child vaccinated 42      1       6  105 2.50    1.254 
       
 
Though many efforts have been made over the years either by government bod ies or NGOs about children 
vaccination, the findings illustrate that the average number of children per family who have been vaccinated 
against the 6-preventable diseases is 2.50 persons whereas the average number of children under 18 is 3.07. 
The gap is explainable by the fact that emphasis on immunization is quiet recent in Cambodian public health 
history and relies on international donors' funding and NGOs interventions that were almost non-existent 10 
years ago.  
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Table 55: Illnesses which children below 2 years of age have been vaccinated against 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Tuberculosis                                24       14.4       57.1 
Polio                                       36       21.6       85.7 
Tetanus                                     24       14.4       57.1 
Measles                              38       22.8       90.5 
Diphtheria                                  16        9.6       38.1 
Whooping cough                             27       16.2       64.3 
Others                                2        1.2        4.8 
                                                     
Total responses         167      100.0     397.6 
 
90.5%13 of mothers mentioned that they have their children vaccinated against Measles, whereas another 
85.7% has children vaccinated against Polio. High coverage of measles immunization is related to two 
supplementary campaigns conducted in 2002 in Kong Pisey district. 
 
Table 56: Is it normal to not vaccinate a child? 
 

                                                               Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      36  85.7  85.7 
Yes      4  9.5  95.2 
Don't know     2  4.8  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
According to those results, we conclude some mothers need more education to really make and informed 
choice on the pro and con of children vaccination. 
  
Table 57: Is your under 2 years old child fully vaccinated 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      1  2.4  2.4 
Yes      41  97.6  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 58: Child under 5 received Vit A capsule last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      15  35.7  35.7 
Yes      27  64.3  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

                                                 
13 Please note that the questionnaire is for mothers with child under 2 years of age. Therefore, we should not expected 
100% of full coverage since some children have not yet reach the age to recieve some antigenes. For example, by the 
time of interview, a mother of a  two months old child was questionned.  
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Two third of children have received Vitamin A supplementation, which is far above the national average.  
Efforts should be made to improve the coverage aiming at suppressing the deficiency among children leading 
to night blindness. 
 
Table 59: Mother got Vitamin A two weeks after delivery 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      27  64.3  64.3 
Yes      15  35.7  100.0 
Total      42  100.0  
Results are speaking by themselves.  
 
Table 60: Best time for child vaccination  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
At birth       12  28.6  28.6 
A month after birth    21  50.0  78.6 
Before 2 years old    1  2.4  81.0 
Whenever      2  4.8  85.7 
Others      1  2.4  88.1 
Don't know     5  11.9  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
 
Table 61: Ever been told to vaccinate children? 
 

                                                                  Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      2  4.8  4.8 
Yes      40  95.2  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
95.2% of mothers disclosed they have been told to vaccinate their children, meaning pos itive behavior from 
HC staff and VHSG in charge of health education toward the community. 
 
 
Nutrition  

 
Table 62: Understanding groups of foods  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
2 groups      3  7.1  7.1 
3 groups      4  9.5  16.7 
4 groups      1  2.4  19.0 
Don't know     34  81.0  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
________________________________________________________________________ _______________ 
 
It is not surprising to find out that only 9.5% of mothers correctly mentioned there are 3 groups of food since 
it is too new for the community to be aware of.  
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Table 63; Mentioning groups or category of food by mothers   
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Building food                              1        7.7       12.5 
Energy food                                3       23.1       37.5 
Protection food                            1        7.7       12.5 
Vit A-rich food                            1        7.7       12.5 
Protein food                               2       15.4       25.0 
Don't know                                 5       38.5       62.5 
 
Total responses          13      100.0     162.5 
 
Among the 8 mothers equivalent to 19% that mentioned the correct number of food groups, we have 
explored deeper by asking them to describe what the groups are. Numerous incomplete answers were given, 
but the vast majority (62,5%) was not able to reply.  
 
 
Table 64: What constitutes protein food?  
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When asked what constitutes protein-rich food, 40% of mothers referred to food containing vegetables, 
whereas another 29% said they ignore protein source. 31% of mothers mentioned correctly that protein-rich 
food is of meat.   
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Table 65: Crops the family grows at home or available at home  
 

                                                                  Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Corn                                        1         .4        2.4 
Sugar cane                                  6        2.2       14.3 
Taro                                        4        1.5        9.5 
Coconut                                     26        9.6       61.9 
Cassava                                     19        7.0       45.2 
Yam                                         3        1.1        7.1 
Sweet potato                                4        1.5        9.5 
Bean                                        5        1.8       11.9 
Banana                                      31       11.4       73.8 
Peanut                                      2         .7        4.8 
Cowpea                                      1         .4        2.4 
Pigeon pea                                  8        2.9       19.0 
Pumpkin                                     11        4.0       26.2 
Courgettes                                  18        6.6       42.9 
Mango                                       22        8.1       52.4 
Papaya                                      25        9.2       59.5 
Elephant apple tree                        12        4.4       28.6 
Persia                                      6        2.2       14.3 
Lemon                                       5        1.8       11.9 
Honeydew melon                            6        2.2       14.3 
Morning glory/Kang Kong                    16        5.9       38.1 
Jack fruit                                  14        5.1       33.3 
Amaranth                                    13        4.8       31.0 
Mustache green                             9        3.3       21.4 
Others                                      5        1.8       11.9 
                                                    
Total responses          272      100.0     647.6 
 
Banana trees appear to be the most popular ones people grow followed by coconut, mango and papaya. 
These are the easy-growing trees, which require less attention and irrigation. In contrast, corn and cowpea 
are rarely grown. This might due to the quality of land and sufficient care they require.   
 
 
Table 66: Frequency of giving meat to child 
 

17

50

17

7 10

0

10

20

30

40

50

Daily Once every
2/3 days

Once a
week

Once
fortnigh

Other

 
 
Meat represents an expensive food to eat and only well of families can offer. Majority of mothers are given 
their children meat two or three times a week.  
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Table 67: Frequency of giving vegetables to child 
 

38
45

2,6 2,4 2
10

0
10
20
30
40
50

Daily Once
every 2/3

days

Once a
week

Once a
month

Once
fortnigh

Other

 
 
38% of the mothers affirmed that their children are given vegetable everyday, whilst 45%, once every 2 or 3 
days. Nevertheless, the main food provision remains rice. 
 
 
 
HIV/AIDS  
 
 
Table 68: The most frequent diseases in village 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Fever      25  59.5  59.5 
DHF      7  16.7  76.2 
Cough      2  4.8  81.0 
Typhoid     1  2.4  83.3 
Diarrhea     5  11.9  95.2 
Cholera      1  2.4  97.6 
Others      1  2.4  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Amazingly, there was no any interviewed mother mentioning HIV/AIDS as a frequent occurred disease in 
villages although Kampong Speu province, according to the national sentinel surveillance system is reported 
with one of the highest prevalence nationwide. Fever was mentioned to be the most common disease 
followed by DHF and Diarrhea.  
 
Table 69: Knowledge about HIV/AIDS  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      4  9.5  9.5 
Yes      38  90.5  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Though AIDS was not previously mentioned as common diseases, we came to realize that 90.5% of 
interviewed mothers are aware of this disease.  
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Table 70: How do the families know about AIDS? 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                            Count    Responses   Cases 
Don't know                                  4        4.2        9.5 
Health campaign                            16       16.7       38.1 
Friends                                     11       11.5       26.2 
Radio                                       24       25.0       57.1 
TV                                          23       24.0       54.8 
Leaflets                                    5        5.2       11.9 
Poster/billboard                            1        1.0        2.4 
Newspaper/magazine                         1        1.0        2.4 
Others                                      4        4.2        9.5 
Don't know                                  7        7.3       16.7 
                                                     
Total responses           96      100.0     228.6 
 
Radio and television are seen to be main channel making people aware of HIV/AIDS followed by health 
campaign and word of mouth. Posters, leaflets, newspapers and magazines are found to be ineffective ways 
of raising HIV/AIDS awareness among community people. This might be related to the low level of literacy 
in the area. 
 
Table 71: How does HIV spread from one to another?  
 
                                                                 Pct of     Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses    Cases 
Don't know                                  7        8.8        16.7 
Sexual intercourse                         30       37.5        71.4 
Collective needle                           19       23.8        45.2 
Mother to child during pregnancy           4        5.0         9.5 
Blood transfusion                          19       23.8        45.2 
Others                                      1        1.3         2.4 
                                                     
Total responses           80      100.0      190.5 
 
When asked the ways in which a person can catch HIV, sexual intercourse, using collective needle, and 
blood transfusion were correctly mentioned. Nevertheless, 8.8% of interviewed mothers admitted 
unawareness.  

 
Table 72: HIV/AIDS preventive measures  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                            Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Don't know                                  6        8.5       14.3 
One spouse                                  15       21.1       35.7 
Use condom                                  32       45.1       76.2 
No sharing of razor                        6        8.5       14.3 
Avoid collective injection                 12       16.9       28.6 
                                                     
Total responses           71      100.0     169.0 
 
45.1% of mothers said to prevent HIV, condom is one of the best measure followed by 21.1 % that referred 
to the honesty with spouse. Despite this 8.5% of mothers confessed of being unaware of how HIV can be 
deterred.  
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Table 73: Feeling toward people with AIDS 
 
Willing to know the feeling of people toward 
those with HIV/AIDS, we found out that 35.8% 
either do not like to live near infected persons or 
are afraid by. However, among all the mothers, 
33.3% expressed feeling of empathy toward 
PLWA.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mother and child health care  
 
Table 74: Went for ANC during the last pregnancy  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No where     10  23.8  23.8 
Health center      27  64.3  88.1 
Hospital     4  9.5  97.6 
Private clinic      1  2.4  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Although most of the mothers have gone to appropriate places for pregnancy checkup, 23.8% did not receive 
any antenatal acre. It is a behavior to be changed in a country with a MMR of 473/100 000. Surprisingly, two 
third of ANC are performed by health centers staff.  
 
 
Table 75: Who cut last child's cord? 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Midwife     9  21.4  21.4 
TBA      33  78.6  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
 
TBAs remain the most accessible resource, both in terms of distance and cost, for delivering pregnant 
women in the countryside. Unfortunately, TBAs, often illiterate and aged, cannot offer proper hygienic 
delivery neither always being of good advices for the mother. 
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Table 76: Mothers vaccinated against TT2 during the last pregnancy (Check card) 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
Yes      34  81.0  81.0 
Yes, but lost card    6  14.3  95.2 
No      2  4.8  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Only 4.8% of mothers are found out to have not received TT2 vaccination. In 2002, two supplement ary 
campaigns of TT vaccination were conducted in Kong Pisei OD with E&D and UNICEF support that could 
explain the high TT coverage amongst women. 
  
 
Table 77: Mothers got Vit A after 2 months of delivery 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
No      25  59.5  59.5 
Yes      17  40.5  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 78: Knowledge of birth control methods  
 
                                                                  Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Calendar                                    2        2.3        4.8 
Pill                                        36       41.9       85.7 
IUD                                         9       10.5       21.4 
Injection                                   23       26.7       54.8 
Condom                                      11       12.8       26.2 
Don't know                                  5        5.8       11.9 
                                                    
Total responses           86      100.0     204.8 
 
Measuring the level of understanding pertinent to birth-spacing methods, we see that most of the mothers are 
aware of appropriate means to control undesired birth although 11.9% confessed they do not know how any 
method.  
 
Table 79: Measures taken to control birth  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Pill                                        17       42.5       45.9 
Injection                                   3        7.5        8.1 
Condom                                      1        2.5        2.7 
Continuous breast feeding                  1        2.5        2.7 
Others                                      8       20.0       21.6 
Don't know                                  10       25.0       27.0 
                                                     
Total responses           40      100.0     108.1 
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Pills turned out to be the most popular and accepted birth spacing method in Cambodia, followed by 
injection as modern techniques, whereas 21.6% has mentioned other means, which cannot be revealed in 
front of interviewers.  
 
Section 3: Family economy  

 
Table 80: Primary source of income last year  
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Rice sale                                   14       33.3       33.3 
Vegetable sale                              6       14.3       14.3 
Livestock sale                              8       19.0       19.0 
Sale labor                                  3        7.1        7.1 
Cottage industry            6       14.3       14.3 
Factory workers                             1        2.4        2.4 
Others                                      4        9.5        9.5 

                                                   
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
Four major sources represented the interviewed families' primary income last year, namely cash rice, 
vegetable and livestock trading and small business. It is obv ious with such figure that very few opportunities 
exist for rural population to make a living outside agriculture.  
 
Table 81: Secondary source of income last year  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Crop sale                                   6       14.3       14.3 
Vegetable sale                              4        9.5        9.5 
Livestock sale                              11       26.2       26.2 
Sale labor                                  6       14.3       14.3 
Formal employment                          5       11.9       11.9 
Small business or cottage industry         7       16.7       16.7 
Others                                      3        7.1        7.1 
                                                    
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
Concerning secondary income sources, selling of livestock products is quoted as the main family income 
followed by small business and crop sale/labor sale, emphasizing the lack of other means of earning..  
 
Table 82: Tertiary source of income last year  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                             Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Crop sale                                   6       14.3       14.3 
Vegetable sale                              4        9.5        9.5 
Livestock sale                              7       16.7       16.7 
Sale labor                                  2        4.8        4.8 
Formal employment                          16       38.1       38.1 
Small business or cottage industry         2        4.8        4.8 
Others                                      5       11.9       11.9 
                                                     
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
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Formal employment referring to jobs in private or public sectors constituted the main tertiary source during 
last year showing clearly the low wages within the tertiary system in Cambodia. It is followed again by sale 
of livestock and crop production.  
 
Table 83: Husband’s main job in dry season 
 

During the dry season in rural 
Cambodia, resources are scarce 
and force many people to 
migrate to seek complementary 
income. Thus, although 21% of 
mothers notified us their 
husbands' job during the dry 
season as farmers, another 14% 
said they became moto-taxi 
drivers in Phnom Penh. Another 
majority of men have migrated 
to Phnom Penh for labor as 
construction workers (21%).  
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Table 84: Husbands’ job in wet season  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Farmer      40  95.2  95.2 
NGO or company staff    2  4.8  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
As expected, 95.2% of interviewees’ husbands are farmers during rainy seasons, whilst a minority (2%) are 
employed by the tertiary sector. 
 
Table 85: Is the family in cash-debt today? 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      19  45.2  45.2 
Yes      23  54.8  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0  
  
More than half of household interviewed reported to be indebted.  
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Table 86: Reason for borrowing 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Health care                                 6       18.8       26.1 
Food                                        8       25.0       34.8 
Housing                                     1        3.1        4.3 
Purchase asset                              1        3.1        4.3 
Agriculture                                 8       25.0       34.8 
Make business                               7       21.9       30.4 
Payback debt                                1        3.1        4.3 
                                                     
Total responses           32      100.0     139.1 
 
54.8% of mothers conceded of being in cash-debt for varieties of reasons ranging from agriculture/businesses 
purpose and purchasing food for consumption14 to health care issues. 46,9% families are in cash-debt for 
having borrowed  capital to invest on business or agro productions, the latter to make a living. According to 
the average interest rate offered either by micro-finance institutions or local lenders, we can guess that those 
families will face tremendous difficulties to get out from the poverty cycle. 
 
Table 87: Amount of debt 
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Table 88: Sources of loans  
 
                                                                  Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Relatives                                   3       11.1       13.0 
Private money lender                       3       11.1       13.0 
LO/WOSO                                    11       40.7       47.8 
Gover't loan program                       1        3.7        4.3 
Micro-finance Institution (MFI)                            9       33.3       39.1 
                                                     
Total responses           27      100.0     117.4 
 
47.8% of families interviewed have borrowed from LO/WOSO15 small credit scheme, whereas another 
33.3% resorted to MFI, namely ACLEDA, PRASAC, EMT16. However, 13% of families were obliged to 
choice for private moneylenders, which are known to charge higher interest rate17 compared to other sources.  
 

                                                 
14 2002 was the worse drought in Cambodia since 50 years. 2000 and 2001 have seen severe floods around the country 
plunging rural families in indebtness cycle 
15 Interest rate is only 2% per month 
16 Interest rate is around 4% per month  
17 Interest rate is around 10 to 20% per month 
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Table 89: Expected duration of payoff  
 
     N Minimum Maximum Mean 
  
Expected duration of payback  23 2  12  8.48   
    
Months      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
2      1  2.4  4.3 
6      8  19.0  34.8 
8      2  4.8  8.7 
10      7  16.7  30.4 
11      1  2.4  4.3 
12      4  9.5  17.4 
Total      23  54.8  100.0 
Missing (97)     19  45.2  
  
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
According to that table, we found out that the average duration of repayment for the 23 families who are in 
cash debt is 8.48 months. The duration of repayment reflects the low return level on investment, meaning 
borrowers are making small profits from their loan. This, as result, might become a cycle of borrowing and 
repaying.  
 
Table 90: In rice debt today? 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      29  69.0  69.0 
Yes      13  31.0  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
  
Table 85 revealed that 54,8% of interviewed families were in cash debt, whilst the table 90 shows 31% of 
interviewers are in rice debt, one among the two main copying mechanisms poor usually resort to18.  It 
reflects as well the high level of food insecurity in the target areas of LO program. 
 
Table 91: Amount of debt in rice  
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Less than 200 kg    10  23.8  76.9 
200 to 500 kg      3  7.1  23.1 
Total      13  31.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     29  69.0 
   
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Luckily, only 7.1% of interviewees are in rice debt of between 200 to 500 kg, whereas the rests are in rice 
debt of less than 200 kg. It is usual that the more they borrow rice the poorer the families are. Poor families 
typically have a lot of children tend to borrow more for consumption.  

                                                 
18 Please note that the interest rate of private rice lenders  is usually 100% for a period of 6 months.  
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Table 92: Sources of rice debt 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Relatives     4  9.5  30.8 
Private lender      4  9.5  30.8 
Neighbors     1  2.4  7.7 
Other NGOs     4  9.5  30.8 
Total      13  31.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     29  69.0  
  
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
When asked sources the rice is borrowed from, respectively relatives, private lenders, neighbors, and NGOs 
were mentioned. Private lenders are seen to be one of the three outstanding sources in spite of quite high 
interest rate when compared to other sources19.    
 
Table 93: Reasons for borrowing 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Consumption      6  14.3  46.2 
Leisure/social     1  2.4  7.7 
Agriculture     6  14.3  46.2 
Total      13  31.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     29  69.0  
  
Total      42  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Consumption and plantation are the only two outstanding reasons quoted. The latter is significant in term of 
gap between two harvests. 
 
Table 94: Expected duration of repayment 
 
     N Minimum Maximum Mean  
 
Expected duration of repayment   13 4  12  7.08  
      
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
4      1  2.4  7.7 
5      2  4.8  15.4 
6      4  9.5  30.8 
7      2  4.8  15.4 
8      1  2.4  7.7 
10      2  4.8  15.4 
12      1  2.4  7.7 
Total      13  31.0  100.0   
Missing (97)     29  69.0  
   
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

                                                 
19 Most of the time not interest from relatives; NGO 10 to 20% interest rate per 6 months.  
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Whilst the average expected duration of cash repayment is 8.48 months,  the rice reimbursement is only 7.08 
months. This is not surprising since most of people tend to borrow rice during the dry season or beginning of 
rainy season and then repay back at the end of harvest season, which is usually six month later. 
 
Table 95: Ever attended agriculture-related training 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                              Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Rice crops                                  6        9.7       14.3 
Vegetable growing                          18       29.0       42.9 
Animal or poultry husbandry                12       19.4       28.6 
Fish raising                                1        1.6        2.4 
IPM                                         2        3.2        4.8 
None of the above                          4        6.5        9.5 
Others                                      1        1.6        2.4 
Don't know                                  18       29.0       42.9 
                                                     
Total responses           62      100.0     147.6 
 
 
Table 96: Course organizers 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
LO/WOSO     18  42.9  90.0 
District agr. promoter     1  2.4  5.0 
Don't know     1  2.4  5.0 
Total      20  47.6  100.0  
Missing (97)     22  52.4 
    
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
The above tables show that the majority of interviewed women (42.9%) have attended vegetable growing 
training, whereas another 28.6% attended animal and husbandry training. It is interesting to notice that 90% 
of the agriculture-related trainings were organized by LO/WOSO, assistance from government institutions is 
inexistent (2.4%).  
 
Table 97: Primary expenses last year 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                    Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Child education                             1        2.4        2.4 
Health care                                 3        7.1        7.1 
Food                                        25       59.5       59.5 
Housing                                     1        2.4        2.4 
Agriculture                                 9       21.4       21.4 
Buy asset                                   3        7.1        7.1 
                                                     
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
Once asked to rank the 3 major household expenses for the past year, food (59.5%) appears to be the first 
one seconded  by agriculture purpose (21.4%) and health care (7.1%). Put back in the context of last year 
drought disaster, which hampered food production, highlights the huge cost of food access. 
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Table 98: Secondary expenses last year 
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Child education                            3        7.1        7.1 
Health care                                13       31.0        31.0 
Food                                       10       23.8       23.8 
Housing                                    2        4.8        4.8 
Leisure/social                             3        7.1        7.1 
Agriculture                                9       21.4       21.4 
Others                                     2        4.8        4.8 
                                                     
Total responses          42      100.0     100.0 
 
Surprisingly, health care, food, and agriculture, which are the three outstanding primary expenses, are 
becoming, again, the main secondary expenses. 31% of cases admitted health care as the secondary family 
expenses reflecting the high cost of services both at private and public facilities. 
 
Table 99: Tertiary expenses last year 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                             Count    Responses   Cases 
Child education                             5       11.9       11.9 
Health care                                 8       19.0       19.0 
Food                                        2        4.8        4.8 
Housing                                     6       14.3       14.3 
Clothing                                    9       21.4       21.4 
Leisure/social                              4        9.5        9.5 
Agriculture                                 4        9.5        9.5 
Buy asset                                   2        4.8        4.8 
Others                                      2        4.8        4.8 
                                                    
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
Clothing emerges as the first tertiary expenses followed by health care and housing. In short, by analyzing 
the 3 major expenses families made last year, health care was the main expense among all the interviewed. 
The latter shows health care to represent 7.1% of primary expense; 31% of secondary expenses; and 19% of 
tertiary expenses.  
 
Table 100: Expected primary expenses next year 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                             Count    Responses   Cases 
Child education                             1        2.4        2.4 
Health care                                 1        2.4        2.4 
Food                                        6       14.3       14.3 
Housing                                     10       23.8       23.8 
Clothing                                    1        2.4        2.4 
Payback debt                                1        2.4        2.4 
Agriculture                                 13       31.0       31.0 
Buy asset                                   6       14.3       14.3 
Others                                      3        7.1        7.1 
                                                    
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
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When asked what the families expect to be the primary expenses for the coming year, 31% referred to 
agriculture purpose, followed by housing in terms of house repairing and building, and then food. 
Surprisingly,  health care is not quoted as planed expenditures although it usually represents one of the main 
shares, meaning for instance that the road is still long for health insurance scheme introduction.  
 
Table 101: Expected secondary expenses next year  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                 Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Health care                                 3        7.1        7.1 
Food                                        10       23.8       23.8 
Housing                                     7       16.7       16.7 
Clothing                                    2        4.8        4.8 
Leisure/social                              1        2.4        2.4 
Agriculture                                 7       16.7       16.7 
Buy asset                                   11       26.2       26.2 
Others                                      1        2.4        2.4 
                                                     
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
26.2% report buying assets would be the secondary expenses for the coming year, followed by food 
purchasing.  
 
Table 102: Expected tertiary expenses next year  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Child education                             3        7.1        7.1 
Health care                                 6       14.3       14.3 
Food                                        6       14.3       14.3 
Housing                                     5       11.9       11.9 
Clothing                                    5       11.9       11.9 
Leisure/social                              2        4.8        4.8 
Payback debt                                3        7.1        7.1 
Agriculture                                 6       14.3       14.3 
Buy asset                                   5       11.9       11.9 
Others                                      1        2.4        2.4 
 
Total responses           42      100.0     100.0 
 
14.3% of the cases anticipated that health care, food and agriculture purpose might be the firsts tertiary 
expenses for the next year.  
 
Vocational training skill desire  
 
Table 103: Desire for vocational training 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      4  9.5  9.5 
Yes      38  90.5  100.0 
 
Total      42  100.0    
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Table 104: Kinds of vocational training wanted  
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Tailoring     24  57.1  63.2 
Silk weaving      3  7.1  7.9 
Mate weaving     1  2.4  2.6 
Hair dressing     1  2.4  2.6 
Weeding decorating    2  4.8  5.3 
Cooking     3  7.1  7.9 
Bamboo production    2  4.8  5.3 
Others      1  2.4  2.6 
Don't know     1  2.4  2.6 
Total      38  90.5  100.0 
Missing (97)     4  9.5 
    
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Intended to query about which vocational training suits demand and situation of the people in the target area, 
it appears that the vast majority of interviewees want to learn new skills. The main sector that attracts people 
is tailoring, that could be explained as a pre-training need to later work in garment factories, which is the 
only industrial sector developed in Cambodia and recruit mainly adolescents from rural areas 20. 
 
 
Table 105: Willing to spend/contribute to attend vocational training  
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
No      5  11.9  13.2 
Yes      29  69.0  76.2 
No yet decide      4  9.5  10.5 
Total      38  90.5  100.0  
Missing (97)     4  9.5 
    
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Table 106: Reasons for unwillingness to pay/contribute in training  
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No money      4  9.5  80.0 
Don't want to waste time   1  2.4  20.0 
Total      5  11.9  100.0  
Missing (97)     37  88.1    
 
Total      42  100.0    
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Although majority on interviewees agree to contribute to vocational training cost (69%), two reasons were 
mentioned regarding the unwillingness to contribute: 80% said they do not have money, whereas another 
20% mentioned though they could participate financially they will not attend any training should they need 
to pay for. It is a challenge for development workers because it reflects a risk of dependency and a poor level 
of participation from the beneficiaries.  

 
 

                                                 
20 Average salaries in garnment sector are around 45 $ 
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8.2.2. Part B (fathers) 
 
Section 1 : General understanding 
 
Table 107: Interview time and ages of interviewees 
 
     N Minimum Maximum Mean 
   
Total interview time   70 27  90  40.54   
Interviewee's ages    70 26  61  42.73   
 
 
As previously explained, Part B of the questionnaire is tailored for fathers with children above 10 years old. 
Among the 70 interviewed fathers, we found that all of them are Buddhists. The interviewing time ranges 
from 27 to 90 minutes with the average of 40.54 mn per case. It is noticed that the average interview time is 
more than expected.  
 
We found the age of fathers with children above 10 years ranges from 26 to 61 years with an average of 
42.73 years.   
    
Table 108: Marital status 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Married       68  97.1  97.1 
Widow      2  2.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Table 109: Main job in dry season 

 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Palm sugar producing (26%) turned out to be the main occupation during the dry season, while vegetable 
growing ranks second. 16% are working (staying) at home during the season.  
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Table 110: Main job in rainy season  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Farming      66  94.3  94.3 
Vegetable grower    1  1.4  95.7 
Work at home     2  2.9  98.6 
No regular job     1  1.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
In wet season, not surprisingly, 94.3% of fathers cultivate rice.  
 
Table 111: Educational background 
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7% of interviewees are de facto illiterate whilst the vast majority (57%) has only a primary level of 
education.  
 
Table 112: Cross tabulation between “Educational background” and “Living standard”   
  
    Living standard Total 

 
    Impoverish Poor Medium Above medium Rich  
        

Never attend school  2 2 1  5 
Primary school (1-6) 5 21 11 2 1 40 
Secondary school (7-9) 4 8 12   24 

Educational 
background 
  
  
  

High school (10-12)  1    1 

        
Total   9 32 25 3 1 70 
 
Surprisingly, it seems there is an opposite relation between educational background and family living 
standard. For instance, 4 fathers who are either illiterate or had only primary education, are having better 
living standard compared to those of secondary or high school education level. Theoretically, there should be 
positive co-relation between high educational background and living stan dard.  
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Table 113: Families living standard 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Impoverish     9  12.9  12.9 
Poor      32  45.7  58.6 
Medium      25  35.7  94.3 
Above medium     3  4.3  98.6 
Rich      1  1.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
58.6% of interviewed families is found to be living under the poverty line whilst 35.7% admitted to be 
medium families 21.  
 
Table 114: Cross tabulation between “Total family member” and “Living standard” 
   
   Living standard Total 

 
   Impoverish Poor Medium Above medium Rich  
        

3 1     1 
4 1 1    2 
5 1 1 5 1  8 
6 2 11 6 2 1 22 
7 2 6 3   11 
8  7 1   8 
9  3 6   9 
10 2 1 4   7 
11  1    1 

Total 
family 
member 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  12  1    1 
        
Total  9 32 25 3 1 70 
 
Using cross tabulation analysis, we found out that the more members in the family, th e poorer the family is, 
i.e. families with 6 or less persons seem to have better living standard. It is logical particularly if the family 
has too many young children and old people in burden. On another hand, though the family size is huge but 
comprises of adult people, the family tends to be above or at least medium standard since it has enough labor 
force for generating income.   
 
 
Section 2: Education  
 
Table 115: Statistic comparison between number of children and school attendance 
 
     N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 
 
# of school-age children    70 1  8  267 3.81 
# of children at school   70 0  6  196 2.80 
# of school drop-out children  70 0  6  71 1.01 
   
 
 

                                                 
21 Please refer to wealth ranking results in PLA findings to see the criteria selected 
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Table 116: Reasons of dropping out of schools  
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No school desire    6  8.6  18.8 
Poverty       13  18.6  40.6 
Health problem     1  1.4  3.1 
Generate income for family   11  15.7  34.4 
Others      1  1.4  3.1 
Total      32  45.7  100.0 
Missing (97)     38  54.3 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________
_ 
Table 115 reveals that the average school-age children is 3.81 per family, but the average school-age 
children who are currently at schools is only 2.80.  
 
The number of children dropping out school ranges from null up to 6 children with an average of 1.01. 71 of 
the 196 identified school age children have once dropped out of school to help generating income for 
families. The number  of school dropouts is quite high, virtually 35%.    
 
Table 117: Cross tabulation between “# of school drop-out children” and “living standard”  
 
   Living standard Total 

 
   Impoverish Poor Medium Above medium Rich   
        

0 5 14 17 2  38 
1 1 7 4  1 13 
2 2 4 2 1  9 
3  3    3 
4  3 2   5 
5 1     1 

# of school 
drop-out 
children 
  
  
  
  6  1    1 
        
Total  9 32 25 3 1 70 
 
There is a logical co-relation between dropping out school and family living standard. We found out that the 
majorit y of children stopping school are from medium and below standard families.  
 
Table 118: Highest grade any child in the family attended 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Primary but cannot read or write    9  12.9  12.9 
Primary but can read and write   28  40.0  52.9 
Secondary school    29  41.4  94.3 
High school     4  5.7  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Only 5.7% of interviewees’ children were reported to have attended or are attending high schools, whereas 
41.4% others are in or used to attended secondary schools. Surprisingly and worrying, up to 12.9% of 
children from primary schools cannot read and write.  
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Table 119: Interviewees’ ability to read and write 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
None      6  8.6  8.6 
Little      22  31.4  40.0 
Medium      36  51.4  91.4 
Well       6  8.6  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
8.6% of fathers admitted they cannot read or write. All together up to 91,4% of fathers either cannot read and 
write or face difficulty to; only 8,6% report proficiency in writing and reading. It is quite worrying because it 
reflects the very low standard of Cambodian education system, which does not prepare properly its 
population to enter in the labor market and diminish any future opportunity for a better life. 
 
Table 120: Desire for adult literacy class 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      40  57.1  57.1 
Yes      30  42.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Table 121: Reasons for not wanting to attend adult literacy class 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No time     15  21.4  37.5 
Unnecessary     12  17.1  30.0 
Others      13  18.6  32.5 
Total      40  57.1  100.0 
Missing (97)     30  42.9 
   
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Once asked for their intention to attend adult literacy class, 57.1% of them answered negatively: they are all 
the fathers who are already able to read and write. 42, 9% expressed the desire for attending in such a class 
for escaping illiteracy.  
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Section 3: Gender Equity  
 
Table 122: Management and control of family assets by husband   
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                    Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Farm land                                   27       18.6       60.0 
Money                                       7        4.8       15.6 
Livestock                                   14        9.7       31.1 
House                                       14        9.7       31.1 
Child's education                           14        9.7       31.1 
Child's marriage                            7        4.8       15.6 
Buy expensive assets                       12        8.3       26.7 
Taking loan                                 5        3.4       11.1 
Advising & educating children              15       10.3       33.3 
Family expense                             8        5.5       17.8 
Generating family income                   22       15.2       48.9 
                                                    
Total responses          145      100.0     322.2 
 
Fathers seem to be respons ible for farmland management (60%), generating income (48,9%) but as well for 
children education. Traditionally in Cambodia, housewifes are in charge of family budget management. 
 
 
Table 123: Management and control of family assets by wife  
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                  Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Farm land                                  7        3.5       11.7 
Money                                      48       23.8       80.0 
Livestock                                  26       12.9       43.3 
House                                      28       13.9       46.7 
Child's education                          14        6.9       23.3 
Child's marriage                           6        3.0       10.0 
Buy expensive assets                      11        5.4       18.3 
Taking loan                                12        5.9       20.0 
Advising & educating children             8        4.0       13.3 
Family expense                            32       15.8       53.3 
Generating family income                  10        5.0       16.7 
                                                     
Total responses         202      100.0     336.7 
 
We notice that 80% of men report their wives to be in charge of money, generated either by husbands or 
themselves, in terms of spending and saving. 53.3% of fathers let us know that, though they are the main 
income generators, expenses in the households are usually managed and controlled by their wives. This 
finding sounds correct according to Cambodian proverb saying: “wealth can remain thanks to women.” 
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Table 124: Management and control of family assets by both husband and wife   
             
                                                    Pct of    Pct of 
Description                              Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Farm land                                  36        8.5       55.4 
Money                                       15        3.5       23.1 
Livestock                                   30        7.1       46.2 
House                                       28        6.6       43.1 
Child's education                           42        9.9       64.6 
Child's marriage                            57       13.5       87.7 
Buy expensive assets                       47       11.1       72.3 
Taking loan                                 53       12.5       81.5 
Advising & educating children              47       11.1       72.3 
Family expenses                             30        7.1       46.2 
Generating family income                   38        9.0       58.5 
                                                     
Total responses          423      100.0     650.8 
 
As we have noticed from the previous tables, men are mainly responsible for generating income and 
managing fixed assets, whereas women are held responsible for controlling and managing the budget. This 
table reveals that there are certain issues jointly managed by both husbands and wives. For instance, 
children’s education and marriage are usually decided commonly. Moreover, though some families 
mentioned that expenses are managed only by wives, big expenses need decision from the couple.  
  
Table 125: Preference in sending child for higher education  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Boy      40  57.1  57.1 
Girl      2  2.9  60.0 
Both      28  40.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
When asked parental preference in sending a child to higher education, 57.1% of fathers said that they would 
privilege boy to girl. Amazingly, only 2.9% wish their daughter to have high education. Nevertheless, 40% 
of fathers reported they would prefer sending both boy and girl if possible.  
 
We can assume that the level of discrimination toward girls in education remains a worrisome. Girls seem to 
have less chance for better education but rather tend to get the burden of generating income for the family.    
 
Table 126: Loving children 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Boy      8  11.4  11.4 
Girl      1  1.4  12.9 
Both      61  87.1  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________ ______________________ 
 
In spite of table 125 findings, 87.1% of cases admitted that they share equal love among son and daughter, 
although 11.4% favor son more than daughter.  
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Table 127: Asking child to drop out of school 
 
      Frequency Percent  Cumulative 
Percent 
 
Boy      13  18.6  18.6 
Girl      42  60.0  78.6 
Both      6  8.6  87.1 
Don't know     9  12.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
As mentioned previously, girls face more risks of being asked to drop out schools for giving hands to the 
families. 60% of fathers admitted should they want a child to help family to survive they will firstly ask 
daughter 22 to stop learning. Only 18.6% will favor boy to drop out.  
 
Table 128: Preference giving good food to child 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Boy      6  8.6  8.6 
Girl      8  11.4  20.0 
Both      54  77.1  97.1 
Don't know     2  2.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Once asked who should receive good food first, 77.1% of fathers said both daughters and sons, meaning no 
discrimination regarding alimentation. 11.4% of cases mentioned that should they have good food, daughters 
would be able to get it first compared to sons.  
 
 
Section 4: Children Rights  
 
Table 129: Child assisting in generating income 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      30  42.9  42.9 
Yes      40  57.1  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 130: Ask an under 18 years old child to generate income  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Yes      23  100.0  100.0 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
22 Daughters support family by taking care of sibblings, generating income, perf orming household chores, etc...  
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Age distribution of children under 18 who are asked to help relief family burden  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
10      2  8.7  8.7 
12      4  17.4  26.1 
13      1  4.3  30.4 
14      2  8.7  39.1 
15      3  13.0  52.2 
16      4  17.4  69.6 
17      7  30.4  100.0 
 
Total      23  100.0   
 
 
Table 131: Jobs those children perform for family incomes 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Factory worker      5  21.7  21.7 
Construction worker    1  4.3  26.1 
Farming     12  52.2  78.3 
Sale labor      2  8.7  87.0 
Wood cutting      2  8.7  95.7 
Others      1  4.3  100.0 
 
Total      23  100.0   
 
57.1% of fathers admitted having asked their children to generate income to cope with hardship. Among 
those families, we found out that 23 out of 40 have resorted to that copying mechanism. By looking at the 
age distribution of children, 7 families (30.4%) have sent children under 14 to work.   
 
Farming turned out to be the primary-job performed by children followed by employment in factories. It is 
tacitly known that when people refer to factory, most of the times it is related to garment and brick factories, 
the two main-type of employments for non qualified workers which absorb most of labor force from 
countryside.  
 
Table 132: How children are punished when misconduct 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Beating      2  2.9  2.9 
Advise/educating    58  82.9  85.7 
Blaming     10  14.3  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Willing to appreciate the level of people understand regarding child-rearing practice and child right issues, 
we have asked the ways parents normally cope with children misconduct. We found that 2.9% of fathers will 
beat children although the majority of them, 82.9% prefer educating or advising children to any form of 
physical punishment. It is certainly a result of the child rights raising awareness carried out since many years 
under the LO program. 
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Table 133: General causes of family conflicts 
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                  Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Poverty                                    16       22.2       22.9 
Gambling                                   1        1.4        1.4 
Alcoholism                                 7        9.7       10.0 
Decision making                          28       38.9      40.0 
Others                                     20       27.8       28.6 
 
Total responses          72      100.0     102.9 
 
When trying to understand the causes underlining family conflicts, it is found that decision making is the 
prevailing cause followed by others private reasons that cannot be disclosed.  
 
 
Section 5: Food Security  
 
Water and Irrigation system  
 
Table 134: Main sources of water for agriculture 
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                  Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Rain                                       59       62.1       84.3 
River and canal                            1        1.1        1.4 
Lake or dam                                24       25.3       34.3 
Pond or well                               11       11.6       15.7 
                                                     
Total responses          95      100.0     135.7 
 
 
Table 135: Adequacy of the water source  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      56  80.0  80.0 
Yes      14  20.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 136: If not sufficient, what other alternatives are 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
None      35  50.0  62.5 
River or canal     1  1.4  1.8  
Lake or stream     7  10.0  12.5 
Well       4  5.7  7.1 
Pond      9  12.9  16.1 
Total      56  80.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     14  20.0  
  
Total      70  100.0   
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Concerning main sources of water for irrigating rice or crops fields, we realize that rain water is mentioned 
as the first source (84.3%), followed by lake or dam (34.4%). When explored deeper, 80% said none of the 
aforementioned sources are fully accessible or sufficient for agriculture purposes.  
 
Looking for other alternatives, 50% of families reported no potential one.  
 
Table 137: Distances from irrigation water sources 
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This diagram reveals that 27.1% of families are living 250 to 500 m from irrigation water sources, 18.6%  
will have to walk above 500 m. Only 20% of families mentioned close access  to water. It is certainly a fact 
to take in account when beneficiaries of home garden are selected. 
 
 
Table 138: Methods used to collect water for irrigation 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Hiring material     31  44.3  44.3 
Own means     31  44.3  88.6 
Others      8  11.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Acknowledging the long distance people face to collect water, we explored deeper the issue by querying on 
the means available to fetch for irrigation. 44.3% answered they turn to hire material getting no mean on 
their own; whereas  44.3% possess device.   
  
Table 139: Main sources of drinking water in dry season  
 

 
 
 
 
There are 3 main drinking water 
source in dry season: (1) 
lake/pond/dam, (2) open wells, and 
(3) piped/pumping wells. 50% of 
households use lake/dam/pond for 
water consumption, whereas and 
24.3% mentioned open wells.  
 
A meager 22,9% of households get 
access to proper piped water 
system. 
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Table 140: Main drinking sources of water in 
wet season  
 
Ponds remain a crucial source of water either in 
dry or wet season. In wet season, rain 23 ranks 
second in order followed by pumping well, and 
lastly open wells.  
 
34.4% mentioned ponds as essential for their 
families, whilst 30% other referred to rain water 
as the main source.   
 
Surprisingly, people tend resort less to piped 
wells during raining season, confirming previous 
survey reporting villagers traditionally favor rain 
water for consumption arguing of better taste.  
 
 
Livestock  
 
Table 141: Household assets 
 
     N Minimum Maximum Sum  Mean 
 
Ox     70 0  4  76  1.09 
Tractor     70 0  0  0  .00 
Cow     70 0  7  102  1.46 
Ox-cart     70 0  1  38  .54 
Plough/rake    70 0  2  76  1.09 
Pig     70 0  2  32  .46 
Chicken     70 0  50  510  7.29 
Duck     70 0  10  62  .89 
Motor     70 0  1  11  .16 
Water pump machine    70 0  1  5  .07 
Bicycle      70 0  3  66  .94 
Radio/cassette player    70 0  1  27  .39 
TV     70 0  1  37  .53 
Generator and loud speaker   70 0  1  1  .01 
Others     70 0  1  2  .03 
      
No interviewed family was found to have a tractor for cultivation. The latter means 100% dependency on 
animal/human force for agriculture. In addition, livestock raising does not seem very developed according to 
the heads' average per household. People are found to have more cows24 than oxen because they are cheaper 
to feed and can either be used for agricultural or raising purposes.  
 
Table 142: Possess land for cultivation  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
No      4  5.7  5.7 
Yes      66  94.3  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
5.7% of households do not possess any land. 

                                                 
23 Few poor people can properly catch rain water for consumption due to house conditions and lack of jars.  
24 Traditionnaly, cows are not adapted for ploughing, but are widely used in our target area, for economic reasons.  
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Table 143:  Vaccinate animals last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      36  51.4  51.4 
Yes      34  48.6  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 144: Animals got sick last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      28  40.0  40.0 
Yes      42  60.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 145: Amount of animals and/or poultries died last year 
 
     N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 
 
Animal died last year    42 0  100  405 9.64 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
None      14  20.0  33.3 
1      3  4.3  40.5 
2      1  1.4  42.9 
3      3  4.3  50.0 
4      3  4.3  57.1 
5      2  2.9  61.9 
6      1  1.4  64.3 
7      1  1.4  66.7 
10      5  7.1  78.6 
12      1  1.4  81.0 
20      2  2.9  85.7 
21      2  2.9  90.5 
22      1  1.4  92.9 
40      1  1.4  95.2 
50      1  1.4  97.6 
100      1  1.4  100.0 
 
Total      42  60.0   
 
Missing (97)     28  40.0 
   
Total      70  100.0   
 
51.4% owners admitted they have not vaccinated their livestock last year resulting in 60% of animal disease. 
A total of 405 husbandries  died last year, averaging 9.64 units per family. In spite of emphasis put by LO 
team on the importance of preventive measures enabling to save money, a vast majority of farmers are still 
reluctant to invest on cheap vaccinations campaigns, wrongly hoping to save cash. 
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Table 146: What to do when animal get sick  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Traditional healer    2  2.9  2.9 
Veterinarian     55  78.6  81.4 
Home treatment      10  14.3  95.7 
Others      3  4.3  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
People seem to prefer to turn to local veterinarians for animal treatment than to traditional healers. Home 
regimen tends to be a usual practice also. 
 
 
Table 147: Have local veterinarians in village 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      16  22.9  22.9 
Yes      54  77.1  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 148: Opinion over the services and quality offered by local vets  
 
      Frequency Percent  Cumulative 
Percent 
 
Poor      9  12.9  16.7 
Good      25  35.7  63.0 
Not so good     20  28.6  100.0 
 
Total      54  77.1   
  
When asked for the availability of local veterinarian at village level, 77.1% of villages get services, whereas 
another 22.9% do not.  
Nevertheless, 28.6% report services and quality not being good of, whilst another 12.9% admitted services to 
be deplorable.  
 
Table 149: Already attended husbandry training 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      55  78.6  78.6 
Yes      15  21.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
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Table 150: Training organizers 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
LO/WOSO     12  17.1  80.0 
Others      2  2.9  13.3 
Don't know     1  1.4  6.7 
Total      15  21.4  100.0 
Missing (97)     55  78.6 
   
Total      70  100.0  
 
It is found that contrary to women, only 21.4% of fathers have ever attended husbandry training. It is noticed 
that most of the training were coordinated and held by LO/WOSO.  
 
Agriculture Techniques 
 
Table 151: Using fertilizer to increase yields and/or production  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
No      1  1.4  1.4 
Yes      65  92.9  94.3 
No land       4  5.7  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 152 Sorts of fertilizer 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Chemical fertilizer    11  15.7  16.9 
Natural fertilizer     14  20.0  21.5 
Mix      40  57.1  61.5 
Total      65  92.9  100.0 
Missing (97)     5  7.1   
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
92.9% of families resort to fertilizer to improve soil quality.  
 
57,1% utilize mix fertilizer, both natural and chemical whereas as much as 20% of families use only natural 
one produce by compost pits, proving slight changes in behavior.  
 
Table 153: Practices applied to preserve soil quality 
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                 Count    Responses   Cases 
None                                       3        2.6        4.5 
Grow grain legumes                        1         .9        1.5 
Manure                                     63       53.8       95.5 
Chemical fertilizer                        17       14.5       25.8 
Retain crop residues on field             15       12.8       22.7 
Spread ashes                               12       10.3       18.2 
Others                                     6        5.1        9.1 
                                                   
Total responses         117      100.0     177.3 
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When asked for practices to conserve soil quality, 95.5% of fathers said they are using manure to conserve 
their soil for long-term use, whereas 25.8% turn to chemical fertilizers.  
 
Only 22.7% practice crop rotation techniques to preserve the soil.   
 
 
Table 154`: Practices carried out to control insects/pests 
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                            Count    Responses   Cases 
 
None                                        9       11.7       13.6 
Bought insecticide                         51       66.2       77.3 
Locally produced natural insecticide       5        6.5        7.6 
Hand pick/kill                             9       11.7       13.6 
None required                               1        1.3        1.5 
Others                                      2        2.6        3.0 
                                                     
Total responses           77      100.0     116.7 
 
Insecticides and hand picking are the two main ways people apply to manage pests. 77.3% of families resort 
to insecticides, whilst 7.6% would use locally produced or natural insecticides. Cost of purchasing chemical 
was reflected in above tables related to household main expenditures. 
 
Table 155: Used to attend agriculture or fishery training 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      57  81.4  81.4 
Yes      13  18.6  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
Only 18.6% of respondents report to be trained on any agro techniques, relatively low percentage compared 
to numerous sessions organized within LO program, which seem to be directed more toward women than 
men.  
 
Table 156: Seed variety grown last year 
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People still stick to local or traditional rice seed varieties, whereas 35% prefer  to employ a mixture of both 
local and modern ones. Only a handful of families can offer to utilize solely improved seeds 25.  
 
Although the reasons were not studied, we can sense via our experienc es that people’s preference rely on:  
(1) cheaper price; (2) easiness to grow with their existing knowledge; (3) availability from the last harvest; 
and (4 ) the taste of improved rice which is believed to be less palatable.  
 
Table 157: Have made dry season cultivation last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No      57  81.4  83.8 
Yes      11  15.7  16.2 
Total      68  97.1  100.0 
Missing (97)     2  2.9  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
Those table reflects the climate situation of 2002 in Cambodia; on ly 15.7% of families were able to grow 
anything during dry season last year, namely those whose rice fields was locating close to water source such 
as lake, dam, pond, and/or channel..  
 
Table 15:8 Reaped wet season rice last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No      3  4.3  4.4 
Yes      65  92.9  95.6  
Total      68  97.1  100.0 
Missing (97)     2  2.9  
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 159: Reasons for had not harvest wet season rice during the last year  
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Nature disaster     1  1.4  33.3 
Others      2  2.9  66.7 
Total      3  4.3  100.0 
Missing (97)     67  95.7  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
4.3% of cases told us that their families were not able to harvest wet season rice last year due to natural 
disaster 26.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
25 Modern variety seeds named IR is available in Cambodia 
26 It has been 3 consecutive years  people in  the area faced natural calamities such as floods and drought .  
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Table 160: Comparative result of last yield with the before last year one  
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Farmers who have been able to harvest wet season rice last year report the 2002 yield to be worse than 2001 
although massive floods hit the area whereas 31% got better harvest than previous year when those farmers 
were affected by floods. 
 
Table 161: Amount of rice yields last year (2002) 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
Less than 500 kg    17  24.3  26.2 
501-800 kg      7  10.0  10.8  
801-1000 kg     4  5.7  6.2 
1001-1500 kg     14  20.0  21.5 
Above 1500 kg     23  32.9  35.4 
Total      65  92.9  100.0 
Missing (97)     5  7.1  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 162: Amount of rice sold last year  
 
     N Minimum Maximum Sum  Mean 
 
Sold rice product?   65 0  2000  17320  266.46 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
No      38  54.3  58.5 
45      1  1.4  1.5 
50      1  1.4  1.5 
75      1  1.4  1.5 
150      1  1.4  1.5 
200      5  7.1  7.7 
300      2  2.9  3.1 
500      5  7.1  7.7 
600      1  1.4  1.5 
1000      6  8.6  9.2 
1400      2  2.9  3.1 
1500      1  1.4  1.5 
2000      1  1.4  1.5 
Total      65  92.9  100.0 
Missing (97)     5  7.1  
  
Total      70  100.0   
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32.9% reported above 1 500 kg of rice harvested per hectare last year; 24.3% could not reach more than 500 
kg27. That meager level of production reflects the poor soil quality in Kong Pisey district. 
 
With such a yield, some families (54,3%) were not able to sell rice for income, obliged to keep their seeds 
for consumption or for an eventual late plantation. The average of rice sold per family is only 266.46 kg, 
which give very small cash in hand. 
 
Table 163: Have land for growing secondary crops or fruit trees 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      21  30.0  30.0 
Yes      49  70.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 164: Size of the land  
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Less than 10A     20  28.6  40.8 
10-50A      23  32.9  46.9 
51-100A     3  4.3  6.1 
Above 100A     3  4.3  6.1 
Total      49  70.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     21  30.0  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
70% of the interviewed families said they possess enough land for growing sec ondary crops or fruit trees, the 
land size varies from 10 A to above a hectare. 32.9% own land from 10 A to 50 A, and only 4.3% have land 
bigger than one hectare for cash crops production.  
 
 
Table 165: Have harvested cash crops last year 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      29  41.4  41.4 
Yes      41  58.6  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
27 It is understood that rice yield varies according to soil quality, seed variety, catering, water adequacy, i.e. 3 ooo liters 
of water are needed to grow 1 kg of rice. In our target areas, the normal yield per hectare is 1.5Mt.   
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Table 166: Amount of crop yields that were sold (Income measured in Riels)  
 
     N Minimum Maximum Sum  Mean 
 
If yes, Sold that product?  41 0  4500000 11659000 284365.85 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      5  7.1  12.2 
4000      1  1.4  14.6 
5000      1  1.4  17.1 
20000      2  2.9  22.0 
30000      2  2.9  26.8 
40000      2  2.9  31.7 
60000      1  1.4  34.1 
80000      1  1.4  36.6 
90000      1  1.4  39.0 
100000      5  7.1  51.2 
150000      1  1.4  53.7 
190000      1  1.4  56.1 
200000      6  8.6  70.7 
300000      7  10.0  87.8 
500000      2  2.9  92.7 
700000      1  1.4  95.1 
900000      1  1.4  97.6 
4500000     1  1.4  100.0 
Total      41  58.6   
 
Missing (97)     29  41.4 
   
Total      70  100.0   
 
When asked about secondary crops' reap last year, 58.6% reported being able to. Though people have 
harvested, 7.1% did not afford to sell their products due to the too meager yield that was just enough for 
household consumption. On another hand, few families managed to generate income of more than 700,000 
Riels thanks to their cash crops.  
The average income was 284,365 Riels per families, equivalent to roughly 73 US $.   
 
Table 167: Method employed to store grains for family purpose 
  
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                    Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Bag or container in house                  61       80.3       88.4 
Under shelter                               3        3.9        4.3 
Special storages                            9       11.8       13.0 
Don't need storages                        3        3.9        4.3 
                                                     
Total responses           76      100.0     110.1 
 
80.3% households utilize bags or containers made of bamboo to store grain. Only 11.8% use specially 
granaries. Nevertheless, 3.9% ironically answered their families do not need any mean since they do not have 
any grain.  
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Table 168: Factors limiting crop production  
 
                                                                Pct of    Pct of 
Description                            Count    Responses   Cases 
 
None                                        3        1.7        4.3 
Drought                                     43       23.9       62.3 
Flood                                       14        7.8       20.3 
Poor soil nutrient                          9        5.0       13.0 
Wildlife's destruction                     11        6.1       15.9 
Insect’s destruction                       27       15.0       39.1 
Disease                                     14        7.8       20.3 
Weeds                                       1         .6        1.4 
Poor seed quality                           3        1.7        4.3 
Poor quality fertilizer                    10        5.6       14.5 
Lack of land                                10        5.6       14.5 
Poor irrigation system                     12        6.7       17.4 
Lack of agro tools                         1        .6        1.4 
Lack of knowledge                          13        7.2       18.8 
Theft                                       1         .6        1.4 
Lack of capital                             8        4.4       11.6 
                                                    
Total responses          180      100.0     260.9 
 
Drought, insects, and lack of knowledge are the three main factors reported to limit to people' ability to 
produce more crops aiming at increasing earnings.  
 
Table 169: Factors impedimenting animal production  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                             Count    Responses   Cases 
None                                        5        2.7        7.1 
Drought                                     21       11.2       30.0 
Rain or flood                               1         .5        1.4 
Poor water quality                         2        1.1        2.9 
Wildlife's destruction                     4        2.1        5.7 
Disease                                     37       19.8       52.9 
Lack of medicine                           31       16.6       44.3 
Poor animal health                         5        2.7        7.1 
Lack of food                                17        9.1       24.3 
Small land size                             5        2.7        7.1 
Have few animal                            5        2.7        7.1 
Lack of facility                            8        4.3       11.4 
Lack of tools                               3        1.6        4.3 
Lack of knowledge                          25       13.4       35.7 
Lack of time and labor                     1         .5        1.4 
Theft                                      5        2.7        7.1 
Lack of capital                             10        5.3       14.3 
Others                                      1         .5        1.4 
Don't know                                  1         .5        1.4 
                                                    
Total responses          187      100.0     267.1 
 
Again, the lack of knowledge remains a critical factors limiting animal production preceded by natural 
disaster, diseases and lack of medicines. Attitude regarding vaccination, as stressed above, should radically 
change if farmers want to see their income improved.  
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Labor Module  
 
Table 170: Type of stove used by family  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
Traditional stove    7  10.0  10.0 
Home-constructed clay stove   54  77.1  87.1 
Simple metal stove     1  1.4  88.6 
Metal stove for wood or charcoal  8  11.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Home-constructed clay stove (77%) turned out to be the most popular, followed by metal stoves (11.4%). 
10% of families, known to be poor, use traditional stove simply made from 3 pieces of stones. It is proven 
that such stove are wood consumers and different successful experiences have resulted in the production of 
improved wooden fueled stove that should be introduced in LO program, enabling families to save money 
and preserving the few remaining forest in the area.  
 
Table 171: Comparison of time spent on getting water for usage during two seasons 
 
                                                                              N Minimum Maximum Sum Mean 

 
Time spent on getting water in wet season 70 0  60  894 12.77 
Time spent on getting water in dry season 70 1  180  1727 24.67 
   
This table illustrates that people averagely spend 12.77 minutes to get water for family usages during rainy 
season. During the dry one, people spend double times explained by the scarcity of sources forcing people to 
walk long distance to fetch water.      
 
Table 172: Methods of getting water 
 

                                                             Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                 Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Personal carry     63       81.8      90.0 
Cart/wheel                                  1        1.3       1.4 
Bicycle                                     13       16.9      18.6 
                                                     
Total responses           77      100.0    110.0 
 
The majority of people carry water by hand, whereas 16.9% use bicycles as mean to transport.  
 
Table 173: Faced food insecurity last year  
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      42  60.0  60.0 
Yes      28  40.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
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Table 174: Period of food shortage last year (month) 
     N Minimum Maximum  Mean 
 
Period of rice shortage last year 42 1  12    4.60 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
1      4  5.7  9.5 
2      5  7.1  11.9 
3      10  14.3  23.8 
4      9  12.9  21.4 
5      4  5.7  9.5 
6      1  1.4  2.4 
7      1  1.4  2.4 
9      3  4.3  7.1 
10      3  4.3  7.1 
11      1  1.4  2.4 
12      1  1.4  2.4 
Total      42  60.0  100.0 
Missing (97)     28  40.0  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 175: Copying strategies during hardship (lack of food)  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                            Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Saving money                                4        5.3        9.5 
Borrowing                                   20       26.7       47.6 
Sell assets                                 10       13.3       23.8 
Help from relative/friend                  3        4.0        7.1 
Salary                                      3        4.0        7.1 
Emergency relief of LO/WOSO                5        6.7       11.9 
Eat porridge                                1        1.3        2.4 
Sell labor                                  19       25.3       45.2 
Migrate to some where                      6        8.0       14.3 
Assistance form NGO or charitable person  1        1.3        2.4 
Others                                      3        4.0        7.1 
 
Total responses           75      100.0     178.6 
 
40% of interviewed families conceded that they faced food 28 shortage last year, ranging ranges from 1 to 12 
months with an average of 4.6 months.  
 
3 essential copying strategies were resorted to during the gap; 47.6% admitted borrowing money; 45.2% 
have sold labor force; and another 23.8% had sold personal assets. None of the 3 major survival strategies 
are considered to be appropriate or productive. By resorting to such strategies, we can foresee that these 
families will end up in a vicious cycle of poverty.   
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
28 The term “Food” is  normally referred to rice 
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Infrastructure  
 
Table 176: Face transportation problem 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      33  47.1  47.1 
Yes      37  52.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 177: Types of transportation-related problems encountered by villagers  
 
                                                                 Pct of    Pct of 
Description                                   Count    Responses   Cases 
 
Small lane                                  15       19.7       40.5 
Flooded road                                26       34.2       70.3 
Bumping road                                24       31.6       64.9 
Inadequate road                             9       11.8       24.3 
Others                                      2        2.6        5.4 
 
Total responses           76      100.0     205.4 
 
Regarding transportation problems, all respondents complained about flooded, small and bumping roads. 
None of the roads are tarmacked in the area.  
 
Table 178: Have enough or good irrigation system 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      54  77.1  77.1 
Yes      16  22.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
77.1% disclosed their hardship concerning poor and inadequate irrigation system. It is noticed that Kong 
Pisei district is very prone to natural calamities such as drought and flood. The whole areas can be flash-
flooded unexpectedly with minutes by water from surrounding mountains, and then get drought within days 
due to poor and virtually no irrigation systems.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Findings, Quantitative Data, Part B, Food Security 



 95 

 
Section 6: E mergency Preparedness 
 
Coping mechanisms 
 
Table 179: Reduced size or number of meal in order to have enough food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      49  70.0  70.0 
Yes      21  30.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
30% of the families have reduced size or number of meal in order to save enough food to eat. For instance, 
families will eat only two times per day instead of three normally.  
 
 
Table 180: Had any day without food  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      64  91.4  91.4 
Yes      6  8.6  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
8.6% of families reported during the last year drought to run out of food some days. We can presume that 
children living in those families are highly vulnerable to malnutrition or other deficiency.  
  
Table 181: Resort to life threatening mechanisms in order offer food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      54  77.1  77.1 
Yes      16  22.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
22.9% of cases conceded the facts that they have resorted to risky copying mechanisms such as cutting wood 
on mined mountains, performing hazardous works.  
  
Table 182: Children obliged to discontinue schools in order to get cash for food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      48  68.6  68.6 
Yes      22  31.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Astonishingly, 31.4% respondents have confessed of having asked their children to drop out of schools so as 
to generate income for helping the families.  
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Findings, Quantitative Data, Part B, Emergency Preparedness 



 96 

 
Table 183: Went to neighboring places for work in order to get cash for food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      41  58.6  58.6 
Yes      29  41.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
41.4% of respondent have resorted to migration in order to seek additional income to feed their families..  
 
 
 
Liquid Assets  
 
Table 184: Sold or consumed more  livestock than usual in order to get food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      44  62.9  62.9 
Yes      26  37.1  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Due to the drought, which has depleted the food stocks, 37.1% mentioned their families have either sold or 
consumed more small livestock such as chicken, ducks, and dogs than during a normal year.  
 
 
Table 185: Used money intended for business to buy food in order to eat 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      42  60.0  60.0 
Yes      28  40.0  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Facing food insecurity, people tend to have resorted to many distinct mechanisms including using capital 
originally intended for operating business to buy food for consumption. In this survey, it is found that 40% of 
families have resorted to such a mechanism.  
 
 
Table 186: Sale of household possessions to buy food  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      62  88.6  88.6 
Yes      8  11.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
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Table 187: Borrowed money or rice from others in order to get food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      33  47.1  47.1 
Yes      37  52.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
52.9% resorted to money borrowing in order to feed their families. Instead of investing on business, the 
money goes to food purchasing which is not productive and would end up in debt with high interest rate. It 
seems that borrowing money is the main copying mechanisms people resort to in case of disaster. 
 
 
Table 188: Sale of agricultural tools to buy food  
 
      Frequency Percent  Cumulative 
Percent 
 
No      68  97.1  97.1 
Yes      2  2.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
2.9% has even sold agricultural tools such as plough, rake, and ox-cart to buy food. Such a mechanism is 
considered to be risky and has long term effects on the families' situation, meaning they will have to borrow 
tools or money to purchase new ones the following year. 
 
Table 189: Sale or consumed seeds intended for next year farming in order to get food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      66  94.3  94.3 
Yes      4  5.7  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
5.7% of families admitted to have eaten seeds intended for next year farming pushing them in lenders' harms.  
 
 
Productive Assets  
 
Table 190: Sale of big livestock in order to have enough food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      44  62.9  62.9 
Yes      26  37.1  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Domestic animals, namely cows, oxen, and pigs have been sold in order to purchase food,  37.1% admitted 
to resort to this mechanism last year. 
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Table 191: Sale of productive tools/equipments in order to have enough food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      69  98.6  98.6 
Yes      1  1.4  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Productive tools/equipment such as water-pump, motos with trailer, wheel carts have also been sold to buy 
food. Only 1.4% of cases have turned to this mechanism.  
 
 
Table 192: Borrowed money from bank or money lenders in order to have enough food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      38  54.3  54.3 
Yes      32  45.7  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Almost half of interviewed families (45.7%)  have borrowed money from micro-finance institutions such as 
ACLEDA, EMT, and PRASAC or private lenders to feed their families, all of them charging high interest 
rate.  
 
Table 193: Pawned land or house in order to have get food 
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      60  85.7  85.7 
Yes      10  14.3  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
In addition to all the aforementioned mechanisms, to our surprise, 14.3% of respondents have even pawned 
their house or land to cope with food shortage last year.  
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Section 7: Vocational Training  
 
Table 194: Intention to attend vocational training  
 
      Frequency Percent Cumulative Percent 
 
No      12  17.1  17.1 
Yes      58  82.9  100.0 
 
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 195: Desired vocational training 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
Motor repairing      24  34.3  42.1 
Carpenter     9  12.9  15.8 
Construction     7  10.0  12.3 
Handicraft     2  2.9  3.5 
Barber      2  2.9  3.5 
Others      13  18.6  22.8 
Total      57  81.4  100.0 
Missing (97)     13  18.6  
  
Total      70  100.0   
 
 
Table 196: Willingness to contribute in cash for attending vocational training 
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No      13  18.6  22.8 
Yes      35  50.0  61.4 
Not yet decide     9  12.9  15.8 
Total      57  81.4  100.0 
Missing (97)     13  18.6 
   
Total      70  100.0   
 
Table 197: Reasons for refusing to contribute to the training  
 
      Frequency Percent Valid Percent 
 
No money      13  18.6  100.0 
Missing (97)     57  81.4  
  
Total      70  100.0  
  
82.9% of male respondents shown interest to attend vocational training, mainly on motor repairing, 
carpentry, and construction worker, enabling seasonal migrant to easily find job in town29 because 
opportunities in rural Cambodia are inexistent. Nevertheless, 18.6% of them demonstrated their 
unwillingness to contribute in such training because of lack of money.  
 
 
                                                 
29 Women 's interest on vocational training turns to learning sewing for the same purpose of seeking a job in town 
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9.1  Qualitative Data  
 
Participatory Learning and Action (PLA)  
 
• It is obvious that agriculture-related problems are the dominant ones faced by the community, 

reaching 50 % of answers. Problems range from the lack of water for irrigation and consumption, 
materials and tools for cultivation, to the lack of farming knowledge and protection against pests. 
Lack of water sources is an extreme difficulty challenging people’s lives in the target areas. Health 
and transportation rank second in the day to day life troubles.  

 
• 40% of people are generating their main income from rice cultivation. The latter is totally dependent 

on the uncertainty of nature/climate and heavily relies on rainfalls. Hence it is considered as an 
unreliable source of income, worsened by the poor soil quality, and the absence of irrigation system, 
which allows only one harvest a ye ar. Animal raising ranks second followed by vegetable growing in 
term of cash incomes.  

 
Ø More focuses should be placed on improving access to irrigation water through collective pond 

rehabilitation, family pond digging, restoring canals, building water gates and dams for storing 
water. 

 
Ø More agriculture trainings,  particularly rice growing or IPM techniques, should be held so that 

more farmers benefit in terms of improving crop production and effective ways to manage insects 
or/and pests.    

 
• 40% of total family income is being spent on food and another 20% on agriculture-related expenses 

such as purchasing chemical fertilizer, seeds, cost of transplanting and harvesting, etc.... Clothing, 
social activities, and children education rank third with equal percentage. Surprisingly, only 0.5% of 
family income is being spent on health care31.  

 
• We understand that women seem to devote their time much more on household works, whereas men 

are reported to focus more on income generation activities in or out their villages. Little time is 
dedicated to children's education while sleeping represents the main daily activity.  

 
Ø As women tend to spend more time at home, therefore vocational trainings such as silk weaving, 

sewing, handicraft, should be offered to them enabling complementary family income.     
 
• People are the most busiest during March, December, and September. From May to October, 

corresponding to the raining season, people are liberated enough to spend time on development 
activities such as meeting and training. We should shun organizing meeting/training in December 
since people are occupied harvesting.  

 
Ø  Any unnecessary training, meeting, workshop should be shunned during March, September, and 

December since it is the busiest time for the community people. Development workers should take 
advantages of people’s participation from their free time in dry season.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
30 Recommendations are made below each section in Italic form.  
31 National surveys have reported an average of 30$ US spent per year per capita on health care 
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• Poor and impoverished families amount for 75% of total population whereas only 5% are 

considering being above average families. This illustrates a big gap between the have and the have 
not.  

 
Ø All development activities must show signs of either directly or indirectly benefiting to the poorest. 

The gap between the riches and the poor should be narrowed by empowering vulnerable people to 
be able to help themselves through Self Support Groups.  

 
• Institutions such as provincial level, SEILA program, RDP, and WFP, are thought to have more 

influences on the community, although they do not have close relationship with. Krousar Yoeung, 
WOSO, E&D, and HC having less influence tend to get closest and strongest relationships and links 
with the community.  

 
Ø There is a need to build constructive and healthy relationships with the aforementioned institutions 

in order to coordinate and maximize utilization of resources. To date, the project cooperates with 
WFP to rehabilitate ponds.     

 
• Resource maps from the 3 sample villages, which represent a medium, a poor, and a very poor 

village, highlight the immense lack of irrigation systems and water sources. Though some villages 
have enough water sources such as open wells, canals, and family ponds, virtually all of them 
usually run out of water during dry season. In some villages, there are a few piped wells 
unfortunately not producing adequate water for consumption. Among the selected villages, we found 
out several collective ponds located far away from villagers’ house. Though it can be a good source 
of drinkable water if boiled or filtered, some of them might not secure water for the whole year  by 
lack of deepness. Moreover, people can not get the water for irrigating their crops/garden during dry 
season due to its distance and local rules prohibiting people to access.  

• Irrigation system such as canals, water gates, dams, and cement culverts are in drastically poor 
conditions and are not suitable for such an agriculture-based area. The situation is also worsened by 
the fact that in each village, though the area is mountainous, there are very few fruit trees, which 
could provide shade, preventing soil quality degradation and generate incomes.  

 
• There is only one school among the 3 sampled villages. Therefore, children in these villages need to 

walk approximately 2 km to access primary schools.  
 
Ø Forest conservation committee should be created to ensure long lasting of the existing woodlands. In 

addition to this, people should be made aware of effects and consequences of deforestation.  
  
Ø More school buildings and teachers are needed so as to be in tune with the numbers of pupils. 

Furthermore, the roads to schools should be good and safe so that children can easily access to 
schools free from danger.   

 
Ø Development cannot be achieved without infrastructures' improvement. Although LO program 

original design was focusing mainly on training and raising awareness aiming at protecting 
children, we need to reassess the strategy and inject more hard development components either 
through a budget shift or additional funds yet to be found if we want to see an improvement of target 
population living conditions.  

 
 
Semi-Structure Interview (SSI)  
 
a.  General development/ Development progress 
 
a. 1 Situation before LOP/WOSO started its operation  
 
• People had very poor living standard since they did not have enough capital for operating businesses.  
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• In terms of knowledge and understand, people did not have any initiative in setting up compost pits, 

home gardens, etc.... Moreover, they did not have technical knowledge on animal and poultry feeding.  
 
• The village cleanliness and overall sanitation was an issue of concern.  
 
• Child right violation, domestic violence and poor primary health care had existed at that time.  
 
a.2   Current situation when LOP/WOSO start the activities  

 
• Now most people have participated in several development activities such as compost pits, home 

gardening, mushroom production, building proper cow cage for improving sanitation issues, etc...  
 
• The level of child violation from parents is decreasing steadily since parents have been educated over 

children right issues.  
 
• People now have source of capital for operating small businesses. The LOP/WOSO credit program has 

been giving new hope for the poor to make small businesses with extremely low interest rate (2% per 
month).   

 

a.3   Comparison the past and current situation before and during LOP/WOSO operation and ''What people 
want      LOP/WOSO to do for your community in the future''  

 
Ø LOP/WOSO should encourage as well as reward model families in the community who have been 

very active and participative in development processes such as completely building compost pits, 
home garden, chicken house, etc.  

 
Ø There are strong request for family latrines, collective open or pumping wells, better irrigation 

systems, bridge and cement culverts.  
 
Ø Adult literacy classes should also be supported by the organization since the large majority of 

women in the target areas are illiterate.  
 
Ø Food-for-work program is a demanding and pressing issue for digging or renovating common or 

family ponds to ensure adequate accession to water for the entire year.  
 
Ø Road systems do not yet become a beneficial condition that could facilitate transportation means of 

both community people and children. With difficult and slippery roads, people really face hardship 
in transporting their products to the markets and children found it inconvenient to go to schools 
either on bikes or foots during rainy season.   

 
 
b.  Problems and Solutions 
 

b.1   Problems pertinent to development process in the community and solutions  

• In some cases, WOSO's promises were unreliable, i.e. WOSO has assured to distribute foods for every 
families who made compost pits or home gardens via cooperation with WFP, but so far only some 
families get food as planed in the WFP 2002 proposal. 

 
• Sometimes, people feel that LOP/WOSO activities do not fit people situations.  
 
• People still do not yet fully understand common and long-term development benefits. They still put 

more focus on short and individual ones.  
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• Some credit borrowers still have overdue payment. VDCs responsible for credit program need to spend 

more time on collecting money and promoting timely payment to ensure the smooth running of the 
community credit program.  

 
• In some villages, there is only one VDC responsible for credit program. This has ignited the skepticism 

over the transparency and accountability of that respective VDC. People urged that there should be 
more than one person keeping record or managing the credit program so that people can feel more 
confidence.  

 
• The sharing of workload and responsibility among VDCs in the villages are not equally distributed. 

Some VDCs are having very few works and responsibility, whereas others are overwhelmed by duties. 
People suggested that LOP/WOSO intervene by equalizing workload and tasks among VDCs or 
making sure that the active VDCs would get more benefits than the less or inactive ones. 

 
• People found out that having children accessed to education is one important thing but the schools 

itself need to ensure that teachers are punctual and respect their job and roles. It is recommended that 
something to be done to ensure quality education.  

 
Ø In development work, no unclear promises should be made. If made there is a need to fulfill 

accordingly. LOP need to shun breaking promise with community since they are in wait of.  
 
Ø To avoid irrelevance, needs' assessment should be conducted before the start of new activities. In 

addition, it is clear that not all target villages can receive the same package of activities, which have 
to be tailored according to problems and capacities of any specific villages.  

 
Ø More work need to be done in terms of raising community people’s and leaders’ awareness pertinent 

to development concept. It is strongly recommended that basis development training be offered to 
community leaders and local authorities as soon as possible.  

 
Ø VDCs capacity and morale need to be beefed up so that the project can ensure that they are 

competent and able to absorb development work once the project phases out. Furthermore, equal 
workload and proper reward should be made according to commitment and ownership of VDCs. 
VDCs should have chance to attend training/meeting/workshop on their roles and responsibility. 
This will help them having clear picture and comprehension on their day-to-day performance. 

 
Ø We suggest that special teacher’s loan program should be considered since the program could 

improve their living standard and consequently reinforce a professional behavior. 
 

 
c.   Participation and ownership 
 
c.1  Level of cooperation between WOSO’s staff and community people in development work  

• “We still need WOSO staff to advise and push us to participate32 or to do home gardening and 
compost pits''. They did not yet have self-motivation to act by their own.  

 
Ø Development workers have to make people understand the importance of their participation in 

development process. People should be empowered and spurred to work in their interest. 
Dependency on project must be avoided. Development agents need to make sure that they  are 
helping the poor to be able to help themselves, and not to act as parents of the poor.  

 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
32 It reflects the  persistent traditional developmental approach used by decision makers and politicians in Cambodia, 
mainly through ''donations'' in favour of selected and affiliated population 
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c. 2   Ownership of LOP/WOSO achievements  

• We found out positively that people consider the existing achievements such as cement culverts, 
compost pits, and home gardens, which had been initiated and supported by the project as their 
belonging. This shows sign of increasing ownership of project activities.   

 
Ø People’s participation either in kind or in cash in development activities, can ensure and boost more 

ownership of the project. Whenever possible, project’s activities need to have involvement and 
participation community.  

 
c. 3   Comparison between LOP/WOSO’s work and other NGOs’ works in the community  

• LOP/WOSO has numerous activities that could improve people living standard.  
• The credit program gives new hope for the poor to run small businesses with the lowest interest rate.  
• The program last long and have greater impacts on community compared to other NGOs.  
• Same as other micro financial institutes in which the credit capital still belongs to the organization33.  
 
Ø Credit program has to be kept going on and must make sure that it is directing specifically to the 

poor. In addition, people need to be well informed that credit capitals belong to community.  
 
c. 4   LOP/WOSO’s works respond to the needs/demands of the community  

• We understand that the project has done some activities that fit to the demands and needs of the 
community such as open well, cement culvert, and offering vegetable seeds for home gardening. 
Despite this, it seems that the scope of these existing activities is still very limited.  

 
Ø More needs to be done such as rice banks, pig and cow banks, more kindergarten, dam construction,  

road renovation, water-gate building, cement culvert, rewarding and spur the model families to 
boost the  development process.  

 
 

9.2  Quantitative Data  
 
Part A: Mothers  
 
Section 1: General understanding  
 
• Interviewees’ ages ranges from 18 to 44 years old with average of 29.5; all of them are Buddhist;  

95.2% of mothers said they live with their husband, whereas 4.8% reported to be separated for 
varieties of untold reasons.   

 
• 57.1% are housewife during the dry season but some also contribute generating income by 

performing varieties of job such as farming, growing vegetable,etc... 92.9% are farmer during wet 
season.  

 
• Only 7.1% of mothers attended secondary schools, whilst a majority of them stopped at primary 

level. 11.9% of mothers admitted to be illit erate compared with 7,1% for men.  
 
• Aggregated family member ranges from 3 to 10 with an average of 5.71 persons per household. To 

our surprise, family members above 55 are only 0.26%, whereas family member under 18 is up to 
3.07%.  

 

                                                 
33 According to our guidelines and policy, the credit capital is of the community when the project phases out. I n this 
case, WOSO has never openly mentioned it to the community due to a variety of reasons ranging from the fear of poor 
repayment rate to transparency issues.  
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• 23.8% are impoverished, and 42.9% are poor, meaning 66.7% of interviewed households are living 

below the poverty line and 2.4% are found to be rich.  
 
• Farming and vegetable growing turn out to be profitable jobs for both seasons . Rich and medium 

families tend to have regular job as farmers during the rainy and vegetable growers during dry one, 
whereas impoverish and the poor ones seem to perform casual and unstable jobs during dry season.  

 
• There seems to be no correlation between mothers who have higher education and their family living 

standard. One mother, for instance, who had primary education background have better living 
standard compared to those who have secondary education. Despite this, contrastingly, there seems 
to have relationship between the mothers who are illiterate and their family living standard. 5 of out 
the 42 mothers who are illiterate are living in impoverish and poor families.  

 
• It seems that there is a minor positive correlation between the total number of people living in a 

family and the living standard of the family. We observe that when the size of the family is too big, 
the living standard seems to be bad.   

 
Ø Adult illiteracy classes should be opened in collaboration with district education offices.  

 
 
Section 2: Health Issues 
 
Overall health care   
 
• Although 78.6% preferred to visit health centers when sick, 21.4% of mothers do not like health 

centers for consultation and treatment due to variety of reasons ranging from long distance from 
home, high cost, and poor services and quality, or having traditional healers in the villages.  

 
• 4.8% said that their children suffer from night blindness, caused by vitamin A deficiency. 66.7% of 

mothers reported their children have had difficulties to breath or cough during the last two weeks 
before the interview. 

 
•  66.7% of mothers concede their under 5 children receive vitamin A supplementation last year, 

whereas another 31% answered negatively.  
 
• 40.5% of mothers said they have given colostrums to new born within two hours after delivery. 9.5% 

of mothers offered additional milk to their children.  
 
• 19% utilize iodized salt regularly, whereas the majority (59.5%) does not. Additionally, 21.4% do on 

an irregular basis.  
 
• Majority of mothers told us they received health education from HC’s staff and/or TBAs during the 

last pregnancy, whereas 33.3% did not.  
 
Ø HCs need to improve services and quality so to attract more people. Promotion campaigns need to 

emphasize advantages of public facilities and try to positively change population behavior on 
seeking care.  

 
Ø Mothers have to be made aware of the advantages of breast-feeding immediately after delivery and 

for the first six months.  
 
Ø People should be educated on consuming iodized salt regularly.  
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Diarrhea understanding and practice  
 
• 93% of respondent answered correctly on how to keep food properly, whereas another 3.6% seem 

still not fully understood the causes and prevention of diarrhea within the family context.  
 
• 52.4% conceded their children had diarrhea during the last couple of weeks. Among the 42 mothers, 

t only 23 mothers (54.8%) said they are aware of the causes of diarrhea. Among various causes of 
getting diarrhea, drinking unboiled water, keeping food uncovered, and eating dirty food or 
vegetable are firmly emphasized. 46.7% mentioned rightly that once the children got diarrhea, more 
boiled water, ORS, and coconut juice need to be given, and should the problem persists children 
need to be brought to HC for treatment.  

 
• 45% mentioned their families regularly consume boiled water, whilst another 31% of mothers said 

the families also consume boiled water but on an irregular basis. Unexpectedly, up to 24% of 
families rarely consume boiled water.  

 
• Only 47.6% was told about diarrhea issue.   
 
Ø Regularly drinking boiled water can help preventing diarrhea and other water-bone diseases. 

Therefore, development and health workers must try to change people's behavior through education 
and promotion of healthy attitude, but must propose alternatives and solutions to the community by 
ensuring access to water sources and expand ORS social marketing.   

 
Oral and dental care 
 
• 59.5% have already heard about oral and dental care, which is part of our newly introduced Child-to-

Child health education among school and village children.  
 
• 81% properly brush their teeth by using brush with toothpaste, whereas 14.2% just use only brush or 

fingers as tools to clean teeth. Surprisingly, 2.4% admitted never brushing their teeth. Although 
average family member is 5.71 persons, the average number of toothbrush per family is only 2.62 
pieces.  

 
Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF) 
 
• Knowledge is very variable: 14.3% told us their children have DHF during the last raining season. 

5% of mothers incorrectly mentioned that DHF is an incurable disease, whereas another 24% do not 
even know what DHF is. However, 85.7% correctly mentioned the disease is caused by the bite of 
dengue mosquitoes.  

• 76.2% said their families usually sleep in net.  
• 2.4% of mother tends to resort to dangerous mechanisms by purchasing medicine on their own 

without prescription or consultation with medical practitioner to cure DHF, whereas 2.4% does not 
even know what to treat their sick child.  

 
• 17% of the houses were seen in bad environment in terms of cleanliness, whereas 19% were in very 

good hygienic conditions, 64% are found to be in normal ones.  
 
• Most of the mothers comprehend on how to protect their children from DHF. For instance, 88.1% 

said the best way to prevent DHF is to always sleep in net, 28.6% mentioned putting ABATE in 
water jars to avoid dengue mosquitoes breeding.  

 
• 36% of jars in the interviewed houses have lids or ABATE poured in; 28% have neither ABATE nor 

lids, whereas 36% have or ABATE or lids.  
 
Ø More emphasis need to be carried out regarding people’s awareness on prevention and treatment of 

DHF .  
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Fever Understanding  
 
• 97.6% said fever could be dangerous for children, but 4.8% cannot name reason to assert it. 50% of 

mothers admitted once children get fever, they will firstly apply home treatment by taking off 
children’s clothes and cover them with wet krama. Should the problem persist, they will bring 
children to HC or hospital for medical treatment. 4.8% of mother s said they prefer taking sick 
children to traditional healers than to health centers.  

 
Personal Hygiene  
 
• To stay healthy, 54.8% referred to body cleanliness, and 52.4% mentioned consumption of healthy 

food and beverage. Regularly washing clothes and dry them properly turned out to be the third 
dominant practices applied by interviewees.  

• The average frequency of bathing is 2.38 times per day, and the average frequency of using soap or 
is only 1.48.  

 
• Though half of mothers used to be told about sanitatio n issues, only 69% said they usually wash 

sleeping materials once a week, whereas 11.9% other delay the washing to a fortnight. Amazingly, 
2.4% of mothers said sleeping materials are washed once every quarter.  

 
• Only 11.9% of household have proper latrine. The majority of people are disposing excreta in bush 

or open field without even bury it. Some families dispose stools  in ash toilets near houses. Only 
28.6% of respondents wash their hands after using latrine, and 23.8% before feeding children.  

 
• 69% said hygiene in the villages are now better than earlier, whereas 26% others said it remains 

unchanged.  
 
Ø Knowledge and attitude on general hygiene and familial health still need to improve among 

community.  
 
EPI  
 
• Average number of children per families to be vaccinated against the 6-preventable diseases is 2.50 

where the average number of children under 18 is 3.07; 97.6% told us their under 2 children were 
fully vaccinated..   

 
• Even 95.2% of mothers have been educated on vaccination, confusion persist regard ing when a child 

can be immunized.  
 
Ø Education regarding EPI and Vitamin A supplementation need to be sustained for mothers to made 

informed choice in tandem with quality and regular outreach services.  
 
Nutrition  
 

• Only 9.5% of mothers know there is 3 groups of food although 62.5% cannot name groups properly.   
 

• Banana tree turns out to be the most popular one people grow at home followed by coconut, mango 
and papaya.    

 
• 17% gives meat to children daily and 17% once every week. However, the majority of mothers 

stated meat is given to children once every 2 to 3 days. To our surprise, 7% said they offer meat to 
children once every two weeks.  

 
• 38% affirmed children are given vegetables everyday, whilst the majority of families (45%), give 

vegetables once every 2 or 3 days. 2.4% said vegetables are given to children just once per month.  
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Ø Parents need to receive more education on nutrition issues, and they must be spurred through the 

program to grow more fruit trees, set up home gardening, raising livestock in order to give a 
balance diet to children.  

 
 
HIV/AIDS  
 

• Amazingly, no any interviewed mothers reported HIV/AIDS to be a frequent disease in the villages. 
Fever was mentioned as the most common one followed by DHF and diarrhea.  

 
• 90.5% are aware of HIV/AIDS, mainly through radio, television, and health campaign. Posters, 

leaflets, newspapers and magazines are found to be ineffective ways of raising HIV/AIDS awareness 
among community people.  

 
• When asked the transmission means of HIV, sexual intercourse, using collective needle, and blood 

transfusion were mentioned. Nevertheless, 8.8% admitted unawareness. To prevent HIV, 45.1% of 
mothers said condom is one of the best measure followed by 21.1 % referring to the honesty with 
spouse and 8.5% of mothers confessed of being unaware of how HIV can be deterred.  

 
• 35.8% mentioned they would not like to live near and hate infected persons. However, 33.3% 

expressed compassion toward PLWA.  
 
Ø It seems that people have good understanding on HIV/AIDS but more need to be done pertinent to 

people’s empathy toward PLWA. Campaigns on HIV/AIDS should put more emphasis on the causes 
and prevention of HIV/AIDS.    

 
Mother and Child Care  
 
• Though majority of women have gone to appropriate places for antenatal care during their last 

pregnancy, still 23.8% did not receive any follow up34.   
 
• TBAs remain the most accessible and popular resource for assisting pregnant women in the 

countryside to deliver children (78,6%). More than the availability and easy access, price also plays 
a significant role in making TBAs the main resource persons.  

 
• Only 4.8% of mothers are found not have received TT2 vaccination thanks to two supplementary 

campaigns conducted in 2002. 
 
• Most of the mothers know appropriate means to control undesired birth such as pills, IUD, and 

injection,. Anyway, 11.9% confessed they do not know how to control birth. Pills turned out to be 
the preferred means of contraception.  

 
Ø Pregnant women should be encouraged to go to HC for medical checkup. During the checkup, 

mothers should be educated on reproductive and child health practices. 
  
Ø Pregnant women have to be educated to deliver with assistance from certified midwife instead of 

with TBA. Therefore, HCs must ensure better qualit y and client-oriented attitude, and competitive 
price compared to TBAs.  

 
Ø Since many women have no choice than resort to TBAs due to availability and price, health workers 

need to consider strengthening TBAs capacity and knowledge to ensure safe motherhood and low 
rate of maternity death.   

 
Ø More awareness raising on birth spacing program should be done. This will help women to 

understand and prevent unwanted children.  

                                                 
34 Maternal Mortality Rate in Cambodia is 473/100 000 (CHDS 2000) 
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Section 3 Family Economy 
 
Family Economic Status  
 
• Four major occupations constitute the primary source of income for families for the last year. They 

are cash crop, vegetables, livestock production, and small business or cottage industry. Regarding 
secondary incomes, selling of livestock products represents the main source of secondary family 
income followed by small business and cash crop sale. Formal employment that referred to jobs 
either in private, public or NGO sectors turned out to be the main tertiary source of income, followed 
by again sale of livestock production and crop productions.  

 
• 21% said their husbands during dry season are farmers, whilst another 14% said their companion 

become moto-taxi driver in Phnom Penh. Another majority of interviewees’ husband have migrated 
to Phnom Penh for working as construction workers (25%). In raining season, 95.2% of mothers' 
companions are farmers.  

 
• 54.8% conceded of being in cash-debt for varieties of reasons ranging mainly for agriculture 

purposes, purchasing food to health care issues. 34.8% are indebted to get capital to invest on 
business or agro productions. Surprisingly, 18.8% admitted to spend borrowed money on health care. 
The debt in cash goes from under 100,000 (11% of respondents) to above a million Riels. 
47.8% are taking loan from LO/WOSO small credit scheme, whereas another 33.3% from micro-
finances institutions: ACLEDA, PRASAC, EMT and 13% from private moneylenders. The average 
duration of payback is 8.48 months.  

 
• 31% of interviewers are in rice debt. Luckily, only 7.1% between 200 to 500 kg, whereas the main 

majority for less than 200 kg. Relatives, private lenders, neighbors, and NGOs were mentioned as 
sources of lending. Private lenders are seen to be one of the three outstanding sources of lending. 
Consumption and investing on farming are the only two outstanding reasons mentioned to be in rice 
debt. Leisure and/or social purposes turned out to be the third reason to resort to rice loan. The 
average expected duration of pay off for is 7.08 months.  

 
• 42.9% of respondents used to attend vegetable growing training, whereas another 28.6% attended 

husbandry training.  90% of the training were held or organized by LO/WOSO.  
 
• Food purchasing was the first primary expense for the past year seconded in rank by agriculture 

purpose, and health care (7.1%). Surprisingly, health care, food, and agriculture are becoming, again, 
the three main secondary disbursements. For instance, 31% of cases admitted health care as the main 
secondary expenses for the past year. Clothing emerges as the major tertiary cost followed by health 
care and housing. It is obvious and not surprising that health care remains the most important 
expense for households in 2002.  

 
• 31% expected agriculture-concerned expenditure, followed by housing in terms of house repairing 

and building, and then food to be the primary expenses for families next year; 26.2% anticipated 
buying assets as main secondary expense seconded by food. Agriculture and housing would be the 
third and fourth in rank. Only 14.3% envisaged health care to be their first outflow in 2003. 

 
Ø Project need to be vigilant on its credit program since many people seem to have borrowed money 

not just from one source. Credit scheme need to be direct to the poor and vulnerable people who 
have not yet owed money from others. According to our experience, credit program does not always 
help people to emerge from poverty. Instead, it can be a poverty trap in which people might not be 
able to escape from the vicious cycle of indebt-ness.  

  
Ø If possible, the project should focus more on animal loans such as cow and/or goat bank since these 

kinds of animal do not need high level of catering.  
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Vocational training  
 
• 90.5% express desire to attend by themselves vocational training such as tailoring, silk weaving, 

cooking, etc... 57.1% would like their children to learn tailoring skill, whereas another 7.1% silk 
weaving skills. 11.9% are reluctant to contribute to any training cost, while 9.5% said they do not yet 
decide. 80% said they do not have money, whereas 20% mentioned that although they have spare 
money, they refuse to waste time attending such training should they need to pay or contribute.  

 
Ø As Kong Pisei is no longer a very productive area for agriculture, the project should consider giving 

vocational trainings such as tailoring, silk weaving, and bamboo-related handicraft especially to 
women and adolescent girls. Such vocational skills do not depend on location, climate, and season 
and with new skills, people could much easily earn a living. Moreover, vocational skill can deter 
girls from migrating to city for seeking work and thus be at risk.  

 
Ø It is suggested that people should partially contribute in kind or in cash for the training to ensure 

future sustainability and ownership.    
 
Part B: Fathers  
 
Section 1: Overall Comprehension  
 
• The age of fathers with child or children above 10 years ranges from 26 to 61 with the average of 

42.73 years old. 2.9% are widowers.  
 
• Palm sugar production (26%) represents the job majority of people perform during the dry season, 

while vegetable growing ranks second in order, 16% work at home. In wet season, 94.3% are 
farmers, the rest grow vegetable, work at home, or perform some irregular jobs.   

 
• 7% admit to be illiterate, 57% attende d primary schools. Only a handful of fathers used to go to high 

schools. It seems a negative relationship between educational background and family living standard 
exists: for instance, 4 fathers who are either illiterate or had only primary education, are having 
better living standard compared to those of secondary or high school education.  

 
• 58.6% of families are living under the poverty line. Anyways, 35.7% admitted to be medium wealth 

families. We found out the more members the family has, the poorer the family is; i.e. families 
comprise of 6 or fewer members seem to have better living standard.  

 
Section 2: Education  
 
• The average school-age children per family is 3.81 persons, but the average school-age children who 

are currently at school is only 2.80 persons. The number of school dropout children per family 
ranges from null up to 6 children with an average of 1.01 persons. 71 of the 196 schooling children 
have dropped out for variety of reasons such as poverty, or helping to generate income for families. 
There is co-relationship between the amount of school dropout and family living standard. We find 
the majority of children out of schools are from medium level families and below.  

 
• Only 5.7% of interviewees’ children were reported to have attended or are attending high schools, 

whereas 41.4% others are in or used to attended secondary schools.  
 
• Surprisingly up to 12.9% of children are in primary schools or used to attended primary schools but 

cannot read and write.  
 
• 8.6% of fathers admitted they cann ot read or write, and in contrast, only the same amount of them 

concede they can read and write well. 57.1% show no intention to attend adult literacy class; two 
main reasons were mentioned such as no free time and the unnecessary of such class since they are 
already be able to read and write.  
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Ø There is a need to educate more parents on the importance of formal education and preventing them 

from forcing children to drop out.  
 
Ø If feasible, the project should consider supporting and encouraging parents and children to pursue 

studies at secondary level.   
 
Section 3: Gender Equity  
 

• 60% mentioned to be in charge to manage land in terms of selling and hiring; 48.9% said they are 
responsible for generating income for families. In contrast, 80% let their wives responsible for 
managing families' budget. However, certain things, which are jointly controlled by both husbands 
and wives, for, instance children’s education and marriage. Moreover, though some families 
mentioned that big expenses such as purchasing assets need decision from the couple.  

 
• 57.1% would prefer sending boy for high education than girl. Amazingly, only 2.9% wants daughter 

to have better education than son. However, another 40% said they would prefer if possible send 
both boy and girl. Consistently, 87.1% of fathers said they share equal love between son and 
daughter although 11.4% favor son.  

 
• 60% said should they want a child to help family to survive they will firstly ask daughter to dropout 

of school. Only 18.6% prefer having boy dropped out of schools to girls.  
 
Ø With the fact the girls seem to have more chance of dropping out and work for family income, it is 

recommended gender awareness to be disseminated among parents as well as community leaders for 
better understanding. Girls should not be treated as machine for making money.  

 
Section 4: Child Right 
 

• 57.1% admitted having asked their children to generate income for supporting families. We found 
out 23 out of 40 families forcing their under 18 years old child to make money; 30.4% were under 
14. Farming seems to be the primary-job those children perform followed by working in factories.  

 
• 2.9% of fathers said they will hit children should he/she made mistakes. However, the majority of 

them (82.9%) prefers educating or advising misconduct children to physical punishment.  
 
• It is found that decision-making is the prevailing cause of family conflict followed by poverty, 

alcoholism, and gambling.   
 
Ø More child rights education and dissemination should be made to reinforce the understanding on the 

rights of the child in terms of right to education and protection from all forms of abuse.  
 
Ø Parents should be aware of proper child rearing practices to effectively, educate children, and let 

them grow in a positive environment. 
 
Ø Consequences of domestic violence on children as well as on family at large should be disseminated 

to community e and leaders. This can be held in cooperation with PADV.  
 
Section 5: Food Security 
 
Water and Irrigation System  
 
• Rain was mentioned to be the preferred source of water for irrigating (84.3), followed by lake or dam 

(34.4%). 80% said none of the aforementioned sources are fully accessible for irrigating crops or rice 
fields and 50% there is no any other alternative to get water for irrigation.  
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• 27.1% would walk 250 m to 500 m to fetch water for irrigating and 18.6% above 500m. Only 20% 

mentioned they can gather water just for less than 100 m. 44.3% said they get water by hiring 
material although  44.3% can use their own means.  

 
• 3 main sources of drinking water in dry season are quoted: lake/pond/dam, open wells, and pumping 

wells. 50% referred to lake/dam/pond as their main source of consuming water in dry season, 
whereas 24.3% mentioned open wells and piped ones. Ponds remain the vital water source either in 
dry or wet season. In wet season, rain ranks second in order followed by piped well, and lastly open 
wells. 34.4% of cases mentioned ponds as crucial source of water for their families, whilst 30% other 
referred to rain water as the main source.   

 
Ø Recommendation regarding better access to water is already mentioned in previous section (PLA) 

 
Ø Health workers must educate people to consume boiled water regularly to prevent water-born 

diseases such as diarrhea particularly toward children.     
 
Animals and husbandry  
 
• Families possess an average of 1.09 head of ox, ranging from zero to four. No family was found to 

have a tractor for cultivation. People own more cows than ox because they are cheaper to feed and 
can either be utilized for agricultural purposes or for raising income. 94.3% get farmland for 
cultivation. 

 
• 51.4% said they have not vaccinated their livestock last year resulting in  60% of cases admitted 

their animals have diseases. The average of animals or/and poultries dying was 9.64 units per family.  
 
• People seem to prefer resorting to local veterinarians for animal treatment (78.6%) than traditional 

healers (2,9%). 77.1% of villages already have vets based, but 28.6% of respondents said their 
services are not good enough, whilst another 12.9% added that the service and quality of the existing 
vets in villages are considerably poor.  

 
• 21.4% of fathers have already attended animal/husbandry training held by either LO/WOSO or other 

institutions. It is noticed that most of the training people had attended were held by LO/WOSO.  
 
Ø Local veterinarians with acceptable standard competency should exist in every target villages so 

that people can access to. VLAs capacity need to be constantly built up through training and 
refresher courses.  

 
Ø People should be educated again on the importance of  livestock immunization to avoid outbreaks 

and losing money.   
 
Ø More animal/husbandry trainings should to be held toward community so as to promote more 

understanding and raising of livestock for consumption or income.  
 
Agriculture Technologies  
 
• Fertilizers remain the most important catalyst people utilize to increase soil quality, i.e. 92.9% of 

families continually employ them. Most of farmers use mix fertilizer; both natural and chemical, 
whilst 20% resort only to compost.  

 
• 95.5% said they are using manure to conserve their soil for long-term use, whereas 25.8% others turn 

to chemical fertilizers. Only 22.7% practices crop rotation techniques.   
 
• Insecticides and hand picking/killing are the two main practices people are applying to control 

insects or/and pests; 77.3% purchase chemicals; 7.6% would use locally produced or natural 
insecticides to and 13.6% mentioned killing insects/pests by hands.  
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• 81.4% of respondents said they have never attended any training related to fish raising or agro-

concerned ones.  
 
• People still stick to local or traditional seed varieties for their rice (63%), whereas 35% used a mix of 

both local and modern ones.  
 
• Only 15.7% families were able to grow dry season rice last year.  
 
• 4.3% told us their families failed to harvest wet season rice last year due to natural disaster. For 

those who have, the yield of 2002 was worse than the 2001’s for 62%, whilst 31% has better yield in 
2002. 32.9% told us they harvested and got above 1500 kg of rice last year and 24.3% other just got 
less than 500 kg.  

 
• 54.3% of farmers have not sell rice for income last year. The average rice trade per family is 266.46 

kg.  
 
• 70% admitted having land for growing cash crops, with land sizes varying from 10 acres to above 

one hectare. 32.9% possess land from 10 to 50 acres, and only 4.3% have more than a hectare. 
58.6% have reaped secondary crops last year. Though people have harvested, 7.1% did not afford to 
sell their products due to small yield and privileged familial consumption. Some well of families 
managed to generate income from the products of more than 700,000 Riels. Average income from 
selling crop productions was 284,365 Riels per family, which is equivalent to around 73 US Dollars. 

 
• 80.3% utilize bags or containers made of bamboo to store grains. Only 11.8% employ granaries. 

However, 3.9% said their families do not need any mean since they do not have enough to store.  
 
• Drought, insects, and lack of knowledge are the three main factors limiting the ability of people to 

produce more crops.  
 
• Lack of knowledge remains one of the critical factors limiting animal or/and poultry production 

preceded by diseases and lack of medicines. 35.7% said due to the lack of knowledge, the families 
cannot be able to raise more livestock or poultries.  

 
Ø  More awareness raising on the advantages of utilizing composts have to be done so as to ensure 

people would spend lesser on purchasing chemical fertilizers. Using chemicals is not only costly but 
also could  deteriorate health and quality of soil if wrongly use.  

 
Ø More people should be introduced to IPM techniques.  

 
Ø Animal husbandry training should be continued so that more people will benefit in terms of 

increasing livestock productions and family income.  
 
Ø More than encouraging people to grow fruit trees, the project need spur people as well to grow more 

palm trees (Tnoat) since it is of many distinctive benefits. People now are resorting to cutting palm 
trees for building houses. Before long unless it is conserved and grow, not many of them will remain.   

 
Labor Module  
 
• Home-constructed clay stove turned out to be the most popular type of stove people use to cook, 

followed by metal stove which amounts for 11.4%; 10% utilize traditional stove which simply made 
from 3 pieces of stones arranged together as stove for cooking.  

 
• Averagely, people spend 12.77 minutes to get water for family usages during rainy season. In the dry 

one, people tend to spend double time: people spend minimally 1 minute and maximally up to 180 
minutes with an average of 24.67 minutes just to get water for family usages. The majority of people 
getting water by carrying water in buckets to homes (81.8%), whereas 16.9% use bicycles.  
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• 40% conceded they faced food35 shortage last year, ranging from 1 to 12 months with an average of 

4.6 months. There were several families, which faced food insecurity from 6 to 12 months but 
majority less than 6 months. 3 essential survival strategies were resorted to during the hardship: 
47.6% admitted of borrowing others’ money to buy food; 45.2% sold labors in exchange for food; 
and another 23.8% sold off assets to purchase food.  

 
Ø The use of New Loa Bucket Stove (NLBS) should be introduced in replacement for Traditional Loa 

Bucket Stove (TLBA) since the NLBS can save more wood and can foster the process of cooking 36.   
 
Ø Rice bank program should be introduced in order to help families to cope with food-shortage during 

the hardship. By having rice bank available in villages, the amount of people borrowing rice from 
private rice lenders will reduce drastically thereby reducing poverty.  

 
Infrastructure  
 
• 52.9% complained of problems pertinent to transportation such as flooded and bumping roads..  
 
• 77.1% let us know their hardship about poor and inadequate irrigation systems in the villages.  
 
Ø Infrastructure component should get more attention. Infrastructure systems such as roads, channels, 

water gates, dams, and cement culverts should be renovated or built. By having better infrastructure, 
there will be uncountable and immeasurable impacts toward  community people.  

 
 
Section 6: Emergency Preparedn ess 
 
Adaptive coping mechanisms 
 
• 30% of the families have reduced size or number of meal of in order to have enough food to eat. 

8.6% said their families sometime during the last year did not eat for the whole day. Additionally, 
22.9% conceded having resorted to life threatening mechanisms such as cutting wood on mined 
mountains. 41.4% went to neighboring places seeking work and 31.4% confessed of having asked 
their children to discontinue schools so as to generate income for helping the families.   

 
Liquid Assets  
 
• Facing food insecurity people tend to resort to distinctive: 37.1% have either sold or consumed more 

small livestock such as chicken, ducks, dogs than usual; others have used money originally intended 
for operating business to buy food (40%); 11. 4% even sold off possessions; 52.9% borrowed money 
form others; 2.9% has even sold off their agricultural tools such as plough, rake, ox-cart; 5.7% 
admitted to have consumed seeds intended for next year farming.  

Productive Assets  
 
• Many more mechanisms were resorted to in response to food insecurity: cows, ox, and pigs were 

sold (37.1%); productive tools/equipment such as water-pumps, motos with trailers, wheel carts have 
also been sold (1.4%); 45.7% borrowed money from banks such as ACLEDA, EMT, and PRASAC 
or money lenders; and 14.3% even pawned houses or lands in order to feed their families.  

 
Ø As we have found that people tend to resort to unproductive mechanisms during hardship or natural 

calamities, there is a need to propose adapted and proactive ways to mitigate or cope with incurred 
situations.   

 
 
 

                                                 
35 The term “Food” is  normally referred to rice 
36 According to Green Fire quarterly bulletin, Issue no. 004 Dec 2002. Page 2 
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Section 7: Vocational Training 
 
• 82.9% of cases shown their intention to attend vocational training mainly motor repairing, carpentry, 

construction, which is the most wanted skill (70.2%). Though the majority of people want to attend 
vocational training, 18.6% of them demonstrated their unwillingness to contribute in such training 
because of lack of money.  

 
Ø More than considering providing vocational training to women, the project need as well to think of 

offering opportunities for men, reported to be the main income generators. It is strongly 
recommended that the project team pay a visit to a project of TRIP in Kompong Chhang or Pursat to 
learn its experiences pertinent to setting up sustainable and autonomous vocational training for 
community people.      

 

 
As per finding, there is a need to re-strategize or refocus the project’s operation a little bit as follows:  
 

Existing Focus  Recommended Focus 
Priority Component  Priority Component 
1 Child Right Protection   1 Food Security  
2 Education   2 Family Economic Development  
3 Food Security   3 Infrastructure Improvement  
4 Family Economic Development   4 Child Right Protection  
5 C-t-C on Primary Health Care   5 Education  
6 Infrastructure Improvement   6 C-t-C on Primary Health Care  
 
 
 
Child Right Protection component need less priority since high attention was given during the previous 
years. The level of child right violation seems reduced but follow up in term of KAP should be conducted 
toward local authorities, community leaders, VDCs and villagers.  
 
Education component also need lesser intervention because UNICEF and PAP are supporting and covering 
most of our catchment's areas. It is an opportunity to which we can shift our attention to other prioritized 
components.  
 
Apart from shifting focus and prioritized areas of intervention, it is strongly recommended more activities 
need to be introduced in all the existing components. For instance, in Child Protection component, numerous 
activities could be added such as mobile library, playground establishing; in Food Security ones cow banks 
should be launched.  
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APPENDIX 1:  SCHEDULE FOR HHS TRAINING  
  
Schedule for HHS training  
 
Venue LO Takeo Office  
Facilitators Chenda, Ratha, Marady  
 
Day 1 Feb 12, 2003  
 
830-845 Share purposes of assessment   Chenda 
845-900 Location, interview team   Chenda 
900-1030 Cluster selection and sampling   Chenda 
 
1030-1045 Break       
1045-1200 Questionnaire training    Ratha 
1200-1400 Lunch break       
 
1400-1515 Continue questionnaire training   Marady  
1515-1530 Break  
1530-1700 Continue questionnaire training   Ratha  
 
Day 2 Feb 13, 2003  
 
730-800 Interviewing techniques    Chenda 
800-900 Mock interview     Ratha 
900-920 Feedback session     Chenda 
920-1200 Questionnaire testing     Whole team  
1200-1400 Lunch break    
 
1400-1500 Feedback from the field test   Ratha and Marady  
1500-1700 Questionnaire review    Chenda  
 
 
Day 3 Feb 14, 2003  
 
Conduct household survey in Kongpi Sei, Kampong Speu  
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APPENDIX 2:  LIST OF ASSESSMENT TEAM  
 
 
List of assessment team 
 
No. Name  Sex Position Remark  
1 Choub Chanthy F Community development animator  LO Takeo  
2 Chhun Sarorn  F Community development animator  LO Takeo  
3 Navann F Development worker WOSO  
4 Thay Chanthy  M Development worker WOSO 
5 Sokly M Development Worker WOSO 
6 Inn Vantha M Development worker Agri. Kampong Speu 
7 Chhoeun Chanthy M  Development worker Agri. Kampong Speu  
8 Seng Meng M Development worker Agri. Takeo  
9 Ho Vutha M  Development worker  Agri. Takeo  
10 Long Doeun  M  Project assistant  Bati health team  
11 Chhu Vy M  Field support staff  LO Takeo  
12 Khann Khom  M  Community development animator  LO Takeo  
13 Kong Ratha  M  Project coordinator  LO Takeo  
14 Ngorn Marady  M  Project administration  LO  
15 Keo Chenda M  Program Manager LO  
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APPENDIX 3: SAMPLING PROCESS AND TECHNIQUES  
 
SAMPLING PROCESS: SELECTION OF COMMUNITIES WHERE CLUSTERS WILL BE 
LOCATED) 

 
1.  Decide on the number of districts, which can practically be visited. In general, the more 

districts that can be visited, the more reliable your results will be.  
 
2.  List all the districts and their populations for the area to be surveyedà. 
  
3.  If all the districts are approximately the same size, assign each one a number and select at 

random the districts to be visited.**  
 

If the districts differ in size, calculate their cumulative populations by adding each population to the sum 
of the ones before it.  

 
4.  Determine the sampling interval.  
 

 Cumulative total population             Sampling interval 
                                                         Number of districts 
                                                         To be visited 
 

5.  Select a random number which is less than or equal to the sampling intervalàà.  
 
6.  To identify the first district to be visited, locate the first district on the list in which the 

cumulative population equals or exceeds the random number selected in step 5.  
 

7.  Identify the second district to be visited as follows  
 
 Random      +  Sampling Location of  
 number interval second district  
 

8.  Identify each subsequent district to be visited as follows  
 

 Number which  
 identified the    + Sampling Next district 
 location of the  Interval location 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
à If it is not possible to list all the district populations, or if it will be impractical to visit widely distant districts, you can first use the 

process de scribed in steps I - 3 to select a number of regions. You would then limit your list of districts to those in the selected 
regions.  

 
** Section G describes how to select numbers randomly. 
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SELECT COMMUNITIES WHERE CLUSTERS WILL BE LOCATED 

 
This survey method uses a cluster sampling technique. A cluster is a randomly selected population 
group of a size like to include a specified number of children under age 5. 
  
As described in this manual, cluster sampling is a 2-stage process involving: 

- first, selecting communities in which clusters will be located (as described in this section), 
and 

  
- second, within these communities, identifying groups of households where interviews will 

be conducted .The "cluster" is the population living in these households. 
 
For statistical reliability, it is    best to survey at least 30 clusters from the total area. If it is logistically 
possible to survey more than 30 clusters, this will generally result in greater precision.  

 
To the extent possible, communities where clusters will be located should be selected according to a 
principle called "probability proportionate to size." This means that communities with populations of equal 
size should have an equal chance of being selected to contain a cluster; communities with larger populations 
should have a proportionately greater chance of having a cluster than smaller communities. 

 
Ideally, to adhere to this principle, you should list all the communities in the area to be surveyed, along with 
their population sizes. Then, without regard to the locations of the communities, you should select certain 
ones to contain clusters, as described in steps 9 - 15 of the following process.  

 
However, in surveys of large areas (e.g., whole countries or large regionsà), it will usually be 
impossible to list all the communities and their populations. Because of resource constraints, it may 
also be impractical to choose communities without regard to their locations; a programme may need 
to confine travel to a number of districts to save travel time, per diem, petrol, etc. It will therefore 
be necessary to select districts first, according to steps 1 - 8 of the following process. An example of 
each step in the process is provided on the facing page.  

 
Once communities have been selected, keep their identities as secret as possible. You do not want the 
communities to prepare for the survey in any way that will bias the results.  

 
GUIDELINES FOR HOUSEHOLD SELECTION 
 
A. SELECTION OF STARTING HOUSE  
 

1) Visit the village chief his representative, to inform him of your field survey in his area. Ask 
about the boundaries of the village and if there are geographic divisions. 

 
2) Divide cluster into natural geographic sections, and RANDOMLY select one section 

(example if there are 5 sections, select a number between I and 5 by a random method (last 
number on money, throw dice, or pull slips of paper). 

 
 

                                                 
* In this manual   " regions" are the largest' administrative/geographic units below the national level, followed by 
"districts," then "communities." These levels may be called by other names in different countries. 
 

C-11 
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3) Go to the centre of the selected section and RANDOMLY select a direction to follow. (spin 

a pen or bottle).  
 
4) Walk in the selected direction, counting ALL houses in that direction. Stop at the end of the 

division; do not turn. From the total number of houses, RANDOMLY select one number. 
(example if there are a total of 16 houses in the selected direction, your random number 
should be between I and 16). Be sure use a method to allow you to choose a number as high 
as the total number of houses in the direction) This random number will determine how 
many houses you must pass before your starting house. 

 
5) Start walking in the selected direction. Go to the house you have randomly selected. This 

selected house is your STARTING HOUSE.  
 
B. SELECTION OF SUBJECTS 
 

1) Ask if the mother has any children ages 12 to 18. If "yes", then this is an eligible household. 
Prepare a survey form for this family - name and location (even if you are not able to survey 
them this day) 

 
2) Ask to speak to the mother of the children.  
 

a) If the mother is not present  
 

- find out when you can return to speak with her 
- write information on survey form 

 
3) Ask how many children she has in this age range. 
 
4) Randomly select one child in this age range to be the interview child. 

 
a) If interview child is not present  
 

- find out when you can return to interview him/her. 
- write information down on survey form 
-  
5) Explain the purpose of the study and ask permission to interview them. 
 

5) If "yes" to  
- child is between ages of 12 and 18. 
- mother and child are home 
- they gave verbal permission 

then proceed with interview  
6) If "no" to any of the above  
 
- write information in daily log  
- go to the next house and begin again at step B, "selection of subjects".  
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C. SELECTION OF SUBSEQUENT HOUSES 
 

1) When you have finished an interview, or if there are no qualified subjects in a household, go 
to the next nearest house in the selected direction.  

 
2) If you are at the end of the cluster area, or at a natural boundary (river, large fields, etc), you 

may turn. You may spin a pen to determine a new direction if necessary. The major concern 
is to avoid bias by not making house selection decisions on you own.  

 
3) When you have seven eligible households for the survey, stop the house selection process. 
 

D. PROCEDURES TO BE COMPLETED BEFORE LEAVING INTERVIEW AREA 
 
1) Return to houses of mothers or children who were not home.  
 
2) Review each interview form for completion of all required responses. It may be necessary to 

return to a house to get more information. 
 

3) Thank the village chief. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LO.KO Assessment: Appendix, Simpling Process and Techniques 



 122 

 

APPENDIX 4: HOUSEHOLD SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE PART A 
 
 
Setoff time ............................... Ending time ................................ 
 
Note for interviewer   
a. All notes for interviewers are written in italic form. Therefore, please read quietly  
b. Text in bold font is to be read to the respondent for understanding.   
c. Please make sure that permission is given prior to the commence of interviewing   
d. Read the question but do not read the answers 
e. Please select the best-match answer(s) given below the question according to the reply made by 
interviewee. 
f. This questionnaire is to be asked a mother having children under 2 years old   
g. Please ensure the interviewee over the confidentiality of the given information. 
h. Please circle all the best-match answer(s) 
i. Make sure all the questionnaire is completely filled before leaving the house 
j. Sit between 0.7m to 1.3m away from respondent and do not let the respondent to see the listed 
answers 
k. Explain the question if the interviewee does not understand   
 
________________________________________________________________________________
___ 
 
I. General section 
 
1.1 Name of interviewee .................................................. 
 
1.2    How old is she? ……………. years old. 
 
1.3   What is the marital status of the head of the family? 

1- Still lives with spouse    
2- Divorced/separated   
3- Widow (husband died)   

 
1.4   What is your main occupation in dry season? 

1- Farmer     
 2- Business/trade     

  3- Government Staff    
 4- Vegetable grower     
 5- Teacher   
 6- Sell labor/worker (includes construction worker) 
 7- Wood cutter      
 8- Private Company & NGO staff  

9- Housework/housewife  
10- Animal raiser       
11- Not regular occupation 
12. Sugar palm producer     

 98- Others (please specify) ………………................ 
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1.5   What is your main occupation in wet season? 

1- Farmer     
 2- Business/trade     

  3- Government Staff    
 4- Vegetable grower     
 5- Teacher   
 6- Sell labor/worker (includes construction worker) 
 7- Wood cutter      
 8- Private Company & NGO staff  

9- Housework/housewife  
10- Animal raiser       
11- Not regular occupation 
12. Sugar palm producer     

 98-Others (please specify) ………………................ 
 
1.6 Educational background?  

1. never attend school 
2. primary school (1-6) 
3. secondary school (7-9) 
4. high school (10-12) 
5. university (above 12)     

   
1.7 What is your religion?  
  1- Buddhist       

2- Christian (Catholic and Protestant) 
 3- Muslim      

4- No religion      
  98- Others (specify) ……………………… 
 
1.8 Family members 
 
(A) Total (B) Under 18 years old (C) 18 to 55 years old (D) Over 55 years old 
 
 

   

 
1.9 Family living standard please observes and tick! 

1.  impoverish 
2.  poor 
3.  average 
4.  above average 
5.  rich 
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II. Health Section  
 
General Health Care  
2.1 In your village, do people like to go health center or not when there is disease?  

0.  no  
1.  yes (if yes, go to 2.3) 
99. do not know (if don’t know, go to 2.3)  

 
 2.2 If no, what are the rationales behind that? (Multiple answers are possible)   
 1.   too far 

2.  expensive 
3.  poor service and quality 
4.  there is private clinic in the village 
5.  there are traditional healers in the village  
6.  people prefer home treatment 
98. other (specify)......................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.3 Does your child have trouble seeing at night? (Night blindness-vitamin A deficiency) 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.4 Did your child have coughing or difficulty breathing (ARI) in the past two weeks? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.5 Did anyone in your family members have typhoid during the rainy season last year? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.6 After delivery, how long will you breast-feed your baby (name of child ------)?  
  1. Immediately after delivery 
  2. 1-2hours after delivery 
  3. Over 8 hours 
  4. Unnecessary 
 
2.7 Are you giving (name of child----------) milk in addition for breast feeding? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
 
2.8 Are you using iodized salt for your family food?  
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  2. Sometimes  
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2.9 Did your child under 5, receive vitamin A capsule in the last year? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.10 Have you ever received basic health education? 
  1. Yes 
 0. No  
 
Diarrhea understanding and practice   
2.11 How your food is kept? (Multiple answers are possible)  

1.  in a cupboard 
2.  under a covered container 
3.  covered by dish  
4.  hang in a safe place 
5.  keep on bed without covering  
6.  keep wherever possible (unsafe)  
98.  others (specify)................................................................................  
99.  do not know  

 
 
2.12 Did your child get diarrhea in the past two weeks? 
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.13 Do you know the causes of diarrhea?  

0.  no (if no, go to 2.15)     
1.  yes  

 
2.14 If yes, what are the causes? (Multiple answers are possible)  

1.  eating raw vegetables 
2.  poisonous food 
3.  drinking raw water 
4.  defecate outside latrine 
5.  poor or improper cooking 
6.  wash hand improperly  
7.  eating uncovered food 
8.  eating dirty food or vegetables 
98.  other (specify)................................................................................... 
99.  do not know 
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2.15 What do you do when your child have diarrhea? (Multiple responses are possible)  

1.  offer more boiled water 
2.  take to health center 
3.  purchase medicine personally  
4.  give more food 
5.  give ORS 
6.  have him drink more coconut juice 
7.  reduce number of diet  
8.  do not need to care 
9.  taken to traditional healer 
98. other (specify).................................................................................. 
99. do not know 

 
2.16 Does your family drink boiled water?  

0.  no 
1.  yes 
2.  sometimes  

 
2.17 Check water jar if there is any lid or ABATE?  

0.  no 
1.  yes 
2.  some have some not 

 
2.18 Have you or your spouse attended any dissemination on diarrhea issue?  

0.  no 
1.  yes 

 
Oral and Dental Care  
 
2.19 Have you or any of your family members ever heard about dental care? 

0.  no 
1.  yes 

 
2.20 How do you or your family members brush teeth?  

1.    using finger as a brush 
2.  using only a brush  
3.  utilizing brush with toothpaste  
4.  never brush teeth 
98. other (specify) .................................................................... 

2.21 How many brushes are being available in your family?...................... 
 
2.22 Averagely, how many times does each individual member of your family brush teeth with 
toothpaste a day? ........ 
 
2.23 Had you ever attended any dental care dissemination? 

0.  no 
1.  yes 
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Dengue Hemorrhagic Fever (DHF)   
 
2.24 Did anyone in your family members have dengue fever during the rainy season last year? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No  

99. Don't know   
 
2.25 Do you know what DHF is?  
 1.   a disease that could lead to child’s death 

2.  contentious disease spread by dengue mosquito 
3.  a simple and not serious disease 
4.  an incurable illness 
5.  Curable illness 
98.  others (specify) ................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.26 What is the cause of DHF?  
 1.   insect bite 

2.   dengue mosquito bite 
3. do wrong to ancestor  
98. other (specify) ..................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.27 Can it be cured?  

0.  no 
1.  yes 
99. do not know 

 
2.28 How do you and your family sleep?  
 1.   always inside the net 

2.  sometime in net sometime not 
3.  never use net 
98. other (specify) .............................................................................. 

 
2.29 What do you always do when your child have DHF?  

1.  take to health center 
2.  take to hospital  
3.  take to private clinic  
4.  take to traditional healer 
5.  purchase medicine personally  
6.  just not care 
98. other (specify).................................................... 
99. do not know 
 

2.30 Please check house and yard if it is  
0.  bad 
1.  normal 
2.  good 
3.  very good 
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2.31 How to prevent your child from this disease? (Multiple answers are possible)   

1.  always sleep in net 
2.  always keep water jar clean 
3.  put ABATE in every water jar 
4.  bury or burn all wastes which can enable mosquito to breed  
5.  keep house and yard clean 
6.  keep children away from dark place 
98. others (specify) ......................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.32 What have your family been doing to prevent this disease? (Multiple answers are possible)   

1.  always sleep in net 
2.  always keep water jar clean 
3.  put ABATE in very water jar 
4.  bury or burn all wastes which can enable mosquito to breed  
5.  keep house and yard clean 
6.  keep children away from dark place 
98. others (specify) ......................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
 Fever 
2.33 Is fever dangerous to children?  

0.  no (if no, go to 2.35)  
1.  yes 
99. do not know (if don’t know, go to 2.35)  

 
2.34 If yes, how dangerous is it?  
 1. convulsion then lead to death 

2.  Brain damage leading to mental problem  
98. other (specify) ............................................................................... 
99. do not know  

 
2.35 What will you do if your child caught fever? (Multiple answers are possible)   

1.  cover with blanket  
2.  have the child naked and cover with wet Krama 
3.  Expose the child to the electric fan 
4.  let the child drink lot of water 
5.  take the child to health center or hospital  
6.  take the child to traditional healer 
98.  other (specify) ................................................................................. 
99.  do not know 
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Personal hygiene 
2.36 How to keep your self healthy? (Multiple answers are possible)  

1.  brush or wash hair with soap or shampoo 
2.  wash and dry clothes regularly 
3.  cutting nail shortly  
4.  cutting hair shortly  
5.  brush teeth with toothpaste after meal  
6.  always keep yourself clean 
7.  always keep the house clean 
8.  eat and drink healthily  
9.  always keep household items clean 
98. other (specify) ....................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.37 Please check whether (Multiple answers are possible)    

1.  short hair 
2.  short nail 
3.  clothes are clean  
4.  white and healthy teeth  
5.  house are clean 
6.  household items are clean  
7.  blanket, pillow, mate, net, and bed are clean  
98.  other stuffs notified (specify)...................................................................    

 
2.38 Averagely, how many times does each member of your family bath a day? .............. 
 
2.39 Averagely, how many times does each member of your family bath with soap or detergence a 
day? ........................... 
 
2.40 How often do you wash sleeping materials such as mate, net, pillow cloths, blanket?  

1.  once a week 
2.  once for every fortnight  
3.  once a month 
4.  once a quarter 
98.  other (specify).............................................................................................. 

 
2.41 Have you ever been told about sanitation issues? 

0.  no  
1.  yes 

 
2.42 How do you dispose of excreta?  
  1. Bush/open field   
  2. Bury excreta   
  3. Common toilet    
  4. Ash toilet   
  5. Flush toilet   
  98. Other (specify) _________________   
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2.43 When do you wash your hands? (Multiple answers are possible)   
  1. Before eating   
  2. Before feeding children   
  3. Before preparing food   
  4. After eating   
  5. After using latrine (bowel movement)  
  6. After tending animals   
  7. In the morning   
  98. Other __________________  
 
2.44 After eating, how do you clean dishes and cooking utensils? (Multiple answers are possible)  
  
  1. Water   
  2. Water and soap   
  98. Other______________   
 
2.45 What do you think about the overall sanitation issues in your entire village?  

1.  still very poor 
2.  remain the same  
3.  better now 
99. do not know 

 
EPI  
2.46  How many child -preventable diseases? ........................................ 
 
 
2.47 What are they?  (Multiple answers are possible)   

1.  Tuberculosis  
2.  Polio  
3.  Tetanus 
4.  German Measles 
5.  Diphtheria 
6.  Whooping Cough  
98. other (specify) .................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.48 Is it normal not to vaccinate a child against these preventable diseases?  

0.  no 
1.  yes 
99. do not know 

 
2.49 Has your child (under 2 years old) ever been vaccinated?  

1. Yes   
0. No 

2.50 Did your child under 5, receive vitamin A capsule in the last year? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
  99. Don't know  
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2.51 Did you get vitamin A capsule during two months after delivery?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
2.52 What is the best time for having a child vaccinated?  

1. at birth 
2. one month after birth  
3. when a child start working  
4. before the age of 2 years 
5. at any time  
98. other (specify) ................................................................... 
99. do not know 

 
2.53 Have you ever been told to vaccinate your child?  

0. no  
1. yes 

 

Nutrition  
 
2.54 How many groups of food? .............................. 
 99. do not know (if do not know, go to 2.56) 
 
2.55 What are they? (Multiple answers are possible)   

1.   building food  
2. energy food 
3. protect food  
4. Vit-A rich food 
5. Protein food 
98.  other (specify) ................................................................................ 
99.  do not know 

 
 
 
 
2.56 What constitute protection food?  

1. vegetables 
2. fruits 
3. meat 
4. grains 
98. others (specify) ............................................................................. 
99. do not know 
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2.57 What are the crops you grow around your house? (Multiple answers) 

1. Corn  
2. Sugar cane 
3. Taro  
4. Coconut 
5. Cassava 
6. Yam 
7. Sweet potato  
8. Bean  
9. Banana  
10. Peanut 
11. Cowpea 
12. Pig eon pea  
13. Soybean  
14. Pumpkin  
15. Courgettes  
16. Mango 
17. Papaya 
18. Elephant apple tree 
19. Persia   
20. Lemon  
21. Honeydew melon 
22. Morning glory/Kang Kong  
23. Jack fruit  
24. Amaranth  
25. Mustache green     
98. Others (specify)  ________________________  

 
2.58 How often do you give meat to your child?  

1. every day 
2. 2-3 days 
3. once a week 
4. once for a fortnight 
5. once a month  
98. other (specify) .............................................................................. 

 
 
2.59 How often do you offer vegetables to your child?  

1. every day 
2. 2-3 days 
3. once a week 
4. once for a fortnight 
5. once a month  
98. other (specify) .............................................................................. 
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HIV/AIDS  
2.60 What is the most common disease in your village?  

1.  AIDS/HIV 
2.  Fever 
3.  DHF 
4.  Cough 
5.  Typhoid  
6.  Diarrhea 
7.  TB 
8.  Cholera 
9.  Chickenpox 
10.  Night blindness  
98.  other (specify) ........................................................................ 
99.  do not know 

 
2.61 Do you know what AIDS is? 
  1. Yes 
  0. no 
  99. Don't know  
 
2.62 How did you hear about AIDS? (Multiple answer) 
  99. Don't know  
  1. Health education campaign 
  2. Friends  
  3. Radio 
  4. T-V 
  5. Leaflet 
  6. Poster/billboards  
  7. Newspaper/magazine 
  98. Others 
 
2.63 How can AIDS be transmitted from one person to another? (Multiple answers) 
  99.  Don’t know transmission   
  1.  Have sex with infected person   
  2. Common needle injection   
  3.  Mother to child during the pregnancy  
  4.  Blood transfusion   
  98. Others_____________ 
 
2.64 How will you prevent yourself from getting AIDS? (Multiple answers) 
  99. don’t know   
  1. one husband one wife  
  2. use condom every time having sex   
  3. not sharing razor  
  4. avoid collective medical injection 
  98. others _______________________ 
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2.65 What is your feeling towards a person with AIDS?  
  99. don't know  
  1. don't like to live near 
  2. afraid of infectious  
  3. petty them 
  4. want to help them 
  5. hate 
  6. normal feel   
  98. others ___________________ 
 
Mother and child care  
2.66 Where did you go for your ANC during your pregnancy?  
  1. no where   
  2. health center   
  3. province health center   
  4. private clinic/hospital   
  5. TBAs 
  98. others ____________________  
 
2.67 Who cut the cord of your youngest child during delivery?  
  1. doctor   
  2. midwife   
  3. TBAs   
  4. relative 
 
2.68 During last pregnancy, did you have a TT2 vaccination?   
     Interviewer Please ask to see and check the answer on the ANC white card or 

 Tetanus card.   1. Yes   
2. Yes but lost   
3. No 

 
2.69 Did you get vitamin A capsule during two months after delivery?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
2.70 What methods do you know to prevent pregnancy? (Multiple answer) 
  1. calendar   
  2. pill   
  3. IUD   
  4. injection   
  5. condom   
  6. abstinence   
  7. abortion   
  8. continuous breast feeding    
  9. not applicable/none  
  98. others ______________  
  99. don’t know  
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2.71 What methods do you practice (use) to prevent pregnancy? (Multiple answer) 
  1. calendar   
  2. pill   
  3. IUD   
  4. injection   
  5. condom   
  6. abstinence   
  7. abortion   
  8. continuous breast feeding    
  9. not applicable/none  
  98. others ______________  
  99. don’t know  
 
III. Family economy 
 
3.1 What were your primary sources of income/cash last year? (3 answers) 
     Rank 3 primary sources of income, with 1 being the most important source to 3 being the least 
important source. 
  1. crop sales  ____________ 
  2. vegetable sales _________  
  3. sales of livestock and products  __________  
  4. casual labor  ____________ 
  5. formal employment  ______________ 
  6. sale of assets __________ 
  7. self-employment/cottage industry  _________ 
  8. gifts/remittances (money from family members of friends in another community) ______  
  9. loans  _____________ 
  10. factory Worker  ______________ 
  98. others_____________________________ 
 
3.2 What is your husband’s main occupation in dry season?  
  1. farmer (rice, crop, or vegetable grower) 
  2. business/trade   
  3. government Staff   
  4. police/soldier   
  5. producer/carpenter (table, chair...)   
  6. sell labor/worker  
  7. motor-taxi    
  8. private company & NGO staff   
  9. housewor k   
  10. not regular occupation 
  11. wood cutter 
  12. Sugar palm producer 
  13. animal and/or poultry husbandry    
  98. others (specify)_________ 

99. do not know or widow (if so, to 3.4)  
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3.3 What is your husband’s main occupation in wet season?  
  1. farmer (rice, crop, or vegetable grower) 
  2. business/trade   
  3. government Staff   
  4. police/soldier   
  5. producer/carpenter (table, chair...)   
  6. sell labor/worker  
  7. motor-taxi    
  8. private Company & NGO staff   
  9. housework   
  10. not regular occupation 
  11. animal and/or poultry husbandry    
  12. wood cutter  
  98. others (specify)_________ 
  99. do not know or widow  
 
3.4 Nowadays, do you take loans in cash?  
  1. Yes   
  0. No ( If no, go to 3.9) 
 
3.5 If yes, how much?  
  1. under 100,000R   
  2. 100,000R to 200,000R   
  3. 210,000R to 500,000R   
  4. 510,000R to 1,000,000R   
  5. Over 1,000,000R 
 
3.6 Whom did you take loans from? (multiple answers)  
  1. Relatives   
  2. Private money lenders   
  3. Credit program of VDC (LO Program/WOSO)   
  4. Loan program of the Government   
  5. Other NGOs (ACLEDA, EMT, PRASAR, SITKOMAR...) 
 
3.7 Why do you take loans? (multiple answers) 
  1. Education 
  2. Health 
  3. Food 
  4. Housing 
  5. Clothing 
  6. Leisure/social 
  7. Gifts/assistance to others 
  8. Purchase assets 
  9. Agriculture 
  10. make or expand business  
  11. Loan payment  
  98. Other _______ 
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3.8 How many months do you expect that it will take to pay off your loan(s)? ___________ 
 
3.9 Do you take loans in rice?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No (If no, go to 3.14) 
 
3.10 If yes, how many?   
  1. less than 200Kg   
  2. 200 to 500 Kg   
  3. 501 to 700Kg   
  4. 701 to 1000 Kg   
  5. Over 1000Kg 
 
3.11 Whom did you take loans in rice from? 
  1. Relatives   
  2. Private rice lenders   
  3. Neighbors  
  4. Other NGOs except E&D and WOSO  
 
3.12 Why do you take loan in rice?     
  1. Education 
  2. Health 
  3. Food 
  4. Housing 
  5. Clothing 
  6. Leisure/social 
  7. Gifts/assistance to others 
  8. Purchase assets 
  9. Agriculture 
  10. payback to others  
  98. Other _______ 
 
3.13 How many months do you expect that it will take to pay off your loan(s)? ___________ 
 

3.14 Have you or your family members ever got the following agriculture training course? (Multiple answer) 

  1. Rice crops   
  2. Vegetable crop   
  3. Animal and/or poultry husbandry   
  4. Fish raising   
  5. IPM 
  6. Fruit trees  
  7. none of the above or never attend training (go to 3.16)  
  98. Others (specify) ___________ 
  99. Do not know (go to 3.16) 
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3.15 Who organized the training?  
  1. WOSO/E&D 
  2. Other NGOs 
  3. District officers  
  98. others ______________ 
  99. do not know  
   
3.16 What were your primary cash expenditures last year? (3 answers)  Rank 3 primary cash expenditures, 
with “1” being the most important source to “3” being the least important source.  
 1. Education ___________  
 2. Health _______________ 
 3. Food ______________ 
 4. Housing ____________ 
 5. Clothing _______________ 
  6. Leisure/social ___________ 
  7. Gifts/assistance to others ____________ 
  8. Pay back loans __________ 
  9. Agriculture _____________ 
  10. Purchase assets _______________ 
  98. Other  _______________  
     
3.17 If you had more money, what would be your top three priorities for expenditure next year?  (3 answers)  
Rank 3 primary cash expenditures, with “1” being the most important source to “3” being the least important 
source.  
  99. Don’t know ___________________ 
  1. Education _______________  
  2. Health __________________  
  3. Food _____________________  
  4. Housing _________________ 
  5. Clothing _________________ 
  6. Leisure/social ___________________ 
  7. Gifts/assistance to others ________________ 
  8. Pay back loans ___________________  
  9. Agriculture ____________________  
  10. Purchase assets ________________________  
  98. Other  __________ 
 
 
 
 
 
Vocational training  
3.18 Would you like to attend any vocational training?  
 1. yes 
 0. no (if no, to 3.21)  
 99. do not know 
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3.19 If yes, what is the only vocational training you want to attend?  
 1. Sewing 
 2. Silk weaving  
 3. Mate making  
 4. Hair dressing  
 5. Decoration during weeding  
 6. Cooking 
 7. Bamboo handicraft/ Manuel works   
 98. Others _____________________  
 99. Do not know 
 
3.20 Will you pay for attending vocational training?  
 1. yes  
 0. no 
 2. not yet decide  
  
3.21 If no, why?  
 1. no money 
 2. it is  not necessary 
 3. do not want to pay 
 4. do not want to waste time  
 98. others __________________  
 99. do not know  
 
Thank very much for your time with us. All the given information will be kept confidential.  

 

 

 
Cross checker’s name....................................... 

 
Interviewer’s name........................................ 

 
Signature .......................................................... 

 
Signature ....................................................... 
 

 
Date ................................................................ 

 
Date ...................................................... 
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APPENDIX 5: QUESTIONNAIRE B  
 
Setoff time ............................... Ending time ................................ 
 
Note for interviewer   
a. All notes for interviewers are written in italic form. Therefore, please read quietly  
b. Text in bold fond is to be read to the respondent for understanding.   
c. Please make sure that permission is given prior to the commence of interviewing   
d. Read the question but do not read the answers 
e. Please select the best-match answer(s) given below the question according the reply made by 
interviewee. 
f. This questionnaire is to be asked a husband in a family with child or children above 10 years    
g. Please ensure the interviewee over the confidentiality of the given information. 
h. Please circle all the best-match answer(s) 
i. Make sure all the questionnaire is completely filled before leaving the house 
j. Sit between 0.7m to 1.3m away from respondent and do not let the respondent to see the listed 
answers 
k. Explain the question if the interviewee does not understand   
 
 
IV. General section 
 
4.1 Name of interviewee .................................................. 
 
4.2 How old is he? ……………. years old. 
 
4.3 What is the marital status of the head of the family? 

1- Still lives with spouse    
2- Divorced/separated  
3- Widower   

 
4.4 What is your main occupation in dry season? 

1- Farmer     
 2- Business/trade     

  3- Government Staff    
 4- Vegetable grower     
 5- Teacher   
 6- Sell labor/worker (includes construction worker) 
 7- Wood cutter      
 8- Private Company & NGO staff  

9- Housework/housewife  
10- Animal raiser       
11- Not regular occupation 
12. Sugar palm producer     

 98-Others (specify) ………………................ 
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4.5 What is your main occupation in wet season? 

1- Farmer     
 2- Business/trade     

  3- Government Staff    
 4- Vege table grower     
 5- Teacher   
 6- Sell labor/worker (includes construction worker) 
 7- Wood cutter      
 8- Private Company & NGO staff  

9- Housework/housewife  
10- Animal raiser       
11- Not regular occupation   

 98-Others (please specify) ………………................ 
 
4.6 Educational background?  

1. never attend school 
2. primary school (1-6) 
3. secondary school (7-9) 
4. high school (10-12) 
5. university (above 12)     

   
4.7 What is your religion? 
  1- Buddhist       

2- Christian (Catholic and Protestant) 
 3- Muslim      

4- No religion      
  98- Others (specify) ……………………… 
 
4.8 Family members 
 
(A) Total (B) Under 18 years old (C) 18 to 55 years old (D) Over 55 years old 
 
 

   

 
4.9 Family living standard (Single answer) please observes and tick! 

1. impoverish 
2.  poor 
3.  average 
4.  above average 
5.  rich 
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V. Education 
 
5.1 How many school-age children do you have? _________________  
 
5.2 How many of them are currently studying? ________________  
 
5.3 How many of them have dropped out? _______________ 
 
5.4 If any, what were the reasons for quitting school?   
  1. Don’t want to go to school   
  2. Poverty   
  3. Far school   
  4. Health issue  
  5. Assist family in income generation activities   
  98. Others (specify) _______________________________ 
 
5.5 What is the highest grade your child/children have attended?    

1. Never attend school  
2. Primary school but can not read and write  
3. Primary school and can read and write   
4. Secondary school     

 5. High school      
 6. University 
 
5.6 Can you read and/or write?  
 1. yes, but only simple thing 
 2. yes, medium thing 
 3. yes, very good 
 0. no 
 
5.7 Do you want to attend adult literacy class if any?  
 1. yes (if yes, go to 6.1) 
 0. no 
 
5.8 If no, why?  
 1. no time 
 2. do not want (not necessary)  
 3. no transportation mean 
 98. others ______________ - 
 99. do not know yet  
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VI. Gender equity 
 
6.1 In your family, who control and manage the following property? (Read questions)  

a. Farm land    1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
b. Money    1. husband  2. wife   3. both 
c. Livestock    1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
d. House    1. husband  2. wife   3. both 
e. children’s studying    1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
f.  children’s marriage    1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
g. Buying expensive things   1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
h.  Money or rice borrowing  1. husband  2. wife   3. both  
i.  Educating and advising children 1. husband  2. wife   3. both 
j. Family expense    1. husband  2. wife   3. both 
k. generating income for family  1. husband  2. wife   3. both 

 
6.2 Between boy and girl who do you want to have higher education?  
 1. boy 
 2. girl 
 3. both 
 99. do not know  
 
6.3 Between boy and girl who do you love the most?  
 1. boy 
 2. girl 
 3. both 
 99. do not know  
 
6.4 If you need a child to assist you, boy or girl that you want him/her to drop out of school?  
 1. boy 
 2. girl 
 3. both 
 99. do not know  
 
6.5 When you have good food, boy or girl that you want to give first?  
 1. boy 
 2. girl 
 3. both 
 99. do not know  
 
 
VII. Child right 
 
7.1 Do your children help in income generation?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No (if no, go to 7.4) 
 
7.2 If yes, at what ages?…………(if under 17, please continue. if over 17, go to 7.4)  
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7.3 What is his/her job?  
  1. Factory worker   
  2. Construction worker   
  3. Handicraft 
  4. Farming 
  5. Casual laborer 
  6. Wood cutting 
  7. working in restaurant in phnom penh     
  98. Others___________ 
 
7.4 When your children make a big mistake, what do you usually do?  
  1. Beating   
  2. Advise  
  3. Chasing away   
  4. Cursing   
  98. Others (specify) ___________ 
 
7.5 What are the common causes of family conflicts? (Multiple answers) 
  1. Poverty   
  2. Sexual problems   
  3. Gambling   
  4. Alcoholism   
  5. Decision of working 
  6. illiteracy     
  98. Others (specify) ___________ 
 
VIII. Food security 
 
Water/Irrigation system  
8.1 Where are the main resources of water for your farming? (Multiple answer) 
  1. Completely depend on rain   

  2. Small river or canal   

  3. Dam, lack or stream   

  4. Well, pond   

  98. Others  ___________ 

 
8.2 Is water available at this source (use same word as respondent) for the entire wet season?  
  1. Yes (all the time) (if yes, go to 8.4) 
  0. No (just some times)  
8.3 If not enough, where do you get water for your farming?   
  0. No 
  1. Small river or canal 
  2. Dam, lack and stream 
  3. Well  
  4. pond  
  98. Others ______________ 
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8.4 How far is it from your house to the main source of the water in the wet season (use same word 
as respondent)? 
  1. Less than 100 meters 
  2. 100 – 250 meters 
  3. 250 – 500 meters 
  4. More than 500 meters 
 
8.5 How do you get water to use for your farming?  
  1. Hire somebody  
  2. Done by myself 
  98. Others _________________  
 
8.6 What is the one main source of drinking water during the dry season?  
  99. Don’t know / no answer   
  1. River, stream, spring   
  2. Lake, dam, pond   
  3. Rainwater   
  4. Pumping well   
  5. Open well   
  98. Other_____ 
 
8.7 What is the main source of drinking water during the wet season?   
  99. Don’t know / no answer   
  1. River, stream, spring   
  2. Lake, dam, pond   
  3. Rainwater   
  4. Pumping well   
  5. Open well   
  98. Other_____ 
 
Animal and poultry husbandry  
 
8.8 Does your family have the followings (write the number)(multiple answers) 
  1. draft animals    __________  
  2. tractor   _________ 
 3. cow    _____________ 
 4. ox-cart   ____________ 
 5. plough   __________  
 6. pig    ____________  
 7. chicken   ___________ 
 8. duck    _______________ 
  9. motor bike  _____________ 
  10. water pump  _____________ 
  11. bicycle   ____________  
  12. radio/cassette player  ____________  
 13. TV   ____________  
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8.9 Does your family have farm-land for paddy crop cultivation?  
  1. Yes   
  2. Exchange farm-land   
  3. Hire farm-land   
  0. No 
 
8.10 Did your animals receive vaccination la st year?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
8.11 Did your animals get sick last year?   
  1. Yes  
  0. No (if no, go to 8.13) 
 
8.12 If yes, did any of your animals die because of disease? 
  1. Yes / If yes, how many? ………………… cows. 
  0. No 
 
8.13 When your cattle or pig get sick, what do you do?  
  1. Traditional healer (Khru Khmer)   
  2. Veterinarian   
  3. Treated by my self   
  98. Others  
 
8.14 Have you ever attend any animal and poultry husbandry training course?  

1. Yes 
0. No (if no, go to 8.16)  

 
8.15 If yes, who organize?  

1. LO/WOSO 
2. District office of veterinary  
3. private institutions 
4. other NGOs 
98. others 
99. do not know  

 
8.16 Is there any veterinarian in the village?  

1. yes 
0. no (if no, go to 8.18) 

 
8.17 Are they affective and providing good service? 

1. Yes 
0. No 
2. Not so good 
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Agriculture technology 
 
8.18 In order to improve your product, did you use fertilizer? 
  1. Yes   
  0. No (if no, go to 8.20) 
 
8.19 If yes, what fertilizers did you use?  
  1. Only chemical fertilizer   
  2. Only natural/organic fertilizers (dung, green manure …)   
  3. Both (Chemical and organic) 
 
8.20 What practices do you use to conserve soil nutrients? (Multiple answers are possible) 
  1. None   
  2. Crop rotation   
  3. Grow grain legumes   
  4. Manure   
  5. Fertilizer   
  6. Retain crop residues on field   
  7. Spread ashes  
  8. None required  
  98. Other ______________  
8.21 What practices do you use to manage insects? (Multiple answers are possible) 
  1. None   
  2. Crop rotation   
  3. Burning or removing crop residues  
  4. Purchased insecticide   
  5. Government/NGO supplied insecticide  
  6. Locally-produced “natural” insecticides   
  7. Hand pick/kill  
  8. Use IPM Technique  
  9. None required  
  98. Other 

 
8.22 Have you participated in training on agricultural or fish production practices?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
8.23 What kind of rice variety did your family use last year (2002)? 
  1. Local rice variety 
  2. Modern/oversea variety 
  3. Mixed variety 
 
8.24 Did your family grow dry season rice last year (2002)? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No 
8.25 Did your family harvest wet season rice last year (2002)? 
  1. Yes  (if yes, go to 8.27)  
  0. No (if no, go to 8.26 then to 8.30) 
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8.26 If not why? 
  1. Natural disaster (go to 8.30) 
  2. Destroyed by insect (go to 8.30)  
  98. Others ___________________ (go to 8.30)  
 
 
8.27 if yes, is the yield better or worse than last year (2002)?  

1. better 
2. worse 
3. same 
99. do not know 

 
8.28 and how much rice did your family harvest this last year (2002)?  
  1. Less than 500kgs  
  2. 501 – 800kgs  
  3. 801 – 1000kgs  
  4. 1001 – 1500kgs 
  5. Over 1500kgs 
 
8.29 Did you sell any of your family rice harvest?  
  1. Yes / if yes, how much? …………………… kgs. 
  0. No 

 
8.30 Does your family have land for secondary crop and fruit tree cultivation? (not include the 
gardening land around the house)? 
  1. Yes  
  2. Hired land  
  0. No (if no, go to 8.32)  
 
 
8.31 If yes, what is the size/area of the farm –land in acres? (1Hectare = 100 acres or 1 Sleuk of 
seeding = 20acres not include vegetable garden and other cultivated land)? 
  1. Less than 10 acres 
  2. 10 – 30 acres  
  3. 51 – 100acres 
  4. Over 100acres 

 
8.32 Did your family harvest vegetables or fruits in the last year? 
  1. Yes 
  0. No (if no, go to 8.34)  
 
8.33 Did you sell those products?  
  1. Yes / If yes how much profit do you get------------------- 
  0. No   
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8.34 What grain storage system do you use?  (Multiple answers are possible) 
  1. Bags or containers in home  
  2. Under shelter  
  3. Specially-constructed grain store/granaries   
  4. Don’t need storage 
 
8.35 What are the main factors limiting production of crops by your household? (Multiple answers 
are possible) 
  1. None  

2. Drought  
3. Flooding 
4. Soil quality is poor  
5. Wildlife  
6. Insects 
7. Disease 
8. Weeds  
9. Poor seed 
10. Fertilizer/soil is not fertile  
11. No / Not enough land available 
12. No / Not enough irrigation water available 
13. Lack of tools/implements 
14. Lack of knowledge 
15. Lack of labor/time 
16. Theft 
17. Lack of capital 
98. Other ________________  
 

8.36 What are the main factors limiting your production of livestock by your household? (Multiple 
answers are possible) 
  1. None 
  2. Drought 
  3. Excess rain/flooding 
  4. Poor water quality 
  5. Wildlife  
  6. Insects 
  7. Disease 
  8. Lack of medication 

9. Poor animals health 
10. Shortage of food  
11. No / not enough land available 
12. No / not enough livestock number 
13. Lack of facilities 
14. Lack of tools/implements 
15. Lack of knowledge 
16. Lack of labor/time 
17. Theft 
18. Lack of capital 
19. Lack of good variety  
98. Other ________________ 
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Labor module  
 
8.37 What type of stove do you cook with? 
  1. Traditional support (stones) for cooking pot   
  2. Home-constructed clay or brick   
  3. Simple metal support for cooking pot  
  4. Metal stove for wood, charcoal, etc.  
  5. Metal stove for kerosene or other fuel   
  98. Other______________  

   
8.38 In the wet season, how many minutes does it take to get water each day? _______ Min 
(Number of Minutes)   
 
8.39 In the dry season, how many minutes does it take to get water each day? ________ Min 
(Number of Minutes)  
 
8.40 What do you use to transport water?  (Multiple answers are possible) 

1. Carry it oneself /fetching  
2. Cart / wheel   
3. Animal   
4. Bicycle   
5. Piped to my home   
98. Other 

 
8.41 Did you house have enough food for the last whole year (2002)? 
  1. yes (if yes, go to 8.44) 
  0. no 
 
8.42 How many months did your family face the rice shortage?……………….months 
 
8.43 During the month of difficulty (rice shortage), what was the source that helped you meet your 
family’s food need? (Multiple answers) 
  1. saving money 
  2. borrowing 
  3. sale assets 
  4. help from relative/friends 
  5. employment salary 
  6. emergency relief from LO Project 
  7. eat porridge 
  8. eat rice seed 
   9. Sell casual labor at low price 
  10. leave home for income generation 
  98. others ___________________________     
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Infrastructure  
 
8.44 Do you have any problems with traveling and transportation in your village?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No (if no, go to 8.46)  
 
8.45 If yes, why? (Multiple answers) 
  1. Small lane   
  2. Flooded road  
  3. Bumping road  
  4. Inadequate road   
  98. Other_________ 
 
8.46 Is there enough and good irrigation system such as canal, water-gate, and culvert?  
 1. yes 
 0. no  
 
IX. Emergency preparedness 
 
Adaptive coping  
 
9.1 In the past year, did any member of your family reduce the size and / or the number of meals 
eaten in a day, in order to have enough food to eat?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No   
      
9.2 In the past year, did any member of your family have any days without eating anything all day, 
because of a lack of food?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
9.3 In the past year, did your family resort to mechanisms that could be life threatening (e.g. 
foraging in land-mined areas, involvement in unauthorized activities, etc.) in order to have enough 
food to eat?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No  
          
9.4 In the past year, did one or more children from your family discontinue school in order to save 
money or work to bring in additional income , so that you had enough food to eat?    
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
      
9.5 In the past year, did one or more of your family go to another neighborhood (village, town or 
city) to find work, in order that the family had enough food to eat?    
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
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Liquid Assets  
9.6 In the past year, did your family sell (or consume) more of your small livestock than usual (e.g. 
goats, sheep, chicken and pigs) in order to have enough food to eat?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
     
9.7 In the past year, did your family use money intended for investing in small business, in order to 
have enough food to eat?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
9.8 In the past year, did your family sell off some household possessions , in order to buy enough 
food to eat?   
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
   
9.9 In the past year, did your family borrow food or money for food from relatives, friends or 
neighbors , in order to have enough to eat?  
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
 
9.10 In the past year, did your family sell off agricultural tools or implements (e.g.  hoes, rakes, 
ploughs) in order to buy enough food to eat?  
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
 
9.11 In the past year, did your family sell off (or consume) seed meant for planting next season’s 
crops in order to have enough food to eat?  
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
 
Productive Asse ts 
 
9.12 In the past year, did your family sell off (or consume) large livestock (e.g. cows, oxen, buffalo) 
in order to buy food?    
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
      
9.13 In the past year, did your family sell off other productive tools or equipment (e.g. sewing 
machine, rickshaw, carpentry tools etc.) to buy enough food to eat?   
  1. Yes   
  0. No 
  
9.14 In the past year, did your family borrow money from a bank or moneylender in order to buy 
enough food to eat?  
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
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9.15 In the past year, did your family sell or pledge your land or house, in order to have enough 
food to eat?   
  1. Yes  
  0. No 
 
 
X. Vocational training  
 
10.1 Would you like to attend any vocational training?  
 1. yes 
 0. no 
 99. do not know 
 
10.2 If yes, what is the only vocational training you want to attend?  
 1. motor repairing  
 2. carpentry  
 3. jar/pot making   
 98. Others _____________________  
 99. Do not know 
 
10.3 Will you pay for attending vocational training?  
 1. yes  
 0. no 
 2. not yet decide  
  
10.4 If no, why?  
 1. no money 
 2. it is  not necessary 
 3. do not want to pay 
 98. others __________________  
 99. do not know  
 
 
Thank very much for your time with us. All the given information will be kept confidential.  

 
Cross checker’s name....................................... 

 
Interviewer’s name........................................ 

 
Signature .......................................................... 

 
Signature ....................................................... 
 

 
Date ................................................................ 

 
Date ...................................................... 
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APPENDIX 6: TARGET AREAS PEOPLE S TATISTIC  
 
Kong Pisey District, Kompong Speu Province 
 
Target Village Statistic and Population 
 
No. Commune  Village Family # Population Balance Remarks 
1 Srang  Trabek Toung 96    525           525  
2  Rolanq Teuk 86 464           989  
3  Srang 48 254 1 243  
4  Andounq 

Prang 
96 486 1 729  

5  Sre Mean 128 632 2 361  
6  Otavam 73 398 2 759  
7  Thlok Daunsor 145 145 2 904  
8 Teuk Laak  Prey Kantouch 80 389 3 293  
9  Snoul Chrum 102 554 3 847  
10  Chres 86 86 3 933  
11 Pich Mony Phchek Chrum 92 548 4 481  
12  Chas 102 534 5 015  
13 Rokakokh Tarong 106 542 5 557  
14  Chey Takoun 90 489 6 046  
15  Rokakokh 85 496 6 542  
16  Dey Krahorm 97 487 7 029  
17 Preah Nipean  Salakrous 69 362 7 391  
18  Beng Kok 83 391 7 782  
19 Chung Ruk Angsang 

Kream 
135 773 8 555  

20  Thmor Kda  87 462 9 017  
21  Rang 116 674 9 691  
22  Trapanq Ronas 65 360 10 051  
23 Moharussey Ansor Knay 75 430 10 481  
24  Krang Russey 65 336 10 817 New village  
25 Snom 

Krapeur 
Prey Kombor 74 414 11 231  

26  Prey Nouk 71 416 11 647  
27  Andounq 

Chros 
118 651 12 298  

28  Ang Kantouch 68 372 12 670 New village  
29  Kok Krapeur  59 339 13 009 New village  
30 Sdock  Beng 107 527 13 536 New village  
31  Trapang 

Kokokh 
77 402 13 938 New village  

TOTAL 2 781  13 938   
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APPENDIX 7: MAP OF KONG PISEI DISTRICT  
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APPENDIX 8  CONCEPT PAPER FOR ASSESSMENT  
 
No. Methodology  Objectives  Target/Interviewees Remarks  
1 Household Survey  To generate quantitative data regarding to 

primary health care practice and understanding, 
education, child right, infrastructure, agriculture, 
gender balance, problems in the community, 
household resilience, and so on.   

Head of household (male 
or/and female) according 
to questions.  

LO Team will request the 
assistance from partners’ staff and 
Bati team staff for this household 
survey.  

2 PLA (Participatory 
Learning and Action)  

Generate qualitative data on the followings 
issues Problem in the community, 24-hour 
profile of men and women, power in the 
community, seasonal diagram, resource 
mapping, wealth ranking, and more.  

Community people and 
key informants  

LO team will train partners’ staff 
for conducting this. Partners’ staff 
is conductors and LO team will 
monitor and provide technical 
support on the spot.  

3 Semi-structure 
interview or Focus -
group discussion 

To understand people perception on the project; 
see the level of development after years of 
intervention; understand in dept problem and 
solutions from community per se; evaluate 
people participants and ownership on project 
activities.  

Key people; beneficiaries; 
VDC or village leaders; 
and other stakeholders if 
necessary.  

LO team will facilitate this with 
the observation from partners.  
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APPENDIX 9: R ESULT OF CHAPATI DIAGRAM  
 
 
Chapati diagram which reflects the power and relationship of an institution with the community  
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Communities

E&D 3 

RH 3 

ACLEDA 3 District 3 

PRASAC 3 

RHAC 
3 

Province 1 

WFP 1 

UNICEF
CR 

HC 2 

Commune 
2 

WOSO 
5 Villages 6 

KRY 
4 

RDP 1 
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APPENDIX 10: RESOURCE MAPS OF 3  SAMPLE VILLAGES  
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APPENDIX 11: LO STRUCTURE  
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LO  
Program Manager  

LO Takeo  
Project Coordinator  

LO Kampong Speu 
Project Coordinator  

Program Admin/Accountant  

Community Development Animator  

Community Development Animator  
 

Field Support Staff  

Community Development Animator  

Child Right Coordinator  

Community Development Animator  

Community Development Animator  
 

Provincial Agri. counterpart  
 

Field Support Staff  

Child Right Coordinator  

Driver/Logistician  
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1. Five Year Design’s questionnaire of Kandal Steung Area Development Program of World Vision 
Cambodia.  
 
2. No Hungry Child’s Household survey questionnaires of Kandal Steung Area Development 
Program of World Vision Cambodia.  

 
3. Bati Primary Health Care Project’s questionnaire for assessment on Child-to-Child program of 
Enfanst & Developpement.  
 
4. Paul Nichols, Social Survey for Development Workers, Oxfam 1991.  
 
5. Linda, Sophal, Sokhrit, Sakal, Socheat, Food Security Assessment Report, Oxfam 2002.  
 
6. Gary Daigle and Anne-Sophie Dybdal, The National Survey of Providers of Alternative Care for 
Children in Cambodia, Department of Child Welfare of MoSALVY, 2001.  
 
7. Karlyn Eckman, End of Project Evaluation of Ratanak Mondol ADP, World Vision Cambodia 
2000.  
 
8. Kent Helmers and Eric Kenefick, Survey of Household Livelihoods and Nutrition in Cambodian 
Communes Affected by Civil Conflict Since 1989, World Food Program 1999.  
 
9. Siriwan Siriboon, Training Course on Statistical Analysis and SPSS, Population Division for 
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific of the United Nation Building, Bangkok, 
Thailand, 1997.  
 
10. Valerie-Anne Taillander, Green Fire Quarterly Bulletin, Cambodia Fuelwood Saving Project 
Phase 2, 2002.  
 
11. George A. Ferguson and Yoshio TAKANE, Statistical Analysis in Psychology and Education, 
McGRAW-HALL International Editions 1989.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


