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ABSTRACT

This longitudinal study explored the relationship between household asset
accumulation over time and measures of social capital among impoverished rural South
African women. The study re-analyzed an existing data set from a 2001-2005 study done
in eight villages in South Africa. The original study investigated the impact of a
microfinance and education intervention on the prevalence of HIV/AIDS and intimate
partner violence. This study re-analyzed interview responses from 739 households in the
original data set and used multiple regression analysis to explore the relationship between
measures of cognitive social capital (CSC) and structural social capital (SSC) and
household economic welfare as measured by change in the value of household assets over
time. The models used first considered the relationship of select demographic variables to
asset accumulation and then explored the relationship of select social capital measures to
asset accumulation.

Results for the study’s three primary research questions revealed that for the
overall multiple-variable models, there was no significance (p = .17, p = .24, and p = .22,
respectively), and the variables accounted, respectively, for only 1.9 percent, 2.0 percent,
and 2.1 percent of the variance in the respondents’ change in the value of household
assets score. Further analysis done of the microfinance participation by degree of
involvement revealed moderate significance (p < .001) in measures related to baseline,
follow-up, and changes in CSC as well as measures related to baseline, follow-up, and
changes in SSC. A principal component analysis done on the CSC and SSC measures
found that two questions among the CSC index regarding a woman’s trust that strangers

in a village will help her household in time of personal crisis held together well and



showed moderate significance (f = 2.22, p < .05) in terms of household asset
accumulation.

The results of this study run counter to findings in other studies that suggest
increases in social capital lead to higher levels of economic welfare. Social capital
researchers and microfinance practitioners should find the analysis and results from this

study challenging but informative.
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DEFINITIONS OF KEY WORDS
Microfinance: the provision of financial services, primarily small loans but also saving
and insurance services and products, to entrepreneurs living in poverty

Microfinance institution (MFI): an institution, often a nonprofit organization, that
provides microfinance services to poor people

Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF): the largest MFI in South Africa, begun in the
Northern Province in 1992 and currently serving more than 50,000 people

Participatory Wealth Ranking (PWR): a system designed by SEF to determine who in a
village is among the bottom half of the population living below the country’s poverty
level. PWR involves first asking the community to map all the households in a village.
Then, at least three groups are created from among the villagers and, separately, each
group is asked to define levels of poverty in their community. The groups are then asked
to rank each household in the village according to the levels of poverty the group have
identified. Results from all three independent groups are then triangulated and averaged
and each household in the village is given an overall score. An overall cut-off score is
determined and only households scoring among the poorest in the village are targeted to
become SEF clients.

Social capital: the groups, networks, norms, and trust that people have available to them
for productive purposes

Structural social capital: the relationships formed through the groups or networks, both
formal and informal, in which a person participates

Cognitive social capital: the trust and trustworthiness among people who share common
norms, values, attitudes, and beliefs

Social Capital Assessment Tool (SOCAT): one of the first tools created and validated by
the World Bank in an attempt to measure social capital in meaningful and rigorous ways.
Portions of the SOCAT have been used and modified by researchers involved in
international development to study how different types of social capital, including
cognitive and structural social capital, factor into people’s lives at different levels.

Rural AIDS and Development Action Research (RADAR) program: program created by
researchers from the University of Witwatersrand in South Africa and the London School
of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine

Intervention with Microfinance for AIDS & Gender Equity (IMAGE) study: a major
study, facilitated by RADAR from June 2001 to March 2005 in the Limpopo province of
South Africa, to explore HIV/AIDS and intimate partner violence among rural South
African women

xvi
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CHAPTER 1: OVERVIEW OF THE STUDY

The individual is helpless socially, if left to himself [or herself]. . . . If he [or she] comes

into contact with his [or her] neighbor, and they with other neighbors, there will be an

accumulation of social capital, which may immediately satisfy his [or her] social needs
and which may bear a social potentiality sufficient to the substantial improvement of

living conditions in the whole community. (Hanifan, 1916, p. 130)

Imagine living in extreme poverty. Your dilapidated house sits on disputed lands
and lacks running water and electricity. You often hear rumors that local police will come
and demolish your neighborhood and tear down your home. Perhaps your children do not
attend school because you cannot afford the required fees, books, and uniforms, thereby
increasing the chances that your children will be as illiterate and innumerate as you are.
The piecemeal work you do, when available, provides such an uneven income stream that
your family’s consumption patterns of food and clothing are erratic and unpredictable.
Every day you worry that a health emergency in your family or an environmental
catastrophe in your neighborhood will deplete what few physical assets you own and
jeopardize your ability to continue to work and provide for your family. You have no
reserves set aside in your home to take advantage of business opportunities or a bank
where you can safely save up for what certainly is to come—a family member’s funeral
or wedding.

But wait. While you are economically impoverished, it is likely you still possess

an asset that can be used in a productive fashion to benefit you and your family. As John
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Field (2003) notes, relationships matter. And, among poor people, it may be that
relationships matter the most (Grootaert, 2001). The term social capital has been used to
help describe, define, and measure relationships. Social capital, understood as the trust
and norms that guide interpersonal relationships and the informal and formal networks in
which people participate, can be crucial to poor people faced with challenging and
unsettling circumstances like those just described.

Among those working in or studying global poverty alleviation efforts, there is
hope that a better understanding of the relationship between social capital measures and
economic growth can be used to inform government policy decisions at local and national
levels, as well as influence program design in non-profit organizations trying to provide
services to people in need. Social capital has been studied in a variety of ways and for a
number of different purposes (Castiglione, Van Deth, & Wolleb, 2008a; Field, 2008;
Portes, 1998; Szreter, 2000; Szreter & Woolcock, 2004; Woolcock, 1998). The
theoretical history of the concept of social capital is rich and diverse (Putnam & Goss,
2002) but not without its debates (Bebbington, Guggenheim, Olson, & Woolcock, 2004;
Sobel, 2002; Woolcock, 2001a) and critics (Arrow, 2000; Fine, 2001; Fine & Green,
2000; Harriss, 2002; Rankin, 2006; Solow, 2000).

Most of the early social capital research focused on developed countries’ citizens,
especially those in the middle and upper socio-economic classes. Researchers studied
how people used memberships in associations and cooperative efforts at local and
national levels to grow economically and to protect their financial status and interests
(Bourdieu, 1984, 1986; Fukuyama, 1995; Granovetter, 1973; North, 1990; Olson, 1982;

Putnam, Leonardi, & Nanetti, 1993). Paxton (1999, p. 93) offers an example of social
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capital among the wealthy that was originally presented by Coleman (1988) and is cited
often in the literature as a powerful illustration of social capital at work:

Wholesale diamond markets exhibit a property that to an outsider is remarkable.

In the process of negotiating a sale, a merchant will hand over to another

merchant a bag of stones for the latter to examine in private at his leisure, with no

formal insurance that the latter will not substitute one or more inferior stones or a

paste replica. The merchandise may be worth thousands, or hundreds of

thousands, of dollars. Such free exchange of stones for inspection is important to
the functioning of this market. In its absence, the market would operate in a much
more cumbersome, much less efficient manner. (p. S98)
Paxton explains how this use of social capital in the business community, a layer of social
capital that goes beyond family, community, and religious affiliation, is economically
efficient for diamond merchants because they are able to eliminate expensive bonding
and insurance devices (Paxton, 1999).

More recently, researchers interested in social capital have broadened their focus
to encompass social relationships between and among groups of people everywhere,
regardless of economic and social status. There has been a growing interest in trying to
better understand how social relationships enhance (positive social capital) or prohibit
(negative social capital) economic growth in various countries and among different
communities (Portes, 1998, 2000; Portes & Landolt, 2000). This broadened view has
included a focus on the role of social capital in economic development within the least
developed countries (Cassar, Crowley, & Wydick, 2007; Dasgupta & Serageldin, 2000;
Fafchamps, 2006; Feldman & Assaf, 1999; Francois, 2002; Grootaert & van Bastelaer,
2002a, 2002b; Isham, Kelly, & Ramaswamy, 2002; Knack & Keefer, 1997; Krishna,
2002; Torsvik, 2004; Woolcock, 1998; Woolcock & Narayan, 2000). One author has

gone so far as to suggest social capital may be the missing link in economic development

(Grootaert, 1998).
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Evidence, in fact, suggests that many non-elite groups and impoverished
communities benefit from social bonds (Grootaert, 2001; Grootaert & Narayan, 2004;
Karlan, 2007; Krishna, 2002; Narayan & Pritchett, 1999; Van Ha, Kant, & MacLaren,
2004; Wydick, 1999). Krishna (2008) reports a number of studies that found positive
relationships between social capital and forms of development in developing countries.
Higher social capital is related to better irrigation management (Lam, 1996), more
effective democratic representation (Krishna, 2002; Seligson, 1999), more stable ethnic
peace (Varshney, 2001), and higher household income (Maluccio, Haddad, & May,
2000).

These studies reveal a significant relationship between measures of social capital
and a number of benefits that accrue to poor people. Maluccio, Haddad, and May (2000)
point out how these studies build on the work of Coleman (1988), Putnam (1995), and
Fukuyama (1995) that focused on high-income countries and support the notion that
social capital can help poorer households and communities to (a) reduce transaction costs
by improving information flows; (b) promote consultative decision-making and collective
action for mutual benefit; (c) foster time-sensitive interactions that support community
norms in behavior, trust, and reputation dissemination; and (d) provide a type of informal
insurance among community members that offers a form of guaranteed help in times of
crisis.

Knack and Keefer (1997) use data from 29 market economies to suggest that in
less-developed countries where financial sectors are weak, property rights are insecure,
and legal recourse is unreliable, interpersonal trust is a critical factor in facilitating

economic activities and has a greater proportional impact on economic growth than does
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interpersonal trust in more developed countries. Data from studies in Indonesia, Burkina
Faso, and Bolivia (Grootaert, 2001) suggest that although the poorest people have less
social capital than the wealthiest people, social capital is more evenly distributed among
the population than either physical capital or land. The studies ‘also found that the
economically poorest 10 percent of the population had higher relative returns for their
social capital than the richest 10 percent of the population, making social capital one of
the most productive assets in the portfolios of poor people.

More recently, research done in Bangladesh, India, and South Africa (Collins,
Morduch, Rutherford, & Ruthven, 2009) revealed how poor people utilize social
networks and trust relationships as a means to cope with emergencies; occasionally take
advantage of opportunities; and participate in life-cycle events, such as weddings,
funerals, and festivals (Rutherford, 2000). These relationships may be tenuous and
fragile, particularly in communities where adequate legal recourse is absent. Yet, in
places where the state has failed or is oppressive, social capital may be the only option
impoverished people have and often poor people will protect and use their social capital
cautiously in order to survive. Among those working in or studying global poverty
alleviation efforts, there is hope that a better understanding of the relationship between
social capital measures and economic growth can be used to inform government policy
decisions at local and national levels, as well as influence program design in non-profit
organizations trying to provide services to people in need.

As interest in the concept of social capital has grown, researchers in diverse
disciplines such as economics, health care, and political science have sought to explain

the value of social relationships in improving people’s circumstances. This research
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diversity has led to a plethora of definitions for describing what social capital means,
what it captures, and how to measure it. To compare research data from different social
capital studies across disciplines, and sometimes even within a discipline, can be
daunting (De Silva, 2006; Durlauf & Fafchamps, 2004; Foley & Edwards, 1999; D. Kim,
Subramanian, & Kawachi, 2008; Krishna, 2002). Even the World Bank stepped in to
support this growing field of research by dedicating an entire area of its website to social
capital research methods designed to focus on the most impoverished people in the world

(www.worldbank.org/poverty/scapital/).

Still, there remain a number of ideas and opinions given as to which attributes
truly capture social capital and which are the best ways to measure those attributes in and
among people. Evidence of this is the fact that social capital has been explored both as a
dependent variable and as an independent variable (Krishna & Shrader, 2000). It is
important, then, to begin this paper by highlighting the definition used in this study and to
outline categories from the literature that relate to this study.

Definition

The term social capital was originally coined by Lyda Judson Hanifan (1916) to
suggest how community involvement can impact the quality of schools. The term soon
began to be used in public policy debates and across several academic disciplines, in
large part because of the influential work of three social capital theorists: Pierre
Bourdieu, James Coleman, and Robert Putnam. Putnam’s research was especially
influential in the policy arena. Putnam details how communities with high levels of civic
engagement and social interaction tend to have better governance, greater democracy,

and more robust economic growth (Putnam, 1995, 2000, 2002; Putnam, et al., 1993).
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Putnam’s findings regarding the relationship between social and economic factors within
a community were highlighted in the media and eventually gained the attention of then-
President Bill Clinton (Field, 2003). After Putnam’s work began to be noticed, research
on social capital exploded (Isham, et al., 2002), and the research continues to this day
(Castiglione, Van Deth, & Wolleb, 2008b).

The broad appeal of the construct of social capital may have to do with its
applicability and relevance within a number of research disciplines. Castiglione, Van
Deth, and Wolleb (2008b) note how social capital was theoretically developed by
sociologists (Bourdieu, 1984, 1986; J. S. Coleman, 1990) but first applied in education (J.
S. Coleman, 1988). Yet the concept gained popularity after a political scientist used it in
his work (Putnam, 1995; Putnam, et al., 1993). The authors suggest the ease with which
the term social capital is used in a variety of disciplines is due in part because social
capital shares similarities with a number of established concepts and ideas in each of the
respective fields mentioned. Furthermore, the authors argue, social capital characteristics
are both normatively and analytically applicable, making the notion attractive to many
but also more ambiguous and difficult to define (Castiglione, et al., 2008b). Because of
the diverse ways in which the multi-dimensional concept of social capital has been
applied over the years, it is important for researchers to be clear about the philosophical
and methodological strands of social capital theory and research that influence and
undergird their research agendas (Sobel, 2002).

To that end, it is helpful to state here the influence for this study of the World
Bank’s extensive conceptual, empirical, and policy-related research on the role of social

capital in poverty alleviation. Many consider the World Bank to have taken the lead in
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promoting a social capital research agenda (Halpern, 2005; Schuller, 2007), though such
efforts were not without internal battles (Bebbington, et al., 2004). While some
researchers have challenged the conceptualization of social capital that has emerged from
World Bank-supported efforts as uncritically commodifying social relations and ignoring
structural power dynamics (Fine, 2001; Fine & Green, 2000; Harriss, 2002), most
members of the research community have welcomed the World Bank’s research efforts.
Some have even sought to respond to the criticisms (Kilpatrick, Field, & Falk, 2003;
Woolcock, 2001b).

The original research team who oversaw the four-year research agenda that
generated the data set re-analyzed for this study relied extensively on the World Bank’s
definitional framework and research resources. For example, the social capital
instruments used in the original study came from questionnaires designed by researchers
funded by the World Bank (Krishna & Shrader, 2002; Pronyk, 2006). Thus, this study
takes its definition of social capital from a World Bank-sponsored resource. The
definition of social capital used in this study is “the groups, networks, norms, and trust
that people have available to them for productive purposes” (Grootaert, Narayan, Jones,
& Woolcock, 2004, p.3). Other authors offer a broader treatment of the numerous social
capital definitions and perspectives used throughout the literature (Adler & Kwon, 2002;
Krishna, 2002; World Bank, 1998).

Social Capital Categories
Social capital researchers have differentiated various components of social capital

and developed a number of category schemes useful in conceptually unpacking the term
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social capital. Two significant categorizations from the literature are introduced and
described here.
Structural and Cognitive Social Capital

An important category scheme used in this study differentiates between structural
social capital and cognitive social capital (Uphoff, 2000). Structural social capital refers
to the relationships formed through the groups or networks, both formal and informal, in
which a person participates. Cognitive social capital describes the trust and
trustworthiness among people who share common norms, values, attitudes, and beliefs
(Pronyk, 2006). Some in the literature refer to these two categories simply as Trust and
Networks (Halpern, 2005). For this study, however, the more descriptive terms will be
maintained, in part to stay consistent with the World Bank research resources used in the
original study.

Harpham (2008) offered this perspective on the differences between structural
social capital and cognitive social capital: “Structural social capital refers to what people
do (associational links, networks) which could be objectively verified (by observation or
records). Cognitive social capital refers to what people feel (values and perceptions) and
is thus subjective” (p. 51). Paxton (1999) described how the objective and subjective
features of social capital show that social capital has both a quantitative and qualitative
dimension that reflects, and here she cites Simmel (1971), a common division in social
theory between structure and content.

Uphoff and Wijayaratna (2000) explain how experiences that occur within a
group or social network may engender feelings of trust or mistrust among its individual

members. Of equal importance, a person’s individual values and perceptions regarding
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trust and reciprocity are likely to factor into the kinds of groups a person joins for
collective action or the depth of relationships a person will seek within a social group.
Krishna and Shrader (2000), citing Uphoff (2000) and Krishna (2000), suggest that while
cognitive social capital predisposes people toward collective action, structural social
capital facilitates such action. The authors conclude that both structural and cognitive
dimensions matter and suggest that research that captures measures from both categories
provide a better understanding of social capital and a community’s capacity for mutually
beneficial collective action.

Bonding, Bridging, and Linking Social Capital

A second category scheme differentiates between bonding social capital and
bridging social capital (Gittell & Vidal, 1998; Putnam, et al., 1993). Bonding social
capital generally is used to describe strong family, ethnic, or neighborhood ties among
people living close to one another. Bridging social capital is used to describe more distant
associates and colleagues who may have different demographic characteristics
(Woolcock, 2002). Pronyk (2006) suggests that bonding social capital represents the
strength of connections within groups while bridging social capital refers to the
connections between groups.

There are significant social and economic costs tied to transactions between
people who are deeply connected relationally. Consider the demands placed on people to
continue patronizing a business of a close friend or relative even if the services are more
expensive or of poorer quality. To counter these costs, and to expand one’s economic
options, Granovetter (1985) suggested people have to nurture a set of autonomous

relationships that can be used to balance the pressures inherent in close, or embedded,



27

relationships. This line of reasoning was influential within the literature in developing the
notion of bonding social capital and bridging social capital as it helped describe
embedded and autonomous relationships, respectively, that are available to people. Those
interested in economic development have been encouraged to help poor people create a
balance of internal and external relationships so that households can find a variety of
means to build economic wealth.

A more recently developed category, linking social capital, has been offered as a
sub-category of bridging social capital (Woolcock, 2001a). Linking social capital is used
to describe the leveraging of ideas, resources, and information in a vertical relationship to
formal entities of power and influence for a community’s or household’s benefit (Pronyk,
2006).

Social Capital Measurement Challenges

The diverse definitional and methodological history of social capital means
researchers often create their own measurement criteria and decide which methodological
applications best match up with their research questions. This section considers general
measurement challenges found in the literature, the existence of both negative and
positive social capital, and the different levels at which social capital has been measured.
Measurement Challenges

One of the primary definitional and measurement issues in the social capital
literature is how to distinguish between inputs, processes, and outputs. Put another way, it
is important to differentiate between sources or determinants of social capital, definitions
or dimensions of social capital, and consequences or outcomes of social capital (Narayan

& Cassidy, 2001; Portes, 1998; Woolcock, 2001b). Portes and Landolt (2000) warn:
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There is a common tendency to confuse the ability to secure resources through
networks with the resources themselves. This can easily lead to tautological
statements, where a positive outcome necessarily indicates the presence of social
capital, and a negative one its absence. In fact, an actor’s capacity to obtain
resources through connections does not guarantee a positive outcome. Given the
unequal distribution of wealth and resources in society, actors may have
trustworthy and solidary social ties and still have access to limited or poor quality
resources. Saying that only those who secure desirable goods from their associates
have social capital is tantamount to saying that only the successful succeed (p.
532).
In an earlier article, Portes (1998) suggested that the heuristic value of social capital is
lost when both the causes and effects of social capital are lumped together without
theoretical clarity regarding definitions and measurements.
The diverse literature suggests, however, that it is difficult to figure out what
those definitions and measurements are. For example, should a researcher consider a
person’s sense of trust an input that leads to more meaningful interpersonal interactions
or should a researcher regard positive social interactions as the input that nurtures a
greater sense of mutual trust in people? At the national level, does participation in civic
organizations and newspaper readership lead, as Putnam, et al. (1993) suggest, to greater
economic growth and political stability, or might increases in civic participation and
community concern be a resuit of political stability and economic growth?
Positive and Negative Social Capital
Based on his own research on immigrant populations (Portes & Sensenbrenner,
1993), which built on the theoretical work of embeddedness by Granovetter (1985),
Portes argued that the notion of social capital, while generally good and beneficial, also
had a dark, or costly, side to it that needed more attention and exploration. The notion

that social capital had both positive and negative attributes, particularly among

individuals and communities, helped bring better clarity to the field by way of splintering
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attributes into smaller categories. Portes and Landolt (2000) divided their definition of
the sources of social capital into an altruistic category, motivation by moral values or
ethnic ties of obligation, and an instrumental category, motivation by a mutually
beneficial exchange or because the state or social expectations enforced trust.

An example given to illustrate this idea and pinpoint how social capital can be
both positive and negative is provided by Portes and Sensenbrenner (1993) in their work
on immigrants to the United States. An immigrant family to the United States, for
example a Haitian family arriving in Miami, likely would benefit positively from the
social connections that already exist in that community. However, several years later, or
perhaps for the next generation, the same community that helped support the family may
utilize negative social capital to prevent a member of the family from exiting out of the
community to seek more diverse social networks or to take advantage of financial
opportunities outside the community.

Levels of Micro, Meso, and Macro

As the concept of social capital has garnered more attention, the need for greater
clarification has grown. In addition to the issues just described another concern came into
focus: deciding at what level to measure social capital. Three levels of measurement were
deemed available: the micro level, the meso level, and the macro level (Falk &
Kilpatrick, 2000; Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002a; Krishna, 2002; Paxton, 1999;
Turner, 2000). Micro level is measurement at the personal or household level. Meso level
is measurement at the communal or village level, and macro level is measurement at the

national level. The level of measurement selected has implications for the kinds of
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research questions that can be addressed, the kinds of data that must be gathered, and the
types of results a study can provide.

Portes and Landolt (2000) describe how the initial theoretical proponents of social
capital (Bourdieu, 1986; J. S. Coleman, 1988) treated social capital as an individual or
household asset that could be used for productive gain. It was not until Putnam, a
political scientist, exported the notion of social capital into his discipline and suggested
that social capital was an attribute of, and benefit to, the whole community (in part
because he argued social capital helped build more responsive political institutions and
reduce crime) that social capital took on a new meaning at the macro level.

Because Putnam’s work was popular among the general public, some have
suggested that the first decade of social capital research post-Coleman (1990) was almost
exclusively focused at the meso or macro level, to the exclusion of micro-level analysis
(Glaeser, Laibson, & Sacerdote, 2002). Portes (2000) has suggested that part of the
definitional confusion surrounding the concept of social capital lies in the fact that while
the theoretical framework for understanding social capital initially focused at the micro
level, the incredible popularity of Putnam’s work influenced most of the subsequent
research that focused significantly at the meso or macro level, where, Portes has
suggested, the theoretical framework is much weaker.

Portes and Landolt (2000) offer examples to illustrate how micro-level and
macro-level social capital differ and why it is hard to accurately capture macro-level data.
Take, for instance, bonding social capital that may socially and economically benefit one
larger group in society while severely discriminating against individuals from a particular

minority group (see also Knack and Keefer, 1997). Or, consider how the mafia offers
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positive social capital to individuals who work in their inner circle while the rest of
society suffers from increased crime and a general lack of trust.

More recently, De Silva (2006) notes that researchers are making better
distinctions regarding which measurement levels are most appropriate for a study.
Slangen, Kooten, and Suchanek (2004) suggest social capital can be explored, on the one
hand, at the micro level when considering how individuals utilize their intrinsic attributes
like charisma and values and how an individual goes about investing in personal
networks and trustworthiness. On the other hand, social capital explored at the macro
level is more useful when considering how people in general trust and participate in
government, relate to others, choose their neighborhoods and places of work, and engage
with different ethnic groups.

Krishna (2008) reflects on how social capital studies vary in regard to the level of
analysis they focus on and what that means for people interested in studying poverty
alleviation efforts. Krishna argues that each level of analysis sheds light on different
facets of economic development and that there are advantages and limitations associated
with each level. As part of his analysis, Krishna suggests that micro-level analysis of
social capital is “particularly useful for examining issues related to upward mobility” (p.
443). The focus of this study was on the micro level in part because the primary interest
was to better understand if there were any relationships between different measures of
social capital and changes in the value of household assets.

For meso- and macro-level analysis, there is an additional issue to consider when
aggregating data for analysis, particularly data gathered through a sampling of individual

surveys, since there are several ways of doing so and none of the options are without
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statistical drawbacks (Durlauf & Fafchamps, 2004; Glaeser, et al., 2002; Paldam, 2000;
Sobel, 2002). Exploring the levels of analysis done in other social capital studies,
something done in the statement of the problem section of this chapter, offers insight into
where there are current research gaps and, in the process, provides justification for the
work being proposed here (Krishna, 2008).

Both Portes (1998) and Woolcock (1998) provide a good overview of the
challenges and debates inherent in deciding at which level social capital should be
measured. Halpern (2005, p. 27) offers a useful schema that provides a series of examples
for how the various categories described in this section intersect. Please note, Halpern’s
use of “Norms” and “Sanctions” in his schema can be considered two sides of the same
trust, or cognitive social capital coin, with “Norms” representing the positive attributes of
social interactions and “Sanctions” representing the negative pressures inherent in social
interactions.

Introduction of the Original IMAGE/RADAR Study

The World Bank has stepped into these category and measurement debates and
invested significant resources into social capital research, particularly as it relates to
economic development in poorer countries (Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002a, 2002b).
The World Bank’s Social Capital Initiative (SCI) has sponsored a series of
interdisciplinary studies and helped produce tools/resources that are useful in studying
social capital in the context of developing countries.

One of the social capital instruments produced by the World Bank, the Social
Capital Assessment Tool (SOCAT) was used in a recent randomized study completed in

South Africa by the University of Witwatersrand in South Africa and the London School
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of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine. Researchers from these two universities joined forces
to create the Rural AIDS and Development Action Research (RADAR) program. In
2001, RADAR facilitated a major study in the Limpopo province of South Africa, the
Intervention with Microfinance for AIDS & Gender Equity (IMAGE) study. The IMAGE
study set out to explore HIV/AIDS and intimate partner violence among rural South
African women. Eight villages in the rural Sekhukhuneland District of the Limpopo
province in South Africa were chosen, paired by size and geographic distance
(accessibility) to a major urban area, and then randomly assigned to be an intervention
village or a control village (Pronyk, et al., 2006). In the IMAGE study, the RADAR
research team employed portions of the SOCAT instrument to facilitate a better
understanding of how social capital and women’s empowerment interacted, both with the
spread of HIV/AIDS and with intimate partner violence (IPV).

Although RADAR was established as a partnership in health research, one of the
areas that made this research unique was its partnership with a peer-lending microfinance
institution, the Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF). SEF provided the microfinance
services while IMAGE staff added an educational component on women’s
empowerment. During the three years of observation, approximately half of the
participants in the original study participated in the microfinance intervention from SEF
and an educational empowerment training module from IMAGE.' However, many of the
participants who were part of the intervention villages were not members of SEF at the

time of the follow-up survey.

! All members of the control group were offered access to SEF’s microfinance services following the
conclusion of the IMAGE study. This was not deemed controversial or of great concern since SEF’s normal
expansion plans would have required SEF to take years to reach all the villages that were included in the
IMAGE study.
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Summary

The different definitions, category schemes, and measurement concerns described
in this section are important to keep in mind when developing a social capital research
agenda. A researcher must be clear about the research tradition in which he or she is
working and the particular definition of social capital embraced by the chosen tradition.
As was noted, a definition used in a World Bank-funded research project is the definition
that is being employed here. This section described different components of social capital
featured in the literature. Primary categories of distinction included (a) structural and
cognitive social capital and (b) bonding, bridging, and linking social capital. This section
also explored the various measurement challenges inherent in social capital research. In
addition to introducing the concept that social capital can have both positive and negative
attributes, this section described different levels—macro, meso, and micro—at which
social capital can be measured and studied. The level of measurement selected has
implications for the kinds of research questions that can be addressed, the kinds of data
that need to be gathered, and the types of results a study can provide. For this study, a
micro-level analysis was conducted. This section concluded with a brief introduction to
the IMAGE/RADAR study done in South Africa.

Statement of the Problem

Scholars and policymakers now widely accept the notion that social capital is a
viable construct to measure something that is of value to people and communities.
Policymakers want to increase the positive elements of social capital in communities
because of the perceived communal and economic benefits thought to be associated with

social capital. Researchers from a variety of academic disciplines continue to explore
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social capital theory in an attempt to find ways of better explaining how social capital is
created, maintained, and utilized at the macro, meso, and micro levels. The most
significant research studies and scholars in the social capital literature are discussed in
detail in the literature review in Chapter 2. Here, however, it is important to note that
while much knowledge has been gained abéut the nature of social capital and its impact,
particularly over the past decade and a half, a number of research gaps remain. This study
has been an attempt to fill some of the gaps that currently exist in the literature.
Limitations of Studies Done in Developing Countries

A number of the largest social capital studies focused on developing countries
rely solely on macro- or meso-level data. To capture structural social capital, data
regarding membership in formal institutions is used. To explore cognitive social capital at
the macro level, researchers often will use responses to one or two questions that deal
with feelings of trust among the population on the World Values Surveys (WVS). These
WYVS are conducted every 5 to 10 years. The macro-level measures of structural and
cognitive social capital are then used to explore the relationship between variables such
as civic engagement or perceived levels of trust and a country’s economic growth
(Knack, 2002; Knack & Keefer, 1997; Zak & Knack, 2001).

These macro-level studies have been criticized on a number of grounds. Krishna
(2008) has noted that the membership-in-formal-associations measure is an inappropriate
indicator of social capital in developing countries because membership in formal
associations is cost- and time-prohibitive for the majority of the population who live in
poverty (Krishna, 2007). In developing countries, informal groups and associations are

more prevalent but harder to capture or measure on a macro scale. Furthermore, studies
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that attempt to capture trust measures using only one or two questions in a national
survey, particularly in nations that are ethnically diverse, often miss large variations at
the community or household levels (Glaeser, et al., 2002; Paxton, 1999).

Another limitation of existing research concerns the studies designed for meso-
level analysis. In almost all cases, including many of the World Bank studies, meso-level
studies collected only village or community data, not data about individual households. If
these studies focused on households, they did so for data-collection purposes only and
then aggregated survey responses at the meso level for comparisons. For instance, in
Pronyk’s (2006) dissertation study, data that were gathered from household-level surveys
were combined at the village level in order to conduct a meso-level analysis between
intervention and control villages.

Another challenge found in social capital studies in developing countries is that,
due to time and cost constraints, most studies utilize cross-sectional rather than
longitudinal data. Without longitudinal data, many questions about the impact of social
capital on household welfare remain unanswered.

Limitations of Longitudinal Studies in Developing Countries

Even within the few studies in developing countries designed to explore
longitudinal changes in social capital at the meso and micro levels, significant gaps exist.
The most-cited longitudinal study measuring social capital in developing countries was
conducted by Narayan and Pritchett (1999) using household survey data in Tanzania. In
this particular study, a number of households were surveyed in each of the randomly
selected villages. However, in the two years (1993/1995) that household surveys were

conducted in each village, different households in the villages were selected to complete
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the surveys. Thus, the authors had longitudinal data at the meso, or village, level but
lacked longitudinal micro, or household, level data to compare.

Two studies using longitudinal micro-level data to capture social capital measures
were conducted in South Africa (Haddad & Maluccio, 2003; Maluccio, et al., 2000).
Household data from 1993 and 1998 for more than 1,000 individuals was gathered and
combined with interviews conducted in each of these households. The researchers created
a structural social capital index using the number of formal and informal networks that
people claimed to have participated in and the extent of their involvement in the most
significant networks as their measure of structural social capital. A cognitive social
capital index was used by asking participants to rank, on a five-point scale, their level of
trust in different sets of people, including extended family, government officials,
strangers, and the media; and in the likelihood that the national government would keep
its promises and work to serve poor people. The researchers then compared these indices
with household expenditures and income for an analysis of social capital’s influence on
household welfare. However, the social network and trust questions were not actually
asked in the 1993 survey. Rather, in 1998, the individuals were asked to recall how they
would have answered the same questions in 1993. This five-year recall formed the basis
for the researchers’ comparison and analysis, thus limiting the accuracy of their results.
Limitations of Studies Only Measuring Cognitive Social Capital

A number of social capital studies in developing countries focus on the micro
level and attempt to capture only cognitive social capital measures of trust,
trustworthiness, and means of reciprocity. These kinds of studies are most favored by

development economists. Often these economists are intrigued by the success of a
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concept known as microfinance, an idea described in greater detail in the second chapter
of this study, and how microfinance institutions (MFIs) utilize social capital in the design
and execution of their operations. Most of the microfinance and social capital studies to
date have explored the role of social capital in relation to levels of trust and reciprocity,
or social cohesion, among MFI clients and the clients’ subsequent repayment activities
(Ahlin & Townsend, 2007).

Microfinance studies range from those that utilize theoretical modeling only
(Besley & Coate, 1995; Ghatak, 2000) to those that utilize field-based trust game theory
(Cassar, et al., 2007; Gine, Jakiela, Karlan, & Morduch, 2006; Wydick, 2008). A trust
game-theory approach creates fictional exchange situations where people make decisions
regarding reciprocity and trust between people in order to observe reputation effects.
Usually, strangers are paired up for these studies so as to ensure no previously existing
relationships influence results. While game-theory research is helpful in judging people’s
propensity to trust and be trustworthy, particularly between strangers, there are
limitations on what can be generalized regarding how people might respond in real-life
exchanges with people they know. Furthermore, while trust games are useful to measure
levels of cognitive social capital, they are limited in being able to explore structural social
capital as well.

More useful studies measuring social capital in relation to microfinance in
developing countries have involved real clients of microfinance institutions. Wydick
(1999) explores how social ties, group pressure, and peer monitoring relate to on-time
repayment of loans in Guatemala. Karlan (2005, 2007) conducted research in Peru and

explored loan defaults, repayment rates, and social reputation in relation to results from a
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trust game, geographic proximity of clients, and cultural similarities among clients. While
these studies are informative and more closely relate to the research in this study, the
focus of the data is more on institutional concerns regarding client repayment rates and
efficient lending techniques than on household welfare.
Summary

To date, no longitudinal studies in developing countries have sought to capture
measures of both cognitive and structural social capital among the same households over
time and analyzed those measures in relation to individual household assets. An
important knowledge gap has existed in the social capital literature in regard to micro-, or
household-, level data on economic changes and their relationship to cognitive and
structural social capital measures.

Purpose of the Study

This study offered additional analysis of an existing and important data set and
helped address some of the research gaps noted in the statement of the problem section.
This study explored economic changes of households over time using an accumulated
asset index and considered whether these changes had any significant relationship to a
number of variables, including measures of cognitive social capital and structural social
capital at the micro level. The analysis involved re-examining an existing longitudinal
data set in a new way. Specifically, the study used multiple regression analysis to
determine which, if any, variables, including select demographic indicators and measures
of cognitive and structural social capital, related to changes in the value of a household’s

assets over time.
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An important variable used in this analysis was a woman’s participation in a
microfinance and education intervention. Women in four villages participated in the
intervention at the beginning of the study. Women in four comparable villages were age-
and poverty level-matched with the women participating in the intervention, but they did
not receive the intervention services until after the study period was complete. Among the
women in the villages where the intervention was offered, not all who began as members
of the microfinance institution were still members of the microfinance organization at the
time of the follow-up survey. Part of this study explored what, if any, differences existed
between the groups of women in order to explore how the intervention itself influenced
results.

Primary Research Questions

The following three questions guided this re-analysis of the IMAGE data set:

Among women in rural South Africa, to what extent was variation in the value of
household assets over a two-year period:

1. Explained by select demographic variables?

2. Associated with an initial structural social capital score and/or an initial
cognitive social capital score?

3. Associated with a change in structural social capital score and/or a change in
cognitive social capital score?

Additional Analysis

Results of the primary research questions revealed no findings of significance.

Thus, a broader, more robust analysis of the data was conducted to determine if important

relationships were missed. The additional research included non-linear analysis,
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specifically polynomial and reciprocal fits for several of the independent variables, and
principal component analysis for both structural social capital and cognitive social capital

measurcs.
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CHAPTER 2: A REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

This literature review is divided into five primary sections and a brief conclusion.
The first section, which is the largest, covers the social capital literature. The next section
outlines the relevant literature on microfinance and the third section explores the
literature on the Small Enterprise Foundation. The fourth section covers the literature on
South African poverty and the final section explores the literature utilizing the
IMAGE/RADAR data. It is important to note that while this review covers some key
studies and a number of foundational theoretical pieces in detail, due to the extensive size
of the literature covered, most of the literature is briefly touched on without great
elaboration.

Social Capital

This first section attempts to cover the key contributions made in the social capital
literature. The basic concept of social capital and the definition of social capital being
used for this study were presented in the introductory chapter of this study. Two
important dimensions or categories of social capital, which feature prominently in the
literature and are relevant to this study, were explained in Chapter 1. These categories
include structural and cognitive social capital and bonding, bridging, and linking social
capital (Halpern, 2005). Chapter 1 also included a description of measurement challenges
inherent in social capital research. In addition to recognizing that social capital can be
both negative and positive, it also is important to recognize the different levels—macro,
meso, and micro—at which social capital analysis can be done.

This section builds on the introductory information already presented and includes

an exploration of the theoretical history and development of the concept, including
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influential thinkers of the past who never used the term or understood the concept in its
present form but whose ideas, nevertheless, helped nurture the issues and debates
presently found in the social capital literature. Following the historical subsection will be
a subsection that briefly highlights a variety of disciplines that currently use social capital
as a heuristic tool. The third subsection focuses attention on the field of economic
development in developing countries and its use of social capital, particularly the
significant work of the World Bank’s Social Capital Initiative. The review of social
capital literature concludes with a brief exploration of current criticisms of the concept of
social capital, including criticisms of how the concept has been used and promoted by
and within the World Bank.
History of the Concept

As noted in the first chapter, the contemporary theoretical understanding of social
capital has been shaped largely by three influential theorists: French cultural theorist
Pierre Bourdieu (1984, 1986), who suggested social capital was used by the elite to
maintain cultural and economic superiority; James Coleman (1988, 1990), a rational-
choice theorist who explored the use and accumulation of social capital, particularly as it
relates to education and human capital; and Robert Putnam (1995, 2000; Putnam, et al.,
1993), who popularized the term with his empirically grounded research of Italy and the
United States and who was the first to really explore social capital from a macro-level
perspective.

While these three men have done the most to bring the concept of social capital
into the common lexicon and establish a logical framework for its use, as the concept has

matured and developed more people are recognizing that the debates that have arisen are
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not new. Many of the current controversies in social capital are intellectually traceable to
key ideas of and differences between earlier sociologists and political economists such as
Emile Durkheim, Max Weber, Karl Marx, Adam Smith, and Alex de Tocqueville (Farr,
2004; Foley & Edwards, 1998, 1999; Halpern, 2005; Portes, 1998).

Over the past 100 years, as the field of economics has matured and grown, the use
and analysis of the term capital also has expanded. The traditional definition of capital
focused on the characteristics of being valued, tradable, and useful for making a profit
through its capacity to be productive. At first, capital was only equated with cash or
stock. As the field of economics expanded, economists began to see that other forms of
capital could be defined and measured as well. Researchers began to explore a broader
set of definitions. In time, the concepts of physical capital (equipment and buildings),
natural capital (land and resources), and human capital (education and skills of people)
were added to the corpus of economics and became part of standard economic analysis
(Field, 2003; Halpern, 2005).

Once researchers embraced the idea of human capital as something measurable
and of economic value (Becker, 1964; Schultz, 1961), it was not long before the idea of
social capital began to gain popularity as a legitimate tool for economic and political
analysis (Adler & Kwon, 2002; J. S. Coleman, 1988; C6té, 2001; Grootaert, 1998;
Woolcock, 2001a, 2001b). The primary leap through which social capital came into
relevance was through consideration of education and its role in enhancing human or
cultural capital (Bourdieu, 1986; J. S. Coleman, 1988, 1990). As interest grew in the
relationship between micro and macro levels of educational attainment and micro and

macro levels of economic achievement, researchers became interested in learning how
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socio-cultural characteristics, including trust, beliefs, and cultural values and
neighborhood/work relationships, related to a person or a country’s educational or skills
attainment.

Economists and researchers from a variety of disciplines started to recognize and
measure the value that social relations have in people’s lives and how these areas relate to
economic growth, both within a community and across communities. This diverse
interest in social capital was nurtured almost simultaneously. Putnam and Gross (2002)
note that in the years between Hanifan’s original use of the word in 1916 and the
publication of the seminal pieces by Bourdieu and Coleman in the late 1980s, the term
social capital was independently reinvented by at least six authors. Even among
contemporary scholars who employ the term social capital, the breadth and scope of what
is considered “social capital” is extensive. Trying to cover all aspects and uses of the term
is impossible to do in a literature review. However, a few books and articles are notable
in this regard and are cited often in the literature (Castiglione, et al., 2008a; Field, 2008;
Portes, 1998; Szreter, 2000; Szreter & Woolcock, 2004; Woolcock, 1998).

So why has social capital generated so much interest? Schuller, Field, and Baron
(2000) suggest a number of possible explanations. The most substantive of these
explanations is that the academic world may be reacting to the hyper-individualistic,
laissez-faire approach to market-driven economics and academia that has arisen over the
past thirty years. The concept of social capital resonates with, and touches on, a variety of
academic disciplines. It offers the possibility of a shared nomenclature across disciplines,
whereas individual disciplines often get wrapped up in their own arcane theory and terms.

On a more practical level, some of the social capital debates within the World Bank were
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a result of those like Narayan-Parker, et al. (2000) who wanted to broaden the poverty
alleviation dialogue to include voices of the marginalized and excluded, drawing on ideas
and approaches from other social sciences, while others in the bank advocated for a
purely technical econometric approach to policy prescriptions (Bebbington, et al., 2004).

Portes (1998) has suggested that there are two sources that have driven the
popularity and heuristic power of social capital. First, there is an emphasis on the positive
rather than negative aspects of social relations, making it something politicians and
policymakers can embrace. Second, the concept orients these positive elements into a
broader dialogue of non-monetary forms of capital. This dialogue can be powerful and
influential in its own right. But, because of the potential fungibility of different forms of
capital, the dialogue also can blur the boundaries between social and economic
perspectives, providing policymakers with less costly, non-economic options to address
social problems. Portes (1998, 2000; Portes & Landolt, 2000) offers his work, in part, as
a corrective to this over-emphasis on the positive.

In one paper, Portes (1998) described four negative aspects of social capital that
policymakers must take into account. Social capital can lead to the exclusion of outsiders,
and to excessive claims on group members. These exclusions can lead to restrictions on
individual freedoms, and eventually to downward leveling norms. Recent social capital
literature almost always includes a section or perspective on negative social capital and
Portes is the author most often cited in this regard.

Before moving onto the next subsection, it is worthwhile to note that Portes
(2000) makes a compelling argument to focus social capital research at the micro level.

He has argued that a stronger theoretical foundation is in place for micro-level analysis,
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thanks to the work of Bourdieu and Coleman. Portes (1998) believes that social capital
analysis at the meso and macro levels is possible but that it requires a more thoughtful
theoretical structure than what currently exists. He has suggested that Woolcock (1998)
has a better theoretical grasp than Putnam (1995; Putnam, et al., 1993) regarding what is
theoretically required to do meso-level and macro-level analysis well.

Debates over what level of analysis is most appropriate for measuring social
capital point to how complex and difficult it is to clearly define the term. As the concept
has grown and matured, it has become more widely used and appreciated among an
increasingly diverse set of academic disciplines. The use of social capital to explain
cultural and social dynamics also has increased. There are a variety of social capital
research questions now being explored by a number of different academic disciplines.
Social Capital across Disciplines

The explosion of interest in social capital across academic disciplines is well
documented (Field, 2008; Halpern, 2005). This subsection briefly touches on key
resources and findings from a number of different disciplines to indicate how widespread
social capital has become. One word of caution is worth noting here. Because social
capital is so widely used and so diversely defined, it is important to consider which
instruments have been used to measure results and what shortfalls exist for each
instrument or measure (Van Deth, 2003).

In the business sector, Adler and Kwon (2002) offer a substantive list of the
studies related to social capital and business and corporate practices, mostly in the
developed world. The research suggests social capital influences career success and

executive compensation; helps workers find jobs, creating a richer pool of recruits for
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firms; facilitates inter-unit resource exchange and product innovation; facilitates the
creation of intellectual capital and cross-functional team effectiveness; reduces turnover
rates and organizational dissolution rates; facilitates entrepreneurship and the formation
of start-up companies; and strengthens supplier relations, regional production networks,
and inter-firm learning. It is clear that these studies focused on the positive aspects of
social capital in the business sector.

In the health sector, Kawachi, Subramanian, and Kim (2008) and McKenzie and
Harpham (2006) offer edited volumes of social capital research in the fields of health and
mental health, respectively. In the political and institutional realm, a major section of
Castiglione, Van Deth, et al. (2008a) concerns research and theory in democratic politics
and social capital, while others have explored social capital in relation to social and
ethnic conflict (Bates & Yackovlev, 2002; Colletta & Cullen, 2002; Humphreys
Bebbington & Gomez, 2006; Moore, 2005; Varshney, 2001). Both Field (2003, 2008)
and Halpern (2005) commit entire sections of their books to exploring social capital
research in the fields of education, criminal justice, healthcare, and economic well-being.

It is clear that several academic disciplines find the construct of social capital
useful for exploring different research interests and to address important research
questions. One area that has received considerable attention is how the concept of social
capital is applicable to exploring the complex challenges of global poverty and how
social capital can be harnessed to foster economic development in impoverished

communities.
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Social Capital in Economic Development

The use of social capital in economic development is central to this study and has
been widely explored in the literature (Dasgupta & Serageldin, 2000; Fafchamps, 2006;
Francois, 2002; Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002a, 2002b; Isham, et al., 2002; Krishna,
2002; Torsvik, 2004; Woolcock, 1998; Woolcock & Narayan, 2000). Interest in the
concept of social capital by those working in international economic development has
been spawned, in part, by the dire economic conditions of the world’s poorest 3 billion
people. Economic poverty and dysfunctional and oppressive political regimes affect
millions of people. With scarce physical assets, people in poverty must cope with
enormous challenges but often have limited choices. Yet every person in the world who
participates in a social network possesses a form of social capital, and in particular
circumstances this capital can be useful for productive purposes.

Adler and Kwon (2002) point out the areas where social capital shares
characteristics of other forms of capital. Social capital is a long-lived asset that can be
purposefully invested in; it is something that can be used for multiple purposes (for
example, friendships used to gather advice) and converted into other forms of capital (for
example, using a friendship to gain employment); it can make other forms of capital more
productive or efficient by reducing transaction costs; and it shares traits with physical and
human capital in that it needs maintenance to remain useful.

Social capital, like other forms of capital, requires personal investment of both
time and resources to be most productive. Poor people may have plenty of time, but they
often lack sufficient resources (or, in corrupt communities, adequate recourse) to

maximize the full value of their social capital (Fafchamps, 2006). Nevertheless, evidence
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is growing that social relationships play a key role in helping poor people cope with
emergencies; occasionally take advantage of opportunities; and participate in life-cycle
events, such as weddings, funerals, and festivals (Collins, et al., 2009; Rutherford, 2000).

Woolcock and Narayan (2000) help trace the four major perspectives, or streams,
found in the social capital literature pertaining to economic development. The
communitarian view equates social capital with local organizations and civic groups. It
considers social capital always to be positive; the more there is of it, the better off a
community will be. The networks view seeks to balance the positive and negative
attributes of social capital and stresses the importance of vertical and horizontal
associations between people and the costs and benefits to individuals at the micro level
that are inherent in intra-group relations. The instz;tutional view takes a macro-level
approach that treats social capital as a dependent variable and largely the product of the
political, legal, and institutional environment in a country. The synergy view attempts to
integrate the compelling components of the networks and institutional perspectives.

Woolcock and Narayan advocate for the last approach, recognizing that both
micro- and macro-level analysis and policy prescriptions are needed so that social capital
at each level of society becomes complementary rather than competitive. This study
focused on the networks view of social capital, exploring social capital at the micro level.
However, this approach does not negate the value and necessity of the synergy view.
World Bank Social Capital Initiative

The literature detailed here suggests a growing interest in the concept of social
capital as it relates to economic development. The World Bank played a significant role

in encouraging this type of social capital research. In 1998, Denmark provided
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approximately U.S. $1 million worth of resources to the World Bank to support social
capital initiatives and to develop indicators and methodologies that would help promote
and strengthen the concept of social capital. With this commitment, the Social Capital
Initiative (SCI) was launched led by Ismail Serageldin (Dasgupta & Serageldin, 2000).

The primary purpose of SCI was to create a supportive environment to encourage
increased investment in social capital among developing countries. The SCI sought wide
geographic coverage for their studies and wanted to ensure social capital was explored at
the micro, meso, and macro levels. The SCI developed a number of resources, including
research tools such as the Social Capital Assessment Tools (SOCAT), in support of
interdisciplinary studies to further explore the role of social capital in economic
development.

In general, the literature surrounding the World Bank’s efforts is well known. Not
only was an extensive website developed, but several publications emerged outlining key
issues and findings from important studies in developing countries. Some of these are
described in Chapter 1 of this paper. Two books were published that made available to
the public much of the conceptual and empirical work completed under the SCI
(Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002a, 2002b). For an informative look behind the scenes of
the various issues and debates regarding social capital in the World Bank during this
time, see Bebbington, et al. (2004).

The World Bank’s significant contributions to research efforts helped generate a
number of important resources and research tools now used to study social capital in
developing countries. However, the World Bank’s approach and particular research

efforts have not been without its critics.
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Criticisms of Social Capital

To obtain a broader understanding of social capital as well as the limitations of
the construct as popularly conceived, it is important to highlight critical perspectives of
the commonly held definitions of social capital and, in particular, criticisms of the World
Bank’s efforts under the Social Capital Initiative. Two often-cited critiques of the term
social capital are from Nobel laureates in economics, Solow (2000) and Arrow (2000),
who wrote critical introductory pieces in a major World Bank-sponsored book on the
subject of social capital (Dasgupta & Serageldin, 2000). Arrow’s criticisms centered on
his belief that what was often referred to as social capital did not share the essential
qualities of capital, whereas Solow felt social capital research was poorly and wrongly
applied and weak in terms of theoretical heft and substantive empirical data. Sobel (2002)
provides a careful response to these criticisms. He acknowledges points of agreement but,
in the end, argues that the weight of evidence suggests social capital is a concept worthy
of study that needs serious input from the field of economics.

The criticisms by Arrow and Solow are criticisms by economists who believe the
term social capital is not sufficiently robust for econometric analysis. At the other end of
the political spectrum are critics like Fine (2001; Fine & Green, 2000) and Harriss
(2002), who argue that social capital is being used by neo-classical economists to
“colonize” other social sciences. These authors believe social capital, particularly in the
hands of the World Bank, has co-opted the essence of social relations by using economic
theory as a means to ignore, and indeed support, existing power dynamics that oppress
poor and marginalized people (Sabatini, 2003). Furthermore, the critics suggest, social

capital provides a convenient outlet to policymakers, like those in the World Bank, who
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use the concept of social capital to minimize the economic and political changes
institutions and governments should implement to overcome unfair and unjust
circumstances. The critics argue policymakers assume people’s social networks can or
will create the required change at a lower economic and political cost.

Fine and Green (2000) and others like Rankin (2006) direct their most significant
criticisms towards the rational-choice, utilitarian theory of economics, which they argue,
is basically asocial and depends heavily on methodological individualism. They fear
efforts like the World Bank’s Social Capital Initiative merely seek to quantify the social
part of life. Woolcock (2001a) offers a compelling response to these criticisms. He
suggests that short of a revolution, as advocated by Marxist theory, unfair power
dynamics are best addressed by gaining a better understanding of why and how groups
are included or excluded from power and wealth so that more resources can be directed to
changing those power dynamics.

For example, Knack and Keefer (1997) in their macro-level study found that
social capital is most effective in fostering economic growth in countries where there is
less ethnic polarization and less class polarization. Class polarization is most evident in
national income inequalities. Policymakers interested in social capital and economic
development must contend with these findings. It would be wise for them to enact
policies that help minimize income inequalities in order to foster an environment that
nurtures more positive social capital and, hence, potentially paves the way for broader
and more sustainable economic growth.

While the World Bank and its Social Capital Initiative became targets for those

wanting to criticize or dismiss the prevailing use of the term social capital, another
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emerging field in economic development, microfinance, found common purpose with the
World Bank’s definition and research efforts of social capital (Fernando, 2006; Van
Bastelaer, 1999). It is to this field of research that attention now is turned.

Microfinance

Over the past forty years, a wave of innovation has flowed into international
economic development and poverty alleviation efforts through the expansion of
microfinance. Microfinance is the provision of financial services, primarily small loans
but also saving and insurance services and products, to entrepreneurs living in poverty
(Ledgerwood, 1999). Many microfinance efforts include a form of group co-guarantee
mechanism to help ensure repayments of the loans. This group co-guarantee is an
important form of social capital that has caught the attention of researchers in a variety of
fields. Many microfinance efforts that rely on a group co-guarantee mechanism
experience high repayment rates, sometimes reaching as high as 98 percent. Due to high
repayment rates and the institutional income earned through interest charged, there is
great potential to rapidly scale up operations. Such an approach, in many ways
revolutionary among traditional poverty alleviation efforts, has enabled microfinance to
reach an increasing number of people in a sustainable way.

This section is divided into several subsections. The first subsection addresses the
size and scope of the microfinance sector. The next subsection highlights the rationale
for, and some criticisms of, why microfinance services predominately target and serve
women. The following subsection addresses key research done on the impact of
microfinance on poverty alleviation and women’s empowerment, again with major

criticisms and questions included. The next subsection explores specific social capital-
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related microfinance studies, followed by a subsection on the microfinance sector in
South Africa that highlights the Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF).
Size and Scope of Microfinance Sector

While microfinance institutions have been around for some time, the past decade
and a half has seen the microfinance industry grow in size, stature, and credibility. Key
issues and debates concerning institutional designs and programmatic options and the
size of microfinance efforts broken down by region, are explored more fully elsewhere
(Armendariz de Aghion & Morduch, 2007; Daley-Harris, 2002; Daley-Harris &
Awimbo, 2006; Helms, 2006; Ledgerwood, 1999; Otero & Rhyne, 1994; Robinson,
2001; G. Wright, 2000). This subsection explores the global reach and popularity of the
microfinance industry.

During the past decade, microfinance has been trumpeted as one of the most
successful instruments available for alleviating poverty (Foschi, 2008). The United
Nations declared 2005 the Year of Microcredit. In 2006, two pioneers in the industry, the
Grameen Bank and its founder, the economist Dr. Muhammad Yunus, co-won the Nobel
Peace Prize. The Microcredit Summit Campaign in its 2009 State of the Campaign report
announced that in 2007, more than 100 million very poor people were served by
microfinance institutions and more than 80 percent of these clients were women (Daley-
Harris, 2009).

Why the Focus on Women?

There are several reasons given by microfinance institutions as to why they focus

so much on serving women. First, females make up a disproportionate number of the

poorest people in the world. Many microfinance institutions were started out of a desire
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to serve poor people and to help alleviate poverty. Thus, these organizations choose to
serve women clients in part to ensure they reach their target population (Todd, 1996).

Two additional and very important reasons why MFIs focus on serving mostly
women relate to women’s track record in terms of repayment rates and how women use
their business profits. Women have been found to more reliably pay back loans
(Armendariz de Aghion & Morduch, 2007; Kevane & Wydick, 2001; Khandker, 1998;
Khandker, Khan, & Khalily, 1995), an important issue for organizations that rely on loan
repayments for institutional survival. Research also suggests that female clients are more
likely than male clients to pass on additional income to benefit their entire households,
particularly the children in the house (Duflo, 2003; Kevane & Wydick, 2001; Pitt &
Khandker, 1998; Thomas, 1990, 1994; Yunus & Jolis, 1999). Such an investment in
children can help sever the link to intergenerational poverty among chronically poor
families (Hulme, Moore, & Shepherd, 2001), even if it comes at the expense of faster
economic growth (Kevane & Wydick, 2001). This reality is critically important for
poverty alleviation organizations seeking to change the lives of destitute families around
the world.

Another reason microfinance organizations serve mostly women is because of the
organizations’ interest in women’s empowerment. As noted in the following paragraph,
research suggests that women not only benefit economically through the provision of
small loans and other microfinance services but that women are empowered in other
ways through these programs.

In a study of members of two microfinance institutions in Bangladesh, Hashemi,

Schuler, and Riley (1996) found that the program alone may lead to women’s
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empowerment, even when women are not directly contributing to their family’s support
through their loans. Women are further empowered through the contribution of an
income to the household, often leading to more respect and a feeling of “legitimacy” in
the family unit (Cheston & Kuhn, 2002). And, the self-confidence gained through
microfinance is linked to an increase in a woman’s influence on decision-making
regarding household expenditures and communicating with a spouse about family
planning (MkNelly & Dunford, 1999).

Critics of mainstream microfinance question whether women are more or less
empowered in the household or community when they become a primary conduit for
lending/borrowing (Goetz & Sen Gupta, 1996; Mayoux, 1995, 2001). Fernando (2006)
suggests that the social impact of microfinance services in developing nations is a result
of microfinance’s ability to avoid explicitly threatening the social order while appearing
to empower women through credit.

Impact Studies Related to Poverty Alleviation and Women’s Empowerment

A number of impact studies have shown an important link between microfinance,
poverty alleviation, and/or women’s empowerment, at both the household and
community level. Several authors summarize the findings, both positive and negative, of
the most important (and methodologically sound) studies on the impact of microfinance
services on women’s empowerment and poverty alleviation (Brau & Woller, 2004;
Cheston & Kuhn, 2002; Give Well; Goldberg, 2005; Morduch & Haley, 2002). In brief,
the most substantial studies reveal a beneficial impact of microfinance on either client
income (Alexander, 2001; Karlan & Zinman, 2007; Khandker, 1998, 2005; Pitt,

Khandker, Chowdhury, & Millimet, 2003; G. Wright, 2000) or on a reduction in
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household vulnerability (Karlan & Zinman, 2007; G. Wright, 2000; Zaman, 2004), while
other studies show limited impact (Banerjee, Duflo, Glennerster, & Kinnan, 2009; B. E.
Coleman, 1999).

The question as to how much impact microfinance services can claim to have on
poor people is hotly contested. Wright (2000) articulates well one of the key issues in
microfinance: whether microfinance is a way to reduce poverty or a means to increase
income. While these two concerns are often connected, they are, indeed, different.
Poverty is closely associated with economic deprivation but poverty must be understood
as something greater than financial shortages alone.

Nobel Laureate Amartya Sen (1999) probably has done the most to broaden the
discussion regarding how to define poverty. For Sen, a fundamental understanding of
poverty includes the notion that a poor person is someone with limited options to live the
kind of life he or she values. Sen cites as examples an employed handicapped person who
likely has the means to enjoy a national historic site but is not able to because the site is
not handicap-accessible, or a woman living in a wealthy home who cannot go where she
pleases in town without being accompanied by a male relative, or, in the most extreme
case, children living in a home of moderate income who are malnourished because of
intra-household poverty. For Sen, true freedom cannot be measured by economic realities
alone but rather must include an analysis of whether or not a person is able to choose to
live the kind of life he or she values.

Within the microfinance industry, several debates and disagreements surround the
issue of impact. Morduch (Armendariz de Aghion & Morduch, 2007; Morduch, 1999,

2000) offers the most comprehensive summary and best analysis of the key issues in
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these debates. Advocates for a streamlined approach to financial lending argue that
microfinance organizations should not spend precious resources on poverty assessment
techniques or impact measurement studies because demand for loans is high at all income
levels and repayment rates can serve as proxy measures that clients find the service of
value.

Related to this issue are criticisms that practitioners should not combine their
financial services with additional services such as education and health lessons because
eventually those services must be paid for by the clients through the interest rates charged
on loans. Within the industry, there are debates and criticisms regarding what interest
rates should be charged in each country and, more importantly, how the ownership
structure of institutions should be designed. Ownership structure of microfinance
institutions is important because it impacts who gains financially when institutional assets
grow significantly and can be sold at a profitable price.

Some critics of mainstream microfinance wonder if the target population is too
limiting in its macro-impact on the economy because small entrepreneurs in developing
countries often do not create a significant number of jobs (Karnani, 2007). Critics also
question whether a primary emphasis on lending, particularly among very poor people
who may have to use some of the loan for consumption purposes rather than as a business
investment, is merely placing the households further in debt (Hulme, 2000; G. Wright,
2000; K. Wright, 2006).

A paper by Karlan and Goldberg (2006) raises some issues related to trying to
isolate the impact of microfinance on clients (Give Well). The website where this paper is

found offers its own summary of possible biases that can exist in microfinance studies.
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When studies compare clients to non-clients, there are concerns about a qualification bias
(those who qualify may be more capable), a participation bias (those who choose to
participate may be more capable), and a location bias (the location may influence results
if different areas are compared). Furthermore, when comparing new clients to mature
clients, which is a common impact evaluation method among microfinance researchers,
there are three potential biases: a survivor bias (only those most successful stay in the
program to maturity), a “wait-and-see” bias (mature clients in the same region may be
more likely to “jump” into a new activity versus clients who choose to join later), and a
bias caused by changes in program characteristics (which can range from operational
changes to changes in staff) (Give Well).

In addition to impact measurement concerns, there are also concerns regarding
who in a community should be targeted and served with microfinance services, especially
in relation to households at different income levels. It is difficult for outsiders to know
who in a community is capable of using a loan productively but, also, who is poor enough
to qualify to receive services from a poverty alleviation organization. To address this
challenge, microfinance organizations have developed poverty measurement tools to help
them find and serve the neediest families (Simanowitz, 2000).

Even the U.S. government, through its United States Agency for International
Development (USAID), has sought to find cost-effective poverty measurement tools that
can be used by microfinance institutions (Van Bastelaer & Zeller, 2006). In South Africa,
where the database that will be used in this study was generated, the legacy of apartheid
has made this issue even more relevant because it has left the country with one of the

highest income inequality rates in the world.
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Social Capital and Microfinance

Arguably, one of the key elements in the success of microfinance has been its
reliance on social capital over physical capital as a means to help clients build wealth
while keeping the institution solvent. A number of studies have shown a relationship
between social capital and microfinance, particularly as it relates to the group co-
guarantee lending models, the most well-known microfinance methodology used by
organizations around the world and among those serving the poorest clients. Some of the
more relevant findings suggest that traditional societies may allow for more efficient peer
credit contracts versus what is found in developed economies, because traditional
societies rely more heavily on social capital. This reliance on social capital may be a
result of being closer in proximity to one another and because of the greater flow of
information that exists between parties (Udry, 1994). And, it could be that poor people
don’t have other assets they can leverage for economic gain such that they must rely
more regularly on social capital alone.

Not surprisingly, group lending models are found to correlate with high portfolio
quality both when using real data (Cull, Demirguc-Kunt, & Morduch, 2007) and using
game theory experiments (Abbink, Irlenbusch, & Renner, 2006; Cassar, et al., 2007), in
large part due to the influence of social capital (Karlan, 2007; Larance, 2001). Some
suggest, however, that this social capital impact is due more to negative social capital
(pressure) than positive social capital (cooperation) (Ahlin & Townsend, 2007), or due
more to vertical relationships (borrowers hoping for more loans from their microfinance

providers) than horizontal ones (borrowers trusting each other) (Van Bastelaer, 1999).
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These are important points for microfinance organizations to consider when looking for
ways to build and sustain their operations.
Small Enterprise Foundation

The microfinance landscape in Africa, and in particular South Africa, is small but
growing (Baumann, 2005; Buss, 2005; Helms, 2006). Mosley and Rock (2004), Collins,
et al. (2009), and Karlan and Zinman (2007) provide ample evidence that South Africans
living in poverty can benefit from access to affordable microfinance products and that
there is a huge unmet demand for such services. This is true for financial services for
business as well as household consumption needs. The largest and most influential leader
in the microfinance sector in South Africa is the Small Enterprise Foundation.

The Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF) is a nonprofit microfinance organization
that began in the Northern Province of South Africa in 1992. SEF currently serves more
than 50,000 clients via two major programs with a principal outstanding loan balance of
R69 million South African rand (current exchange rate roughly R8:$1) (Small Enterprise
Foundation, 2008). Ninety-nine percent of SEF’s clients are females. SEF uses group
solidarity loans and has received numerous awards and been recognized by several
organizations as an outstanding microfinance institution achieving significant operational
sustainability and deep poverty outreach.

By June 2008, SEF had disbursed a total of 468,705 loans valued at R626 million
South African rand. From inception to date, the organization’s total bad debt write-offs
amounted to less than 0.5 percent of cumulative amount disbursed. In June 2008, SEF’s
portfolio at risk greater than 30 days stood at 0.2 percent (Small Enterprise Foundation,

2008).
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In the mid-1990s, SEF investigated the poverty levels of its existing clients in its
first established program, the Micro-Credit Programme (MCP), and found that these
clients were wealthier than the population it was hoping to target via microfinance.
Rather than close down MCP, SEF let it continue to operate but decided all new groups
would be established under a poverty-focused program called the Tshomisano Credit
Programme (TCP), which was established in 1996. Both programs still exist, but no new
groups have begun under MCP. As of December 2007, MCP’s active clients totaled
15,677 and TCP’s active clients totaled 30,063 (Small Enterprise Foundation, 2009).

TCP uniquely utilizes a poverty-ranking methodology, Participatory Wealth
Ranking (PWR), to identify which clients are in the bottom half of people living below
the country’s poverty line in each region. The PWR involves asking the community to
map all the households in a village. At least three groups are created from among the
villagers and, separately, each group is asked to define levels of poverty in their
community and then rank each household in the village according to these levels of
poverty. Results from the three independent groups are then triangulated and averaged
and each household in the village is given an overall score. Only the households deemed
to be in the bottom half of the houses below the poverty line are then recruited to join
TCP and become clients of SEF (Simanowitz, 2000).

SEF has chosen to narrow its client base to women and to initiate work only in the
rural or poorest areas of South Africa’s poorest provinces. Once an extremely poor
geographic area is identified, SEF uses PWR to recruit only women of households
identified by the PWR as being among the poorest in the community. SEF has been very

successful in reaching its poverty level targets (van de Ruit, May, & Roberts, 2001). To
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better understand the context of poverty in South Africa, the next section of this review
introduces the reader to the literature on the topic.
South African Poverty

South Africa is a diverse country, rich in traditions and culture but deeply scarred
by a century of oppressive and divisive laws that has led to severe economic disparity and
a ranking near the top of the world’s list of countries with the highest levels of income
inequality (Armstrong, Lekezwa, & Siebrits, 2008; Woolard & Klasen, 2005). Decades of
apartheid in a land endowed with vast mineral wealth created a country that has been
horribly unequal, with white South Africans achieving a standard of living comparable to
most developed countries while the rest of South Africa has suffered from impoverished
conditions equal to that faced by some of the poorest countries in the world. The abolition
of apartheid and the democratic election of Nelson Mandela as the first black African
president of South Africa in the early 1990s did not, overnight, change the economic
situation of most South Africans.

This section begins with an overview of general poverty statistics for South
Africa. The next subsection outlines poverty statistics for the province where SEF mainly
operates. The subsection that follows details the government-sponsored cash grants for
elderly poor people. The next subsection outlines the country’s attempt to determine a
national poverty line. The section concludes with an overview of relevant social capital
research in South Africa.

General Statistics
Some of the basic statistics for South Africa reveal how unequal the society is,

especially for people living in rural areas. According to the most recently published
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statistics, the gross national income per capita is slightly more than U.S. $5,000 and the
average life expectancy is just more than 50. Infant mortality is at 55 per 1,000 live
births. The adult literacy rate is 82.4 percent and the percentage of the population with
access to clean water is 88 percent (Armstrong, et al., 2008). These figures are relatively
decent for a middle-income country. However, when the statistics are broken down by
deciles, the stark inequality becomes visible. For instance, the poorest 40 percent of
households, which constitute 55 percent of the population, accounted for only slightly
more than 10 percent of the country’s overall consumption. According to a recent study,
33 percent of households consume at a level below the lower-end poverty line in the
country and almost 53 percent of households consume at a level below the upper-end
poverty line (Armstrong, et al., 2008).
Where SEF Operates

The Limpopo province, where SEF’s services are most prevalent, contains the
highest poverty rate of individuals, at almost 65 percent. The poverty rate among
households in rural areas (54 percent) was more than twice the corresponding poverty
rate among households in urban areas (22 percent) (Armstrong, et al., 2008). The data
also suggest blacks and women, particularly female-headed households, were
disproportionately more likely to be in poverty than coloreds, Indians, whites, or males,
respectively (Armstrong, et al., 2008). These statistics reveal why SEF has chosen to
offer its services to black females in rural areas in the poorest provinces of South

Africa—it is because its mission is to alleviate poverty in South Africa.
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Government Cash Grants

There is at least one positive note in the data. The post-apartheid government’s
social agenda included providing cash grants to the poorest elderly citizens (Case &
Deaton, 1998). The data show that these grants are making a positive difference in the
lives of poor people, which coincides with what Collins, et al. (2009) also found in their
investigation of the portfolios of poor people in South Africa when compared to poor
people in Bangladesh and India.
Determining a Poverty Line

Researchers have sought, for some time, to help South Africa determine an
appropriate poverty line so as to help the country better understand the extent of poverty
in the county and to offer policymakers more informed data with which to make
decisions to assist the most impoverished citizens (Adato, Lund, & Mhlongo, 2007;
Alderman, Babita, Demombynes, Makhatha, & Ozler, 2002; Bhorat, Kanbur, & Human
Sciences Research Council., 2006; Frye, 2005; Klasen, 2000, 2002; Van der Berg &
Louw, 2004; Woolard & Klasen, 2005; Woolard & Leibbrandt, 2006). Some of the issues
discussed in these reports and studies include whether it is best, when trying to determine
levels of poverty, to track income, expenditures, or household assets, or to take a broader
overall capabilities approach (Sen, 1999). Another concern is whether it is better to use
an absolute poverty line or a relative poverty line. In addition to the poverty studies and
measures noted here, there have been studies in the country related to measures of social

capital and poverty alleviation.
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Social Capital Research in South Africa

Part of understanding poverty in South Africa is to consider the research done in
the country related to social capital. See Moser (1999) for an overview of apartheid’s
influence on social capital in the country. Carter and Maluccio (2003) looked at social
capital and its impacts on childhood health, finding that households in communities with
greater social capital, as measured by the number of groups in the community, are better
able to withstand economic shocks. Dyantyi and Liebenberg (2003) and Emmett (2000)

focused their research on exploring ways to enhance community participation and civic
action, comparing what community participation was like in South Africa pre- and post-
apartheid. Jung (2003) found that prior trust is not needed to encourage collective action
in a community.

A few poverty and microfinance studies in South Africa have focused on
questions involving social capital research. Cassar, Crowley, and Wydick (2007) and
Carter and Castillo (2003) used trust games to explore social capital in different ways.
The former study found in both South Africa and Armenia that along with evidence of
reciprocity, personal trust between group members and social homogeneity were more
important to group loan repayment than general societal trust or acquaintanceship
between members. The latter study found it is possible to develop measures that isolate
altruism from trust and trustworthiness.

In one social capital study in South Africa, led by Maluccio, Haddad, and May
(2000), researchers conducted a longitudinal analysis of the relationship between
structural social capital and household economic welfare over a five-year period and

found networks were positively related to household economic welfare improvement.
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However, additional studies using the same data set found that membership in groups is

more economically useful to non-poor households and that the primary benefit poor

households find in group membership is stabilization, rather than a mechanism for

upward mobility (Adato, Carter, & May, 2006). A more recent longitudinal study that

included measures of both cognitive and structural social capital among women in rural

households in South Africa was the IMAGE/RADAR study (Pronyk, et al., 2006).
IMAGE/RADAR Studies

The University of Witwatersrand in South Africa and the London School of
Hygiene and Tropical Medicine combined forces in a collaborative research effort
entitled the Rural AIDS and Development Action Research Programme (RADAR). This
group completed a study named the Intervention with Microfinance for AIDS and Gender
Equity (IMAGE). Details of the original IMAGE/RADAR study and its findings are
provided in the methodology chapter of this dissertation.

Although RADAR was established as a partnership in health research with a
primary focus on exploring ways to curb the spread of AIDS in South Africa, what made
this health research unique was its partnership with a peer-lending miéroﬁnance
institution, the Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF). SEF provided the microfinance
services while IMAGE staff added an educational component on women’s
empowerment.

During the three years of observation, approximately half of the participants in the
original study participated in a microfinance intervention from SEF and an educational

training module on women’s empowerment from IMAGE. The rest of the villages were
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served by the same services at the conclusion of the study.? The use of SEF and its
microfinance services was a deliberate choice by the RADAR team, which was interested
in studying the impact of an economic empowerment initiative on sexually transmitted
diseases and partner abuse. The details of this study and the initial results are provided in
Chapters 1 and 3 of this study and also can be explored elsewhere (Pronyk, et al., 2006).

The original study and rich data set of the IMAGE/RADAR study spawned a
series of additional studies done by the team of researchers. Brief descriptions of
additional studies and a summation of what they found are provided next. The primary
additional research completed so far on the original data set can be divided into three
major categories: health issues (primarily HIV/AIDS), women’s empowerment, and
microfinance-related research.
Health Issues

The research done on health issues explored the appropriateness of using
randomized control trials when studying certain health matters (Bonell, Hargreaves,
Strange, Pronyk, & Porter, 2006). Researchers also looked at socio-economic factors
related to those most likely to engage in unhealthy sexual practices (Hargreaves, Bonell,
et al., 2007), whether social capital is associated with HIV/AIDS (Pronyk, Harpham,
Morison, et al., 2008), and the association between school attendance and sexual behavior
among young people (Hargreaves, et al., 2008). Another study looked at how
characteristics of sexual partners, not just individuals, relate to condom use and recent

HIV infection (Hargreaves, et al., 2009).

2 All members of the control group were offered access to SEF’s microfinance services following the
conclusion of the IMAGE study. This was not deemed controversial or of great concern since SEF’s normal
expansion plans would have required SEF to take years to reach all the villages that were included in the
IMAGE study.
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Briefly, the most relevant results of these studies are noted. The authors conclude
that, in general, there are no major concerns that should prohibit the use of randomized
control trials in health studies, but that there are a few specific situations when it might
not be feasible or ethical, situations which relate to participation coverage and the
availability of non-health benefits. The least educated adult women and young females
not in school had higher HIV prevalence. Wealthier and more educated young people
reported higher condom use and attendance at school was associated with lower-risk sex.

Finally, in the study that looked specifically at social capital, the researchers
considered both CSC and SSC separately. What they found was that for males and
females in households with high levels of CSC, there was less risky behavior, lower HIV
prevalence, and higher condom use. However, a surprising result was that for households
with higher SSC, females had a higher HIV infection because they were exposed to a
greater number of people through the networks. The authors conclude that the larger
network of people associated with a household may expose the household’s females to
more risky sexual behavior. The results suggest that social capital is a complex and
nuanced attribute that can have both positive and negative influences on individuals and
communities (Portes & Landolt, 2000).

Women’s Empowerment

The studies that centered on women’s empowerment investigated a number of
issues, including the connection between women’s empowerment at the individual,
household, and community levels in relation to the microfinance intervention (J. C. Kim,
et al., 2007); whether or not the intervention increased communication skills of women to

talk to young people about sex-related matters (Phetla, et al., 2008); whether or not the
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intervention helped young people avoid risky sex behavior (Pronyk, Kim, et al., 2008);
and whether or not social capital can be intentionally generated (Pronyk, Harpham,
Busza, et al., 2008). In summary, the studies found that women who participated in the
microfinance and education intervention showed consistent improvement in all nine
indicators of women’s empowerment and a significant reduction in intimate partner
violence. Also, women who participated in the intervention increased the amount of time
they spent talking to young people about sexual matters and the women’s discussions
shifted from vague to more concrete examples of risks associated with sex. Furthermore,
young people in households that participated in the intervention, compared to the control
group, were more likely to talk about HIV-related matters, to access free counseling and
testing, and to reduce risky behaviors like having unprotected sex with a non-spouse
partner.

In the study that explored whether social capital could be intentionally generated,
it was found that there were higher levels of both structural and cognitive social capital
measures in the intervention group versus the control group, though confidence intervals
were wide. The qualitative data in the study suggested increased collective action was
useful in addressing community concerns in partnership with the police, health
organizations, and other nonprofit organizations. This study Was similar to the one done
by a lead researcher in the IMAGE/RADAR study, Dr. Paul Pronyk (2006). Pronyk
focused his dissertation research on the social capital data from the original study. He
came to similar conclusions as the article noted above. Pronyk’s dissertation is worth
noting because of its influence on this study. It was in the discussion of further research

in his dissertation that Pronyk suggested the need to further explore social capital and its
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influence on economic welfare, which led to an interest in the topic that inspired this
study.
Microfinance

The associated studies that used the IMAGE/RADAR data set to explore
microfinance efforts focused particular attention on SEF’s poverty outreach. One study
offered a unique and novel approach to exploring poverty measurements. The researchers
combined the qualitative data from the PWR interviews with the quantitative rankings to
create a wealth index that combined both qualitative and quantitative data (Hargreaves,
Morison, Gear, Makhubele, et al., 2007). The second study created three indicators of
household wealth from the IMAGE/RADAR data (Hargreaves, Morison, Gear, Kim, et
al., 2007). The first indicator used the PWR score only. The second indicator used
principle components analysis to combine data from the household surveys. The final
indicator used household survey data combined in a manner informed by the PWR score.
The authors conclude that both the PWR score and the household survey offer a quick
assessment of household wealth and that each technique has strengths and weaknesses.
The two survey-dependent indicators showed a reasonable level of agreement in ranking
households into wealth categories. However, there was limited agreement between the
survey-based indices and the PWR-only index. The authors note the very different
methodologies employed in each approach could explain the differences in the indices.

Conclusion

This extensive literature review of social capital theory, microfinance, the Small

Enterprise Foundation, South African poverty, and the literature utilizing the original

IMAGE/RADAR data set helps to situate this study into a broader context. While
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research gaps and important concepts in the literature were explored in Chapter 1 of this
paper, this literature review revealed the extent to which these various bodies of literature
all speak to a concern to help people living in poverty overcome their conditions and find
sustainable economic means to support themselves and their families. This study used the
existing data set from the IMAGE/RADAR study in a new and unique re-analysis of the
data in an attempt to contribute something of value to households in rural South Africa
that are trying to overcome impoverished conditions. The research design and

methodology used to accomplish this objective is explained in greater detail in Chapter 3.
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CHAPTER 3: RESEARCH DESIGN, METHODOLOGY, AND LIMITATIONS

As the literature review in Chapter 2 notes, the IMAGE/RADAR study has
provided researchers with a rich data set that has proven useful in addressing a number of
important research questions. Since the original study’s completion, a number of different
methodologies have been employed to analyze the data set from a variety of angles for
various research purposes (Bonell, et al., 2006; Hargreaves, Morison, Gear, Makhubele,
et al., 2007; Jan, Pronyk, & Kim, 2008). This study used the original IMAGE/RADAR
data set to help fill research gaps in the social capital literature noted in the first chapter
of this paper.

This chapter describes the research design of this study and the specific
methodologies that were employed in the re-analysis of the data set. The chapter begins
with an introduction of the World Bank’s Social Capital Assessment Tool (SOCAT) and
how the tool has been utilized by the institutions that came together to implement the
original IMAGE/RADAR study. The chapter continues with an explanation of the initial
design and implementation of the original research program and describes the primary
results of that study. The description of the original study sets up the next section of this
chapter, which is a description of the analysis and methodologies used in this study. This
chapter concludes with a list of the dependent and independent variables used in this
study as well as a summary of the limitations and significance of this study.

World Bank’s SOCAT Tool

As noted in other chapters, over the past decade the World Bank has invested

heavily in articulating and empirically verifying the concept and measurement of social

capital as an asset that has value to people and communities (Grootaert, et al., 2004,
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Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002a, 2002b). The World Bank has conducted a number of
country-level assessments, analyses, and reports that explored the value of social capital
as a productive community asset (Dasgupta & Serageldin, 2000; Isham, et al., 2002;
Narayan & Cassidy, 2001). World Bank-sponsored studies and reports continued to
suggest a relationship between positive social capital and increased economic welfare. At
the macro level, this notion was first popularized in a book written by Putnam, Leonardi,
and Nanetti (1993) that suggested current economic development differences between
northern and southern Italy were related to differences in historic levels of social capital.
A growing chorus of people began to advocate for increased investments in social capital
as a means to address the severe economic challenges present in many of the least
economically developed countries (Bebbington, et al., 2004; Francois, 2002; Woolcock &
Narayan, 2000; Woolcock & Radin, 2008).

As interest in the theoretical and practical application of the concept of social
capital increased in the mid- to late 1990s, the World Bank dedicated significant amounts
of resources to the creation of survey tools in an attempt to measure social capital in
meaningful and rigorous ways. One of the first tools created and validated for this
purpose was the Social Capital Assessment Tool (SOCAT) (Krishna & Shrader, 1999,
2002). Portions of the SOCAT have been used and modified by researchers involved in
international development to study how different types of social capital, including
cognitive and structural social capital, factor into people’s lives at different levels
(Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2002b; Krishna, 2007, 2008; Pronyk, 2006; Pronyk,

Harpham, Morison, et al., 2008).
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IMAGE/RADAR Study

Two groups that have utilized the SOCAT instrument are researchers from the
University of Witwatersrand in South Africa and the London School of Hygiene and
Tropical Medicine. As noted in the literature review, researchers from the two
universities joined forces to create the Rural AIDS and Development Action Research
(RADAR) program. From June 2001 to March 2005, RADAR facilitated a major study in
the Limpopo province of South Africa, the Intervention with Microfinance for AIDS &
Gender Equity (IMAGE) study (Pronyk, et al., 2006).

The IMAGE study set out to explore HIV/AIDS and intimate partner violence
among rural South African women. The research utilized a prospective cluster-
randomized trial and combined a group-based microfinance intervention with a training
curriculum focused on women’s empowerment and HIV/AIDS. Eight villages in the rural
Sekhukhuneland District of the Limpopo Province in South Africa were chosen and
matched together by size and geographic distance (accessibility) to a central major urban
area. Each of the four village pairs received a randomized assignment to determine which
village became the treatment village and which village became the control village
(Pronyk, et al., 2006). In the original IMAGE study, the RADAR research team
employed portions of the SOCAT instrument to facilitate a better understanding of how
social capital and women’s empowerment interacted, both with the spread of HIV/AIDS
and with a possible decline in intimate partner violence (Pronyk, 2006).

Ethical Review
The study protocol underwent peer review at The Lancet (03/PRT/24), was

registered with the National Institutes of Health (NCT00242957), and gained approval
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from ethical review committees at both the University of Witwatersrand (South Africa)
and the London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine (UK). None of the villages in
the study had access to microfinance services prior to the study and, upon completion of
the study, all villages received access to the services.
Focus on Poorest Villagers

The original study was conducted from June 2001 to March 2005 in the rural
Limpopo Province of South Africa. The area is near a platinum mining belt and is
densely populated. Each of the villages was located between 2 and 20 kilometers from a
major trading center (Pronyk, Harpham, Busza, et al., 2008). Out of almost 10,000
households initially identified for the study in the eight villages of the IMAGE/RADAR
study area, only households that qualified for the Small Enterprise Foundation’s (SEF)
target population (the poorest half of households below the nation’s poverty line in each
village, as determined by the villagers in a village-level, wealth-ranking exercise that is
further described in the literature review) were included in the IMAGE/RADAR study for
both the intervention and control groups. Thus, all of the participants in this study were
among the poorest half of households below South Africa’s poverty line at the start of the
research.
Focus on Women

Additionally, because of SEF’s normal microfinance operating procedures, all of
the primary participants in the original study, and consequently in this study, were
women. Once a woman was identified in the treatment village as willing to participate in
the microfinance and education intervention and the IMAGE study, a list of households

in the matched village was randomly chosen. Researchers would then visit the selected
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households in the matched control village until they were able to find a woman in a
similar age group as the SEF client (18-25, 26-35, 36-45, 46-55, 56+) who was willing to
participate in the survey. Follow-up surveys were conducted approximately two years
following the baseline survey (Pronyk, 2006).

Total Number of Participants

As noted, the IMAGE/RADAR longitudinal study targeted future clients of the
Small Enterprise Foundation. The original purpose of the study was to assess the impact
of a structural intervention that combined a microfinance program with a training
curriculum focused on women’s empowerment and HIV/AIDS. Loans were provided to
the women enrolled in the intervention group and a participatory learning and action
curriculum, Sisters for Life (SFL), was integrated into the loan meetings (Pronyk, et al.,
2005).

As noted, participants in both the control and intervention villages were matched
by age and further sub-divided into three groups that were labeled cohorts: direct
participants and matched controls (cohort one), randomly selected 14- to 35-year-old
household co-residents in all eight villages (cohort two), and randomly selected
community members in all eight villages (cohort three). Only data from cohort one were
used in this study, since this is the cohort that directly participated in the microfinance
and education intervention and senior females were the only ones who answered the
social capital-related questions. The total number of villages in the study was limited by
geographic scope; time required to recruit and follow up with participants; and the need

to recruit all eligible households before expanding, balanced by the ethical consideration
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of withholding the intervention from the control villages for an extended period of time
(Pronyk, Harpham, Busza, et al., 2008).

Trained female facilitators conducted the surveys. At baseline, successful
interviews were completed with 843 participants in cohort one; 1,455 participants in
cohort two; and 2,858 participants in cohort three. Two-year follow-up rates among
participants in the intervention and control villages, respectively, were 90 percent and 84
percent for cohort one and 75 percent and 71 percent for cohort two. Three-year follow-
up rates for cohort three were at 58 percent in the intervention group and 63 percent in
the control group. For the main analysis, all outcome variables were coded to be binary at
the individual level (Pronyk, et al., 2006).

Results

Primary outcome variables employed in the original study were experience of
intimate partner violence—either physical or sexual—in the past 12 months by a spouse
or other sexual intimate (cohort one), unprotected sexual intercourse at last occurrence
with a non-spousal partner in the past 12 months (cohorts two and three), and HIV
incidence (cohort three). In cohort one, experience of intimate-partner violence was
reduced by 55 percent. However, the intervention did not significantly affect the rate of
unprotected sexual intercourse with a non-spousal partner in cohort two. Furthermore, for
cohort three, there was no significant effect on the rate of unprotected sexual intercourse
at last occurrence with a non-spousal partner and there was not a significant reduction in

HIV incidence (Pronyk, et al., 2006).
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What Has Not Been Studied in Initial or Subsequent Studies

There have been a number of follow-up studies using the original data set. At
least twenty journal articles or dissertation studies, many that are described in the
literature review, have analyzed all or portions of the original data set and been published
in a variety of academic journals. The majority of the studies utilize the IMAGE/RADAR
data set to address research questions related to healthcare issues, particularly in terms of
HIV/AIDS, as well as women’s empowerment concerns and poverty measurement
techniques. A few of the studies, in particular the dissertation work completed by Pronyk
(2006) and a collaborative article published in Social Science and Medicine (Pronyk,
Harpham, Busza, et al., 2008), have sought to analyze the social capital data in more
detail. However, even in these more in-depth social capital studies, the analysis of the
data maintains the distinction between intervention and control villages as a dependent
variable and limits cognitive and structural social capital measures to binary
considerations.
Relevancy to the Proposed Study

This study re-analyzed a portion of the data from the IMAGE database, using only
information from participants in cohort one to explore the relationship between measures
of social capital and economic empowerment as measured by a change in the value of
household assets. The methods that were used for this study are described in detail in the
methodology subsection. This study involved the use of an existing data set that followed
a particular research design and protocol when the data were collected. Therefore, the

analysis of the data, and the choices made for methodological approaches to the data,
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became the primary drivers for distinguishing this study from the others that already
existed.
Restatement of Research Questions

Before introducing the methods that were used in this study, it is helpful to restate
the three primary research questions used in this study. The following questions guided
the re-analysis of the IMAGE data set:

Among women in rural South Africa, to what extent was variation in the value of
household assets over a two-year period:

1. Explained by select demographic variables?

2. Associated with an initial structural social capital score and/or an initial
cognitive social capital score?

3. Associated with a change in structural social capital score and/or a change in
cognitive social capital score?

The next several sections describe the research design of this study and the
specific methodologies employed in the re-analysis of the data set.

Additional Analysis

Because the primary research questions showed nothing of significance,
additional analysis was done on the data. The additional analysis included non-linear
analysis, specifically polynomial and reciprocal fits for several of the independent
variables, and principal component analysis for both structural social capital and

cognitive social capital measures.
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Original Research

Due to the design of the original study, only women and only households that
qualified for the SEF target population (the poorest half of households below the nation’s
poverty line in each village) were used in this study. Follow-up surveys were conducted
approximately two years following the baseline survey. Survey results from a total of 739
women who were interviewed at both baseline and follow-up were used in this study.

Methodology

The data for this study was analyzed as follows. First, new variables were created
that corresponded to totals at both baseline and follow-up for the following data: Total
Asset Accumulation (figures listed in South African rand); a cognitive social capital
(CSC) index, from O to 7; and a structural social capital (SSC) index, from O to 69. Three
additional variables were created for each participant, containing the differences in scores
between the follow-up and baseline totals for Asset Accumulation, CSC score, and SSC
score. Finally, a microfinance and education index, from O to 4, was created to describe
how involved a participant was in the intervention at follow-up.

One of the independent variables tracked closely during the analysis of the three
primary research questions was whether or not a woman participated in the microfinance
and education intervention, which was true of women in four of the eight villages in the
study. This variable was considered in two ways: as a binary variable, by whether the
woman was in an intervention or control village, and as a continuous variable, by the
level of intervention the woman received. The woman received a 0 score if she was in a
control village, a 1 if she was in an intervention village but not participating in SEF at the

time of the follow-up survey, a 2 if she was a member of SEF at follow-up, a 3 if she was
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an active member of SEF at follow-up, and a 4 if she was a leader of SEF at follow-up. It
was important for this study to recognize the influence of the intervention on the various
measures being explored. However, because the women chosen in the intervention
villages opted into the microfinance program but the women in the comparison villages
were chosen to participate, selection effects were likely present and difficult to account
for (Armendariz de Aghion & Morduch, 2007).

Three primary regression models were used. The unit of analysis for the
dependent variable was change in the value of household assets over time. The first
regression model addressed the first research question of this study, which involved
running select demographic variables as independent variables. The second regression
model addressed the second research question, which involved including the CSC and
SSC original scores as independent variables in the analysis. The third regression model
addressed the third research question, which involved including the changes in CSC and
SSC scores over two years as independent variables in the analysis. An additional
regression model was used to determine the effect of the depth and length of participation
in the intervention on all of the considered variables. Finally, non-linear regression
analysis, specifically polynomial and reciprocal fits for several of the independent
variables, was conducted on research questions 2 and 3, as well as principal component
analysis on both the structural social capital and cognitive social capital indices.
Dependent Variable

Please reference Appendix A, the summary chart of research questions and

methodologies, to see the variables to be used in this study in chart form.
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The dependent variable used in this study was the total change in value of
household assets. This data came from questions H402-H410 (baseline) and HH402-
HH410 (follow-up) of the IMAGE household surveys (see Appendix B and Appendix C),
which asked if people in the household owned any of the listed items and, if so, how
many items were owned, and for the larger items, the age of those items. The value of the
assets, in South African rand, was determined by conducting a survey among 76 people
to determine the value of the different items listed. The values of the assets were gathered
between the baseline and follow-up surveys so as to minimize the effect of inflation on
the amounts. This study considered the total value in South African rand of a household’s
assets at baseline and at follow-up two years later for the following assets: a) cars or
motorcycles, b) televisions, c¢) Hi-Fis, d) refrigerators, e) bicycles, f) cell phones, g) cows,
h) goats, i) chickens.

Independent Variables

The independent variables used in this study included select baseline demographic
variables of the individual, her baseline scores on a cognitive social capital index and a
structural social capital index, and changes in her scores between baseline and follow-up
for both cognitive social capital and structural social capital.

Demographic Variables. The primary demographic variables used (Research
Question 1) were:

1. Age—age of female head of household at baseline

2. Marital status at baseline—never married, married, separated or divorced,

widowed
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3. Level of education at baseline—no education, completed primary or less,
completed more than primary

4. Duration of local residence at baseline—fewer than 10 years, more than 10
years

5. Village size and accessibility to urban area—Two of the eight villages were
labeled small and inaccessible; four of the eight villages were labeled medium and
accessible; two of the eight villages were labeled large and accessible.

6. Initial PWR score at baseline—a one-time score done at baseline of study, with
the higher the score, the poorer the household (as ranked by village members
themselves). All the households that participated in this study received a baseline score
somewhere between 67 and 100, with 25 percent of participating households scoring a
100.

Cognitive Social Capital (CSC) Index. A total of seven questions from the
senior female survey made up the CSC index. One point was added to a person’s CSC
score for every answer that was deemed to represent social capital. Based on answers to
each question, an aggregate score of between 0 and 7 was tabulated for each woman and
treated as a continuous variable. The overall score was taken at baseline and at follow-up
to determine a person’s initial score (Research Question 2) and a person’s change in score
over two years (Research Question 3).

Structural Social Capital (SSC) Index. Several questions from the surveys
concerned levels of involvement in different formal and informal groups. A list of

questions was provided for the interviewer to ensure the different types of groups were



86

covered during the interview process. The lists were modified between the baseline and
follow-up surveys based on the responses given in the baseline survey.

In this study, 1 point was given for general membership in a group, 2 points for
being an active member of a group, and 3 points for being a leader in a group. No points
were given if a woman was not a part of a specific group. This same ranking was used by
members of the original research team in later studies (Pronyk, Harpham, Busza, et al.,
2008). Based on answers to each question, an aggregate score between 0 and 69 was
tabulated for each woman and treated as a continuous variable. Scores were tabulated at
baseline and follow-up to determine a person’s initial score (Research Question 2) and a
person’s change in score over two years (Research Question 3).

Number of Respondents and Software Used for Analysis

Data from the IMAGE data set of senior females who completed both the baseline
survey and the follow-up survey was used for this analysis. Of the 745 total participants,
six participant responses were discarded because of incomplete information for at least
five of the variables explored, leaving a total of 739 participants for this study. The data
from the IMAGE/RADAR study was analyzed using SPSS software. The data from all of
the surveys were combined and placed into SPSS by the research team of the original
IMAGE study and the data were sent to me in electronic format.

What Was Unique?

There were two unique aspects of this analysis of the IMAGE/RADAR data set
that addressed gaps in the social capital research noted in the first chapter. One of the
unique aspects of this study was that the analysis remained exclusively focused on the

individual micro level rather than being aggregated up to the village, or meso, level. A
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second unique aspect of this study was directly tied to the first unique aspect. Because the
study focused analysis at the individual household micro level, CSC and SSC scores were
analyzed as continuous variables rather than treated as binary scores, thereby increasing
the scope of possible analysis.

In summary, this study sought to fill research gaps in the field of social capital
while also providing useful information to researchers in the microfinance sector. This
longitudinal study explored the relationship between micro-level cognitive and structural
social capital measures and the value of household assets over time. The analysis used in
this study was unique in the social capital sector because of its focus on micro-level
analysis and its use of continuous variables. Still, there were limitations to the overall
scope of this study.

Limitations of the Study

While this research offered new insights into the relationship between social
capital and economic empowerment among rural South African women, there were limits
to what this study was able to address. The first, and probably biggest, limitation came
from using an existing data set. This prohibited controlling how questions were
structured, asked, and recorded. The exclusive focus on women and on the poorest
households in the villages prevented having a broader analysis of gender and socio-
economic status related to social capital and changes in the value of household assets.
The data set contained little cultural diversity and limited socio-economic variety. Thus,
an extensive analysis of asset accumulation and social capital, differentiated by various
levels of wealth and cultural or geographic diversity, was impossible using the existing

data set. This limitation was particularly unfortunate for this kind of social capital study
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since South Africa has one of the most culturally diverse national populations and one of
the highest levels of income inequalities of any country in the world.

An additional limit of this study was a limitation that is widely acknowledged in
most microfinance-related research: self-selection bias among those who choose to
participate in a microfinance program (Armendariz de Aghion & Morduch, 2007; Give
Well). In the control villages for the IMAGE study, participants were randomly selected
to be interviewed. However, in the intervention villages, the participants who were
surveyed were the women who had chosen, and took the initiative, to join the SEF
program.

Another limitation of this study was that the intervention involved combining a
microfinance component and an education component, making it impossible to determine
if microfinance alone or the educational component alone, or perhaps the unique
combination of the two, had the most influence on changes. Additional research done in
the area by the IMAGE/RADAR team suggests that the microfinance component had
greater influence on the economic status of the household. However, the educational and
microfinance combination had greater influence on all areas of women’s empowerment
while still impacting the economic status of the household, albeit in a smaller way than
the microfinance-only intervention (J. C. Kim, et al., 2009). This research was unable to
answer if the value of household assets may have varied, either in a positive or a negative
direction, if one could have studied the separate effects of the microfinance and education
components.

The overall timeframe used to collect data in the original study was an additional

limit of this study. In the original study, changes in asset accumulation and social capital
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measures were tracked over a two-year period, thus limiting the analysis of this study to a
two-year timeframe. A five-year timeframe, with regular measurement intervals, would
have allowed for a more definitive analysis of the impact of social capital on household
economic assets. This is important because households in severe poverty often experience
wild fluctuations in assets from year to year (Hulme, et al., 2001). A five-year timeframe
would have provided a clearer picture of the overall economic condition and changes of
each household in the study.

A final limitation of this study, a study that centered on the value of social
networks and relationships, is that this study utilized quantitative analysis only. While
linear quantitative research can clarify definitions and theories by helping to sift out what
is and what is not conceptually important and measurable, a mixed-methods study would
have provided a more robust analysis of the issues examined (Schuller, et al., 2000).
Time and cost constraints prohibited adding a qualitative component to this particular
study. However, it is worth noting that qualitative research was conducted in the original
study, but only in the intervention villages, and these sources were referenced during the
study to gain greater context (i.e. see Chapter 7 of Pronyk, 2006).

In summary, there were a number of limitations in this proposed study. Several of
the limitations either directly or indirectly related to the fact that this study was a re-
examination of an existing data set. Additional questions or changes to the surveys or
research design were not possible. The study focused exclusively on women and on rural
households deemed to be among the poorest households in a poor province of South
Africa, while covering a two-year timeframe. The concentration on women and the

narrow band of household socio-economic levels, while admirably and understandably
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focused on the poorest and most marginalized South Africans, did limit the ability of the
findings of this study to be generalized. Meanwhile, the two-year timeframe between the
pre-test and post-test surveys limited the breadth of possible economic impact analysis.
Even with these limitations, however, this study explored much, some of which is
detailed next.

Significance of the Study

This research offered a glimpse into social capital’s ability, or lack thereof, to
help improve a household’s economic conditions. The significance of this study is
twofold. For one, many people involved in economic development and poverty
alleviation recognize the positive changes that can occur in families that are able to
increase their household assets (Attanasio, Székely, & Inter-American Development
Bank., 2001; Moser, 2007). It is important for researchers and practitioners alike to know
more about how a person’s demographic variables, structural and cognitive social capital
measures, and changes in social capital measures relate, at the micro level, with changes
in the value of household assets over time.

A second aspect of the significance of this study centers on the microfinance and
education intervention. The microfinance sector lacks good research data from
experimental studies, in part because organizations and researchers do not have the time
to create comparison groups that will not receive services until years later (Armendariz
de Aghion & Morduch, 2007). Experimental studies are more common in the health
sector. Since the original IMAGE/RADAR study was designed to explore health

measures but included a microfinance and education intervention for half of the villages
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in the study, the data set offered a platform to explore the impact of the microfinance and
education intervention (Pronyk, Hargreaves, & Morduch, 2007).

The results of this study offer microfinance practitioners a better understanding of
how people with differing and variable levels of social capital respond to microfinance
services over time. In particular, this study offered an opportunity to better explore the
role of structural social capital and cognitive social capital among women clients in
relation to the level and length that these women participated in a microfinance program.
Such data should help microfinance institutions design more appropriate outreach and
poverty alleviation efforts and financial products.

Conclusion

In summary, the analysis offered in this study provides policymakers and
practitioners a better picture of the interaction between measures of cognitive and
structural social capital and the value of household assets over time. The results of this
study, combined with the results from other social capital and microfinance studies, can
be useful to people exploring how best to allocate scarce resources to build and
encourage social capital and enable households to accumulate productive assets. The
methods that were selected to address this study’s research questions were unique, but
they addressed an identified gap in the social capital literature. It is the author’s hope that
the results from this study will contribute in a tangible way to helping poor people around
the world utilize positive social capital resources to benefit their families and help move

them out of poverty.
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CHAPTER 4: FINDINGS

This study sought to offer additional analysis of an existing data set to help
address a number of the research gaps noted in the statement of the problem section of
Chapter 1. This study explored changes in household asset accumulation over time, using
an accumulated asset index, and considered how changes in the index related to a number
of variables. These variables included primary demographic variables and measures of
cognitive social capital (CSC) and structural social capital (SSC) at the micro level.
Interview responses for 739 women were used for this study.

This chapter presents the key results from the analysis done for this study. The
chapter begins with a section outlining the overall frequency counts of the data, including
the frequency of CSC indicators selected. The next section provides descriptive statistics
compiled from the data, including the SSC indicators ranked by mean score, and a
Spearman rank-ordered correlation analysis of key variables. A section then follows that
details the results for each of the three primary research questions of the study. The
chapter concludes with the results from additional analysis done on the empirical data.
The additional analysis included non-linear analysis, principal component analysis, and
an additional regression analysis done on the extent and length of a woman’s
participation in the microfinance and education intervention.

Frequency Counts

Table 1 displays the frequency counts for selected demographic variables. The

ages of the women ranged from 18 to 96 (M = 42.50, SD = 11.66). The most common

2% <&

marital statuses were ‘“‘currently married / living as married (42.5%),” “never married

(28.0%),” and “widowed (20.7%).” Most (89.4%) lived in their local residence ten or
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more years. More than half (61.7%) lived in “medium sized” villages and fewer
respondents lived in “large (26.9%)” or “small (11.4%)” villages. The median amount of
education for the sample was “some primary schooling.” About half (51.8%) of the
sample had participated in SEF microfinance efforts. Of the half who participated in

microfinance, 111 (29.0%) were leaders and 80 (20.9%) were active members (Table 1).

Table 1
Frequency Counts for Selected Demographic Variables (N = 739)

Variable Category n Percent

Age at Baseline

18 to 29 101 13.7
30to 39 218 29.5
40 to 49 240 32.5
50 to 59 122 16.5
60 to 96 58 7.8
Marital Status at Baseline
Never married 207 28.0
Currently married/living as
married 314 42.5
Separated/divorced 65 8.8
Widowed 153 20.7
Baseline Duration of Local
Residence
Under ten years 78 10.6
Ten or more years 661 89.4
Village Size
Small 84 11.4
Medium 456 61.7
Large 199 26.9

Schooling Level at Baseline
No formal schooling and
illiterate 161 21.8

* Age: M =42.50,SD = 11.66
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Table 1. (con’t)

Variable Category n Percent

Schooling Level at Baseline
No formal schooling but

literate 36 49
Some primary schooling 233 31.5
Completed primary 47 6.4
Some secondary 222 30.0
Completed secondary 30 4.1
Attended technical /
vocational / training college 10 1.4
Participation in Microfinance
No 356 48.2
Yes 383 51.8
Amount of Microfinance
Participation
None 356 48.2
Started but Not a Member 150 20.3
Member 42 5.7
Active Member 80 10.8
Leader 111 15.0

Table 2 displays the frequency counts for the respondent’s initial cognitive social
capital (CSC) indicators sorted by the highest frequency. The most frequently endorsed
initial indicators that scored 1 point on the CSC index were “if fire destroyed your home,
would people in village you do not know at all shelter you for two weeks (37.5% of
respondents indicated yes),” and “would neighbor contribute time to a community project
(37.5% of respondents indicated yes)” (Table 2). These two questions capture a perceived

sense of community support and a perceived level of solidarity in times of crisis.
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Table 2
Frequency Counts for Initial Cognitive Social Capital (CSC) Components Sorted by
Highest Frequency (N = 739)

Component n  Percent

If fire, people in village you do not know at all would shelter

you for two weeks 277 37.5
Would neighbor contribute time to community project 2717 37.5
Confidence to raise enough money for four weeks of food 270 36.5
If fire, people in village would lend you R50 to buy clothes 265 35.9
Ability to survive crisis is better than 3 years ago 254 344
Would neighbor contribute money to community project 208 28.1
The entire village would work together 112 15.2

Table 3 displays the frequency counts for the respondent’s follow-up cognitive
social capital (CSC) indicators sorted by the highest frequency. The most frequently
endorsed follow-up indicators that scored 1 point on the CSC index were “ability to
survive crisis is better than three years ago (52.2% of respondents indicated yes)” and
“would neighbor contribute time to community project (41.9% of respondents indicated
yes)” (Table 3). Of special note is the sharp decline in the frequency of support for the
CSC indicators “if fire destroyed your house, people in village you do not know at all
would shelter you for two weeks (from 37.5% of respondents indicating yes at initial to
19.4% indicating yes at follow-up)” and “if fire destroyed your house, people in village
would lend you R50 to buy clothes (from 35.9% of respondents indicating yes at initial to
17.3% indicating yes at follow-up)” (Table 3). The frequency of these two CSC
indicators for fire declined while the frequency for the other five CSC indicators went up
from baseline to follow-up, suggesting that there has been a decline among households of

perceived solidarity in the village if faced with a tragedy. However, the other forms of
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social capital, including the question regarding one’s ability to survive a crisis, all
increased. This may indicate that women in these communities were feeling more
confident in their own ability to manage a crisis rather than relying on the community to

help.

Table 3

Frequency Counts for Follow-up Cognitive Social Capital (CSC) Components Sorted by
Highest Frequency (N = 739)

Component , n  Percent
Ability to survive crisis is better than 3 years ago 386 52.2
Would neighbor contribute time to community project 310 419
Confidence to raise enough money for four weeks of food 297 40.2
Would neighbor contribute money to community project 261 35.3
If fire, people in village would shelter you for two weeks 143 194
If fire, people in village would lend you R50 to buy clothes 128 17.3
The entire village would work together 123 16.6

Descriptive Statistics

Table 4 displays the descriptive statistics for the respondent’s initial SSC
indicators sorted by the highest mean ratings. The level of participation in each of these
networks was rated using a four-point metric (0 = Non-member to 3 = Leader). Highest-
rated participation was for “church (M = 0.98),” “Stokvel (or savings club) (M = 0.23),”
and “prayer group (M = 0.21).” In Table 4 and also in Table S, readers will note a number
of references to burial societies, some termed local and some termed large.

To better understand the importance of burial societies, Collins, et al. (2009)

offers an important description of the complex approaches South Africans take to
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acquiring life insurance (better termed funeral plans). Because of the breadth of AIDS in
the country and the important role that funerals play in South African society, almost
80% of all South Africans have some form of formal or informal funeral insurance, with
many people having multiple accounts. The burial societies vary in size and scope, from
local village-level to larger programs run by funeral parlors or financial companies; these
local burial societies typically function by others bringing water, firewood, and money to
support funeral arrangements when someone dies, while the larger burial societies

function more like formal insurance policies.

Table 4 :
Descriptive Statistics for Initial Structural Social Capital (SSC) Components Sorted by
Highest Mean Rating (N = 739)

Standard
Component Mean Deviation
Church 0.98 0.65
Stokvel (or savings club) 0.23 0.52
Prayer Group 0.21 0.50
Political Group 0.07 0.30
Burial Society (3) 0.07 0.31
School Committee 0.04 0.34
Civics and TLC 0.04 0.29
Other 0.04 0.24
Cultural Association 0.04 0.29
Water/waste committee 0.03 0.28
Farmer’s Group 0.02 0.19
Sports Group 0.02 0.23
Credit/finance Group (Not SEF) 0.02 0.19
Traditional Healer Association 0.02 0.16
Health Committee 0.02 0.17

Neighborhood/Village Association 0.01 0.13
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Standard
Component Mean Deviation
Women’s Group 0.01 0.10
Burial Society (4) 0.01 0.13
Cooperative 0.01 0.13
Trader’s Association 0.00 0.05
Burial Society (2) 0.00 0.00
Burial Society (1) 0.00 0.00
Parent Group 0.00 0.00

Note. Component ratings based on a four-point scale: 0 = Non-member to 3 = Leader.

Table 5 displays the descriptive statistics for the respondent’s follow-up SSC

components sorted by the highest mean ratings. Again, the highest-rated participation

was for “church (M = 1.43),” followed by “local burial society 1 (M = 1.13),” and “large

burial society 1 (M = 0.55)” (Table 5). It is important to highlight here two changes

between baseline and follow-up. First, for the top five highest-ranked networks at both

baseline and follow-up, the mean score for each group increased from baseline to follow-

up with the exception of political group, which remained unchanged in its mean score

while dropping out of the top five groups at follow-up. Second, the emergence of

increased participation in the burial societies is noticeably higher at follow-up. This could

be due to the significant rise in AIDS prevalence in South Africa during the years of the

original study.
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Table 5
Descriptive Statistics for Follow-up Structural Social Capital (S§SC) Components Sorted
by Highest Mean Rating (N = 739)

Standard
Component Mean Deviation
Church 1.43 0.80
Local Burial Society 1 1.13 0.99
Large Burial Society 1 0.55 0.56
Local Burial Society 2 0.49 0.85
Prayer Group 0.42 0.81
Stokvel 0.32 0.59
Large Burial Society 2 0.13 0.42
Local Burial Society 3 ' 0.13 0.47
Health Committee 0.11 0.48
School Committee 0.08 0.47
Political Group 0.07 0.36
Other 1 0.07 0.37
Community Policing Forum 0.03 0.24
Credit/Finance Group (not SEF) 0.02 0.21
Cultural Association 0.02 0.24
Water/Waste 0.02 0.21
Ward Committee 0.02 0.22
Traditional Healer Association 0.02 0.16
Other 2 0.01 0.17
Electricity Committee 0.00 0.06
Other 5 0.00 0.00
Other 4 0.00 0.00
Other 3 0.00 0.00

Note. Component ratings based on a four-point scale: 0 = Non-member to 3 = Leader.

Table 6 displays the descriptive statistics for select other variables. These
variables include the initial, follow-up, and change scores for totaI asset accumulation,
abbreviated as TAA, CSC, and SSC. There are three results worth noting in this table.
First, the change in total value of household assets (M = 687.07) is not large for a two-

year period. The amount 687 Rand at the time of the study was equivalent to roughly
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U.S. $100. Second, the change in the mean score for initial CSC and follow-up CSC
actually declined slightly over the course of the study (M = -0.02). This suggests there
was virtually no change in the perceived levels of trust and solidarity among the women
in the study. Finally, there is more than a doubling of size between the mean score for
initial SSC score and the mean score for follow-up SSC score (M = 3.21). These last two
results suggest that the rural women in South Africa were more likely to join and take
leadership positions in networks or groups than they were to change their perceived

levels of trust and reciprocity within the community.

Table 6
Descriptive Statistics for the Dependent Variable and the Primary Independent Variables
(N =739)

Standard
Variable Mean Deviation
Initial Total of Asset Accumulation 4,691.91 8,182.40
Follow-up Total of Asset Accumulation 5,378.98 9,013.09
Change in Total of Asset Accumulation 687.07 8,173.61
Calculated Average PWR Score for Household 88.53 1048
Initial CSC 2.25 1.62
Follow-up CSC 2.23 1.69
Change in CSC -0.02 2.10
Initial SSC 1.88 1.60
Follow-up SSC 5.09 3.27
Change in SSC 3.21 3.01

Note. Change Score = Follow-up minus Initial
CSC = Cognitive Social Capital
SSC = Structural Social Capital
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Table 7 displays the results of the Spearman rank-ordered correlations for selected
variables with four important financial indicators. These indicators were the initial,
follow-up, and change TAA scores as well as the initial calculated average household
participatory wealth ranking (PWR) score. While some of the variables in Table 7
showed significance for the first two financial indicators, the last two financial indicators,
which were the primary indicators used in this study, showed no significant relationship
to any of the 18 selected variables. These results suggest that significant correlations
among the variables existed at both the baseline and follow-up but that no consistent,
measurable correlations exist from the changes that occurred between the two surveys.

The respondent’s initial TAA score was positively related to the follow-up TAA
score (rs = .65, p < .00), and negatively related to the TAA change score (r; =-.27, p <
.00) and the PWR initial score (r; = -.18, p < .00). In addition, the respondent’s initial
TAA score was higher for respondents who: (a) were married (ry = .14, p < .00), (b) had
more education (r; = .17, p < .00), (c) had higher initial SSC scores (rs = .16, p < .00), and
(d) higher follow-up SSC scores (rs = .11, p < .01). Moreover, the respondent’s initial
TAA score was lower for respondents who: (a) were separated (rs = -.09, p < .05), (b)
were from smaller villages (r; = -.09, p < .01), and (c) were not from large-sized villages
(rs =-.08, p < .05) (Table 7).

The respondent’s follow-up TAA score was positively related to the TAA change
score (rs = .41, p < .00) and negatively related to the initial PWR score (rs=-.17, p <
.00). In addition, the respondent’s follow-up TAA score was higher for respondents who:
(a) were married (rs = .12, p < .00), (b) had more education (rs = .13, p <.00), (c)

participated in the microfinance training (rs = .08, p < .05), (d) had higher initial SSC
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scores (rs = .10, p < .01), (e) had higher follow-up SSC scores (rs = .15, p < .00), and (f)
had higher SSC change scores (s = .12, p < .01). Moreover, the respondent’s follow-up
TAA score was lower for respondents who: (a) were widowed (rs = -.08, p < .05), (b)
were from smaller villages (rs = -.08, p < .05), and (c) were not from large-sized villages
(rs=-.08, p <.05) (Table 7).

Table 7 also provides Spearman correlations for the respondent’s change in TAA
score and the initial PWR score. However, neither of these financial indicators was
significantly related to any of the 18 selected variables (Table 7). Again, this suggests
that although clear correlations existed between some variables at both baseline and at
follow-up, the changes that occurred among the women in the study are not correlated

with the 18 variables selected for the primary analysis of this study.

Table 7
Spearman Rank-Ordered Correlations for Selected Variables with Financial Indicators
(N =1739)

Follow

Baseline -Up Change  Calculated Avg.
Variable TAA TAA In TAA Household PWR
1. Baseline TAA 1.00
2. Follow-Up TAA .65 1.00
3. Change in TAA =27 kEX 41 weEk* 1.00
4. Calculated Average
Household PWR - 18  ¥*x* =17 ok 1.00
Age at Baseline
Single *
Married * 14 wEx 12 Rk
Separated * -09 *
Widowed * -08 *
Baseline Level of
Education A7 wEE A3 k=

Baseline Duration of
Local Residence
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Table 7. (con’t)

Follow

Baseline -Up Change  Calculated Avg.
Variable TAA TAA In TAA Household PWR
Village Size -09 ** -08 *
Small Village *
Moderate Sized Village
Large Sized Village * -08 * -08 *
Participation in
Microfinance * 08 *
Baseline CSC
Follow-up CSC
Change in CSC
Baseline SSC 16 wEx 10 x*
Follow-up SSC A1 ** A5 Hxx
Change in SSC VA

*p<.05 **p<.0l. *** p<.00.
* Dummy Coding: 0 = No 1 = Yes.
TAA = Total Asset Accumulation
PWR = Participatory Wealth Ranking

The evidence presented in the first two columns of Table 7 is not surprising.
Women with higher total assets at baseline were correlated with higher total assets at
follow-up and negatively correlated to a higher poverty score at baseline. Furthermore,
women with higher levels of education and women who were married were correlated
with a greater value of total assets at baseline, while women who were widowed or
women who were living in smaller villages were correlated with lower total assets at
baseline. In general, economic poverty is more common among single-headed households
and among households with low educational achievement.

Many of the results from the follow-up TAA score are similar to what was found

in the initial TAA score, with the addition of positive correlations between higher asset
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accumulation among women who participated in the microfinance and education training,
as well as higher asset accumulation among women with higher initial SSC scores.
However, as noted above, the dependent variable for this study was the third column,
which was the change in total value of accumulated assets. For the primary analysis of
this study, no significant correlations were found as the next three tables, which relate
directly to the three research questions that guided this study, will show.
Primary Research Questions

The tables and descriptions that follow outline the results of each of the three
primary research questions. The regression model used for every question is detailed
before each table and the meaning of the results from each regression model is
summarized following the presentation of the table.
Research Question 1

Research Question 1 asked, “Among women in rural South Africa, to what extent
was variation in the value of household assets over a two-year period explained by select
demographic variables?” Multiple regression analysis was employed to answer this
question by using the overall change in value of household assets as the dependent
variable and a number of select demographic variables as independent variables in the
equation.

Table 8 displays the results of this analysis. The overall 10-variable model was
not significant (F = 1.42, p = .17) and accounted for only 2 percent of the variance in the

respondent’s change in value of household assets score.
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Table 8
Prediction of Changes in the Value of Household Assets Based on Demographic
Variables (N = 739)

Estimated
Variable Co-efficient t-statistic
Intercept 3,287.74 92
Age at Baseline 35.01 91
Married * 643.13 .82
Separated * 995.18 .81
Widowed ? -475.81 -.46
Baseline Level of Education -79.63 -32
Baseline Duration of Local Residence 511.06 .50
Moderate Sized Village * 1,283.07 1.31
Large Sized Village * 636.68 .60
Participation in Microfinance * 372.48 61
Baseline PWR -64.35 -2.22%

*p<.05. ¥ p< 0l ¥** p <.00.
Full Model: F (10, 728) = 1.42, p = .17. R*=.02.
* Dummy Coding: 0 = No 1 = Yes.
PWR = Participatory Wealth Ranking

The results of this regression indicate that none of the primary demographic
variables had a significant correlation with changes in the value of household assets. The
only variable that shows a significant correlation is initial PWR score, which is not
surprising given that household assets and a community ranking Qf a household’s poverty
level would capture similar things. This means that changes in the value of household
assets cannot be explained by any of the select demographic variables considered.
Research Question 2

Research Question 2 asked, “Among women in rural South Africa, to what extent
was variation in the value of household assets over a two-year period associated with an

initial structural social capital score and/or an initial cognitive social capital score?” To

answer this question, another regression model was constructed and another multiple
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regression analysis was conducted. This particular regression analysis used the overall
change in value of household assets as the dependent variable and the initial CSC score,
the initial SSC score, and the demographic variables from Question 1 as the independent
variables in the equation. Table 9 displays the results of the analysis conducted to answer
Question 2.

The overall 12-variable model was not significant (F = 1.26, p = .24) and
accounted for only 2 percent of the variance in the respondent’s change in value of
household assets score.

Table 9

Prediction of Changes in the Value of Household Assets Based on Demographic
Variables with Baseline CSC and SSC Scores (N = 739)

Estimated
Variable Co-efficient t-statistic
Intercept 2,999.45 83
Age at Baseline 37.07 .95
Married * 674.82 .86
Separated * 962.04 78
Widowed * -463.16 -.44
Baseline Level of Education -95.86 -.37
Baseline Duration of Local Residence 470.90 46
Moderate Sized Village * 1,227.91 1.25
Large Sized Village * 571.31 53
Participation in Microfinance * 271.32 43
Baseline PWR -64.69 -2.23%*
Baseline Cognitive Social Capital 187.26 98
Baseline Structural Social Capital -4.83 -.02

*p<.05. ¥ p<.0l. **p<.00.

Full Model: F (12, 726) = 1.26, p = .24. R*= .02.
* Dummy Coding: 0 = No 1 = Yes.

PWR = Participatory Wealth Ranking

CSC = Cognitive Social Capital

SSC = Structural Social Capital
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The results of this regression indicate that neither the initial CSC score nor the
initial SSC score had a significant correlation with changes in the value of household
assets. This means that changes in the value of household assets cannot be explained by
either an individual’s initial CSC score or her initial SSC score.

Research Question 3

Research Question 3 asked, “Among women in rural South Africa, to what extent
was variation in the value of household assets over a two-year period associated with a
change in structural social capital score and/or a change in cognitive social capital
score?” To answer this question, another regression model was constructed and a third
analysis was conducted. This regression analysis used the overall change in value of
household assets as the dependent variable and the overall change in CSC score, the
overall change in SSC score, and the demographic variables from question 1 as the
independent variables in the equation.

Table 10 displays the results of the third regression analysis. The overall 12-
variable model was not significant (¥’ = 1.29, p = .22) and accounted for only 2 percent of

the variance in the respondent’s change in value of household assets score.

Table 10
Prediction of Changes in the Value of Household Assets Based on Demographic
Variables with Change in CSC and SSC Scores (N = 739)

Estimated
Variable Co-efficient  t-statistic
Intercept 3,133.00 .87
Age at Baseline 33.05 .86
Married * 553.07 .70

Separated * 914.24 74
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Table 10. (con’t)

Estimated
Variable Co-efficient  t-statistic
Widowed * -552.26 -.53
Baseline Level of Education -108.77 -44
Baseline Duration of Local Residence 463.67 46
Moderate Sized Village * 1,316.71 1.35
Large Sized Village * 702.98 .66
Participation in Microfinance * 272.34 44
Baseline PWR -63.57 -2.19%
Change in Cognitive Social Capital ‘ -18.44 -.13
Change in Structural Social Capital 119.51 1.14

*p<.05. ** p<.0l. *¥** p<.00.
Full Model: F (12, 726) = 1.29, p = .22. R*=.02.
* Dummy Coding: 0 = No 1 = Yes.
PWR = Participatory Wealth Ranking
CSC = Cognitive Social Capital
SSC = Structural Social Capital

The results of this regression indicate that neither the change in CSC score nor the
change in SSC score had a significant correlation with changes in the value of household
assets. This means that changes in the value of household assets cannot be explained by
either an individual’s change in CSC score or her change in SSC score.

Additional Analysis

Since the results of the primary research questions showed nothing of any real
significance, further analysis was done for three reasons. The first reason was to ensure
that the data were looked at from as many different angles as possible to determine that
the researcher was not overlooking any important relationships. Another reason further
analysis was done on the data was because social capital studies that previously had

explored this data set used theory to drive the creation of the indices for structural social

capital and cognitive social capital. This researcher felt it important to add an



109

empirically-driven dimension to the data analysis to capture a broader, more robust
analysis of the data. The additional research included both non-linear analysis,
specifically polynomial and reciprocal fits for several of the independent variables, as
well as principal component analysis for both structural social capital and cognitive social
capital measures.

A third reason for doing the additional analysis was that the initial research found
that not all of the women in the original intervention villages participated fully in the
intervention. In other words, among the women in the villages where the intervention was
offered, not all who began as members of the microfinance institution were still members
of the microfinance organization at the time of the follow-up survey; consequently, they
had not received the full impact of the intervention. Therefore, the intervention variable
was modeled in two distinct ways for this research.

For the original research questions this variable was considered as a binary
indicator of whether the woman was in an intervention village or in a control village;
however, for the additional analysis done in this study, a new “intervention” variable was
created as a continuous variable, one that was determined by the length and level of
participation, or “dosage,” that a woman received of the intervention over the course of
the study. Operationally, this meant that a woman received a O score if she was in a
control village, a 1 if she was in an intervention village but not participating in SEF at the
time of the follow-up survey, a 2 if she was a member of SEF at follow-up, a 3 if she was
an active member of SEF at follow-up, and a 4 if she was a leader of SEF at follow-up.
Interested readers can refer back to Table 1 of this chapter for an overview of the

distribution of this continuous variable.
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Non-Linear Analysis

The non-linear analysis focused on the data from the second and third research
questions. Both polynomial and reciprocal relationships for the initial and change scores
of cognitive social capital and structural social capital were explored. In the additional
analysis, no non-linear relationships were found; in fact, the non-linear analysis resulted
in a worse fit than the linear results already presented in tables 8, 9, and 10.
Principal Component Analysis

Principal component analysis was conducted for initial and follow-up measures
for the seven survey questions that related to the cognitive social capital index and for the
23 survey questions that related to the structural social capital index. This included
comparing a number of different ways that individual variables could load on identified
factors. Most of the analysis completed for these indices was not significant enough to
explain any variations. However, for the initial cognitive social capital measure, there
was one grouping of two questions that proved moderately significant (¢ = 2.22, p < .05)
in relationship to change in the value of total assets. These two questions were focused on
a fire scenario. The questions were “if a fire completely destroyed your home, would you
be able to turn to people in your village you do not know at all to provide you with
shelter for 2 weeks while you make other long-term arrangements?” and “if a fire
completely destroyed your home, would you be able to turn to people in your village you
do not know at all to borrow 50 Rand (about $10) to help you buy some clothes after the
fire?”

A cognitive social capital index formed from these two fire questions from the

initial survey shows a significant relationship to a positive change in the value of
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household assets over the two-year timeframe of this study. Specifically, women who had
an initial higher level of cognitive social capital according to this two-question index
were more likely to have positive growth in the value of their household assets. This
finding suggests that at the baseline, women who felt a greater sense of community
support in times of emergencies were able to increase the value of their household assets
over time. One possible explanation for this is that women who are less worried about a
catastrophe putting their families in dire circumstances may take greater financial risks
that lead to greater financial returns to their households.

Microfinance Dosage Analysis

Table 11 shows the results of the microfinance dosage variable in relation to the
original CSC and SSC indices for initial, follow-up, and chaﬂge in score measures. The
largest relationship was found to be between follow-up CSC (r = .31, p = .00) and follow-
up SSC (r = .39, p = .00), and between change in CSC (r = .14, p = .00) and change in
SSC (r = .30, p =.00). This suggests that the women who participated longer and took
more active leadership roles in the microfinance intervention both expanded their social
networks (beyond the microfinance intervention, which was not part of the SSC index)
and increased their trust and sense of support among the community during the research
period.

Table 11 also presents results from the two primary questions in the original CSC
index that were positively related to the microfinance dosage level. These questions were
“confidence to raise enough money for four weeks of food” (r = .35, p = .00) and “ability
to survive crisis is better than 3 years ago” (r = .36, p = .00). This result suggests that the

women who participated in the microfinance intervention for the entire study period and
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who were most actively engaged in the program responded with a greater confidence in
being able to get the support they needed to deal with a crisis in their family at the time of
the follow-up survey.

Table 11

Prediction of Changes in CSC and SSC Scores and Changes in CSC Index Scores based
on Microfinance Dosage (N = 739)

Participationin ~ Dosage of Microfinance
Microfinance®  Participation at Follow-up”

. . . . 18%** 4%x%

Initial Cognitive Social Capital
- . . 27EE KT o

Follow-up Cognitive Social Capital ,
Change in Cognitive Social Capital .08%* 4%k
Score

.\ . . 23E% 25%E%
Initial Structural Social Capital Score
Follow-up Structural Social Capital 2THF*E 39wk
Score
Change in Structural Social Capital A TEER 30%**
Score
Confidence to raise enough money for 30%** 35wk
four weeks of food
Ability to survive crisis is better than 3 JIwE* 36%%*
years ago

*p<.05. ** p<.0l. ¥** p<.00.
* Dummy Coding: 0 = No 1 = Yes.
Note. Dosage is determined by length and depth of participation
® Coding: 0 = Did not participate 1 = Participated at start but not in program at follow-
up 2 = Participated at start and member at follow-up 3 = Participated at start and active
member at follow-up 4 = Participated at start and leader at follow-up
Conclusion

In summary, the results from the three primary research questions for this study

suggest that a change in the value of household assets is not significantly influenced by

either initial or changes in cognitive and structural social capital measures as originally

constructed. However, the study also suggests that a change in the value of household
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assets was not influenced in a significant way by any of the primary demographic
variables selected. Thus, one possible explanation for these findings is that the change in
the value of household assets was an insufficient measure to serve as the only dependent
variable for this study. Furthermore, results from the additional analysis done for this
study offer the possibility that further exploration of these ideas can yield useful
information for people and organizations interested in poverty alleviation. An
interpretation of how this study fits into the overall social capital and microfinance
literature as well as a discussion of possible policy implications are offered in more detail

in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER 5: DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

This longitudinal study sought to explore the relationship between household
asset accumulation and measures of cognitive and structural social capital among
impoverished women living in rural South Africa. My previous work experience in the
nonprofit sector and a lifelong interest in and commitment to poverty alleviation led me
to study the effectiveness of different approaches to educating and empowering women.
Roughly half of the women in this study participated in a microfinance and women’s
empowerment educational endeavor, which served to increase my interest in this topic
because of my previous ten years of work experience in the microfinance industry. In
addition, I have a personal history in southern Africa, having lived for six years of my
childhood in Swaziland and six months of my senior year of high school in South Africa.
Therefore, I was interested to learn more about the role social capital, particularly in and
among women, plays in household economic growth and what, if any, relationship
microfinance participation has to changes in the value of household assets over time.

This study re-analyzed survey results from 739 households in an existing data set
from a 2001-2005 study conducted in eight villages in South Africa. Three research
questions drove the initial analysis for this study. The three primary questions involved
examining the relationship between changes in the value of a household’s assets and: 1)
select demographic variables (Research Question 1), 2) initial scores for a cognitive
social capital index and a structural social capital index (Research Question 2), and 3) the
overall change in scores for a cognitive social capital index and a structural social capital
index (Research Question 3). Multiple regression analysis was used first to consider the

relationship of demographic variables to changes in the value of household assets and
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then to explore the relationship of changes in the value of household assets to initial
scores and to changes in scores of both cognitive and structural social capital indices.

Results of the analyses conducted with the regression models developed to
explore the study’s three research questions were not significant (p = .17 for Research
Question 1, p = .24 for Research Question 2, and p = .22 for Research Question 3), and
the variables accounted for only 1.9 percent of the variance in the respondents’ change in
the value of household assets for Research Question 1, 2.0 percent of the variance in
Research Question 2, and 2.1 percent of the variance for Research Question 3. Further
analysis was conducted to explore the potential existence of a non-linear relationship
between the variables and also to apply principal component analysis to consider a
variety of index options for both structural and cognitive social capital measures. While
no results of significance were found in the non-linear analysis, there was something of
significance found using the principal component analysis. Of the seven questions used in
the survey to capture cognitive social capital indicators, two questions held together to
form an empirically grounded cognitive social capital index that was found to be
significantly related (¢ = 2.22, p < .05) to changes in the value of household assets over
time. Even this relationship was moderate, however.

Finally, an analysis was done to explore differences in the length and depth of
microfinance participation among the women in the study from the four villages that
received the intervention. This analysis was done to explore how a woman’s
microfinance involvement over the study period related to personal levels of cognitive
social capital and structural social capital. This additional analysis revealed moderate

significance (p < .001) between a women’s involvement in the microfinance and
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education intervention and changes related to initial, follow-up, and changes in CSC (2%
- 9.7% variance explained) as well as measures related to initial, follow-up, and changes
in SSC (6% - 15.4% variance explained). These moderate findings suggest that women
engaged in microfinance efforts for several loan cycles are more apt to trust and support
others and more likely to join social networks over time.

This chapter explores and situates the results of this study in the context of
existing social capital and microfinance literature. Ideas and recommendations for future
research also are provided. The chapter continues with an exploration of policy
suggestions and implications for microfinance and poverty alleviation practitioners. The
chapter concludes with a final recap of the entire study.

This Study’s Results and the Social Capital Literature

The primary results of this study differ from the results of other major social
capital studies focused on impoverished communities, though, as noted in Chapter 1, this
study’s techniques and approach also differed from earlier studies. In Indonesia and
Tanzania, Grootaert (1999) and Narayan and Pritchett (1999), respectively, found that
social capital correlated with an increase in household expenditures and income per
capita and with a higher level of household assets. In South Africa, Maluccio, Haddad, et
al. (2000) found that various measures of social capital correlated with an increase in
household income.

This subsection explores possible explanations as to why the primary model
found no significant relationships. First, the dependent variable’s robustness is analyzed
in relationship to the broader literature and how poor people live. Next, the independent

variables are explored in more detail. The exploration of the independent variables leads
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to a concluding report on results from the empirically-based research done for this study
that found a moderate but significant correlation between two cognitive social capital
questions and positive changes in the value of household assets.

Dependent Variable May Be Insufficient

One explanation for the lack of significance associated with the models developed
to answer the three primary research questions of this study could relate to the dependent
variable used, which was change in the value of household assets. There are at least four
significant issues related to this variable that need further exploration.

First, the change in value of household assets covered only a two-year period.
Hulme, et al. (2001) suggest that chronic and extreme poverty is best measured over a
five-year period because the assets/income of poor people can vary significantly from
year to year. A five-year timeframe, with regular measurement intervals, could allow for
a more definitive analysis of the impact of social capital on household economic welfare,
as was the case in the South Africa study conducted by Maluccio, et al. (2000), which
found a positive and significant effect between social capital measures and increases in
per capita household expenditures after five years. Another social capital study that
covered at least five years was the seven-year longitudinal study of social capital in India
by Krishna (2007), which found that village-level inequality in land ownership (the
primary driver of productive wealth in the area) was significantly and negatively related
to raising the stock of social capital at the village level.

A second possible explanation for the lack of significance associated with the
models used to address the three primary research questions of this study is that cultures

like those found in rural South Africa are more community-oriented than individual-
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oriented. Hence, people in such cultures may frown on the notion of a person investing
newfound wealth in accumulating household assets. Rather, there may be social pressure
for a communal sharing of financial resources through an expectation that one fulfill
certain cultural obligations. For example, many people in South Africa contribute a lot of
personal financial resources into community-run burial societies (Collins, Morduch,
Rutherford, & Ruthven, 2009), a cultural obligation that provides a social safety net and
generates communal goodwill but does little to generate a financial return or build
household assets.

A third possible reason for the results evident in the models used to address this
study’s primary research questions relates to the new government’s grant support for the
poorest and most elderly households in the country. It may be that the grant program has
had such a significant financial impact, in terms of changes in the value of household
assets, on all households within the villages of this study that asset valuation differences
generated by changes in social capital are negligible by comparison and, consequently,
difficult to detect. In other words, the economic impact of the government initiative on all
households in this study may have muted any possible relationships between increases in
social capital and increases in the value of household assets during a limited timeframe. If
this is the case, then a longer timeframe for the study and access to a more diverse set of
household welfare measurements, such as household expenditures or income, might have
provided enough additional and robust information to be able to tease out changes in
household welfare related to social capital, irrespective of the government grants.

There is a fourth possible explanation for the lack of statistical significance

evident in the primary research model used for this study. The point made in the previous
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paragraph suggests that the government’s largess may have functioned as an overarching
equalizer among the communities studied. It is equally plausible that the existence of
widespread structural inequality in the country (South Africa has one of the highest rates
of income inequality in the world) dampened any noticeable influence that localized
social capital had on people’s economic welfare. Portes and Landolt (2000) rightly argue
that evidence of local cooperation among people should not negate the need to look at the
larger structural issues that may prohibit a group of individuals from benefiting from their
bonding networks. It could be that South Africa’s macro-level economic inequality at the
time of the study was far greater than what existed in Tanzania or Indonesia at the time of
their social capital studies, thus potentially explaining variations in the findings between
this study and the other major social capital studies done in developing countries.
Independent Variables May be Insufficient

While it is useful to consider the possibility that in this study the dependent
variable was insufficient to capture important changes in household welfare, it also is
worthwhile to examine the independent variables used and to further explore their
construction. For example, consider the original designs of the cognitive social capital
index and the structural social capital index. Initially, these indices were constructed as
continuous variables to maximize variation, which was driven, in part, by the fact that
previous studies had explored these social capital measures only in a binary fashion, and
only at the meso level. In earlier studies (Pronyk, et al., 2008) and in the initial
construction of variables used to address this study’s primary research questions, the
indices for structural social capital and cognitive social capital were pre-defined based on

theoretical considerations. However, the results in these studies that were significant were
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mediocre at best in terms of reliability measures for the indices. The additional research
conducted for this study offered an empirically-based approach to structuring the indices.
This allowed for the data to determine which factors best held together for each index,
something that has been done in other social capital studies (Brehm & Rahn, 1997).
Empirically-Based Analysis Shows Significance

The additional empirically-based research conducted for this study led to the
finding of one important significant correlation between a two-question index for CSC on
the one hand, and a positive change in the value of household assets over time on the
other. Haddad and Maluccio (2003) found in their South Africa study that social capital,
defined as group memberships alone (structural social capital) had a positive effect on per
capita income. The authors suggest, however, that there is no evidence that social capital,
defined as trust (cognitive social capital), is correlated with income generation (p. 593).
While the study presented in this paper focused on household assets rather than on
income per capita, the additional analysis found a significant correlation between a two-
question cognitive social capital index and an increase in the value of household assets.

By using principal component analysis, two questions among the seven were
found to hold together in a CSC index and were shown to have significant correlation to
change in the value of household assets. The two questions concerned a scenario whereby
a woman was asked if she felt she could ask people in her village whom she did not know
(strangers) for help in the event that her house burned down. One of the questions asked
if she would be able to find shelter for two weeks while making long-term arrangements
and the second question asked if she would be able to borrow 50 Rand (about $10) to

help buy clothes. A woman received one point on a cognitive social capital index for each
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of the questions to which she replied in the affirmative that she could receive help in her
village from people she did not know at all. Since the two primary cognitive social capital
questions used in this revised index relate to trust among strangers, this finding
contradicts evidence presented by Haddad and Maluccio, which suggested that trust
factors do not significantly relate to measures of household welfare.

This Study’s Results and the Microfinance Literature

This study has demonstrated that a moderate but still significant relationship
exists between a greater degree of microfinance participation and increases in measures
of CSC and SSC, at least for the women who were the research subjects for this study.
When using a Spearman Rho correlation, two of the seven questions used in the original
CSC index showed the strongest relationship to the measure developed to track the depth
and length of a woman’s microfinance involvement. It is important to remember that
these women were living in households that were among the bottom half of households
below the country’s poverty line.

The two CSC questions most positively related to the microfinance participation
measure were positive changes in the number of women who indicated that their
“confidence to raise enough money for four weeks of food” and “ability to survive crisis
is better than 3 years ago” increased. These findings support the notion—as much of the
microfinance literature suggests—that microfinance is less about increasing household
wealth, and more a means whereby households are better able to withstand economic
shocks and mitigate against unforeseen risks. (Karlan & Zinman, 2007; Wright, 2000;
Zaman, 2004). The results also coincide with results from another South Africa study,

which found that poor households benefit from group membership more in terms of
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income stabilization than as a mechanism for upward mobility (Adato, Carter, & May,
2006).

Among people living in poverty with very little hope that their circumstances
might change, reducing risks, especially risks that may affect their children, appears to be
more important than accumulating assets. If it is true that poor people might prefer to
invest in things to help mitigate household risks rather than in physical household assets,
it follows that the use of the value of household assets as the sole dependent variable for
household welfare limited the primary research questions of this study from potentially
capturing other important changes in the lives of the women in this study.

One word of caution to conclude this subsection: Women who participated in this
study and who gained access to microfinance services through the Small Enterprise
Foundation actually began the study with higher levels of cognitive social capital and
structural social capital. Therefore, a question remains: Does microfinance attract and
only work for those already strong in social capital or does microfinance in itself
facilitate an increase and additional strengthening of social capital among the women
served? Unfortunately, this study is unable to definitely answer that question.

Ideas and Recommendations for Future Research

In terms of the questions surrounding structural and cognitive social capital, this
study’s analysis of the existing data set is fairly extensive. However, if additional
research were conducted beyond what was done for the original data set, more
possibilities of future research would open up that could utilize the original data set for
comparison purposes. For instance, to begin to explore an answer to the question raised in

the previous paragraph it would be useful to track the women who participated in the
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control villages of this study and find out which of the women eventually joined the
Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF) when services were first offered in their villages, and
look to see which ones continued to participate in SEF for at least three or four loan
cycles. Armed with this information, a researcher could address the self-selectivity bias
common in microfinance studies because he or she would be able to go back and
compare in all eight villages only the women who were inclined to join and participate
long-term in a microfinance intervention when it is first offered. A researcher could then
explore how these two groups differed in terms of social capital and household welfare
measures during the original study period, when roughly half of the women were given
access to an intervention of microfinance and education and the other half were not.

Another useful way to build on the work done in this study would be to replicate
this study but add a mechanism to regularly track household per capita incomes and
expenditures. In this way, knowledge of household welfare could be expanded to include
not just household assets but household incomes and household expenditures as well.
This broader analysis could provide information on social capital’s relationship to
household welfare from a wider perspective, possibly providing clues as to how rural
households in South Africa invest, and what they invest in, if provided with additional
resources via an economic intervention.

While it is important to consider how the original study could have expanded to
include a richer data set, this study also suggests that additional research among social
capital researchers and microfinance practitioners is warranted. For social capital
res;earchers, it is clear more research is needed that compares and contrasts the influence

and effect of social capital among different socio-economic groups. For instance, a five-
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year or more longitudinal study that tracks household, or micro-level welfare (via
changes in income, expenditures, and assets) and captures both cognitive and structural
social capital measures at various wealth levels would likely yield rich and useful
information regarding how social capital relates to household welfare at different levels
of wealth in a particular region.

Microfinance practitioners and researchers can use the results of this study to
launch a deeper investigation into various issues important to the sector. For example, a
person interested in studying the impact of social capital measures on microfinance
operations might want to explore how social capital measures among women differ
between those participating in a group solidarity microfinance program and women
participating in an individual-based lending program. Studies also are needed to further
explore how changes in social capital measures relate to a woman’s depth and length of
participation in a microfinance program. This study offered an initial look at this issue,
but analysis was limited because the control and intervention groups were not equally
matched in terms of baseline measures of cognitive and structural social capital. The
initial inequality present between the control and intervention groups limited this study
from being able to fully explore the impact of the microfinance and education
intervention alone on changes in social capital measures.

Policy and Practitioner Implications

The analysis offered in this study provides policymakers and practitioners an
additional look into the role of social capital in household welfare, particularly in the
context of rural South African women. The methods employed in this study found no

significant correlation between changes in the value of household assets and measures of
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cognitive and structural social capital. These findings suggest that social capital appears
not to play any role in household asset accumulation, at least not among women in rural
South Africa, which may concern proponents of increased social capital investments.
Furthermore, microfinance advocates may be disappointed in the results from this study
that suggest participation in a microfinance and education effort did not have a significant
influence on changes in the value of household assets over time. However, policymakers
and practitioners who support social capital investments and microfinance efforts should
not be too discouraged about this study’s findings because of the methodological
challenges and data limitations acknowledged in this study.

That said, the additional analysis done for this study suggests there is at least one
area of support for microfinance efforts. More resources should be invested in helping
microfinance practitioners lower their rates of clients leaving the program. As this study
notes, women who stayed active and engaged in a microfinance program for at least two
years were able to increase their structural and cognitive social capital. When this
knowledge is combined with what has been found in other social capital studies,
including studies of longer duration in South Africa that found a correlation between an
increase in measures of social capital and an increase in household per capita income and
expenditures (Haddad & Maluccio, 2003; Maluccio, et al., 2000), it can be argued that it
is economically advantageous for poor families to have women remain involved and
engaged in microfinance services.

Hopefully, this study also will encourage practitioners and policymakers to
further invest in research that explores the positive and negative influences of social

capital on the economic and social welfare of communities and, in particular, minority
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groups within the communities. For instance, the role that microfinance participation
plays in increasing a woman’s social capital may also lead to exclusionary and
discriminatory practices toward others by the women in the microfinance program.
Microfinance organizations such as SEF must be vigilant in their attempts to expand
access to their services for the people who have been most marginalized in a society and
to redouble their efforts to keep these marginalized people participating for several loan
cycles in order to offer the social capital benefits that come with long-term involvement
in a microfinance endeavor.

Finally, it is hoped that this study will encourage those who study social capital
theory and who seek to apply social capital measurement tools to find more ways to
collaborate across disciplinary boundaries. This study shows the value of sharing ideas,
resources, and data sets across disciplines. The original study was primarily a healthcare
study, but the research in this study applied an economic analysis to the data set, offering
new insights into the relationship between social capital measures and the value of
household assets. The microfinance industry would do well to look for more
opportunities for interdisciplinary collaboration and analysis, particularly in studies that
have data sets, like this one, that include well-established control and intervention groups
and longitudinal data.

Final Recap

This longitudinal study explored the relationship between household asset
accumulation over time and measures of social capital among impoverished rural South
African women. The study re-analyzed an existing data set from a 2001-2005 study done

in eight villages in South Africa. The original study investigated the impact of a
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microfinance and education intervention on the prevalence of HIV/AIDS and intimate
partner violence. This study re-analyzed interview responses from 739 households in the
original data set and used multiple regression analysis to explore the relationship between
measures of cognitive social capital (CSC) and structural social capital (SSC), and
household economic welfare as measured by change in the value of household assets over
time.

The models used first considered the relationship of select demographic variables
to asset accumulation and then explored the relationship of select social capital measures
to asset accumulation. Results for the study’s three primary research questions revealed
that for the overall multiple-variable models, there was no significance (p = .17, p = .24,
and p = .22, respectively), and the variables accounted, respectively, for only 1.9 percent,
2.0 percent, and 2.1 percent of the variance in the respondents’ change in household
assets score. Further analysis done of the microfinance participation by degree of
involvement reveals moderate significance (p < .001) in measures related to initial CSC
(2% variance explained), follow-up CSC (9.7% variance explained), and change in CSC
(2% variance explained), as well as measures related to initial SSC (6% variance
explained), follow-up SSC (15.4% variance explained), and changes in SSC (8.8%
variance explained). Finally, a principal component analysis done on the CSC and SSC
measures found that two questions among the seven questions that made up the original
CSC index held together well and showed moderate significance (¢ =2.22, p < .05) in
terms of household asset accumulation. These two questions related to a woman’s trust

that strangers in a village would help her household in time of personal crisis.
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This study suggests that most social capital measures do not have a significant
relationship to household asset accumulation. However, this finding runs counter to
findings in other social capital studies done in impoverished communities that suggest
increases in social capital lead to higher levels of economic welfare in terms of household
expenditures or household income. At least some of the disparity between the results of
this study and prior studies may involve this study’s methodology and, in particular, its
measures. Social capital researchers and microfinance practitioners are likely to find the
analysis and results from this study informative but also potentially controversial.

Clearly, social capital and household welfare are concepts that are difficult to
define, measure, and evaluate. And, while this study offers little in terms of better
understanding the relationship between social capital measures and household welfare,
there are at least two important things this study has accomplished. First, this study has
provided a clear example of the limitations of doing a study using an existing data set.
Important information, such as household expenditures and household income, which
was needed to further explore research questions that emerged out of the primary
research questions, was limited by the lack of relevant data available in the existing data
set.

Second, it is clear that social capital, which relies on the give and take of social
relationships, is in need of better metrics to capture its overall impact. Many social capital
and economic development studies rely heavily on quantitative analysis alone. And yet,
social capital is essentially social in nature. A nebulous definition also limits the
understanding of the concept of household welfare. Household welfare that is narrowly

defined by economic variables such as assets, or even the more appropriate income or
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expenditures, is unable to distinguish the quality of life for individual members in that
household. Broader categories and terms, and related measurement tools, are needed to
improve the understanding of what causes household welfare to change for the better or
perhaps change for the worse.

The lack of definitive conclusions in this study may spawn an interest in
developing more reliable social capital and household welfare measures in order to more
effectively capture what changes do or do not take place among households and what
causes those changes. As noted in the introduction section of this dissertation, economic
poverty is hard on people. Misery and obstacles abound for people who live on less than
one dollar a day. But it is clear that social relationships are valued among people at all
economic levels.

This study was one attempt among many that are required to begin to identify
how social capital is used by poor people to change or improve their circumstances.
Much more work is needed to better understand how poor people can leverage what
resources they do have to move their families out of abject poverty substantially.
Although my study was personally disappointing in that I found little of significance to
report, the process I went through and the knowledge I gained in the process will remain
an invaluable resource to me as I continue to commit my life, career, and research

interests to finding solutions to the complex challenges of global poverty.
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Summary of Research Questions and Methodoloﬁgies

Research Questions Data Elements Statistical Tests
All three questions Dependent Variable Diff TotalAssetsValue
= difference between
Total Value of Primary Assets the total value of assets
at baseline and at
This data comes from questions H402- follow-up.

H410 (baseline—BL) and HH402-HH410
(follow-up—FU) of the IMAGE household
surveys. The Total Asset values at BL and
at FU were determined by multiplying each
of the items the household owns by a
monetary value for that item in brackets
below, which was determined between
both surveys using a sample of 76
households. The value of all of the items
was then calculated to determine a total
household asset value (in South African
rands).

1. Cars or motorcycles—<2yrs old
[33,281], 2-6 yrs old [19,610], >6 yrs old
[10,930]

2. Televisions—<2yrs old [1,343], 2-6 yrs
old [810], >6 yrs old [489]

3. Hi-Fis—<2yrs old [1,874], 2-6 yrs old
[1,172], >6 yrs old [697]

4. Fridges—<2yrs old [1,687], 2-6 yrs old
[1,107], >6 yrs old [661]

5. Bicycles—[197]

6. Cell phones—[572]

7. Cows—Number owned [1,783]

8. Goats—Number owned [251]

9. Chickens—Number owned [21]

The Difference in Household Assets was
calculated by taking the difference between
the Total Asset value at BL and the Total
Asset value at FU. This amount
represented the dependent variable for the
primary research questions.
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Research Questions

Data Elements Statistical Tests

1. Among women in
rural South Africa, to
what extent was
variation in the value of
household assets over a
two-year period
explained by select
demographic variables?

Independent Variables Comparison against
change score

Change score = post-
pre

Bivariate comparisons

Multiple regression

The Demographic Variables used from
Senior Females and Village Data at the
Baseline of the Study

Age at baseline [F101]

Marital status at baseline [F105]

Level of education at baseline [H100f]
Duration at local residence at baseline
[F112]

Village size and accessibility to urban area
at baseline [VillNum]—two of the eight
villages were labeled small and
inaccessible, four of the eight villages were
labeled medium and accessible, two of the
eight villages were labeled large and
accessible

Baseline Participatory Wealth Ranking
(PWR) score

2. Among women in
rural South Africa, to
what extent was
variation in the value of
household assets over a
two-year period
associated with an initial
cognitive social capital
score and/or an initial
structural social capital
score?

Independent Variables Multiple regression
analysis was run on the
data to see which
independent variables
related to changes in
value of assets over the

study period.

Baseline Cognitive Social Capital (CSC)
Score

Based on answers to each question, an
aggregate score of between 0 and 7 was
tabulated for each woman. For each of the
7 questions, only one answer among the
available answers receives a point. All
other answers received a zero for that
question.

1. F302—answer of 1 received point

2. F303—answer of 1 received point

3. F304—answer of 5 received 1 point
4. F501[d]—answer of 1 received point
5. F502 [d}—answer of 1 received point
6. F503—answer of 1 received point

7. F504—answer of 1 received point
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Research Questions

Data Elements

Statistical Tests

2. Among women in
rural South Africa, to
what extent was
variation in the value of
household assets over a
two-year period
associated with an initial
cognitive social capital
score and/or an initial
structural social capital
score?

Initial Structural Social Capital (SSC)
Score

Zero points were given if the participant
was not involved in a group. One point was
given for general membership in a group,
two points was given for being an active
member of a group, and three points was
given if the woman was a leader in a
group. A total of 23 groups was available.
Based on answers to each question, an
aggregate score of between 0 and 69 was
tabulated for each woman.

1. F201b-F221b, including F216b1-4, but
excluding F206

“As I read the following list of groups
please tell me which answer best describes
your involvement in the group: You belong
to this kind of group, You are an active
member in the group, You are a leader in
the group presently.”

F201: Farmers’ group

F202: Traders’ association

F203: Cooperative

F204: Women’s group (non-finance/credit)
F205: Credit/finance group (not SEF)
F206: Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF)
F207: Political Group

F208: Church

F209: Cultural association

F210: Neighborhood/village association
F211: Parent group

F212: School committee

F213: Health committee

F214: Water/waste

F215: Sports group

F2161: Burial society (1)

F2162: Burial society (2)

F2163: Burial society (3)

In addition to looking
at variables in a variety
of ways separately, a
number of
combinations of
variables were
explored.



Table Al. (con’t)

151

Research Questions

Data Elements

Statistical Tests

2. Among women in
rural South Africa, to
what extent was
variation in the value of
household assets over a
two-year period
associated with an initial
structural social capital
score and/or an initial
cognitive social capital
score?

F2164: Burial society (4)

F217: Civics and TLC

F218: Stokvel

F219: Prayer group

F220: Traditional healer association
F221: Other

3. Among women in
rural South Africa, to
what extent was
variation in the value of
household assets over a
two-year period
associated with a change
in cognitive social
capital score and/or a
change in structural
social capital score?

Independent Variables

Change in Cognitive Social Capital (CSC)
Score

Based on answers to each question, an
aggregate score of between O and 7 was
tabulated for each woman. For each of the
7 questions, only one answer among the
available answers received a point. All
other answers received a zero for that
question. The overall score was taken at
baseline and after two years to determine
both a person’s initial score as well as a
person’s change in score over time.

1. F302 + FF302—answer of 1 received

point

2. F303 + FF303—answer of 1 received
point

3. F304 + FF304—answer of 5 received 1
point

4. F501[d] + FF501[d]—answer of 1
received point

5. F502 [d] + FF502[d]—answer of 1
received point

6. F503 + FF503—answer of 1 received
point

7. F504 + FF504—answer of 1 received
point

The difference in an
individual’s CSC score
and SSC score between
the two surveys
represented the primary
independent variable
analyzed for this
research question.

Diff CSC score =
difference between the
total CSC score at BL
and FU

Diff SSC score =
difference between the
total SSC score at BL.
and FU*

Multiple regression
analysis was run on the
data to see which
independent variables
related to changes in
the value of assets over
the study period.

In addition to looking
at variables in a variety
of ways separately, a
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Research Questions Data Elements Statistical Tests
3. Among women in Change in Structural Social Capital (SSC)  number of
rural South Africa, to Score combinations of
what extent was variables were
variation in the value of  Zero points were given if the participant explored.
household assets overa ~ was not involved in a group. One point was

two-year period given for general membership in a group,

associated with a change two points was given for being an active

in cognitive social member of a group, and three points was

capital score and/or a given if the woman was a leader in a

change in structural group. A total of 23 groups was available.

social capital score? Based on answers to each question, an

aggregate score of between 0 and 69 was
tabulated for each woman.

The overall score was determined at
baseline and at follow-up to determine both
a person’s initial score as well as a
person’s change in score over time.

1.FF 200b: Group Membership, but
excluding FF206

“As Iread the following list of groups
please tell me which answer best describes
your involvement in the group: You belong
to this kind of group, You are an active
member in the group, You are a leader in
the group presently.”

FF208: Church

FF216A1: ‘Large’ Burial society 1
FF216A2: ‘Large’ Burial society 2
FF216B1: ‘Local’ Burial society 1
FF216B2: ‘Local’ Burial society 2
FF216B3: ‘Local’ Burial society
FF205: Credit/finance group (not SEF)
FF206: Small Enterprise Foundation (SEF)
FF207: Political Group

FF218: Stokvel

FF209: Cultural association

FF219: Prayer group

FF291: Electricity committee

FF212: School committee
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Research Questions Data Elements Statistical Tests
3. Among women in FF213: Health committee

rural South Africa, to FF214: Water/waste

what extent was FF292: Ward committee

variation in the value of  FF293: Community policing forum
household assets overa  F220: Traditional healer association

two-year period FF221A: Other 1
associated with a change FF221B: Other 2
in structural social FF221C: Other 3
capital score and/or a FF221D: Other 4
change in cognitive FF221E: Other 5

social capital score?
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Rural AIDS and Development Action Research Programime
Sekhukhuneland IMAGE Study

HOUSEHOLD DETAILS

INTERVIEW
IDENTIFICATION

Household No.

Nomoro yo lapa

Village No.

Nomore ya wmolse

Visit 1 : / H Code Initials
Visit2: / / Code Initials
Visit 3 : / / Code Initials
Codes

i Interview complated 2 No comperent respondent at home

3 Entire Household absent for extended period 4 Posiponed - Amanged time for interview

5 Refused 3 Drwelling vacant 7 not a dwelling

7 Drwelling destroved & Not found

PART 2: INTERVIEW P

Hello, miy name is ™, Tam from the Health Systems Development Unit af Tintswalo Hospital, I'would like to explain
to vou a little about the work we are doing. and then if vou agree I'd liks to ask vou and vour fainily some questions,

Thobela, et fa ke ke " wa tedapa by ina dhabells yo tsa waphelof Health Systom developniont wnsi § sepaticleng sa Tintswale, Ke rate go le Melazeisa ka moshomeo weo re
© dirags, gepe gole Jumels ke tarara go bersizhe wera ks ba lelops In guge dipoisishe e manlvwa.

. Drescribe HSDU and Radar { Hlwlesa BSDLU 16 RADAR

. Explain why we are working in this avea / Higlose ladaka lago shomeia nageng
oo

. Wish fo tterview all 13-33 yr olds in the house confidenttally / Kgouyogs ga
2oledisens le bathe bae ba nage le mengwage ya magarega 15235 %
sephiving

. Tell the interviewee how long the interviews will fake. Each £.30mins. / B¢ Sofse
gore poisdisans Rex febaka i le kag.

I confirm that The Consent Statement has been read to the interviewee
and that he‘she understands and consents fo participate in the interview

Diescribe the goals of the IMAGE smdy ¢ Flalosa dinthio kgels tax IMAGE Sandy
Explain information Foos household ead will be confidential / Alaiosa gore

he gotswa lelupeng teo ke sophiri
Explain that taking part is entirely volulary 7 Hisiosa gore go tsee karelo gase
Fgapeiniso
Ask if there are any guestions — and answer questions ¢ Bawsisha gore go nale
dipafsizo, arabe dipotsise

Signed Date :

Date of Inferview : £

Time Start Interview :

Time finish Inferview : :

Who interviewed, tick all present ?

Household Head
Partner of Household Head

pooroy prroy
[y -

Other Household members [ ]
Give no. of main respondent

Interview conducted in Language :

END OF INTERVIEY

Re lzboga nako ya gago.
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Rural 4IDS and Development Action Research Programine
Sekhukhuneland IMAGE Study

Family
H100 : Household Members Name
Go thoma ke Moga ga lelopa, ve fo maloko kumokn o felape. go
Starting with the HOUSEHOLD HEAD. list al! the people who are akarerwo
members of this household. including ; - Xomoka buo by rebologamo ga bjels
2 I - . < e - Sao ba Jelago me woseng ¢feln da sa diwiegs ks
- All household members who are cmrently usually steeping here, detapeng gabial
- other household members who are permanently resident here bui are not - Bashomi ba i lepeng bac ba robaiage ma
currently staying at the house, ;M@go ’?75’,1&;7 § ko bake. N
cmatie ctafF vy clsory Thara T ol - mongvy yo adulgo mo ge biale, gaps ¢ be mo
- domestic staff who sleep here > 5 mghts per week bk tsagn fora 156 4 #
- anyone else staving here currently, and who hias been here for > 4 weeks
o Nage Steeps Relation te Sex Yearof Mariiat Ia Max fevel of Inceme fom Iaceme(y) from Position in
here HE head Birth States school schooling wark non-work village
Botomm
Robsla Tswalano fe {Cy Ngwags Maemeo go Tsena Maemo 2 go Ditseno Diitseno esgo hsa BMaemo ka
mo Hego valopa wa 3 sekalo tsena sekofo golEwa moshg-uc motseng
{&) {B) myswa nwayale {E) F) eoshomeng D D
D} &G
! T
2
3
4
h
&
3
9
10
11
1‘)
13
14
15
16
18

fy Sleaping 3t e house in st mondh | Afisha o mbak ke rilong (haweding ye g0 few
aing 2waY Tom Me Aousse In iast month atana go robala kants (kpwading ya g0 e

8 {T) Househoid head {Tatana} F Hiogo ya leiapa, (M) Mother 7 Mrs, {F; Fatf‘é!x’ Hzt, {B) Brother ] %m
Z Son § Morwa, (B} Daughier § Moras:
¥3 mosad wa mathomo. fW2)
R&sﬁeﬁ indiractly by marriage 7 Leloko k3 lenyalo, (P Paving Tenant/ O ¥
Unimown £ & 5o cebage

€ (M) Male { Yones Femzia  Mosadi

[ {1} Never marped ! Gase e wa nyatwainyaia. (2) Mamad o !r;m 33 n»a"aeﬁ s’) ﬁyetswa\'y&c»
gobs o pheld 6 hare ¢ nyelaweinyeive, {31 Dverced or Dep 14 L {3t
Widowsd | Monicoichiniogad

schon) § Togns sehalo, {23 Mot J.:farc‘y a 3ChoDt £ ke tsene sekoid ga b;az-

544 sekeso .a fa., m;x:am wa 5, M Some semsaa{"s’ =es.o'w$a’v »‘ﬂie, {6} Campieted seco
sticaiation) ! fedise sw;ondarg (mnamm fosoma}, {7} Aterdad  Toens tochnics) 7

7 U’;e"rzk.,ea igoking for @ job, often does (asusl, seasonsl or conbazt wark ¢ G 0 shome,
. ateiz sshama 'z , {811 pioyed, looking for 3 job,
:y ge's a 73 :awa% seasond o7 *m!r" sork 7 38 ¢ shome o nyska v&sm, odird
g r l& wa rx A0 ya mse&e!ar U%molcy\ed tesking for

OF0 33 SEMKE
’wubmg to acfk, retir M!sc ywvg b8 mzkrg {Gaons
goha ¢ sale ya gors oka shaina, (11 Unadle
g
H- ASK ABQUT EACH QﬂE QN IL}RN {6} ‘%fa@ péms;an H \me'ﬁe Chikd grane of other

HINEIBMERE b
pheishens ya ’m&vrsmnc {8} ﬁrsm.fa% fried Emrz non 'ms)se"méd zngmt;er HTphy 153 diehed
otz 30 Bap 5640 ba Bipa. (5) Non fearcial 3RS from non househald member / Dimp!
153 dirshalite golowa 30 bao esegn b3 leaps, (6] Recens

dikarsic go tawa o dl;:e‘*la""a B2 7;?&02&19 {73
GoITH RpyRtong (8}
dishesiaiels ka mokay,

1°'a; l‘wme;Agam ma

§- ASK ABOUT EACH QNE IN TURN - {13 "Induns or member 6finduna’s 0ounsal” { Nidurg goba isivke
=1 o] ,a meshaie (2) Vamba'af far' 5 ka Bka rt:m ‘ :7\ ker“tse' wiiocal

g} 5&‘93‘4 ya .;éw & “h'm‘.er
Bjaia, {7 "Educaied profossione!/ *tiga q8_‘ €:~E e comer” i Mony wa Jekaio 53
i menwer ot 3 boal organisation or oty ! Leioko e legolo B makgarle motseng.
one 1 ago selo, mark (933
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H260 : Important Incomes

I previously asked vou about whether the people in this household are working. receiving pensions or grants or bringing money nto the
household in other ways. Think abowt alf of the last year. Over the course of the whole of last year what were the two most immpertant
sources of income for yvour household. This means which pwo sources of income could this house not have survived without, These incomss
may be regiiar incomes, or one off incomes. They could be things that are coming in now, or other incomes that people had during the vear.
e.g. from seasonal work.

Mo nakeng e ferileng ke go hotsisitse gore ekuba barhe be &a mo gae ba a shomy, ba amogela shelese ya moiente, goba go fisha tshelete ka lapeng ka
mukgwa ¢ margwe. N

3

gava ka ngwaga wa go fete . Mo ngeaga wa go feta ke methope efe ¢ mebedi ya ditsene e boilolwa ka pia laneng. Seo sv era gove
nriy le ditsenv tse lalapa febe e ka se phologe. Ditsenv tse ckaba tsa ka mehln, goba tsa nakwana. E kaba difo tseo «i tlago gona biale. goba ditsena tsco
Butho ba di amogelago mo gave ga nowags.

Desentbe 7 Hialasa ] e Fiancial/ Person{s)
Ditshelete (1} Batho. -
Non-Fuancial / X'= Whole Hotsehold /
E sego diishelnte 3 | lelapa ko micha
i

H300 : Dwelling Details

The next questions I will ask vou will be abow the main dwelling you and your household currently Hvein ...
Dipotsssho tse latelago 8t mabapi le mo weaa le ba lelapa iz gago e dulago gona.

Question i e o . Codes
H301 Nationality of the head of the household 1 = Sonth African
Boruia bia Hogo ya lelapa 2 = Nozambican
3 = Zimbabws2

4 = Other / Tee dingwe
H302 In total, for this household, how many rooass are there that are used for 4
cooking. sleeping, eating, general living
Fa kakaretso lelapa Iv nale divhaphosi tse kae tsep di shomichwago go apea, ge
robala, go o, lego dila ?

H303 Dogs this household have land on which it grows ifs own produce?
Afa Jelapa le, In nale tshemo e ba jalang dijalo ho yona”
H304 Do you pay rent for the land on which you live ?

Le lefela vonte ya lgfeio Jeo le dilago go fona

Hi0s5 What are the walls of the main 1 = Mud and sticks 7 Mobu ie diphatana
dwelling primarily made of? 2 = Mud bricks without cement / Direns tsa mobu t5a g0 sv thibeiswe ka samants
3 = Mud bricks cement covered 7 Divna e mobn w50 thibetywa ko samente
Ma&;o:!o\i:bzm fg i ‘}:ig o gone ¢ agifweka | 4 - Block bricks without cement / ssa bloek isa go se vithetsiwe &a samenic
eng tkarabo ¢ fee fela) 5 = Block bricks cement coverad / Dirne 5a block 1o go tibommwa ka samente,
[One answer only] & = Face bricks / Ditena tse myoryons
7= (Other / Tradigwe
H3046 How does the household get it 1 =Tap in plot / Pompi ya ka gae.
water? 2 = Tap in the village / Pompi ya motseng
3 =Borzshole
Le wetsa meotse bjang? 4 = Collect rainwater / Leagelersa meesse a pida.
S = River or stream ¢ Nokeng
H307 What sort of toilet does the household have? 1 = Modern with flush / Tz meets
Le shomisha nrlawann ya beithomela ya wohiia mang? 2 = Pit latrige / Yo molere
3 = No facility / Ga # gona
H308 is the household supplied by electricity 1=Yes/ Fe
Le naie Moklagase ka mo gae? 3 =2No/ dowe
H309 In the last 2 months have you done any work on renovating. buildingonor [ {1 = Yes/ Fe
improving the house in any way ? 2 =No/ dova
Mo dikgveding ise 2 fsa go feta le kile Iv lefa go isocholosha, go kaonafassao,
goba go karelosha nile yalena ka fseia @ ngwe?
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H400 : Household Asset List

Do people living in the household ewn any of the following ifems.
A fo batho baa ba dulago ka wo lapeng ba nale tse dingwe t3a dile se & larelago.
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Number Code
owned /
Palo
H401 ;3&11} land / Naga i= smafl / nyesyane, 2 = medium 7 magoreng, 3=
large { kgolo
H402 Cars or motoreyeles / Kofor goba 1= 2 yrs oid, 2 = 26 vrs old, 3 = 6 yrs obd
serhuthuthy

H4063 Televisions / Television =<2 yrs old, 2 = 26 yrs old, 3 = 6 vis old
H404 Hi-Fis/ Seyaiemaya =2 yrsoid 2=2-6 vis old, 3= B yrs old
HA405 Fridges / Sersidifatsi 1= 2 yes old, 2= 2-6 vrs old, 3 => 6 yrs old
H406 Bi L‘}’CIQS /Bicvcles
H407 | Cell phones /selia thekeng
H408 Cows / Dikgomo
H409 | Goats / Dipuai
H410 | Chickens /Ditgogo

HS500 : Credit and Savings

These questions will be about some issues related to this household's savings and borrowings ..

Dipotsisa tse dilatelang di msbapi l2 dikadimo le dipolakelo 1sa lelapa .

Questront Codes |
H501 Does the household head or household 1=Yes/Ee
head’s partner have a bank account ? 2 =No/ dowa
Afa hloge ya lelapa goba molekane wa gagwe onale 9 = Don’f know ¢ ga ke tsebe
bank account (bobolokeia bia tsheiers pankengi? 99 = No response { 4 gone karebo
Hio2 Does the household head / parter 1 =No 7 dowa
currently owe anyone money 7 2 = Household hiead / Hiogo ya jelapa
A hioge ya lelapa goba molekane wa gogwe o 3 = Partner of Household head /
kolote mothe vo mongws stshelete” Molckane wa gagwe
4 = Both / Bodedi bz bone.
H303 I¥ YES. | = Friend / Mokgotsi
To whom do you currently owe money? 2 = Bank / Panke
3 = Relative / E mongwe wa Idfoko
Ge ele gore g biale, 4 = NGO or Credit Organtsation /
Ko barnang boo ba kolotwags 7 NGO goba Mokgahio wa go adimisha
ditzaviets
[List as many as necessary] § = Shop or store / Lebenkele
6 = Money Lender / Machonisa
7 = Other / ts¢ dingwe
H504 Linagine the response of the Household 1= No problemn / E ka sebe bothatka

Head if he / she desperately needed to get
R350 to pay an official body back by the
end of the month for the household. Would
thisbe ...

Akanyve phetalo ya Hlogoe va lelapa ge a nyekega ho
finana RY0 go leféla lelapa ingagwe ho lekaia i
semmnshe mafelelong ¢ kpwedi, 4 se e kaba...

2 = Possible, but inconvenient / Ge
ka kgonega, efvla nrle kv tetele

3 = Possible with real difficulty /
Goka kgorega ka Soima

4 = Impossible / Go kase kzonege
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H600 : Food Security

The next rwo guestions will ask about whether your honsehold has caten recently.

Dipatsisho tse pedi 1520 dilatelago di mabapt le gore lelapa le jele ese kpale
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Question Codes

Nuniber L

HE01 During the last month. how often have 1 = Never / dowa
most of the family had a meal that 2 = Once ouly / gatee foela
consisted of pap alone, bread alone or 3 = A few times / Nako 2 nvenvanz
worse 7 4 = Often / Keafetsakgatesa
Mo kgweding va go fera, ke go kae mo Lelapa je 99=No response | ga gona kavabo
ietego dijo gomme eie bogede fela borothe fela
goda ka Nase ga neo?

H6O2 While living in this house and during the = Never / dowa

past month have yvou or any of vour own
children gone without food or had a
reduced amount to eat for a single day
because of a shortage of food 7

Go duleng palora ko nilong ye le mo kgweding ya
go fera chaba, wena geba v mongwe wa bana ba
gage o e a kiwe nric le djo goba gona go fokoiza
serota sa dije t5a go fewe ko letoa 134 e tev ka feby
&z la thaslelo ya dije?

H
2 = Once ouly / garee fecia
3= A few tunes / Noke ¢ mmonang
4 = Often / Keafesakgafersa
99=No response / ga gona karabo

H700 : Perception of own wealth, outlook for the future and recent crises

Finally in this questionnaire. I am going to ask vou abour vour own perceptions of how your household is doing ...

Sa mafelelo mo puk g ya dip ko, ke rata go go botsisha gars o bona okare lelapa Lagage le bjang go va ka wena,

Qusstion Codes

Number - : : : . -

H70L How would vou describe the wealth | 1= About the same as most people ¢ O swana e bontshi bja batke

of vour household within this
village?

Cka hialesa biang dokumi / bolloki &ia
lalapa la page mo mozeng ?

2=4 bit better off than most people / 0 kaene go bontshi bin bathe
3= A bit worse off than most people / O fase kudu go feta bontzhi ba
batho

9% = No response / ga gona kavabo

H702 Think about the last year in 1= Going well / Sepelo gabotse
contparison with other years. 2= Going abou nomually / Sepela gaborsana
Would vou say that things have 3= Going badly / 4 di sepele gaborse
been 99 = No response / ga gona karabo
Gopadishishe ka ngwage wa go feta
gowme 0 bagperse le mengwaga e mongwe.
Okaredilodibadi...
H703 During the last 8 months has | 1 =Death or serious iliness of an adult household member / ek goba go fwalo ga
anything happened to this € MONEWE 2 MAGoi0 K WA OPANg
household which has a 2= Death or sertons iliness of a child household member s Lebu goda go wala go
N aative off ngwang kame lopeng
Set 101}"’ neganve stfect on 3 = Unexpectad loss / cessation of a reliable source of income fo the household s
how the household Tahiegelo yeo eza letelwago  Go fedishwa ga disseno ise tshepihweng tsa lelopa
operates? 4 = Serious problems occurred as the result of a natwal disaster / Mathata &
Dikgweding tse 0 tse fetileng go magalo ao o hlotswego ke thlage
File gwa divega s¢ sengwe ka 5 = Unexpected large payment had to be made / Tefelo ¢ &goio o esa letehvago
lepeng, seo se dirilewo gove dilo 8 = Other/ Ise dingwe
dise sepele kx sshwarnelo? 99 = No event/ Ga go selo
BE704 If YES, give brief details
Ge ele geva ge dialo, kialosa ka boripana
Irnemviewer : Now go back and complete the final sections of the front page of this inferview.
= e ¢
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HOUSEHOLD DETAILS : FOLLOW UP INTERVIEW

INTERVIEW Village No. Household No.
IDENTFIFICATION Nomore va morex Nemoro va lapa

B elting and the head of the 2hwld s il the some
i i z hut the hend of the heusehodd has chanacd
Household Situation ; oy | nehold s chings
3 poeopi Bving beer
ks This s am oasehold ol v isited i the Daeline survey
Visit 1: / / Code __ Initials
Visit 2 : / / ____Code Initials
Visit 3: / / _Code —__ Initials

i Interview completed

3 Eatire Homsehold absent for extended peried
s Kefused

7 Prweliing destroved

Nax competent espondent @ hone
Postponed - Arranged time for intervies
Drvelling vacant / not 3 dwelling

Nt found

O e P

Helle, my name iy , Tam from the Rural AIDS and Development Action Research Programme. We are based in
Praktisecr Township and our head office is in Acornhoek at Tintswalo Hospital, Twould like to explain to vou a little about the work we are
doing, and then if vou agree I'd like to ask you and your family some questions MThobela, leinalakake ___ | Resomale
mokgahio wo o hitswage RADAR. Ofisi ya renc ¢ Praktiseer nomorong va 616 gomme ofisi ¢ kgolo e Acornhoek sepetieleng ba Tintswalo ke
Ha rata po kiatosa ga nnyane ka mosome wa rena, gomme ge o dumela ke tla rata go le bowsisa dipatsiso e ba lapa la gago.

3 Desorihe RADAR? Mindogs RADAR . Describe the gouis of the IMAGE study / Hislosa dintis kgolo 2sa IMAGE Sndy
- Explain why we arp working e this aread Hislosa labaka tagy shomels nageng . Ask iF there are any questions - and answer questions ¢ Barsisha yore go nale
e digusisise, araba dipotdnm
« Wish to fnferview a8l people that wa interviewed in the hossehold pravivusiy
cenfidentisly 3 Hand over an IMAGE Study Information Sheet

4 Tolt the wterviowee how Jomz the interviews will take. Fach ¢ 30mins. / By berse
gave prdedivane kea lebaka le fe kan.

Readd the Informed Consent Statement and answers any questions. I the interviewer gives uambizuous and clear consent to be invilved. then sign
below.

1 confirm that The Consent Statement has heen read to the Interviewee
and that he/she understands and censents to partivipate in the interview

Signed : Daie :

Date of Interview : ST DU S
Time Start Interview : = Time finish Interview R
Interview conducted in Language : {I=Sepedi, 2 = Other)

Thank you for your time.

Re teboga nuke va gago
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HH100 : New Household Members

Starting with the HOUSEHOLD HEAD, list all de people who are new members or have heen members of this household since the last interview,
including ;
- All household members who are currently usually sleepiog here, Other household members who are permanently resident here but are not

currently staying at the house, Domestie stoff who sleep here > 3 nights per week & Anyone clse staving here currently, and who has been here

for > 4 weeks
- Anryene who has been a member of the hoaschold for a period since the last interview, fitting jnto any of the above categories, but is no

thur ko Ringo pa lelapa, re e nuddsks Ko awdai o lelupis go
Rt awr

Kamoka bae b robatago mc ga dale.

Bao ba dalageo mo waiseng efide bo sa dulege ka
ielapeny pakiale.
Bashonsi ba &a lapeng bas ba robalaga mo |
mushege aga fetn S ba boke.

dibeke tsage fer e 4,

Eomgwe o adidga mio ga Wale, gape 5 bile me

Yo mongse ¥o ¢ bitego kivko la lopa e go tloga ge e boledisana

Ie tona fa h g tsea diblotsitswegn ka
fonger so. godimo, ¢ jela go se s fe bjato,
n Nanw How Sl How laft Shoaps Relation i Sex Yearof Maritat in HHINE is May fovel i Ieome from Tcomedsy Fapeaditare on Prosept at
eubend Bogsedold | Bousebodd hew i bead Bins Statas suhont “Yos" suhoeling wirk ot Cletlsag fviow
howseheld | membar £3 pyene Hotoru fatiem of wark footvaar B ba Yege
O pvene Esen de bjanmy me | Hobala | Tewdiano i [ Ngwasa Mo 20 Tewna swhooling Mg & go Thtsono golswa Dieshingugelol RO e
biang me | fwdods la laprag e ] Kago ya wa %8 sekuito [ii ssern sekodo mishimng Diisenn esgo 736 dipara pesdeidizs nang
lapeng le o] {225 {A} faps matswalc manyale [13x3 Fi {Gy 154 mnoshio. §Rands) ¥y
(713 tapeng [1i4] i TS W
) y
9%
92
93
94
95
96
97
g8 .
ewigtation /¢ Bhudigetie M (2 Bith f peiego 2218 Cwtomigration £2; Death (98] Not o . S !
it oynN \Q 14 u;‘wa e 1GEpRee iy ’ ” G oo . () Unemuloged, fooking for a job, often doen casual, seancnal o coniract work / 32 0 shome, o nyakana e mozhomng, ¢ fela oshoma meshamo v
eping at the house in iasd monty / Acha go robala ka ntiong Haveding v 9o e}, (2) Usually clesping avesy hom e housa in lest manth £ Afid2 go tabakanyana, (5} Unemployed, oking fov a job, senasio et any casus, seaeonal ne contrars wovk f Ga o shome, o nyaka Moshema, odiss mochome o
2 morgwe 16 o mones wa lebak Je wa nak 5 {3 Urerop focking for 3 job. rarsly o never had any work dwirg the fast vesr f Ba 0
B £7) Kousshoid nead (Fatana) / Hiugo ya telaps. I Molver ¢ Mme. 1€} Fatier J Nal, {B) Sratner {Butl, (Z) Sister  Segh, (8 Sond Mo, (D) Usughter ¢ Morsred, 14 chome. Unyakana e mos msawm w2 sborr 0 A53gEng waga feta, (10; Unafling to worh, retired o 310 young to be warking / Ga onk makemisetsa

Huszand / $olskane wa m ane w3 MOcAE wa Mmatheense, {W2) Wile 0.2 elo . ) Unnsiaied / Niciho fels, 1R Related indirently by mariage 2350 shoma, o Hogetse
 Ledoio b tenyalo, (P} Faging Caary, (X} Unieanin £ 8 go toskege H - ASK ABOUT EACH ONE M TBRP&
C M) Male s Monma, {F) Female / Monadi meushorg, (33 °~m1» ¥ sk par

eseyo ba islapa, 5 Non francial i

* nysiwainyaly, (E Married o Famy 30 maatied [T ayatsweinyelas gobs o pheis ¢ kave © nyslowetnystse {3) Divorced o Separaied |

o,

{83 Cther sowrse of finargial income / Tse dingwe 153 290 ya dieens 183

¥ tosna sekelo ga ey

F1 {1} ag sttended eckosd withae! intereuption during the tast year £ o teene sekols wie 7 go kgasisa e ngwageng wa g0 felg, {21 Has ailended school with ming ;
intermai ER0lC 44 g3 kgaalsa ka N it <ga§n ﬂ.\ R(W §

ane, {33 Has avended schodl with wgjer interuptions / o isene aekofo ka §a dgesisa ko malkate a T
1 55 "Minister fpautor’ 7 S

iper
magr.sb '35 Mot appiicalie / Ga 9o ga seln (39) Not

F {3 Mo fowa sthosing, ate £ A ok o T2E0E fing, arate ! A se o isere sekalo, efsla sigana go ngwan, (3} Some primary / sekaloss fag2 s,elo mask (9%
fa. {4} Qompleled primary {Standsnd 5§ ceknis za phacwa § & zecondeny f secondary fele, (8 Completed ascondary fatandand 10 matdodalions ! X . .
3 sacondary imhato wa letome), {7 Attended ! training volege, 15) Altended Uniervsity £ Teene Univesity ¥ Estmate the amount s Fands that has been spent on slothing and footwear for

Gt erogéoyad in emﬁwe
23 te:"'a (3} St aimployss in non
Salariad wother ; Moskomo wage

m-f2rTm inT - bugiress Moinerek kynebong ¢ npwadishitvegn esenl
 Noiperek: kg 3258 Hehwags peeng €2 tame, 143 Student / Moltndl, (5}
a5} Tomesie workar | Moshom) wa ks gae . ¥ {1y Yas FEe (D) Nyl Powy

mersk: 46 %3 temo, {2) Gelf empltysd o

r counc structag” { e
Mong wa lelsic k
cwner” { Sue wa nebiolo sa bana, (B ‘Sem* menvber of 2 loual o

wsed 1 make or meed clothes at bome, | 4 kavya lshelete yeo ¢ b2 bago o e sai
sgwageny wo g0 fota. Akarsiee iz M‘@e‘e y& marski gobs uo iokisa fre dingwe to8 Faparm ks g

§ Lirable to wark thandicap) / Gae kgone g0 shama {se!

s grant or other goverorserd Saneht) Thelete ys bana gobs thushs gotowa

Financial gifts dom non kousehald member | Dimpho isa dtvkelete gotaws go bag

wha toes sogo 153 diichelste gotswa oo ban ecegu ba intapa, (55 Reveiving

§ Wiiowed / Boh dedends froen vestments / ﬁ\mg»ea dikarcio gu towa ho d:pee!e'“o %% thel ete, {7} & Re\er«;:g wsﬂﬂz«{’mm 3 busingss
43 moka}

&mogela 1shelete gotsw Agwebong
4 Hnona ! .5 :_;n zel, mark (8

funa of member of mduna's counsel” F Mduna goba leicke I kom ya moshate, {28 “Memiber of chiels farellys
ioko 1a mmuasho wa zelsgae gobs komiti eagwe ya mmashs, (&5 Tradtional
sekisa biata, {7} “Tduscated professional /5 o-ru*egs, 3
tion of sosiely” § Leicko fe legolota mokgahle motseng. Brnone/age

indiidual in the fast year. include tefiosing osty, srd oosis of temy
28 k3 Giranta go Fispare ia dels ise motho ke o lee da o fze mo
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HH100 : Demographie events leading te changes in household composition

HH101 : Qut-migrations of people no longer
household members

HH103 : In-migrations of new household
members

i) Date of move Where moved © Reason for move
Lapsarsi & go Hoga O e Sae Lebaka la go doga
OMI OM2

s

ate of move
Lowsarst lu go singa

Where moved fom
O tswia kae
j131

Reason for move
Lebaka ke go thga
B2

OMVED (83 IMAGE Village (23 Other area amund / fo Borgerstort (33 Polokwang {4)
Nelsprait (33 Steelpest (6) Rustenbirg 173 Lydenburg (305 Gther Limpopo (513
Other Mpumatangs. {12) Gauteng (03) Other South Africs {333 Other non South
Africa (99 No wsponse 7 asknown

OMZ 11 Marsiage S)Y cohubitation £ Lemyalo goba bu dule mmego € Bmploymen /

business £ mosomn / fywebe (3) Fanming £ reme {43 Disas Borhara Bja thage {9)

:‘«u’w {63 Fostesing ¢ f!iw,«w, b ke motswadi o
anying family < go

{73 A
i du (*);x Other 7 ise dingwe

kénecfuga {es’;y'e(gpi)x‘h 4
€391 N respomse 7 paksown

HH102 : Deaths of people no longer
houschold members

m Date of death xcath Type Smohuia wa lebu D
Lopssersd fa £1) Aceidonal Hovst ot
fehy 12 Non-accidentalf & segop bved

IMI (O IMAGE Yilage {23 Other pre amend / in Burgensfort (33 Polokwane {4}
spratt (5 Steclport (6) Rustenburg 73 Lydenburg (1) Odher Limpope §8 13
her Mpumalanga (123 Gauteng ¢ n;azm Soath Africa (13) Giher non South
Africs {993 No miponse / gaknown

M2 {1 Marmiage or colabitation £ Lenvalo goba ba didis somoge 23 Employnent /
be {3y Paraning 4 weeons (4} Disaster 7 boshas : ez (N
£ing flmalu»m et fear ¢ frongo bune ke morswadi o

e Seng z;miie’m: wrieddi v senmso {75 AQLOTIpEnying family S go
Einduge o fape (R) Divosce 7 tdhalo (91 Other ¢ e dingaye

9y No response £ ankaown

PEMIEWE §€

HH 104 : Births of new longer household
members

jind Date of bigth
Lessaist by masswals

Jdentity of mother
Namere ve s

8
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HH193/6 : Orphans and fostering
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Children are particularly vulnerable if their parents die or go missing. We wanl to learn something about how often this
happens, and what happens to these children when this situation arises / Buna ba ba kowsing ge barswadi ba bona ba hlokaferse goba ge ba
Hmelerse, Re rava g bwesise gore seo se diregn ga kaw ¥e pove go direga eng ka bana ba ge seomn 26 sehaiswelela

Question
Number

Codes

HHI185

Are there any children (those under 18 years} living in this houschold for
whom one or both of their parents have died or are untraceable ¥E kaba go
nale bana tha ka tlase ga mengwaga ¢ 18) buo ba dulage ke mo bao
mowswadi goba batswadi ba bona ba hlokofeisego goba ba timeletsego?

H NOXE, write o X in the top left box

numbers

Give mmdividual

HHI106

Of the children listed above, wene these children members of
this houschold anyway, or were they taken in by this houschold

mainly because of what happened to thedr parents ¥ Ge bana bao

ha lego ka me godimo, e kaba ke maloke a lelapa e goba, le ba
were ka lebaka la sev se diragetsego batswadi ba bona?

Give coxde, helow child

number

1 = Houschold member

2 =Taken in
49 = No response

HH200 : Important Incomes

i previously asked you about whether the peopie in this houschold are working, receiving pensions or grants or bringing money into the
househald in other ways. Think about all of the last vear. Over the course of the whole of last year what were the two mest important
sources of income for your houschold. This means which two sources of income could this house not have survived without, These incomes
may be regular incomes, or one off incomes. They could be things that are coming in now, or other incomes that people had during the year,
¢.2 from scasonal work.

Mo nakong e fevileng ke go botsisiise gore ekota batho ba ko mo gue ba a shoma, ba amogela ishelete ya runeme, goba go tlisha tshetete ka lapeng ka
mekpwa e mengwe, Nagana ba agwage wa go Jofa . Mo ngwags wa po fera ke mwthope efe ¢ mebedi va dirsenn » bobiskwe ka mo lapeng. Sen se era gove
nde le ditseno tse dapa lebe le ka se phologe, Dmeno tse ekaba e ka wehla, goba e nobyvann, E kaba dilo wseo di dage gong Bjale | gobua ditseno tseo
Batho ba di amegelago me gare ga BEwWapd

Na':. Describe / Hialosa Financial £ Personisiin Is the personwho
inoome g Ditshelete (13 HH receiving - | carns thisindome
: T ‘Batho . @household
Mark Non-Franciat/ X = Whole .} member
6.4 o xego dushelere | Houselhold 2 I=Yey
2} telapa ki =Ny
: moka
1
2
Coding incomes (code the infornmtion given above)
ncdine Work e | Sector Job : Locanion Pongion Micrienterprise type ‘Donation
type S : fvpe : sourge
1
2
3 Mining €13 My wirky (13 Sefling vegalables s ar}m_

< ¥y Agricaiiure
{83 Tramsport
fadasy

Ky Privage

9 Tands
Buiding
shated Industry
9 aher

¥

¥ vasbing oS
43 Tascher

k3 B 7 Shep
st Rovepdonis 7

{6 Faym woriar
71 Security guand i
fot

Jackins Dpenor
193 Mupaget

{9 Other

{555y (aber

§2% Sefling - b fo
ki ien, Waker}
aking ¢ Sebling olothes of
shois § ewing propts

8% Dwni o e

31 Tradigens? healsr o1 prophet
0 ER G R paEs sletirical
goodyweiding

{75 By ahated

Taxi Owaee Drdvar

w2 shop £ Spaal
Atlp shons

R i n

it
whuged

mzark (X0

Complate W

Citherwiss, mak (X3

et 1 Wik type =
r paid empboy ot
v, wmark (X

4

Oferive, mark (X0

Iroome Type
= Permion
g
xherwing,
ek (X3

2EplovReRt of Ry
Ciberwse, murk £

Complete if’

b 2 AP =
Bemation
Cutheswise, wark
Xt
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HH300 : Dwelling improvement details

The next questions [ wil] ask you will be about the main dwelling you and your heusehold currently ive in .. .

Dipotsisho tse lutelago di mabupi ke mo wena Je ba lelupe 1a gago e dulago gona.

Question - Codes ™
Numnber ! : : ‘ . .
HH301 | Esumate the amount of moncy that has been spent in renovating or Givevaluginrands | R
improving this houschold during the fast year. Akamya tshelere yeo o ka
hage ¢ somisiiswe go kaonafaisa ntlo ya gagoe mo ngwageng wa go feta.
HH303 | Poes this houschold have Jand on which it grows its own produce? P=Yes/ ke
Afa felapa le | fv nale hemo ¢ Pa jolang dijalo bo vona? 2= NoiAows
HH305 | What are the walls of the main 1 = Mud and sticks / Mops fe dipharana
dwelling primarily made of? 2 = Mud bricks without cement / Direna e mebn g go s thibernwe ko samente
3 = Mud bricks cement covered 7 Disna s moba tva thibetsaa ko samaenie
Mabore amole df{i{{g@ gana o agilve ka 4 = Block bricks without cement / Ditera tia block isa go ye thibetsive §a samente
eng Charabn e e jela) . ‘s N
5 = Block bricks coment coverad £ Birean ma dovk tva go tibersea ka samente
{Qg;c answer c.miy'% 6 = Face bricks / Diena rse nypnyane
T= Other / Tse A
HH306 | How does the household get its t = Tap in plotf Pampi ya ka gae
water? 2 = Tap in the village / Pompi ya moiseng
3 = Borchole

s Bvwers N — ~ . .
Le Foversa mwetse bjang 4 = Collewt ralnwate

& = Buy water/
99 = Other /

5 = River or stream / Nokeng

v { Leageletya meerse @ pua,

HH307 | What sort of toilet does the houschold have?
L shomisha ntlowoma ya buithomeln ya moksaa mung?

1 = Modern with flush / Ya mwers
2 = Pit latrine / Ya molere
3 = No facility / Ga e gona

HHA308 | Is the household supplied by electricity

Le nale Mohiavase ka mo pae?

t=Yes/ Ee
2=No/Aowa

HH400 : Household Assets

Do people living in the household own any of the following items.
A fu batho bao ba dudage ka pwy lapeng ba nale tse dingwe tsa dilo ise & barelago,

Number owned Number ewned Number owned

{Small ennvane { Mediwm magareng {Large ¢ kgolof

<2yrs old} { 2-6yrs old) >=f years old}
Pualo Pule Palo

HH401 An}’ land / Nagy

HH402 | Cars or motoreycles / Koloi goba seabuhuti

HH403 | Televisions / Television

HH404 Hi-Fis/ Sevademoya

HH405 | Fridges / Sersidinasi

HH406 | Bicycles /Bicyers

HH407 | Cell phones /seita sheteng

Number owned
Palo

HH408 | Cows /pigomo

HH409 | Goats / pipus

HH410 | Chickens /pigoen
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HH300 : Credit and Savings
These questions will be about some issues related to this houschold’s savings and borrowings ...
Dipotsiso tse difoteling di mabupd T dikadinw ke dipolokelo tsa kelapa .

Quistion ) S Codes
Number .
HH3G1 | Does the household head or household 1= Yes /B
head’s parter have a bank account 7 2=No/ aswa
Afa Mg ya lelapa goba molekane wa gagwe onale 9 = Don’t kKnow / ga ke tsebe
Bunk avcount {bobolokeda bjn txhelete pankengi? 99 = No response / A gona karebo
HH302 | Does the houschold head / pariner 1= No/ Avwo
currently owe anyone money 7 2 = Household head /7 Hloge yo fefopa
A hlugn v lelapa goba molekane wa gagwe o 3 = Partner of Household head /
kodota mathe yo mongwe tshelete? Molekune wo gapwe
4 = Both / Bobedi bia bona.
HH303 | IFYES, -+ | 1 = Friend / Mokgorsi
To whom do vou currently owe money? 2 = Bank / Pada

(e ele pore go bjale,

Ke bomang bav ba kolfoowage 7 3 = Relative / £ mongue wa leloko

4 = NGO or Credit Organisation /

{List as many as necessary] NGO goba Mokgahlo we go adimisha
dishelere
1=Mentioned 5 = Shop ot store / Lebenkele
2=Not mentioned 6 = Money Lender / Machonisa
7 = Other / 1se dingwe
HH304 | hoagine the response of the Houschold 1= No problem / F ke sebe bothaths
Head if he / she desperately needed to got | 2 = Possible, but inconvenient / Go
R30 to pay an official body hack by the ka kgonega, efela nile le tetelo
end of the month for the household, Would |3 = Possible with real difficulty /
this be ... Goka kgonesa ka boima

Akanva pheivto ya Moge ya lelaps ge a nyakega ho 4 = Impossible / Go kase kgonege

Bemana B30 go lefela lelopa lagapwe ho lekala fa
semmmsho mufelelong axpwedi, A se ¢ baba...

HH600 : Food Security
The next two questions will ask about whether your houschold has eaten receatly.
Diipoisisha tse pedi tseo dillatelago & mabapi ke gore lelopa k jele e kgude,

Question S L I 4 Codes

Number it v « I

HHé01 During the fast month, how often have 1= Neverf Aowg
muost of the family had a meal that 2 = Once only/ gaice feela
consisted of pap alone, bread alone or 3= A fow tinwrs / Nake ¢ menvane
worse 7 4 = Often F Keafersakyatersa

Mo kpweding yo go fera ke ga kue mo Lelapa e 99=No response / ga gena karabo
Jefego dijo gomme ele bogobe felaborpthe feln
goba ko Hase ga moo?

HHoe02 While living in this house and during the | 1= Never/ dowe
past month have you or any of your own | 2= Once only / garee fecia

children gone without food orhad a 3= A few times § Nako ¢ nyenvane
reduced amount to cat for a single day 4 = Often / Kgofersakyatetsa
because of a shortage of food ? 99=No response / ea ponakarebo

Go duleng galena ko ndfong ve I mo hgweding yo
g0 fera ekaba, wena goba ¢ mongwe wa bam bu
gage o iz g hbhwa mie fe dijc goba gona go fikosa
sereto sa dijo tsa go jowa ke letsa w5t e jee ka leba
ko kashaelelo va dije?
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HH700 : Perception of own wealth, outlook for the future and recent crises

Finally in this questionnaire, I am going to ask you about your own perceptions of how your household is doing ...
Su mafelelo mo pukwaneng ya dipotsisho. ke rata 2o go botsisha gore o bona okare Ielapa Lagago ke hjung go yz ka wena,

Quistion o ' Codes
Number
HH70!4 How would yvou describe the wealth | 1= About the same as most people / O swana le bonshi bje batho
of your houschold within this 2= A bit better off than most people / O keone go bonehi ba batke
village? 3= A bit worse off than mast people 7 O fuse &uidu o feta bensid bja
O Blalosa biang behumi £ beiioki bia batho
felepa b gago mo moseny T 99 = No esponse ! ga gona karat
HH702 Think about the last year in t= Going well / Sepela gabotse
comparison with other years. 2= Going about normally / Sepela gaboisana
R A= Csh adiv £ & o cenele e
Would you say that things have 3= Going badly 7 & of sepefe gaboise
been .. ... Y9 = No response / go gona karabo
Cropodishizha kangwage wa go fera
gomme ¢ bapetse le mengwaga ¢ mengwe.
O ke dilo di be di

HH703 During the last 6 months has | 1 = Death or serious illness of an adult houschold member 7 Lebu goba go bvala ga -
anything happened to this e mongwe e mogelo ka me lapeng
hoaat A = E 0 - < T -
household which has a 2 = Death or serious ilness of a child bouschold member ! Leby goba go bvala go

N . - ngwaita kame lapeng
serious negative effect on = ‘ Gl

3 = Unexpected loss { cessation of a reliable source of incone to the houschold

W C NOUsehi p g N s .
how the household Tahlegele yen osa lewwbvago / Go fedishwa ga ditseno tye syhepilweng iva lelapa

et
operates? 4 = Scrious problems cocurred as the result of a natural disaster 7 Marhara
I=Yes, 2=No meagdn ao o botswege ke thiago

Dikgweding 152 6 150 ferileng g0 5 = Unexpected large payment had 1o be made / Tedelo ¢ kgolo eo exa lesebvago
kite gwa direga se .se;ag we ke & = Other f Tee dingior

lapenyg, seo se divilego gove dilo - - _

dise sepele ka txboeaneln? 49 = No event/ Ga go xelo

HH704 If YES. give brief details

Ge ely pore g bjalo, hlalpsa ka boripana

HHS00 : Screening for mineworkers regarding possible lung disease
Any person {man or woman} who has worked on a mine is entitled to have a2 medical benefit examination to find out whether
there is any evidence of lung disease due to the inhalation of dust. Work-related lung disease is often found in former miners
who are suffering from, or have been treated, for pulmonary tuberculosis. All those who have worked in a mine and have been
treated For tuberculosis should be examined regular E}’A‘d;mg Lo g fmonng goba mosadi} yo o FEg 5 S0 mISHeneng o Swar,
kgonshisise gore ga e ne bolwerss bja maswafe bjo bo ke bage bolilotwe b go hensa freajana I setswelenwa sa ma mmgereng. Malwe

Bt by b bax scma merneny bao he babjaga ka goba baw b alfibwege pulmonars ndercidonis tmarela). Kameka hoo ba dego ba some waeneng Je go abafine TR ba
swangrse g lekolsy medks.

cove ke go dien diveka go
e nvalelana e manvafo o bvedizswe go

26

Caestion e : L o B Codes ™
Nugther K . s - v
HHB01 Hus any houschold member (male of female) ot any point in time worked on a mine? £ kaba go P= Yes
nale yo g ilego a somago maepeng {monmrw/mesaodiy? 3= No
I the answer s Oris question is Yas, o Don’t Kaow, you should give the following information, and hand 9= Don't
over an information sheet. Ge karabo e le ee goba ga ke tsebe borsa motho yo ka txen di lega vwfaxe, know

“There are a number of clinics in Sekhukhuneland which are specially for former miners, and the dates are known to the sisters working in
the clinics. Clindes are held at Praktiscer, Taung, Rietfontein, HC Boshoff bospital (Maundagshoekt and Mecklenburg hospital, The
examinations are free. Applicants should make a booking at the nearest clinic which provides the service. When they attend for examination
applicants should bring with them their id book and « reliable postal address. H they have documents which prove their mining service they
should bring them. Individuals who have been examined m the past may conw for o new examination every two years. Those who have been
told that they do not have compensatable discase should book for a repeat examination. Anyone who has an incomplate claim or neads help
to obtain payment should come to one of the clinics and state her/his problem.”

Gir nakle dikiiniki 1se mumalws mo sekhukbune kudugn batho buo ba fego ba soma maeneng powame matsaest o tsebja ke baoki ba mo dikfiniking. Tsone ke
Predsiseer, Taung, Rietfonteln, HC Boschoff bospital (Maundagshoek), le Meldenburg hospiial. Go diva diflablobs ke nhale. Batho bao ba swanetse go diva
dipeaharve go klinki 1seo ke & badilego tsa kgauswi. Ge be eve divekong ba xwanetse go tla le pukwana ya boitsebise le atevese. Ge ba nale bohfstse bia
gore ba somile mueneng ba ka tha te birma. Bae glego gore ba e ba fahlobjn. Pefe, ba ki bowa ka morago ga mengwaga ¢ mengwe le ¢ mengwe ¢ nwhbedi go
dira diteko gape. Bae ba ilege bu borswa gore ga ba na boletywi ba ka boelela go dira dicho gope. Mang kapa mang yo a s¢ nogo bohluse bjo felefersega go
ba o nyaka thuse go hwetsa 1sa tefo o ka ya go enagwe ya dikdindi tseo ke & boletsego gomame o hlalosa bathaia bia gagwe.

Fnterviewer = Now go back and complete the final sections of the frant page of this iuterview,
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SENIOR FEMALE INTERVIEW

INTERVIEW Village No Household No Individual No
IDENTIFICATION Nomere ya motes Noworo ya lapa Nomore yo motho ka metho

isit 1 @ i i Code Initials
Visit 2 : i Code Initials
Visit 3: i Code Initials
Codes
i Interview completad 4 Refizzed
2 Not at home 5 Panly completed
3 Postponed ] Incapacitased

Hello, my name is . Tam from the Health Systemis Development Unit. We would like to do some
interviews within vour household. We realise this may take some time 50 we want to make this as convenient for you as possible.
We would like 10 question you about some things related to your own life and that of your family. Would vou be interested in
doing this — if so I shall proceed ?

Thobela, Leina laka ke = " wa lefapa la tsa tihabollo va tsa maphelo(Health Systemns Development Unit) sepetleng sa
tintswalo. Re lemogile gore se seka tzea nakwana re rata gore dive ka pejana. Re rata go ka boledishana le wena ka dilo tseo di
amanago le bophelo bja gago le bia lelapa la gago E ka ba o nale kgahlego ya go ka tsea karolo --ge eba go bialo nka tswela pele?

° Describe HSDU and RADAR ¢ Holoso HSDL is RADAR » Explain that taking part is entively veluntary ¢/ Falosq gore go fsoq kavelo gase

. Explain why we are working @ this asea | Hlalosa mebaka » go shows motseng wo kegavelstse

. Briefy describe what will be asked in the questionnaire / Minlosho dipotsiso ssee di iy Ask if there are any gquestions — and answer guestions 7 Sotsisa gore o gora diposise -
o borsinwg ka boripana o arebe dipoisiso

. Explain information will be confidential / Hialosa gore tshedimasho erla ba sephisi « Tell the interviewee how long the interview will take - Ba botse gore polediane ¢ da

a Check suitable, confidenrial dings £ Lebelels lefely e elego la moleba tsen nohe v ke,

1 coufirm that The Consent Statement has been vexd 1o the interviewee
and that he/she understands and consents to poarticipate in the inferview Signed ; Date

Date of Interview : i ;
Time Start Interview : : Time finish Interview : .

Interview conducted in Langnage

Thank vou for your time. Tknow we have coverad some personal issues today. I would like to go back over some of the tssues we have covered ané spend some
yme talkang about them with you. 7 Ke Jeboga nako ya gago.Ke a tseba gove re bolegie ke tie dingwe tja ditaha Ja siphiri fa gage lehovo. Ke vata go hoela morage
go ise dingwe g diraba teo re boletsego ka rsona gonme ke yiee nako ke bolela le wena ka rsora.

If disclosed problems relating to violence. iy Stress that no-ope has the right © weat somecne el that way {ao one deserves ® be beaten of abused)
61 Stress that she 1s sirong and has nunaged to survive through seme duficult cocumstances.
(i1} Give her the referral inforamtion
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F100 : Background Information

Qu Codes

Ne.

Fi0l | Age Years
Bogoio. Aevgwag.

F102 | Does she qualify for Young Person 1= Yes {age 35 or younger) / Ee jage $50r younger)
Questionnaire? 7 O nafe moswaredi a Young Person 2 ="No (age 36 or older) / dowe fage 36 or older)
Questionnare? h

F103 | Nationality 1 =South African
Bodilo 2 = Mozambican

3 = Zimbabwe
4 = Gther / Tre dingwe
F104 | What s vouy first language ? 1=Tsonga
Poleio ya ka gae 2=Seped:
3 = Sepulana
4 = English
9= Other / Tredingwe
Fi05 | Have you ever been married or Hved as beiug 1 = Never married / dsenke
arried? 4 ; I T : ; 2
marzied? 2 = Currently married / Hving as married / Ayetowathda o
O file wo myobvo goba wadila o kare o svetswa? kare o syetnwe
3 = Separated / Divorced / KgaoganaHiakme
4 =Widowed / Mokiclogas.

F106 | If ever Separated/Divorced. When did this Give Month and Year
happen? /Ge ele gore le kgaogantsweshialane. Seo se Efa ngwaga le kgwedi
divegile neng?

F107 | Does she qualify for Q1000 onwards? | | = Yes {awrently mamedliving as niarmied OR separatedidiverced
O rale maswanedi a Q1060 go va pele? within past {2 months) Ee denwetida o kare o nyeiowe GOBA le Kgaogane/

Falane dikgweding ize 12 tsa go foin)
2 = No {anything else} / dova (go tse dingwe }

Fi08 | HEVER MARRIED, Give Years
How old were you when you fust got marnied Fa mengrwaga
Ge o kile wa uyabva, Obe ondle mengwaga o mekas geo
wyahva ia mathewo®

F102 | fEVER MARRIED Give Years
How old was your spouse at that time Efa menguaga
G akile wa nyohva Molekorne wo gago obe o nale mengwaga
e mekae nareng eo?

F110 | How many children have you hadup tonow in Give number / £ palo

cvayy Jefn J, : F
your life ? 98 = No response / A gorwa karabo.
Bophelong i gage . go filia ga Hale o nale®ile bova bo
kae?
Fi1l | Do vou want to have any mors children during I =Yes/Ze

vour life 7

Bopkelong agago o rata ge ba fe bowa hangwe gupe?

2 =Noa/ dowa

99 = No response / 4 goma karabo
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F100 .. continued
Qu Codes
Ne.
F112 | How long have vou been a permanent resident of | Number of years / £z palo ya mengwaga.
eI T > . . e .
this village? 98 = since bisth / Ke balegetssve mo
Ee nako e kae ole medud mo motseng 7
F1i13 | Where was vow family biving when you were 1 = This house - Ntfong yona ye.
bom 7 2 = Other house n: this village / Ntlong ¢ ngwe gona mo notseng
Mark only one ansywer 3= (Other village in this vegion - Motseng o mongwe gona mo
RBa lelepa la geno bube ba dida kaw ge o belogwa HAZENE €.
[SIWAYE KARGBO E TRE FELA? 4 = Other region in South Africa / Nageng e ngwe gona mo
South Africa.
$ = Outside South Africa 7 ka ntle ga South Africa
F114 | For how many nyonths of the last year were you Give no. of months
;m;ng here? ’ Eiz palo va dikgwedi,
Mo npwageng wa go fote Ju dikgwedi e kae fieo odi tserego
o dula mo?
F1i5 | Ifiess than 7 moenths | = Mainly weekends / Mafeivio a doke
How was the paitern of your visiis honie m the 2 = Mainly month ends / Mofilo o keweds
oF raay 2 N . . .
last year 7 3 = Occasional extended tips 7 K maeto ago waana le medive
Geo df sa fote 1se ©, O be o atela gae kn mokgwa gfe mo N . : ; .
A - seag mad 4= Migrated in this ¥e2ar ;O hudugile ngwageng o
nEWageng wa go jeia’ =
S = QOther/ Tredingwe
F116 | If currently married/living as married, Give no, of months 7 Efz pale ya dikmwedi.
During the past 12 months. how many months has
vour partner been staying at this house * 99 = Don’t kKnow /Ga ke fsebe.
Ge eie pore ga bijale o nyetswe goda o dila 0 kare 0 »ysiswe,
ke dikpwedi tse kae mo ngwageng wa go fota tsee molekone
wa gage a & tserego a dula ka lelapeng?
F117 | If less than 7 months I = Mainly weekends / Mafoleio a beke
How was the pattern of your partner’s visits home | 2 = Mainly month ends / Mafelelo a kevedi
1 ; 2 N . C P 5
i the last year 7 3 = Occastonal extended trips / Ka mueto ago amana le medivo
Gedi sa fore e 7, Moldune wa gage 6 be a el gaeka . . . o
N f, i v g o £ 4 =Mugrated in this vear / O kudugile ngwageng @
mokgwa ofe mo ngwageng wa go fatal = < ~
S = QOther/ e dingwe
F118 | Do either of your partner’s parents hve i the 1 = Yes, both / Ee thobed bia bong)
o . T Vi 5 .
samne household as you? 2 =Yes. one ? Eo fo rai
Afa batnwadi b lekane wa gago da dila le fevia b e .
Af @ barrwads ba molekane wa gago ba dula le lena ks o 3 =No / dowa.

gavlgiapeng?
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F200 : Group Membership

Now I'd like to ask you about the groups or organizations. both formal and informal, that vou belong to. As Iread the following
lm oi groups please tell me if you belonw to this kind of group and how active you are i the group presently.

fe ke sl rata go g botiishia mal ’H’* litdopha geba mekgahie mo matseng, ya PTG ¢ ‘v
. Ke tig hain i2a va diblophaMe A
mokpwa ofe sehlpheng seo gabinle

foee o treago Favelo go yona goda ¢ fe go leloke
0, g ke kgopela gore o mpotie ge o lo lelokw 1a sellopha sa pohwie woe, ga pe le gorv o oislea karole ka

Note to interviewer: Some people atiend meetfings sow and then and weuld be considered ‘members’, whereas others are considered *active’ and attend
veguiarly. Alse, some ave consitered ‘leaders™ in these groups — such as the leader of a prayer group. Each group may ouly fall under one of the
categories below

Group tpe : NAME STATUS FREQUENCY IMPORTANCE
: Tt 1=Leader £ Onven wesk or more I more thain 1, rank
2=Active -2=Bermeenonteawesk | ghe sonoe she feels
g o st ence’ & miosh
3= fexaber 3= Deoaonat sk 10 | are "miost ipartant”
=Not member Bassa i w her
$=Ouoasivest 4 hoes 2 12,3,
vecE :

F2o1 | Faniers’ group’ : : 3 o i i :
T Sellephis S batens : b : e

Fagz | Traders’ association
Mokgahln wae barelishi

Fag3 Cooperative .
i T Maskomo wo bapavelo

Fapg | Women’s group (non-fumm,e) credit)
Sehiopha sa hasadi

2051 C redit’finande group (not SEF)-
i ohn 4 Beblopha aa budniashons 16 wo-diSelete ise 4o SEF

F206 Small Enterprise Foundation
- Senali Enterprise Fu omsdaﬁo;z(SEF)

Fa67 Political grotp.

Sellipha'so Spalorki
sag | © hurch
F208 Kercke
-a09. Culnural assaciation
5 Morgahlowa sa salsa

210 | Neighborhood/village association
Mokgalile wa wo momeng

VEsyy L Parent growp o
= Sehilonha sa batswadi < Nk Seili

F212 | School committee
Lekgotia la sekoio

£313 | Health committee
; | Eabgntla o 120 wiophelo

F2i4 Water/waste
Aokgatic wa ma mests

Drm it Sports group
Fals Sehiowha sadipapadi

21 6_4 Busial society
- Seiiopha sa poivkane

F2 17 Criadsand TLC:

* RBoramoted e Mo wg se!egszzs

52 18 Stokvel

Stobvell \d’ogoéis:‘;cro
3104 Prayer group ;

S b wir

F220 Traditional heaier association
- Mokgaslc wa dinvaka Ssa setso

Fa2; | Other

Tse dingwe
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F300 : Community participation

Now I'd like to ask a few questions about how much people inn this communiry work together ...
Ga biale ke tla rata go go bofisha dipogjisho tse mmahwa mabapi le ko mo bathe ba mo motseng ba shomishanago ke gona ...

1=0Own and

F301 | Suppose a friend of yours in this arn1 10 hectares of land entirely by
village/nsizhborhood faced the following themselves / 4 be le naga co clegoya gagwe eo ek baga 10
., . 4 . ; o, con aln airsenlyd
altemnatives, which one would s/he prefer most? Frectares aie rnosh; . . .
o 5 2 = Ow and fann 25 hectares of land jointly with
Are fFoe gore mogwera wa gago R wpiserg wa gena o fivag e e s s )
s aw:rf? 2 v vooi;vﬂ'r <o tse diaralago, ke sefe S; o agz ane other person ¢ Tona fe babangwe bake le nuge eo glego v
rorago o se dira zomi le me dinewe ® T bong eo ¢ ba bago 33 Hectaves gowmie bae leme hale myvogo
3 =Don’t know/not sure / 4 & sebe’s kemae bonmere
9 = No answer / 4 gona karabo
F302 | ¥ a community project does not directly benefit 1 = YES. Will contribure time / Ee, o rla seelana ka ncko .
yourneig I}bor but has benefits for mi?ers in the 2 =NO, Will not contribitte time / dowa, A ke se nesloe
village/neighborhood, then do you think your *a nake
neighbor would contribute time for s project?

o . - ) g 8 = Don’t know/nol sure / 4 ke isebpia kena downete
(if the commumity project is not ardered by the - know/not sur eoma fena aon
chiety 9 =No answer / 4 gona kavobe
¢ grgiect ya sechaba ¢ 4 hole moagishone wa gago, ofela e
fhusha babangwe mo moiseng, o nagana gore aks neelena ka
nake ya gagwe sswelopeleng va project enlige fola project ¢
se faolwe ko kgoshi}

F303 | I a comununity project does not directly benefir 1 =YES, Will contribute money / Za otz neclana ko
vour neighbor but has benefits for others in the asheleto.
village/neighborhoed, then do you think your 2 =NO. Will not contritbute money / dows, A ko se
neighbor wounld contribute money (say about neelane ka tshelat
10R) for tlus project? 8§ = Don’t know/not sure {4 fe tsabe’s kena borsete
ST 21 ier T £ ardorend s shoa . .
{zj’f the community project is not oi dered by the 9 =No answer / A gava karada
chiefi
Ge prafect 3a secheba vea hole moagishane wa goge, efela e
thusha babangwe wio motseng, @ nagana gove aka nisha
tshefate go husha gove praject e tswele pele? {ge fela praject o
se laolwe &2 kgoshi)
F3(4 | If there were a problem that affecred the entire 1 = Each person‘household would deal with the
village/neighborhood, for instance crop disease problem mdividually / Morke ¢ mongwe fa o mongwe o fla
. " . i),
or floods, which scenario do you think would best | # i;i’ ‘{’G’I";”g " ; Resershene ba s
3 - Negig 4 selves / Boseishane s
describe who would work together to deal with e1ghoors 2mong themseives / Baagishiarie ba
) . . = Suishama ko bobona
he situation? g L. =
3 = Local government/municipal political leadery
would take the lead / Ba mmusiio wa selegoe bu tla ve ora
Read answers, Code onfy one response. pole bathateng be.
Ge go direga gore go be ie bothata ¥o bo amage motse ka 4 = All comumanity leaders acting togethet! Baerapele
mokn, Bale ka Shvetsi bia dimela goba mafida, ke mokgwa ofe ba motes kamnoka da shomn mmogo.
wo o & Blvloshago ka bokaore bae ba thage shoma mpwgo go = . , ot : .
‘,.;,,‘_,,;Qa ccemio Wf R €08 3 = The entire village/neighborhood / Mot kn moka
Aicha seamio se]
9 = Other {describe}/ Te dingwe (Hlslosa).
{BALA DIKARABO, swava phatolo e tee feia]
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F400 : Household Dynamics
Now I'd like to ask vou some questions about yousself and your household. ..
Ka tle rata go go dofiisha dipotiishoe mabapi lewena le ba lelapa la gago

F401 Have you personally ever worked for pay?
{code fidll time, part time or casnal as Yes)
O &le wo showa ka maiks ago! vgoloiefeio?
F402 | Have you personally worked for pay during the last 12 monthe? 1=Yes/Ee
. o . . . ., . N S =Naga ¢ ’
Mo dikgweding tie 17 ta g6 ferz o &ile wa shoma ks maskewizhetso a go fumuma mogololiefeio: 2=No dowa
Ge eie aowa eva F494

F403

into the household. How is vour
contribution viewed by:

Gopodishizhe ka tshelere yeo pe thischage ka mo
246, shelere ya gago ¢ boswe Bang ke

1 = Yours is the most important
contribution to the household /
Tshelete va gago ¢ bolilokws

2 =TYou make some confribution to
the houschold / O nole seobe go e

Fadid

Think about all the unpaid work you do to
suppeort the household. such as all the
household chores you do {cooking.
cleaning. fetching water). How is your
contribution viewed by:

Gopodishisha ko meshoma yop o6 divage go thekga
lelopa Bale kx meshongwana ya ka gee 20 oe

divage ntle le go lgfehvatgo spea, go Rhwekishal,
moshor wa goga 0 donwa diang ke

dingwe ka lelapeng

3 =Your work does not seem very
important at all / Isheler yagage gae
bonshe vle ohloka

9= Don’t know/ not applicable / 4 ke
rscbe! A gonn selo
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F500 : Fire Scenarios

Imagme that your house has been completely destroyed by a fire. In this question we would like to know whether you feel you
could hun o certain people.

A4 ra gee gove nilo ya gago ¢ swele loveloree ka mollo, mo dipogishong tse ke rata go tseba gore o bona o fare o kova lokologa go ya go mresg’go batho bo
hangwe.

G kakgopela .
A B < D
Question What toaskic.s L -Codes N i Sl
iy - et : . & % 2 @ B 4
Number : : : PO E g Eetyy | By
CEER =3 Erepid Ry S arg B
% 52 - B (- S
Bhog R P e E RS B E s ¥E
: =erd = EFERFEEFTEEEE
F301 To shelter you for two weeks while 1=Yes/Ee

vou make other long-term
arrangentents?

2 =No/ dows

} N i 99 = Donr't know
Gore Da go fo bodulo rekone yao dideke tse

pedi, ge asa diva ditokishetse tsa ! A ke tsebe
lebakearyana®
F302 To borrow 50 Rand to help you buy

some clothes after the fue?

Gove ba go adime R3) go go thusha go rel
diapara ke wmorage ga mollo

F503 How confident are you that you alone could raise enongh money | I = Very confident / Ke isheps fudu

to feed your family for four weeks? — this could be for example 2 =TIt would be possible / moderately

by working. selling things that you own, or by borrowing money | confident / Go ks kgonga

{from people vou know or from a bank or money lender} . - ,
peopie o Y ’ 3= Not confident at all / Go keva

O bwa o nale boitshepo hja gore wena o le wmoshi ofa kgona go kgoboketsa hoisshene go seo,
helete veo @ ka ks g0 go 2 a ba lelapa lagago rekayn va didneke ise Tl ,
rie, @ ka bu ke go refisha dife tsec dlevo isag gage, go shoma gaba go adima 9= Don’t know / Ga ke ssebe.
wsheiere go batho bao vba tsebago, goba parkeng soba go bo
murchonisatbaadinishi ba tshelete;?
F504 Would vou say that your household’s ability to survive this kind {= Better / Kaone.
£ oricic b ‘oy - ¢ 3 was 2 vears aon? .
of crisis is better, the same or worse as 1 was 3 years ago’ 2 = Same / Goa swana
O bona hekgoni bia go Ka trwelela ga lelapa la gago difiragaiong you mofmia 3= Worse / Goa fotoga

wo §0 le kaowe , go swana goba go fokoga kudy go feta maigwegs ¢ berarp
yage feta? 9= Don’t know / Ga ke rsehe
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F600 : Shortages.

In the past vear, have you or vour children ever gone withour any of the following things you ‘really needed’ because of a shortage of
resources (monay):

Mo ngwageng wage fere, wena goda dana ba gago e fale fa Hoke ge dingwe a the dF ievelago, ka lebakn la shieiclo ya didivisivse 7 sshelete,

Food

Dijo
F602 New clothing
Diapare fe disva I =Never/ dowa
F503 Scheol ‘_mif"‘}m 2 = Once only / gawe focle
Diepara fia sekolo 3= A few times / Nako e spenyane
F604 %chocl fees‘ I 4 = Offen / Keafersakgafersa
Ishelete yo sekplo 8 = Not applicable 4 sona sel
F603 Fuel (for cooking / heating)/ 99= £: :?: icable gona selo,
DikgongParafinmolilagase diale Hale . (g0 apecieore I wthely futhumale) N - SPOISE 7 ga gona kamaso
E606 Basic household items (for cleaning. cooking, sleeping)
Dimyadova gz bolilokwa i nrlong {rsa go vobala,go hbweldzha goba go apea)
F&07 Health care (Direct or transport to get to a clinic/hospitall
Tsa maphelo(ciinitisepetie kgauswi goda senametwa sa goya Clinik sepeticie)
F608 While living in this house during the past vear has anyone from vour "es / Ee
household goue to another house to ask for food or money becanse of No 7 dowa
ashortage? 9@ = No response given / A gone
Mo ngwageng wa ge feta ge lebe lv dila lelapeng lo, yo mongwe ka ma idlapeng o kile kavabo
a kgopela dijo gobe rchwlere lolapeng le lengwe ka bake la thavielo?

F700 : HIV/ AIDS

HIV/AIDS 15 beconung a niich more conunon problem i many conmunities in South Africa. We would like fo understand miore
about how households like yours are coping with the epidemic.

HIVAIDS o thoma goba bothata bjo hwadlegilege dichabemyg fsa south Afitea. Re rata go seba’ Kwashisho kudy o malapa oo a swanage v la gago gove le phela
Bang lo seamo se s KIVVAIDS,

ot A Friend or Relative /

E701 1 dow’t want 1o know who, but do you know of anyone wha | |~ Yes, But? £z
is infected with HIV or who has diad of AIDS? ¢féla asego mogwera goba ieloko
X . N ! 2 =Yes, Friend Or Relative / Fe, mopwera goda
O rseha ¢ mongWe Yo o g0 goba o bolaitwvege ke HIVVAIDS? Toioka =
3=Noag/Adong
& =Don’t Know 7 4 ke webe
99 = No Response / 4 gong kavobo
E702 I don’t want to know who. but to your knowledge. 15 1 =Yes/ Ee
anybody in your howsehold living with HIV? 2=No/ dowa
dke nyake go treda gove ke mang , ¢fela go yu mebo yu gage go nule S=Don't Know / 4 &e tsede
mothe yo a phelage fs HIV &a ma gae? 99 = No Respouse ¢ A gona karabo
F703 In the past vear, have vou discussed 1ssues of sexuality or 1=Yes/Ee
HIV/AIDS with vour children? 2 =No/ dowa
Mo ngwageng wa go foto okile wo boledishars Is bovm Ba gage mobapi Je 99 = No children of ages 10-257 4 gona bana
Hobalano goba HIVAIDS ba mengwaga ¢ 10-23,
704 Are there currently any orphans hiving in your household Number {Matk 0" if none)
whose parents possibly died of AIDS? Efn Palo (swove ka “'0° ge ba se gona)

Afo ka ma gae gongle bana ba ditshivana beo le dilago le hona gonwe
5 i b bona ba Kokoferse ka lebaka la AIDS?
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F700 Continued ...
ASK the next questions only if woman is 35 years or older. Otherwise, gotopage 9
BOTJISHA dipogishe the dilatelage ge éle gore motho yo o nale mengwage ¢ 35 goba go feta. Gaba gya paged

Yes/ &

I the fast 12 months have vou felf like vou wanted
to do anything to decrease vour risk of infection with
HIV?

Dikgveding tsa 12 1so go fata o Gile wa bwa o kave ok diva se
sengwe go fokoisa kgenagale ya go fetehva ka ETI7?

F706 In the last 12 months have you tried to do anyvthing te | 1 =Yes/&e

No ¢ dowa

]
3=
9 =Ng response given ! 4 gona karabo

decrease your risk of infection with HIV? 2 =No / dowa
Dikgweding tse 12 ga go_,‘iafu. o Ko wa lefa go diva se sengwe go 9 = No response given / 4 gona kwubo
okorsa kgoragalo ya go ferebva ke HIV? N
F707 IfYES, 1 = Absiain from sex / Go iy fiobalano
What didvou sty todo ? 2 = Have less partners 7 Go da e paio e nyenyvane ya éalekine
Ge ele gove go biale, O lekiie ang? 3 = Used a condom for the furst time / O shomishitse condoni La j
[Do not read out list} 4 =Usad a condom nwre often / O shomishitse condom ka mehie
{0 se balv seo &i ngwadihvego] 3 = Tried to get pariner to change behaviour / © lekile gore molckane wa
Mark all mentioned gago a fetale maitivere
& =(rnher/ Tedingve
F708 How successfully do you feel you were able to 1= Very successfully / Kgorwe kudu
change your Life i the ways that you wanted ? 2 = Quite successfully / kpomre
? ‘z:’: i:gzzm:g g"ﬁ_;"":“ }f""’i & 3’”"” ia ‘5?”’“”‘9 Ha gago gore 3 =Noft very successtully / tgomw ga menane
ba be ka rsela 20 o nyakngo bo aba ka yora 4 atat all 7 Paietwe

99 = No response / o gona krobe
E709 IfNO. i =Hadn"t thO\lg‘ilt aboul 1t/ ga se wa nagana ka yona

Why not 2 =Don’t think if's necessary / gao bove gole bokiokwa
Ge ele gore gago biato, 3 = Find difficult jo change behaviour / Qinverss go
Sl mabaka o tshirego Ze oina go fesokt makgwa wa go phela
8 = Other/ Tsedingue
F710 Have you ever participated it a march. rally or 1=Yes/Ee
meeting around HIV/AIDS awareness? 2 =No/ dowa
QO kile wa iseq kavolo magwantong §oba kopanexsg yogo §=Don’t Know / 4 ke isebe
tsebagarsa HIVAIDS ? 99 = No Response / 4 gona karabo
F71t Have you ever been involved in the organization of 1=Yes/Ee
such a meeting or gathering? 2=No/ dowa
O e wa tsea karolo thulagmyong ya kapavn yeal 8 = Don't Know ¢ 4 &e tsobe

99 = No Response / 4 gona karado

F712 Have vou ever thought about your own petentialrisk | 1 =Yes/ &

of HIV / AIDS? 2=No/ Aowa
O kile wa nagona gove okaba Rotsing ya go feteiwa ke HIVAIDS? 8 = Don’t Know / .4 ke fsehe
99 =No Response / 4 gona karabo

F713 | if you were to consider that question now would vou | 1 = High/ Godimo

consider yourself at high, medinm, low ot no risk at 2 = Medium / Magareng

all of HIV/ AIDS 3 =Low/ Fase

Ge o lehicietse porsizho ela ga Bale, 0 boru kotsi yago re o 4 =No risk / 4 goro kotss

Setehwa ke HIVele podimo, magarenyg, fise goba ga o bone koisi? 99 = No response / 4 gova karabo
F713 1 don’t want 1o know the result, but have you ever 1=Yes/Ee

had an HIV test? 2=No/ dowa

A ke syake go teeba dipeeio, efela oiale wa yo dirckong rsa HIV? 99 = No Response / A gona karabo
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F800 : Societal Norms
In this community and elsewhere, people have different ideas about families and what is acceptable behavior for men and womnen in
the home. T am going to read vou a list of statements, and I would like you 1o tell me whether vou generally agree or disagree with
the statement. There are no right or wrong answers.

Bathe ba nale dikgopelo 5a go fapara mabapi fe malapa gape le moitsinvare o a ewmogelegifego go bav
Fonme wovia 6 wipotse ge o dumelelana goba ge o ganana le ona. A gova Taredoe ¢o e fxst:

v ie basaddi ka gue. Ke ta go baldla mafoke a s mmalva,

Question ) ; : 1 Iis cultarally In vour own
Number ; S accepted that | “opinion; do vou
‘ : : : TR e .. agree that,, .-~
Go yar xa setie, goa Goyalewerg o
dumeleiegs gove... | dumela’amogels gove... .
F5it A woman should do most of the household chores
{cooking. cleaning}. even if the husband is not working
Mosadi o swaretse ke go diva meshoms kamole: yo ka 2aef go
Hwekisha,go apea.. i lege molekane wa gagwe ale gora?
ES42 If a man has paid lobola, it means thar his wife mnst 1=Agres?
abways obey him. Dimelelana
- ) .. B 2 =Dizagree
Ge monna a v hirse PREBZLRGT , 360 SPrQ FRVE SO W gEwWe ¢ GG?'S.’J%{?
swanehwg ke go mo theeletsa / ohamvla ke mehin? 9 = Dog’t know 7
F303 If a woman asks her husband to use a condon. she is being | 4o fsebe
disrespectful to her husband
Ge mosardi a kgopela malekane wa gagwe go shomisha condom nekong
ya thobaiane, se sere gove ga ana tilowpho 7
F304 If a woman asks her husband to use a condom it means
that she must be sleepmyg around with other men
Ge rasadi a kgapela motekane wa gagwe go showisha condom nakong
ya thobnlso, sesera gove a kano ba o robulons le bongwe kontle?
B3G5 A man needs to have many sexual partners. and the wife
nst just tolerate this
Morna exwanetse goba le dimyatsi, g % wagagwa « kgotlel
seo?
FB06 A woman should never divorce her husband. no matter
what happens
Mosadi ga n swenela go hlalatogelia molekans wa gagve lo ge go ka
diregn eng.
1t 18 atcepiable fora mamried womaiti 1o refusé to have sex with her husband Ll e L
Go ya kg vweng, go & celesa gove  60'a IIEINNESO & gane g0 70D iana e sleka
: Wa gueve 867 : : - s /
F807 She doesn’t want to
A se wyake. 2 = Disagrae/
- Ganane
53 ; ac 8
F3848 He refuses to use a condom 9 = Dag't kuow /
Ge 1 gawa go shwmisha condon A &e 1sebe
F309 She is angry becanse he has other girlfriends
Ge a kgapishitewe ke gore o nale dinyatel,
FS16 She is worried he may have AIDS
Ge @ belaeia gove o nale AIDS,
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F900 : Decision Making in the Home

For the following activities, do you need fo obtain anyone’s peraiission, or can you decide 1o do them yourself? Code the one that
applies most often

Go ije dilaielago o hloka mmelelo gotswa go ve mongwe, goba o kano 1sea sephetho ka bowena g odira seofswaya sea diregago
kgafetsa kgafetsai.

O hlcka hunelelo gotswa go. ..

F901 | Make small purchases for yourself (e.g. some

clothes})
Go ithokela difwara tse wpie ¢ biale ks diaporal. 1=Yes: Fe
F902 | Make larger purchases for yourself {e.g. a cell i =:’::o‘ .49? e
phone} ;gﬁ;j\’ applicabie / Ga
Goithwhels dile tse kgole {50 swania e celiphone). 9 = No response /A
F903 | Make small purchases for the household (eg. a gona karabo
chicken?

G reka dili tse mpane tsa ka gae (go swarna v seshedal.

Fo04 | Make mediwn sized purchases for the home
{child clothing)

G refa dilo e nmyane tsa ka gae (diopare 1sa bana).

F905 | Make large purchases for the home (furniture,

fridge)
Go reka dilo e kgolo 1sa lelapa (g0 rwana le diphahio,
sessidifarsi;

Fo06 | Take your children to the clinic or hospital

Gp isha hana Clintking Sepetlvle.

F907 | Visit your birth family
Go etela B gero (hao o trweinwege e kovaj
FOG& | Visit vour friends in the village

Go etela bagwera o gage mo morseng.

FO09 | visit fiiends or relatives outside of the village

(Go etela meloky i bagwera bu pago ka #fie ga morse.
g £3g

F910 | Join a credit group or other organisation involved
with money

Go ba feloko la sehiopha sa kadimishano va ditshelete gade
mokgaldo woa o anwriago le s ditshelete
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F1000 : Partnership relationships If ANSWERED NO (2 TO
QUESTION F107, GO TO END

When two people marry or live together, they usually share both good and bad moments. I would now like to ask you some
questions about your curveni relationship and how vour husband / partner weats you. I anyone interrupts us I will change the
topic of conversation. 1would again like to assure vou that your answers will be kept secret, and that you do not have to answer
any questions that you do not want to. May I continue?

Ge hathio bababedt ba wyalane goba ba dula go wimogn, ba nale go fopanela dilo the bozse lo the mpe. Ga ly isha mabepi fe dikamiare
sebakeng sa Hinle, e ka wmoo wolekane wa gage o go phedishago & gorn, Ge yo mongwe a re seneia e Ha forosha Wloge ya taba, ga pe ke rats goge hoga gore
darabo ka meka fivo o rphage fora e tia ba sephiri le gove gao gapelemsve go araba dipopishe ffeo o za rafege go di araba. Nim mwela pele”

rale ke o rain go go dog

F1001 Encouraged you to participate in something outside of the
hone that was only for your benefit (ie. wonten's group,
church group)

4 go Kiokleleten go 1sea karolo go ce sengwe sa seo di divegago wo
mofseng, erego ka goe gfela dinole mokols go wene fela tSeliapha s

karela, Sellophasa basadii

F1002 Asked your advice about a ditficult 1ssue or decision = Ves/E
Kpopela Dikelerso gotnwa go wena mabapi le sephothe 3¢ boima goba - i = "1 €
ditaba tse bothata, 2 = N0/ dowa

. . - - - 99 =No

Fio03 Tried to keep vou from seeing vour friends 7 R >

. . esponse /.
Leka go go thibela/ganersa go bovana ke bagwera da gage. gofs::li;am e
F1004 Tried to restrict your contact with your family of birth?

Leka go go thibela‘eaneisa go Fopanelabonana le meloko ya geno.
£ g3 2 £

F1003 Tisisted on knowing where vou are at all times ?

Gapelersa go tseba ka mesenelo ya gago ka mehia,

F1006 Expected you to ask his perniission before seeking health
care for yourself ?

Nywkea gore ka wmalia o kgopele fimalelo go yora pele gu ge ofa nyake
thusho ya rsa maphelo.

Fi1007 Insulted or humiliated you in front of other people?

Go lfapoolnragn goba nge nyeryvefagae psle ga batho.

F1008 Boastad about girlfiiends or brought them home?

Dgaresha b batlabo'dispetsi 15a gopwe goba & ba tisha ka gae.

Fi009 Tried to evict you from the home?

Laka ge go ntshatvala ka me gae.
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F1600 Continuned ...

F1619

Are vou able to spend your mone

savings from you against vour will?
IF YES: Has he done this oncs or twice, several times or

many tmes?
Afx molvkane wa gage o &ile a jea thelew ya gago kawle ga twmeleio

ya gago? Ge ele gore go bjule, O diriie seo makga a makae?

visavings how you | 1= Self own choice ! #abomia

want yourself, or do you have to give all or part of the | 2 = Giye part to husband / partner / Ko fx
money to yowr husband/partner? molekane e ngwe.
O kgona go skomisia mogoioishelete ya gago ko wo go ratmig wena | 3= Give all to husband /pariner 7 Ke of molekans
£oha o swanghea ke ¢fa melekave wa gago engwe? &a picky,

9 = Does not have savings/earn

qrrogele silo.

Fio1t Has your husband 7 pariner ever taken your eamings or = Never { aowa

2 =0nice or twice! gatee goba gabedi
3 = Many tmes 7 all of the time/gumsrhite metia
9 = Daoes not have savings/earmings/ake amogele

SEG

F1612

He pushed you or shoved you?

O inie o go Agarametsn ka matia

1=Yes/Ee
2 =No/ dowa
99 = No Response ©

Fi013

He hit you with his fist or with something 2lse that could
4 o
ot :\f'Oll?

O Ile age betha ka matsoge goda ka se sengwe seo 52 ka go bweshago
holioko.

A gona kavado

F1014

He physically forced you to have sexual intercourse when
vou did not want t07? O ge zapelaise thobalarc o sa rate.

Fi01s

You had sexual mtercourse when vou didn’t want to,
because you were afraid of what ke might do if you said no?

O vobalane le yana o sa rate, ele ge o fshaba sea a ke go lirage sewa ge o
o gang
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F1100 : Response to Experience of Abuse

ONLY COMPLETE these questions if the answer to F1612 or F1013 was YES. / BOTJISHA dipotjisha ise ge fola karaba Go
F191? goba F1013 ¢be sie Ee.

You might have taken 2 number of actions in response to the things you have just told me about. and I want to ask vou now about
what you dad.

Qo noda o rale magatematzpa a0 0 a yevego kgahlancre ls geo o buge 6 mpotia Yona, ko ta rata go 15eba ka fee o i dirilego .

Fi191 In the past 12 months who have | 1=No Oni

‘A4 gongleotee veighbou Ba-agishene.
you told about the physical | 2=Friends/ Bagwers 9=Police ¢ Maphariiza
violence? 3=Parents / Baswadi 10=Douctor / Health Worker / Neaka <
Mo dikgweding e 12 o boditse | 4=Brother Or Sister / BurifSesi. Mashomsdi wa tsa mephvic
mang ka thosishego eo? s=Uncle Or Aunt/ 11=Priest/ Morusd
DO NOT READ OUT LIST MalomeRakgadi, 12= Social worker or Counselior /
{0 SEBALE LENANEGO § Modirela feago
MARK ALL MENTIONED 6=Husband / Partner's Family / 13=Local Leader / Muetapele motzeng
igsg&‘;}r%ég]om TSEODL Ba gabe molckane wagage. 14=0ther / Ba bangwe
PROBE: Anyone else? 7=Children / Sava

Fiio2 During the time you have been with your current partner, have vou | Give Number of times

ever left, even if only overnight, because of what he did to yow? Efa polo yn nukga.
Nakong eo 0 bego o nale molekane wa gago o kile wa Hogassepela le
ge ekaba boshege bo tee, ka lebaka la seo ago divilego sona. 00 = Never left /4 senke

IF YES. How many times in the past year?
Ge ele gore go bjalo, ke makga o makae ma ngwageng wa go fera

Fi1o3 IF YES 1=Her Relatives / Meloko ya sevc
Where did vou go the last time? Z=His Relatives / Mdloko va molekane wa gago
Ge vle gore go bjalo, 3=Her Friends / Neighbowrs / Bagwera Baagishara
Qile ‘T"f la mofeiela? 4=FHotel / Lodgings / Howlong?Mafelong o go hvishwa
?g—;fﬁ g;rzi. FELAT 3=Church/ Temple / Kerche
L ¢ 6=Shelter / Moo oka humamage botshabelo gona.
T=0ther / Tse dingwe
Fiiod Number Of Days (If Less Than One Month / Ef pslo ya mafiasi (e ese
How long did you sfay away the kgwedi} Davs
last time® Number Of Months (if One Month Or More) / Efa palo yu dikgwodi ( geclba |
kgwedi goba go feta) Mos,
O rsere leboka fe Ie ke o sepetse/tiogiie -
ia mafeiaio | 99 = Left Partner/Did Not Return / Bacame separated or divorced Code
RECORD NUMBER OF DAYS _—
OR MONTHS
Fiig3 | If Returned, Why did vou | 1=Didn’t Want To Leave Children/ ¢ 7=Family Said To Retuin / 2o
ramra? sa yake go agela buna lelapa bavile o beelcle
Ge el gore o bovlase, Ke ka lebaky Jo | 2=Sanctify Of Martiage / Bokgednva a 8=Forgave Him / O mo ledaierse
ang o bogiewa” lenyaio 9=Thoughi He Weould Change /
3=For Sake Of Family / Children / O garoise gore o Ha feloga
Bakeng sa bama / Lelapa 10=Threatened Her / Children /
MARK ALL MENTIONED 4=Couldn’'t Support Children / Oskinve O nhosheditse wonabana
kego fepa »:'}wz:‘l » 1 1=Couid Not Stay There
[SWAYA KA MOKA TSEO DI 3=Loved Him / Obe omo rara ( Where She Went) / O kase kgone
BOLETSWEGO] 6=He_ Asked ?ie}' To GoBack /0 7o duia moe, _
kgapege gore a boele go yena 12=0her / Tse dingwe.

Interviewer | Now go back and complere the front page of this interview

g
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NIOR FEMALE INTERVIEW: FOLLOW UP
INTERVIEW Village No Household No Individual No
IDENTIFICATION Nomore ya motes Novwre va fape Nomare va motho ko motio
Chive mew sumber if changed Give new number if changed

- - . i The senior fomak 2at in the same dwe a5 at haseline
Senior Female Situation: _ 2 The senior fomale is no longst fesident &t the basoline Gwelling
Visit1: _ / / Code ____ Initials
Visit2:___ [ i Code — __ Initials
Visit3: /1 1/ _ e Code — Initials

Codes

1 Intarview completed 4 Refused

2 Net at home 3 Partly comploted

3 Postponed & Incapacitated

Hello, my pame is . Tam from the Rural AIDS and Development Action Research Programme. We are hased in Praktiseer Township and
our head office is in Acornhoek at Tintswale Hospitol, In 200172 we did some interviews with you and your household. As part of that interview we asked to come
and see you two years later 10 ask seme similar guestions. Tt is inportant for our research to oaderstand how things have changed over time. That s the reason why |
ant here tocday. Would vou mind i T spent a fow minutes explaining our research once again to vou. / Thobelz leing le ka ke . wg mokgaile wa RADAR
Offisi o rena e myvene ¢ Praktiseer nomorong va 516 gorme ¢ kgolo e Acarnheek sepetleleny sa Timswaldo. Ko 200172 re boledisane te wena ke balelapa le gago
Bjiale ka karoin yo poledisane re kgopetse go bawa gape ke murago ga mengwaga ¢ mebedi go thar gape gogn batsisa dipmsiso tseo gape. Go bokdukwa
madinyakisisang e rena go kwisia gore € ia go bile le dipheisgo ma nakong e feritegn. Kek kalebaka few ke lege mo lehone. O ka belacla ge nka tsea nako enyane
g hlalosa gape ba mokgarko warena.

. Describe RADAR / Hisless RATMR i Ask if there are any questions — and saswer guestions / Butsise gore a gong dipotsise -

» Expiain wiy we are working in this area 7 Hlalose mabioka o go shora mosseng we & grabe dipotsise

. Briefly des what will he asked in the yoestonnaine 7 Rinloska dipoesive ssoe didde » Telt the interviewes how lepg e interview will take £ B barse gore pofediseno ¢ da
v bowiswa ka koripana e noke ¢ hae.

. Check suiable, confidential surrcnndings 7 Lebelels lefela lew elego la mateha . Hand aver ap IMAGE Siudy Information Sheet

Read the Informed Consent Statement and answers any guestions. If the interviewee gives unumbigoous and clear consent to he involved, then sign below,

1 confirm that The Consent Stafement has been read fo the interviewee
and that he/she understands and consents to participate in the interview

Signed : Date :

Date of Interview : I SEN S
Time Start Interview : o Time finish Interview :
Interview conducted in Language : {1=Sepedi. 2 = Other)

NIERVIE

Thank you very much for having participated in both parts of the study. The information that we have covered is sensitive, personal and confidential, [ want to
assure you that this inforniation will be teeated with respect wnd it will not be pssible for anyone to be able 10 trace the information back to vou individaally / Ke
leboge ka kudu gee txene karolo mo mosomong wa reng. Diaba tseo re bofotsego ka tsona di sensitive, ke tsa bophelo hiagage nedo diswara k a thompho ¢ kgole
ga gona imothe Yo a do tsebego pore ve boleise ka eng. Ke nyaka go go wshepisa gore dithoba sseo ka moka ditle lophive € gore go %a sa keonege gore motho a
hawe @ go botse tsona gape.

Interviewer ¢ (i3 Distribute materiads as appropriute. (i) Use referral procedures in situations where this is appropriate,
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FF100 : Background Information
Note 1o inferviewer : If this woman is going to have a Young Person’s Interview as well as a Senior Female. Please fill out Background
Infermation in that questionnaire, and then fill out answers from page 2 on here / Ge ele gore mvthe to thile go butsiswa YPQ le SFQ. Tlots

Background [aformation genme o € kopolle ka go YPQ.

Qu No. Codes

FF1O] Age Years
Bogolo. Mengweg.

FFRI2 Does she qualify for Young Person Questionnatre? 1 = Yes (age 35 or younger} / Ee fage 350r ypunger}

1 O nale maswaneds sti . " » ) .
G nade maswanedi a Young Person Questionnare 2 = No {uge 36 or older) / Aowa (age 36 or older;

FFi91 Have you been involved in relationships with one {=YesiEe
or mwe partners in the last 12 months? O &ife wa 2= No/ Aewa
ratusta fe mothe o tete gobu ba go feta mo mo 99 = No response given? A gona karabe
dikgweding tse 127

FFi05 Have you ever been married or lived as being b= Never martied / 4 se nke
married? 2 = Currently married / Wiving as marsied 7 Nyewswe/dula o kare o nyeuswe
O kile wa nyalfwa goba wadub o kare ¢ nyetswe? 3 = Separated / Divoreed £ KganganeHinlane

4 = Widowed / Molilologadi,
FF192 If currently marrie d/living as mavried, has 1= Partly paid / Ba ntshitse bonryane
lobotla been paid? Ge ele gore o nyetswe goba o 2= Fully paid / Bu feditse
1 e
dula o kare o nyetswe mugadi a patetswe. 3 = Not paid / Gua se burtsha selu
FF193 Type of marriage / Hiving as married Lobola Fully Paid ? Far each
Mohuie wa lenval Lohels Partly Paid I= ch {Ee
Chch sorvics” 2=No/ Aowa
Registered by a magistrate?

FFi06 Since the last ime you were interviewed (past 2 f=Yes/ke
vears}, have you been Separated/Divorced? Go 2 = No/ aowa
thoga mole re bolela le wena ehaba o Bladile/o
arogane le molekani?

FFi104 IF YES to Separated or Divorced in the past A Partaer not contributing to househeld / Malekaniya a dire selo ka mo lapeng
2 years, WHY? Geelaeeo ’\"giitffg'dm’ - B3 You are now fimancixily able to fook after self and family 7 Bjale o kgona go
hladile me mengwageng ¢ mebediyo gofeta | iplokametn o ba lelapa ko maseleng
lehuka ¢ ba ¢ de eng? C3 Tired of partrer's infidelities / O lapisitswe ke go sa tshepagaie ga molekani
Do not read out list] O seke wa bada dinthe By Physical abuse 7 Tlhorivo ka go mobesin

rse

Code best responses £3 Sexuad abased Tihoriso ya thabalane

May code more than one ¥y Emotionat abuse/ Tlhoriso ya maikutlo

I=Mentioned 2=Not mentioned Gy Hushand left her? Mdvkane o moslpgerse
H) Other £ 3¢ dingwe

FFiie If corrently married/living as married, Give no. of months / £/ pala ya dikgwedi.
During the past 12 months, how many months _ ,
has your partner been staying at this house 2 | 99 = Don't know/Ga ke tsebe.

Ge ele gare e bljale o nyerswe go?)(: i duda @ kare o
nyetsw, ke dikgwedi tve kae mw agwageng wa go ferg
tseo molekane wa gago & di tzerego o dula ka lelapeng?
FF117 If tess than 7 months 1 = Mainly weekends / Mafelelo a beke
D Afnl arrcds § A ) P
How was the pattern of your pariner’s visits 2= Mainly month ends ) Mafelelo a kgwedi
home in the last year 7 3 = Qeeasional extended trips £ Ko mgero ago amang le medire
Ge di sa fete tse 7, Molekane wa gago o be o el goe 4= Migrated in d'”’ year | O hudugile ngwageng o
ka MOkgwa vfe mo ngwageng wa ge feta? 5= Other 7 Tse dingwe

FFiio How many children have vou had up to now Give number / Bfa pelo

in your life ? 9% = No response £ A gong karabo.
Baphetong Ba gage . go fikle g6 biake o nale/bile bana br
kae?
FFii1 Do you want to have any more children during | = Yes /L
vour life ? 2 = No/ Aowa
Bophelong bjagago o rata go ba le bang bangwe gape? 99 = No response / A gona karabo
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FF200 : Group Membership
T'd like begin by asking you about the groups or organizations, both formal and informal, that you belong 0. As 1 read the
fotlowing list of groups please tell me # you belong to this kind of group and how active you are in the group presently.

Ga bjale ke tlz rata go g boijisha mabapi le difdaptia goba mekgahlo mo moiseng, Ya sevgwera / va semmuishe eo 0 552ap0 karole go yona yoba o ie po leloko
ta youa, Ke da bala mehuta ya diblopha/Mek gatlo, gowmne ke kgopela gore o mpotje ge o le feloko Ya sehiopha sq mehuna woe, ga pe ie gore o otxieg kovolo ke
mekgwa ofe sehilpheng seo gobiale
Note to interviewes: Some people attend meetings now and then and would be considered ‘members’, whereas others are considered ‘uctive’ and attend
regularly, Also, some are considered *leaders™ in these groups — such as the leader of & praver group. Each group may only fall under one of the
entegories below, Bathe ba bangwe e ya dikopanang letsawi Ie lengwe gomme ba bitswe matoko (member; fela mola ba bangwe ba na le mafolofelo ba cva
dikopanong ka mefila “Active™. Bu bangwe ke buetapele “leaders™ bjalo ka moetapela wa sehtopu sa thapelo. Mothe o swaneisego wela go ¢ fee yu dikaroto
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FE2ZIE

i5¢.
Group type NAME STATUS L FREQUENCY IMPORTARNCE
t=Leoder ! mare than |,
ZT=Avtive 2= Boowen et sk rank the groupy she
I=Momber i AT feels wé Tt
Q=Not mbmbier =3 | dmportent” (o her
Frd s Oecadond odimese | €12.3%
paad 3
FFo0g | Church
R Keteke
FE216A1 | Large’ Burial society |
l Sehdopha s¢ segolo sq polokww
s T Selifopha se segots s pelakane )
FE21681 | ‘Local Burial society |
- Sehiopha s¢ selegae sa polokane
: | hocat® Busidlsociety 2
: 24 : AL
FFZ 168“ Sehlophd se selegadsa polokene
FFR216R3 | ‘Local’ Buriaf society 3
] Sehlopha xe selegae 36 polekone
FE20S. Crediv/finance group (not SEF)
ghest o Reliliiphis o Seeltmastiiny v e ikl £ s pe NEES
EFE206 Small Enterprise Foundation
= Swall Emorprise Foundaron{SEF}
_FF207 | Politicalgroup =
e Sehlopha s diselonki
FF21% Stokvel
- Stekvel? Mogedisionn
£400 Cultural association
Fv : Mokgahloea isa sétvy
FF219 Prayer group
Sehiopha se thapelo
FE201 Electricity commitiee -
: Lekgotla li molagase: -
FF212 School committee
‘ Lekgoda fa sekolo
FR2 1% Health committee
15 Lakgotia ta 1sa maphelo
FF214 Water/waste
Mokeaila wa 56 meets
FFI02. Ward committee
FF293 Community policing forum
FER21C Other 3:
FE221D Other 4
Other 5:
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FF300 : Community participation
Now Fd Hike w0 ask a few questions about how much people in this community work together ...
Ga bjale ke tla rata go go botjisha dipotjisho 1se mmabyva mabapi le ka mo batho ba meo moiseng ba shomishanago ka gona ...

Suppose a friend of yours in this village/neighborhood faced | 1= Ownaplat of land entirely by themselves / 4 be fe naga eo elego
the following alternatives, which one woutd s/he prefer most? | 27 898we €0 &xa bago 14 heceares ale moshi
' 2 = Orwpy g much Jarger {3 Told; plot of Jand jointly with one other
AFe tfeg gore mogwera we ga{z&_ me puEseng wa gene o fiva persen {nod a family member) 7 Yena le babangwe babe i naga o
numyesa wa gokgetha go ise dilashagn ke sefe seo aha nerego gobie | sloge va bong eo ¢ ka boge 25 Hectares gomme boc leme bake mmogi
dirg goena le rse dingne. 3 = Dot know/not sare £ & ke esebedn kena bonnere
9 = No answer / A gona karabe
FF302 | I a conununity project does not directly benefit your f = YES, Will contribute ime 7 Fe, o ile neviana ka noko .
neighbor bat has benefits for others in the 2 = NO, Will not contribute time / Aewa, A ka se neelane a nake
village/neighborhood. then do you think your neighbor would . ;
¢ é‘ < e . ¥ em ¥ ! g - N 8 = Dor't knowsnot sure 7 A ke tsobein kena bonnete
contribute time for this project? ¢if the comununity praject is .
not vrdered by the chict) @ =Noanswer /4 gona karabo
Ge project va sechabe exa hole moagishane wa goge, ofela v thusha
babangwe mio morseng, © nagona gore gka msha tshelete go thusha
gore project ¢ tywele pele? {ge feba project ¢ s@ laodwe ke kgoshi}
Give example: help other community mrembers with furming
FE303 | Wacommunity project does not directly benefit your neighbor but L= YES. Will contribute money 7 Ee, o tla neelana ka
has benefits for athers in the village/neighborhood. then do you think | #shelose
your neighbaor would contribute moaney (say about 10R) for this 2= NOQ, Will net contribute money / Aowa, A ki se neelane ka
project? {if the community project is not ordered by the chief} tshelote
Ge project ¥a sechaba esa hole meagishane wa gage, €fvda ¢ thusha 8 = Don"t knowdaol sure / A &e wsebele kong bonnete
pryy X
bai:qnng mo mo:sc,vlz)g, ¢ ABZAIE gore aka meshe mhtjiwe g thusha gore 9 =No answer / & gong karabe
project ¢ ivwele pelfo? (ge fela project ¢ s lapbwe ke fgoshi}
FF304 | If there were a problem that affected the entire { = Bach personshousehold would deal with the problem jadividually /
village/teighberhooed, for instance lack of water or Mothe g mengwe be o mongwe o va Femela borareny.
S * & - o)
", A . . . 2 = Neighbars among thensielves 7 Baagishane ba ila thushona ka
electricity or a major flood, which scenario do you tink Bobon as, ‘ L v Hadgad '
would best describe who would work together to deal with the | . " , .
situation? 3 = Locy! governmeat/municipal political leaders would take the Jead
s i Ba mpushe wa selegae ba ta re eia pele bothateng bjo.
Read answers. Code only one response. 4 = All community keaders acting togethey Raetapele ba moves kamcka
Ge go direga gore go be le bothata bjs bo amago motse ka moka, ba shoma mmisgo.
binie ka blwersi bia dimela gobe mafuln, ke mekgswn ofe wo o ka 3 = The entire village/peighborhood / Motse ka moke
hloloshaga ka bokaone bas ba vage shome mmoge g6 lokisha seemo
se? {BALA IIKARABO, swase phamido ¢ tee feiaf & = Other {descrivef Tse dingwe (Higlosay
FF391 Crime is a problem in many communities in South Africa. In yous i= Very badicomuman
¥illage, how would vou rate the levels of crime? Bosenyt ke bothata 2= Not very bad/ unusal
g0 dinaga tse dineshi mo SA o ka lekamsha bjang bosenyi bja me 3= Crime 15 pot @ Concenn at albrare
RARENY VA peRo, 49 = No responseddon’t koow
FF392 Would you say that the levels of orime have changed in the past 2 E = Getting Worse
vears? () kave maemo & bosenyi @ fle fetoga mo megwageng e mebedi | < = Stable/staying the same
va go fota? 3 = Getting better
99 = no psponserdon’t know
People often feel shy about speaking in public. If vou were at a | 1= Very confident and often do
community meeting (e.g. School muméiuw) h;\v’_cunﬁden;am ¥ou | 7 = Comtident but weuld need to be encousaged 10 speak oist
hat you could raise your opinion i ic? Barho ka nale diiong ge . N ; . .
that you ¢ uld £ s g o m,pfi tic? Ba ] i ,d BORS 88| 3 = Not confident at al scared to speak in public. and don't
ba bolel pele ga secshabe. Hare sseye gove o kapanong ya sesshaba o
@ ke 0 ngle tshepo vo go ntsha metutlo o ga go pele gq seshabs? | 4 =Hen thoowinot sure
Discuss then code
FF394 Neighbours often have similar problems (eg sround raising | U= Very confident and often do
chxzkdn‘:n L How mn'!"a’dent_iie you feel about offering advice to your | 2 = Cunfident but rarely offer advice
neighbour? Ganeshi baagisani banale mathata & swanage {go swana | 4 _ Noi confident st aft
le gogodisa bana). Nue b kwa o nale ishepo yo gofa maagiseni wa |~ N )
gago mavle? ’ 4 = Don’t know/not sare
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FF500 : Fire Scenarios

Imagine that your house has been completely destroyed by a fire. In this question we would like to know whether you feel you

could turn to certain people.
A re gev gore ntka ya gagy € swele loreloree ka mollo, ma dipoyjishong tse ke rava go iseba gore 6 houg o kare o kaye bokologa go ya go mang/gn batho ba bangwe.

Sittely
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Q ka kgopela ...
A B [ £
Question What o ask ... Codes " . ' w
Number - kS g £ %y | 'n oy
e - g z EE 3 EE=. %
3 2.2 ) ETPS 3% ENE A
R FE | SmE Erd TnE SN
Bz 8 22 2hy 258 AhyIRE
N =8 | FEEEsi E2g s
P =2 & =& ET 2SR 22 g8
FF301 To shelter you for two weeks while 1= Yes/ Ee
you make other long-term 2 = No / Aowa
arrangements? S .
. é , ) 99 = Don’t know
Gore ba go fe bodulo whano va dibeke tse 7 A ke tsehe
pedi, ge oxa dirg divkisherse na A RELE
lebakanyanal
FES02 To botrow 50 Rand o help you buy
some clothes after the fire?
Gore ba go adime R3O go go sk go reka
dinparo ko morage ga mollo

S i

How confident are you that you alone could raise enough money
to feed vour family for four weeks? — this could be for example
by working, selling things that you own. or by borrowing money
{from people you know or from a bank or money lender}

O kowa o nale boitshepo big gore wena 0 le rnoshi oka kgona go kgoboketsa
whelete yeo v ko Iekanago go phedishe ba leiapa lagago rekano vo dibncke tse
nne, ¢ ka ba ko po rekishg dilo tseo clego 1sag gage, go shoma goba po adima
sshelere po hatho bav oba rrebape, pobs ponkeng pobo gu bo
mochnnisaibandimishi ba rshelete)?

Codes .
Very confident/ Ke iskepa kuds

2 = It would be possible / moderately
confident / Ge ke kgonega

3= Not confident at all / Ga kens
Boishepo go sen,

9= Don’t know / Gs ke isebe.

Would vou say that your bousehold’s ability to survive this kind
of crisis is better, the same or worse as it was 2 years ago?

€ bang bokgont big go ka rswelela ga lapa lo gago disivagaiony vsa mokuta
wor go fekoone, po ywana goba go fhoga kudy go forg mengwage ¢ meraro
yago fra?

1= Better / Ksone.

2 = Same / Goaswana

3= Worse / Gog fokoga

9= Don’t kKnow / Ga ke sebe
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FF600 : Shortages.
In the past year, have you or your children ever gone without any of the following things you ‘really needed’ because of a shortage of
resources {(moneyy

Ma ngwageng wago feto, wena goba bana ba gago fe kile Ia hloka rje dingwe tja the 81 lawlage, ka lebake lo thecleio yo didivishwa 7 tshelere,

. Numnl \
FF601 Food

Diije

FF602 New clothing

Diaparc tie diswa

FE6(3 Schoot uniforms

= Never/ Aowa

i=N
) 2 = Once only / gawe feela
Diaparo tio sekolo 3=A
+

= A few times / Nako ¢ ayemane
4 = Often / Kgafersakgaferse
8 = Not applicable JA gonu sefo.
99=No0 response / ga yona karabn

EF604 Schoot fees

Tsheivee va sekoln

FF&05 Fuet (for cooking /7 heating/

Dikgong/Porafiin/muoiiagaxe bjale biale.. {go apeasgore le ruthele/fuamale )
FFoU6 Basic household items (for cleaning, cooking, sleeping)
Dinsakwa e bohlokwa ka nefong (tsa go robaia,go Mwekisha gobe o apea)
FFa07 Heatth care (Direct or transport to get to a clinic/hospital)

Tsa mapheiviclinikésepetle keauswi gaba senamelwa sa gova Clinikisepediele}

FFOOR While living in this house during the past vear has anyone fromyowr | 1 = Yes/ re

household gone to another house to ask for food or money because of | 2= No/Aowa

a shortage? 9 = No response given / A gona
My ngwageng wa o fosa ge lebe le dula letapeng le, yo mongwe ko o lelapeng o bile Laraby

@ kgopeda dijo poba shelete lelapeng e lenpwe ba hoka la thhaelelo?

FF400 : Household Dynamics
Now I'd like to ask vou some questions about vourself and vour household. ..
Ke tla rata go go botjisha dipotjisho mabapi le wena le ba lelapa la gago

FF403 | Think about the money that you bring i =Yours is the most important
into the household. How is your contribution 1o the household /
contribution viewed by: Tshelew sa gage ¢ bohlckwa
Gopndishisha ko tshelese yeo oe tisahage ke mo 2= You make seme contribution to
gae, shelere ya gago ¢ bonwa bjony ke: the household / 0 nate seabe go tse

FF404 | Think about ali the unpaid work you do to | 278we kalelapeng
support the household, such as all the 3 = Your work does not seem very
househotd chores vou do {cooking, important at all / Tsielei yagago sae
cleaning, fetching water). How is your honske ele bohlokwa
contribution viewed by: 4 = Don't know/ A ke ssebe
Gopudishiska ke meshomo yeu ce diragy go thekga 3= Not applicable because you
felapa Biake ka meshongwang va ka poe ¢o oe don’fearn an income /A4 gona selo
(ii’raiga nge le go lefodwel g0 apea, 20 hfwekisha), 9 = Not applicable for other reasons
mosiome wa gagn ¢ bonwa biang ke: *
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FF900 : Decision Making in the Home
For the following activities, do you seed o obfain anyone’s permission, or can you decide to do them yourseif? Code the one that
applies most often
Go tje dilatelago o hloka tumelelo gotswa go yo mongwe, goba o kano tsea sephetha ka bowena g odiva seo (swaya seo diregago
kgafetsa kpafetsa ).

FFa01 Make smuli purch if {e.g. some

0T YOS

clothes)
G sthekela dilwann se novane { bjake ka
dinparu;
FFO(2 Make Jarger purchases for yourself (e.2. a celf
phene)
Go ithekela difs ise kgolo {go swana ie apphicable 7/
cedphone ). Go ¢ gena

P =N
response s A
gona karabo

FFO03 Make small parchases for the household (eg. a
chicken;

Go reka diio tse nryane ise ka gae (go swana
{e xeshebo).

FF904 Make medium sized purchases for the home
«hild clothing)

Ga reka diio tse nryane wsa ka pae (diapary
tsa hana}.

FFSDs Muake large parchases for the home (furniture,
fridge)

Go reka efito wse kgolo ta lelapa {go swans le
diphahin, sersidifara

FFo06 Take your children o the clinic or huspital
Gir isha bana Cliniking/Sepedlele.

FFOO7 Visit your birth family

Go etela ba geno thap o tywerswego le bongj

FFOOR | Visit your friends in the village
Go etela Bagwera ba gago mo moiseng.
FFO09 | visit friends or relatives cutside of the villuge

Go etela meloke te bagwere ba gage ki nile
6 motse.

FFOLD | Join a credit group or cther organisation
involved with momey

Go ba leloko ia sehiopha sa kadimishano ya
disshelcte goba mokgahio woo o amamage fe
tva ditshelete

Note to Interviewer : Many of the remaining guestions ask about how things are going in relationships. When I ask about
vour ‘partner’ from tis point on, think both about the man/men you may live with at home, or others who you may see only
from time to time. These may live locally or fur away from home. Please remember that all answers will be Kept
confidential. Bontsi bja dipotsiso tseo di setsego di botsisa ka mo diro di sepelage mo dikamong tsa gago. Ge ke go botsise ka
molekane go tioga ma, gopela ka monnalbanna bao ¢ phelago le bona mo gae gobayoo bao o bonenago le bona ka lebaka
myana. Ba ka dula kgole goba kgauswi gopola gore dikarabeo tsa gage ke sephiri.
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FF9606 : SEI questions (IMAGE Women Only)
I"d like to ask you just a few questions about your experience being part of the SEF/Sisters for Life Programme.
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Qu No. Codes
FFO001 Have you gver been a member of the Small Enterprise Foundation?0 kile wa bu
leloko ke SEF? 2=No, Aowa
f No, go 1o the bottom of page 8. = No vesponse A gona darslo
FFO002 | Approximately when did vou receive your first loan from the Small Enterprise Give date {amyyyys
Foundation? 7 O kare o sonugerse neng kadimo ya gago ¥s wshelere ¥a marhomo putswa go Ei feesars
SEF?
FFO003 | Have youever had a leadership position in the SEF centre VE kaka o &ile wa ba moewa 1= Yes, 2= No, 9 = No response
mes senrhareny?
FF9004 | How many loans have you received and paid back in fudl from the Small Enterprise | Oive number/ £fa pato
Foundation? / Ke di kadimo 15 kae ssco o di sserego, tseo o setsego o 81 lefile mo go SEF?
FFO005 | What was the size of the largest loan you have paid back in fall from the Small Give valae in Rands
Enterprise Foundation? / E&a bs ke kadimo ya bokae € kgulo yeo o sersege o ¢ lefile?
FFO006 | Did you attend the 10 formal training sessions called “Sisters for 1 = T atended atf of e wesions £ Ku moke
Life” {"health tatks’, that huppened before certificates were given 2 = § atended half or more than 5aif of the sessions /
out}?/ E ka ba ¢ ile wa ba gona mo go di karvelo tse lesome tsa Seripagare goba ka gedim
thiahio ya tsa m(zphc!r) ¢ 'Sisters for Life'? Tseo di bilego gona pele 3 = T atfended Joss than batt of the sexsions # Ka thass g6
go abiva ditifikel SPRLErS ,
4=} attenided none of the sessions/ Lejoln
FEOOO7 | Did you receive a centificate at the end of the 10 formal training sessions called i= Yes, 2= No, 9 = Nu response
“Sisters for Life” [ thealth tatks' [/ £ &a ba o kile wa amogefa setifikeiti mafolelong « o
thublo yeo yu ixt muphelo
For each of the following statements mark the approprinte code/ Mo di potsisong
e dilatelago swava karabo yeo e nepgelsega
FFO008 | The trainers were well informed and knew a lot about the subjects 7 Bahlahli ba be
e
banute tsebo yven e tseneletsego mubapi le tseo ba bego ba di bolela
- - - = - —~ P N = ! stronely sures / Ko dignedi bads
FFO009 | 1felt uncomfortable with some of the topics / Ga se ka ibetls ka txe dingwe 1sa 1= bstoongly aygree / Ke dimelss it
dithuto 2=l agree £ Ke g dunele
o0 p " y T 3 3= 404
FFYDI0 | 1felt fike T had the chance to participate and ask questions if T wanted to/ Ke ikwels Fdwsugree / Kz & gane »
ke hwersa nako ya go fsea karolo le go botsisa dipotsise. = Esimngly "‘Mgm/ & gana Kudu
FFO011 | licarned nothing new / Ga se ka ithuta selo se siswa
FFO012 | The training has had a major impact on my life / THahlo veo ¢ bife le khuetso ¢ kgolo
nto bo phelong bja ka
FFO013 | 1often spoke of what 1learned in the training to family and friends outside of the
meetings £ Ke hbwa ke bolela ka rseo ke ithutifego tsona le ba lelapa le bugwera bao ¢
sego maloko o SEF
FFO0I4 | The people in my loan group support me when Tam having probloms 7 Mudoko
selilopa saka ba nthekaga ge ke nale mathate
FFOOI5 | IF YES (1 or 2 to FFO014), how would you = Help with financial issues / Ba nthusa ka dirshelere

best deseribe the type of support members
of the group provide to you? Ye ele gore (1

B = Advice with business issues 7 Maele ka rsa kpwebo

or 2 to FEO14} o ka hlalosa bjang thekgo

C = Advice with persoaal issaes / Magle tsa bopheln

veo ba ge fago vons

Mark al} tiat apply

I = Other material support (e food, clothing)/ Tye dingwe ma dilo go swasa fe

dije diapare

{1=Yes, 2=No, 3=Not applicable}

E = Emotional support (Jove, caring, fiendship)/ Thekgo vo maikori (leratws,

shickomete, segweral

¥ = Other / tse dingwe

- We would like m know about your expeﬂance. :

ince ‘cmiﬁmé, were awaxded atthe

ketba a

FF9016 Hau you ever attended a natural leaduxhx;\ xmrkshop in Bushbmknd ge? /B i= Yes, 2= No, 9 = No sesponse
kile wa yo workshopony Bushbuckridye ya boetapele?
FFO017 | Have you ever attended a naweal leaders meeting, not held in Bushbuckridge¥E kaba | 1= Yes, 1= Mo 9 = No response

o kile wa va kopanong va buctapele ¢ sego Bushbuckridge
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SEF Questions continued ...

bt no iestions,, We wonld fike 16.ask YOI abaul Your center
For each of the following statemeénts inavk the appropriate dode.

sactivities:

FFO0i8 | I was active in frying to formulate and do an “action plan”™ with my centre / Ke e ke I=Tstrangly agree / K¢ dumein kidy

nele mufolotolo go bopu le go tsweletsa polane yeo e ka divagalago via

FFO019 | I participated in the activities organised by my centre in our village and local area/ d=1disagres S Ke & gana
Ke tsere karolo go merore vee e beakan sswego ke senthara ya reng le budidi bamo | 4= swongly disagree/ Ke gora iuds
mgeng

FF9020 | 1think my centre was successful in trying to change things in our village through s
action plans / Ke nagana gore sexthara ya rem ¢ Isweleletse ka go leka go ferola dito
O RGEEHE Vel ROSSO

FFR021 | Are you currently a member of the Small Enterprise FoundationZE | 1= Yes, 2= No. 9 = No rsprase
kaba ke wena leloko la SEF. I NO go o FO026. NG e

FFO022 | Of the tast 4 scheduled SEF centre meetings, how many have you Giive number
personally attended¥Mo i kopanong tse 4 tsa SEF tsa mufelele, ¢ ku
ba ke tse kae tseo o beng o le gona?

FFO023 | If less than 4, for how many of those meetings you missed did you Gizve aumber
send an apology letter¥ Ge e ke gore di ka tluse ga 4, ke tse kae tsec o
rometsego lengwalo la go phophotha?

FFO024 | If less than 4: {or how many of those meetings you missed, did you Give number
send 4 representative who is not a SEF member to represent you¥Ge
cle gore dika tase ga 4. ke ditepano tse kae 1seo o orometsego
moemedi esego leluko la SEF gore a go emate?

FFO023 Some people find staying with the SEF/SL A=Had frouble keeping up with ropayments / O bife e bothaw bin go parede sebslo

programme very chatlenging. What do you think B st oo b S Lesokomse Iy godine budn

were the biggest challenges you faced? Baskho ha
bangwe ba hwetsa gove goba leloka la SEF fe

CT=Meetings tos long! Kopani e ¢ el

D=Didny’t g

w2 with members of my group/ O sopane e micloke g sehiaps sa 3080
¥ E 3 7 BER

hahic yo a maphefo ke thiceo, E ka ba o nagana

gore tihatle ¢ kgols yeo oflege wa lebana Je yora ke | E= Dida't got along with nemibess of my ven

€} fapane le maike @ senthors

e’ F=probkens at bome with my panses? O bife fe buthora sae fe molifony

Ask each individually

G probiene at home with other family reembess’ O bile be boshare goe maloko 7 lelape

1=Yes/Ee

H= Death or #lness i bowschold! Lefuebodweest ka felapeng
2= No¥ duwa

J= Drdw"e ke the SIL waining Ga se ¢ refe dhehlo va s maphelo

9 = No respanse / not applicable

K= (rher ¢ Toe dingwe

FFO026 | If NO, when did you stop being a member of SEFY Ge e le gore Give dute {munvyyyy)
aowa, o Hogetse neng goba leloke la SEF
FF9027 | When vou stopped atiending SEF meetings, did you owe them any 1= Yes/ e
remaining money Y Ge o Hogelu goba leloke la SEF o be o sa nale 2= No Aows
sekoloto
FFOO28 Give the main Rasons you smpped bciug a A<Had frouble keeping up with mpaymoens & 0 bife & batham bia go parela seblo
member of the Small Enterprise Foundation /| Bointerast wo bigh 7 Laskotse Je gadina kudi
E fa lebaka leo le divilego gore o tlogele go C=Muetings to0 long/ Kopanc ¢ ic ¢ selele
ba feloko la SEF. D=Didt pet aleng wish members of my group/ O fapane ¢ maloho o sehlops sa gogy

sk each individuoally

é Yas/e F= Dida't got along w ith members of my contse f O fapane fe maioke g senthars
= g (<

2= No / Aowa Feproblems at home weh oy pastner’ O 8o o borlenra gee le molikane
9 = No response £ nnt appl icable $im prabiemy st home with otber family members® O bile fe borfans goe mnivde ¢ kiapa
i= Dewth or Hiness 10 bowsehold! Ledusboiwersi ka lelapeng
1= Dide't ke the ML wainingf G 3¢ o raw tthabio va e maphelo

= didn't need SEF loans any more £ O be o sesn avabka ditadbne we dingwe

Fi=Ciber / Tre dingwe

FF9029 | In general, how would you rate your partner’s | 1= ;f;r; x‘jﬁwa;fi“ﬂ ; @ mpha thok g ¢ g
) L e e 2 = Difficuht 2¢ €irst, but acw supponive /

support for you joining SEFY Ka kekareise o | o0 :f‘“»' T ey sippone ¢

kare thekgo go tswa go molekane wet gago g6 | 3= Not supportive =t 58/ Ga ana shisige & enivane

o tseny mo go SEF ke u kae? 4= He dida’t care § Ga qnn fe tswe

8= Dot knewd! Ge ke 1ebe

99 = No pariper/not applicable £ Ge &0 6 medekani/ ge gona selo

o boihar carg ka merage 6 mpda

Interviewer : If the rexpondent is eligible for the Young Person’s Questionnaire, this interview is now complete. Go to the front
page and complete this. If not eligible, turn the page and complete pages 9-16.
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FF9160 : Conumuication on HIV 7 AIDS
Have you spoken to ...
B C D E F
Question | In the last 12 months Codas
Tyssvsh ® <4 3
Number Have you spoken about ... w o 5. & O
L SE g 2 3 2 2
TERW ERy | 3 £ 3 R
M dikweding tse 12 o kile wa bolela ka ... SEEH ceC |8 § " = g5
Z gaz ] 28 c 5 2
SEE Rt s £3 :
E g ELE ] £EZ Sy
- & =23 ) ow S &% ]
FFOEOL | Sex. and sexuality in general

Thobalane ka kakaretso

I Now go 1o YYBIOS,
If Yes, In any of the conversations you huwd with this peeson did you

talk about.

FFOI02A Abstinence or reducing numbers of partners! G Ha
thebalana guba go fokotse balukane

FFOL2E Body changes (menstruation, puberty ete.}/ Plvrogova
mmely dehiapay applicahiz f e
Pregnancy or birth control 7 Gy ima gobg ge laoia pelegi ;i();i -

FEMO2D Condom use 7 Tshomiso vo di condim £ A gona karabe
FEROCE STDs ox HIV in general f Mabsersi a go ferelo ke thobalone
SHIV
PHROCE Preventing BIV / Go shereletsa kgahianong tsa HIV
FEROZ0 Getting tested tor HIV 7 Ge dira diteko ssa HIV
FERIGS I peneral, how did these 1= You planed it/0 &¢ ya kantse
discussion start? Ka kakaretso o 2=The other person came to me/
e A . ) . Mathe o Hike go ana
kare dipoledisano tse dithomile Sl s s Fitos b
A 3=It just happesed 7 o filn direga
bjang: $o=Don "t know ¢ not apphicable 7 Ga
ke tswbe
FREag In the conversations mentioned = Very combornable / Go lekologa ka
above did vou generally feel Kuds .

o L R 2 = Comforiable [ (o ik
comfortable discussing these 3 = A link anssre of myself? A kena
issues? / Mo i poledisano rsa ka | bowete bja )
godimo o be o € kwa o lokologite? '1’{1 ; !im' unfomfortable f Ke ba ke
~ " 3 R

RO At any point in the last 12 months have you t=Yes/fie -
sought advice on any issues relating to sex I-Nojdmm
i . i B T T 3 = Not applicable / o
sexuality HIV, condoms etc O &ife wa kgopels ¢ gona
dikefesso mabapi fe diraby sseo di amanage le ¥ = No sesponse £4
whobolano, HIY, condoms, bjale bjale. . sona karabo

Y06

sexuality? Ka gae o dwa o lokologile g0 ka boledishana ha dirabg mabapi le
thobalano?

In your houschold. do you feel *free’ fopen to discuss issues of sex and

1=Yes/ Ee
2= No/ Aowa
99 = Don't know / A ke tsebe

In your household, has communication around sensitive issues hke
relationships or sex changed over the last year? Ko gae, poledishann
mabopi Iz wsa thobatane ¢ feroglte moe mpwageng wa go fera?

| = Basier/ Bonole

2 = More Difficult ¢ Boima kudu

3 = Stayed about the same /A gona kurabo
99 = Don't know / 4 ke 13ebe

i How ofd were you when your parents / guardians fiest tatked w you | Give age/ £fa m"”»l%’ waga
about sex ¢ be o nale mepgwagt ¢ me kae ge barswadi / bahlokomedi ?g‘ = Never }aikc‘i ! A se nke ba bolels
bagego bo botedishana le wena fa murhomo ka ise dobateno.? 99 = Don't know of don't remember
PR

From which sources (people, places or things) have vou learned most
about HIV/AIDS? / Ekaba ke kue mo o hweditsego tsebe {batho,
lefelo, dito} mo o hweditsege fysebo mabapt le HIVIAIDS?

Do not read out options. Record all mentioned. O seke wo bala di
karabo. Swave ka moka tseo di bolatswego?

(13 = Mentioned 2} = Not meationed

Y=Radio 7 X ye fomeva

2=TV { Foleldsind

ewspapers { magazine / Kuraneg

4=Pamphlets /

3 N
S=h wkers { Ba kel

prowns’ Sefdops sa dbadumedi

F=The classroom § Sekolana

{=Community axetings /Kopana v sersiiobs

G=Friends/ Bakgorsi

10="Parents / Barswadi

Vi=Hrothers / sisters A Dikgaeswedi

{2=Cibey relatives § Ha melpko

{3=Work place / Mosckomany

14=None
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FF9200 : Risk perception and community action

Ee

FF712 Have you ever thought about your own porential risk of HIV / 1= Yes/
AIDS? 2= No/ Aowa
O kile wa nagana gore okaba kotsing va go fetelwa ke HIV/AIDS? 8 = Don’t Know /! & ke tsebe
99 = No Response / A gona karubo
FF703 In the tast 12 months have you felt like vou wanted to do anvthing to | 1= Yes/ Ee
decrease your risk of infection with HIV? = No/ Aowa
Dikgweding tse 12 tsa go fete o kile wa bwa o kare vka diva se 99 = No response given ! A gona karabo
sengwe go fokotsa kgonagalo va ge feselwa ke HIV?
EF706 in the last 12 months have you tried to do anyihing to decrease your 1=Yes/Ee
risk of infection with HIV? 2=No/Aowa
Dikgweding tse 12 tsa go fera o kile wa leka go dive se sengwe go 99 = No response given / A gona karabo
Jokorsa kgonagalo ya go fetelwea ke HIV?
FE707 H YES, I = Abstain from sex / Go ia thobalune
What did youttv to do 2 2 = Have less partners / Go ba le palo € nyvenyane ya bulckane
Ge ele gore go bjula, O lekile 3 = Used a condom for the first time / O shomishitse condom lu mathome
— - Y
eng: 4 = Used a condom more often / O shomishisse vomndom ka mehla

{Do not read out st}

{0 se bale tseo di
ngwadibvego]

Mark (13 il mentioned
Mark (2) if not mentioned

3 = Tried talking to partner/ O lekile go boledisana le molekane

& = Encouraged partner (o be faithful 7 O kloblele ditse molekane gore a tshepegate
7 = Asked partner to use condoms with other partners 7 O kgopetse molekane go
somisa condoms le bulekane bu bangwe ko wele

9 = Be faithful 1o vne partner / Ge ishephagalela molekane o tee

& = Other / Tse dingwe
99 = No response / A gona karabo

FE708 How successfully do vou feel you wese able to change V= Very successfully / Kgonne kudu
your life in the ways that you wanted ? 2 = Quite successially / kgonne
G kwa o kgonne go fihla kae. ko go ferola bophelo bjo 3= Noi very successfully { kgonne ga nyvenvane
gego gore bo be ka tselu eo o nyakugo bo ebu ku yonu? 4 = Not at all / Paletswe
99 = No response / a gona karabe
FF709 HNO, I = Hadn't thought about 1t { ga se we nagana ka yona
Why not? 2 =Don’t feel | am at risk/ gue bone gole bohlckwa
{Do ot read owt hist] 3 = Find difficult to change my behaviour / O hwetsa go le boina go ferolu

mokgwa we go phela

4 = Find it hard to change partner’s bebaviour
8 = Other / Tse dingwe
99 = No response

Ge ele gore gago bjalo,
Efir mabaka a tshitege

FF713 If yis were to consider vour risk of HEV now now would vou consider ¥ = High / Godimo
yoursell at hizh, medivm, Jow or no risk av alt of HIV 7 AIDS 2 = Medivm 7 Magareng
Ge o leblelerse patsisha ela ga Bjale, ¢ bong kowsi yago re o fuietwa ke I=Low! Fase
HiVele godimo,magoreny, fase goba ga o bone kosi? 4 = Norisk 7 4 goua Lotss

99 = N response / A gona karabo

Far cach of the following statements mark the appropriate code

=1strongly agree

Fru2m People m my village do not beliove that AIDS is hese / Bathe 2 ma nageng va | 2= agree
06 gexso ga ba tshepe gore AIDS ¢ gong 1 =1 disagree

4 =Tstrongly disagree

FRO202 People in my village are not doing much to fight HIVAIDS 7 Basho be mer
napeny ¥@ gesio g6 ba some kudu po hvarrshe HIVAIDs

FF710 in the past 2 years, have you participated in a megting. march, rally or
gathering around HIV/ATDS awareness? O kife wa wseq karolo magwaniony f=Yer/ Fe
guha kepanong yogo tebagatsa HIVAAIDS wo mengwageng ¢ 2 ya go feta? 2=Noldowa
FE7HL Have you ever been involved in the organization of such 2 meeting or & = Don't Know 7 A ke tsebe
zathering? O kife wa tseq karelo thadagonyong yo kupane yeo? 99 = No Response / & gona karabo
FRO20 Before wiking o me today, had you hoard of RADAR or SEF? Pele ga ge o I= RADAR only
Boleia lenng lehono, o e wa kwa ka ga RADAR goba SEF 2= SEF only

3 = Heard of buth
4 = Heard of neither
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1 don’t want to know the resuit, but have you {=Yes/Ee
ever had an HIV tost? 2= NaiAdoua
A ke nyake go tseba dipoelo, efela okile wu ya 499 = Nop Response / 4 gona karubo
direkong tsa HIV?
R713A | IF NO, = Never thought about it
Why not? 2 =Don’t think I am af risk
Ge ole aowa, ke ka lebake la eng 3 = Fear of stigma/consequences of a positive result
Read the list and ask the person to pick the 4 = Don't know where to get it
ONE ANSWER that most closely resembles 3 =1 don’t think there is any advantage to getting tested
their personal situation. 6 = [ am afraid to know
7 = Other # Tse dingwe
99 = No response! 4 gona karabo
FFZI3B | §p vES. 1 = Voluntary counselling and testing/ Diteka tsu boithuopo
Did vou voluntarily undereo the HIV 2 = Tested because a doctor/nurse sugaested W Q ife ditekong ka febaka
:L oy e uI:) an 7 “‘“; N have the {a gore ngaka goba mooki a akantse seo
(“ﬂf-.mv WeTe you requized to nave the 3 = Insurance related testing 7/ Ditekong ka lebaka lu insurance
testy 4 = Employer related testing / Ditekong ba febaka la mosomo
O ithaopite go diva diteka goba o 3 = Antenatal testing / Ditekong ka lebaka la boimana &liniking
gapeiswe ga dira seo ? 6 = Othet Tse dingwe
99 = No responsel A gona karabe
FFZ13C | 1R YES, 1=Yes/Ee
D =" .
Please do not 1l me the f'esuk. but did you find 5().:\;3 ; ;fi;;n\t 7 4 gonet karabe
out the result of your test? -
Ke kgopela gare ose mpotse dipoelo, efeka okile
wa hwmana dipoelo fse gago mabapi le teko ya
Hiv?
FFIID | 1F VES. i = Within The Past Year/ Ngwageng wa go feta
. P 2 = Between 1-2 Years f Magavenyg ga 1-2 va mengwage
When did you have vour most recent HIV test? 3 = Botween 2-4 Yours / A/Ia,fmren; ;{“ 34 ‘ :a mm;u}{ »
Ke neng la mafelelo mo o divilego diteko tsa 4 = More Than 4 Years Ago ! Mengwaga ve 4 ya go feta
HiV? 8 =Don't Know / A ke rsebe
499 = No Response / 4 gong karabo
FI3E | 1F YES. i = The clinic that I susally use {or minor health problems
Where did you go for HIV testing? § ;S:;:;:;ﬁi;i?g community in this region
Ge ele Ee, O dirile diteko kue? 4 = Chinic or hospital in another region
5 = Prvate GP
& = Other
99 = No response
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FF9400 : Societal Norms
In this community and elsewhere, people have different ideas about families and what is acceptable behavior for men and women
in the home. T am going to read you a list of statements. Firstly, I would like you to @2l me if you feel the statement agrees with
what is generally accepted in your culture. Then I wilt ask you about vour own opinion. There are no right or wrong answers.
Mo setshabeng sa mo le ditsfiabeng 1se dingwe, batha ba nade dikgopelo i1se fapamage ke malapa Je gore ke eng seo s¢ amagelegago mahishwarong a banng le basa
di ka ma goe. Ke tlo go belela tseo di latela go. Ga poele ke do yata gore o mpotse gore e dunglelana le mafike q go ve 0 yetsv 56 geno. Ke moka ke sla ¢o
botsitse go ya ba kzopole ya paze. A gona karabe va nrete goba ya maake.

Cuestion . It is culturally In your own opinion,
Number avcepted that ... du you agree that..,
Gy ya ka seifo; goa Gy vz ket weng, 0 6
dhmnelelepa pore.. dumelaamogels
gore..
FFRO1 A wonan shoald do most of the household chewes (cocking, cleaning).

even if the husband s not working
Mosadi v swanetse ke go diva meshomo kamoka va ka gae( go
fbwekisho, go apeq... dege molekane wa gagwe ale gona?

FF8(2 1f a man has paid obola. it means that his wife must always obey him.
Ge monna o nshitse magadi, Seo sera gore mosedi wo gagwe o 1=Azme/
swaredwa ke go Mo theelersa / obamela ke mehla? Drumeleinna
FFRO3 If a wonn asks her hushand 1o use a condom, she §s being disrespectiul 2 = Disagree /
o her husband Ganana
S . . = Don’ PA ke
Ge mosadi a kgopela muolekane wa goywe g0 shomisha condom nakong 9 = Don'tknow / A ke
g thobalone, e sera gore ga ang tlomphs ¥ tehe
FF804 If a woman asks her husband (o use a condom it means that she must be
sleeping around with other men
Ge mesedi a kgopela mplekane wo gagwe go shondsha condom nakong
vg thubalans, se serg gore g kano ba g robalane i bangwe bawle?
FFR3U3 A muan needs to have many wxual partners, and the wife must jast wierate
this
Monne aswaneise goba fe dinyaii, gomme mosadi wagagwe a kgoilele
se?
FFRO8 A woman should never divorce her husband, no matter what happens
Mosadi ga o swaneia go Malatiogele motekane wa gegwe Ie ge go ka
diregn eng.
H is aceeptable for'a marcied woman m rd’me to-have sex
'mth her hiishandd it :
Goraka wena, go & ambgelega gor¢ m(mz:iz £ G RVOLTWERO & sane z;z; i
robalang o mwlckane wa papwe :
FFRO7 She doest 't wan to
A sa nyake.
Ho refuses to tse 3 conde 1=Agmel
FF808 o refuses touse a condom Dumeleiana
Ge a pena g0 shomisha condom 2 = Disagree
FER09 Sha is angry because he has other gilfriends Ganona
Ge o kigopizhizswe ke gore o aale dinvarsi, @ = Don'tknow/ A ke

tsehe
FFR10 She is worried he aay have AIDS

Ge g belaetn gove o pale A1DS.
In your opin

 hiswifeif:

| Go voka wene monns o nala mobakia & mae‘ekatw waghewe pe i

FFG401 | She refuses to have sex with him /A gona go rebalana e vena L= Agree/
Dpwlelana

3 " A ; = Disagroe/

FF9402 She asks hins oy use 2 condon {4 makgopela gore o shomishie condim Conna
9= Don't know / A &e

FFO403 | He finds our that she has been unfaithful / Ge a humane gore ga a taebe

tshepege

FF9404 | Disagrees with im in public / Ge a ganana le vena gare ga bathe
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living with HIV?
Ake nyake go tseba gore ke mang . efelt go yu tsebo ya gago go nule mothe yo a
phelage le HIV ka mo gae?

FFI301 | Do you think that a healthy-fooking person can be infected with HIV, = Yes/ Ee
the virus that causes AIDS? 1=No/Aowa
, . | 8=Don't Know /A ke tsebe
Ge o nagana motho wa lebelelega a phelegile a ka ba ana le HIV, nwatsi | ey g
¢o e hiolago AIDS? 99 = No Response / A gona
' i karabo
2 : : . . R - = Yos</ E,
FFOS02 | Can a pregnant woman infected with HIV transmit the virus to her = Yes/ ke
unborn child? 2=No/Aowu
, ; . 8= Don't Know / A ke tsebe
Mosadi vo a le go mmeleng gomme a wsenwe ke HIV aka fetishetsa 8 = Don’t Know /A ke tsebe
A y > p 99 = No Response / 4 gona
nwatst ngwaneng yoo a sego a belegwa ? <
i i b kurabo
FF9303 | Would you be willing to share a meal with a person you knew had HIV L=Yes/ Ee
or AIDS? 2= No/fAowa
I . 8= Don't Know / A ke rsebe
Oka ikemisetsa go kopanela dijo le motho vo o tsebago gore o nale 99 = No Reinn%eli A opna
HIV/AIDS ? T oD TERERELA S
karabo
FFO504 | If 4 relative of yours became il with HIV. the virus that causes AIDS, b= .Yesi e
wounld you be willing to care for him in your household? 3 =No/ Aowe
Ge ¢ mongwe wa lefoko fo geno aka 1senwa ke HIV, pwatst ea ¢ iolago AIDS o ka kgona 8= D‘zn LKnow /A ke tsebe
go mo hlvdomela ka me gae? 99 = No Response / 4 gone
karabo
FFO305 | 1r you knew a shopkeeper or food seller had the HIV virus, would you 1= Yes/ ke
buy food from them? 2=No/ Aowa
— . A F A L fon
Ge obe vka 1seba gore marekishi febenkeleng goba morekishi wa dijo o ryenwe ke rwasi 8= Da:n L Know /4 ke tsebe
ye HIV, obe o ka reka dijo g bona? 99 = No Response / 4 gona
karabo
FF9506 | [f 2 member of vour family became il with HIV, the virus that causes = Y‘?\i Ee
AIDS, would you want them to keep it a secret and not telf anyone else? 2=No/ Aava
Ge ¢ mongwe wa feloka fa yenn aka tsenwa ke HIY, tvasi eo ¢ Bliduga AIDS v kg 8 = Don’t Know /4 ke tsebe
kganyoga gore ebe sephiri. ba se botse nwtho? 99 = No Response / 4 gona
karabe
FF701 Tdon’t want 1o know who. but do you know of anyone who is infected with HIV | 1 = Yes, But Not A Friead or
or who has died of AIDS? Relative [ Ee, efela esego
A I g5 cEeske
A ke nyake go tseba gore ke mang, efe la go na le motho o o mo tsebago a na le Zlig‘j( .m _‘g(‘;bg !‘. ‘f’ 9 e .
A . g ; 2= Yes, Friend Or Relative / e,
go HiV gobu yo a hlokofetse go ka AIDS? o ) .
et e U e mogwera goba leloka
If No, go to NEXT PAGE 3=No/Aowe
Gie e fe gowa ¢ ya go letfoka tea & latela go. & =Don’t Know / 4 ke rsebe
99 = No Response/ 4 gona
kurubo
FF702 I don’t want to know who, but to your knowledge, is anvbody in vowr household | 1 =Yes/ Ee

2= No/Aewg

8= Don't Know 7 4 ke tsebe

90 = No Response / A4 gona
karabo
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FF9600 : Partnership relationships If ANSWERED NO (2} TO

When two people are in a relationship, they usually share both good and bad moments. I would now like to ask you some
questions about your relationship/s and how you are treated. If anyone interrupts us [ will change the topic of conversation. |
would again like to assure you that your answers will be kept secret, and that you do not have 1o answer any questions that you do
not want to. May I continue?

Ge batho bababedi ba nyalong goba ba dula g mwmwgo. ba nale go kopanela dile ihe boise le the mpe. Ga bjaie ke ta raia g0 yo botjisha mabapi fe dikomans
sebakeng sa bjote, le ko moo malekane wa gago o go phedishago ka gona. Ge vo mengwe 6 re tseneds ke da ferosha Moge v6 taba, ga pe ke rata gow boda gore
dikarabo ko moke teo 0 mphago donag ¢ ta ba sephird le gore gao gapeletywe go arabe dipotiivhe tieo o 3a ratege go & araba. Nia 1owela pele?

He encouraged you to participate in something outside of
the home that was only for vour benefit {ie. women’s
group, church group}

A go hlehiviessa go rsea karcdo go se sengwe 39 tseo di diregags me
motseng, eseo ka gare ofvta dinaly mohola go wena feln (Sehiopha sa
kereke, Sefiophasa basadii

"FF1001

FF1002 | He asked vour advice about a difficuit issue or decision

Keopele Dikelerso goiswa go wena mabepi le sephorho se boima goba L= ch { ke
ditaba tse botham. 2 = No/ Aewa
TN
FF1003 | He kept vou from seeing your friends ? o= :_\‘Qt
" applicable / Ga e
Leka po po thibela/sanersa go bonana e bagwera ba vaga. cong
FF10D4 | He restricted your contact with your family of birth? 99 = No
Leka o go tubelodcanersa go baporelabunana le meloko va gevw, Respm‘nse fa

< s . . . cona karaba
FF1003 [ He insisted on knowing where you are at all times 7 £ i

Capelesss go tseba La mesepeln va gagn ka mefia,

FF1006 | He wanted you o ask permission before seeking health
care for yourseif 7

Nvaha gore ka mehln o kgopele tumelelo go vena pele ga ge oka nyale
thusho ya tsa maphelo.

FF1007 | He insulted or humiliated you in front of other people?

Go blupaolafroga poba ago nvenyefatja pele ga butho,

FF1008 | He boasted about girlfriends or brought them home?
Fepanesha ka batiobo/dinvassi tsa sagwe goba o ba tlisha ke e,

FF100% | He tried to evict you from the home?
Leka go go resha’raka a mo goe,



file:///aiaba

199

Rural AIDS and Development Action Research Programumne
Sekhkhuneland IMAGE Study

FF9600 Continned ...

FF1010

your partner?

engwe?

Are you able o spend yowr money/savings how vou want
yourself, or do you have to give all or pant of the money to

G kgona go shomisha mogolosishelete yva gage ka mo go
ratang wena gobu o swanchva ke efa molekane wa gago

3 = Give all to hushand fpariner 7 Ke efa mnlekane ku

maoka.

99 = Does not have savings/carnings / A ke amogefe
selo

FF1011 Has your partner ever taken your earnings or [ 1= Never/ aowu
savings from you against your will? 2 =Once or twice/ gatee goba gubedi
IF YES: Hus he done this once or twice, several 3 = Many times / all of the
times or many times? timelgansthifku mehla
Afar molekane wa gage o kile a ijea 1shelete ya 96 = Does not have
gago kantle go temelele ya gago? Ge ele gore go | wavingyearing¥ake amogele selo
bjedo, O dirife seo makga o makae?
FF1012 | He pushed you or shoved you?
O kile a go kgurametsa ka matla
FF1013 | He hit you with his fist or with something else that could hun you?
O kile ago betha ka matsoge goba ka se sengwe 500 se ka go P=Yes/ Ee
kweshago bohloko. 2= Nof Aowa
- — N - 49 = No Response /
FF1014 Hc} phyazcagly forced you to have sexual intercourse when vou did | 4 gona karabo
not want 10? O go gapeleiise thobalino o sa raie.
FF1015 You had sexual intercourse when you didn’t want to. because you
were afraid of what be might de if vou said no?
O rabalane le yena ¢ sa rare, ele ge o tshaba seo d ka go dirago
sona ge o ka gana
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FF9700 : Response to Experience of Abuse

ONLY COMPLETE these questions if the answer to FF1012B or FFI013B was YES. / BOTJISHA dipotjishe tse ge fela
karaba Go FFIGI2B gaba FFI013B ebe ele Ee.

You might have taken a number of actions in response to the things you have just told me about, and T want to ask you now about
what you did.
Oba nuba o nale magmoimaspa 6 o ¢ terege kgahlaneng e tec w bego v mpogia gona, ke ta rain ge weba fa gee v di divilega.. ..

1=No One/ 4 gona e 8=Neighbours / Ba-agishane.

FF1101 | In the past 12 months who have
vou told about the physical | 2=Friends / Bagwera G=Police / Maphodisa
violence? 3=Parents / Bauswadi 10=Ductor / Hoalth Worker 7 Ngaks #
Mo dikgweding tie 12 0 bodise | 4=Brother Or Sister/ BusiSesi Maoshomedi we isa maphelo
mang ka tihosishego eo? S=Uncle Or Aunt/ 1 1=Priest / Morui
DO NOF RFAD OQUT LIST Malome/Raekgadi. 12= Social worker or Counselior /
10 SE BALE LENANEGO § Madirela leaga
MARK ALL MENTIONED G=Husband / Partner's Family / 13=Local Leader / Moetapele motseng
{SWAYA KA MOKA TSEOQ Ba gabe molekane wagago. 14=0ther 7 Bo bangwe
BOLETSWEGO! T=Children / Beng

PROBE: Anyone else? "
FF1102 | In the last 12 months have you ever left vour own home, even if only | Give Number of times
for one night, because of what he might do to you? Mo di kgweding rse | Ela pals ya makga.

12 o kile wa tlogela lopa la gago, e ge e be ¢ le bosego Bio bo ree, ka
lebaka la seo a ka go dirago soma? 00 = Never left /A s¢ ske

IF YES, How many times in the past vear?
Ge ele gore go bjado, ke makga @ makae mo ngwageng wa go feta

FF1103 | IF YES {=Her Relatives / Meluko va geno
Where did vou go the last time? 2=His Relatives / Mefoke ya moiekane wa gage
Ge ele gore go bjate, J=Her Friends / Neighbours / Bagwera /Roagishane
O lle kae le mafeledo” d=Hotel 7 Lodgings / Hoteleng "Majelong a go hivishws
MARK ONE N

S5=Church / Temple 7 Kereke

ISWATA ETEE FELAT t=Shelter § Moo aka henanage bosshabelo gona.
F=Other ! Tse dingwe
FF1104 Number Of Pays (If Less Than One Month) / Efa palo va marjatii {ge ese
How long did you stay away the Egwedi) ___Duays
fast time? Number Of Months (I One Month Or More)/ Efo paio va dikgwedi { ge ehaba

kpwedi gohe go forr} Mos.
3 tsere leboka Ie fe kae o sepeiseilogile
fa mafelals 9% = Left Partner/Did Not Return / Became separated or divorced
RECORD NUMBER OF DAYS
OR MONTHS

FF1105 | I Returned, Why did vou | 1=Didn’t Want To Leave Children/ ¢ 7=Family Said To Return / 8a

Code

return? sa nyake go togela bong felapa borile o boelele
Ge ele gore o bovletse, Ke ka leboka la | 2=Sanctity Of Marriage / Bokpethwa bja 8=Forgave Him/ 0 mo lebalerse
eng o boetetse? lenyalo 9=Thought He Would Change /

3=For Sake Of Family / Children / £ gopotse gove ¢ da feroga

Bakeng sa bang / Lelopa 10=Threatened Her / Children /
MARK ALL MENTIONED 4=Couldn’t Support Children/ Q shirws O tshosheditse wonathana

kego fepa bana t1=Could Not Stay There
[SWAYA KA MOKA TSEO DI S=Loved Him / Obe ome rag {Where She Went}/ 0 Lase keone
BOLETSWEGO] 6=He Asked Her To Go Back /0 g0 dula mon,

kgupeife gore o boefe go yena 12=0ther f Tse dingwe.

Interviewer : Now go back and complete the front page of this interview
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