
CHAPTER 8

A SCREEN METHODOLOGY FOR THE APPROACH

This is  a methodology th a t uses socio logical approach. I t s  a 
screen for the qu an tita tiv e  s ta t ic  model. The aim of using i t  is  to double check the re su lts  from the above mentioned model.

8 .1  A b i l i t y  to  f in a n c e
There is  no su b -c la ss if ic a tio n  of the variab les into the 

various sub-components. Rather, the sub-components are lumped together 
and an absolute value used for arriv ing  a t decisions. The explanations 
below about the variab les w ill make th is  point very c lea r . The cu t-o ff 
points used for the variab les below are for the same reasons as sta ted  
in the design of the quan tita tiv e  model.
H ousehold  income

Instead of dividing i t  into 4 sub-groups, an absolute figure 
of #2,000.00 monthly is  used as the cu t-o ff po in t. Values from 
#2,000.00 above means positive  for ATF and below #2,000.00 negative for 
ATF.
E xp en d itu re  on food  and h e a lth  care

An assumption is  th a t both of them represent the cardinal basic 
needs requirement of a household, and adding them together gives an 
idea on how much a household spends on i t s  basic need. For expenditure 
on food, values from #1,000.00 above is  p o sitiv e , and for expenditure 
on health  care #200.00 above is  p o sitiv e .
Ownership o f  farm land or house w ith  z in c  roo f

Ownership of any property in the group mentioned above is  
p o sitiv e  for ATF and without property negative.
S av in g s

Recognition is  not given to the amount of savings. Rather, i t  
is  assumed th a t whoever has some savings has some measure of a b i l i ty .  
The presence of any type of savings is  positive  for ATF.
D e c is io n  C r i t e r ia :

The c r i te r ia  is  used to express ATF in  terms of e ith e r positive  
or negative.

Less than 50% of the number of households surveyed fa llin g  into  
any category is  used as the cu t-o ff point for low a b i l i ty ,  since i t  is  
less  than h a lf and obviously s ig n if ie s  fa ilu re . What i t  means is  th a t 
p o sitiv e  scores below 50% for any variab le signals low ATF, as viewed
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from the perspective of th a t p a rtic u la r  variab le.
50 to 70% positive  values for each variable measured from the 

households fa llin g  in to  any category is  used for middle a b i l i ty .  This 
is  because the range though above average is  not maximum.

71 to 100% positive  values s ig n ifie s  high a b i l i ty .
These values are used because not only do they accord with logic and in tu it io n , but are supported by findings from research by 

Hongvivatana and Manopimoke (1991) where once more than 70% of the 
households indicated w illingness, successful ru ra l health  insurance 
schemes were set-up . Also W ibolproprasert (1992) noted th a t successful drug funds were established in Thailand in communities where more than 
70 percent of the households were in support of the fund.
8.2 W illingness to finance

The variab les are also not c la ss if ied  in to  th e ir  sub­components. Rather, they are expressed in proxies with yes or no 
answers. Yes stands for positive and no for negative. Thus;
Level of knowledge

Either someone has some reasonable knowledge or he/she does 
not. If  with any reasonable knowledge, i t  is  positiv e  and otherwise 
negative. Reasonable knowledge means at lea s t middle or high knowledge 
from the section  on the design of the study tools for the q u an tita tiv e  WTF model.
P r io r ity  ranking

E ither the disease is  of a su ff ic ien t p r io r ity  or i t s  not. If i t s  of a su ff ic ie n t p r io r i ty , then i t  is  p o sitiv e . Low p r io r ity  is  not considered su ff ic ie n t.
Perceived r isk

E ither there is  a reasonable perceived risk  to the household 
or th e ir  is  none. Any level of reasonable perceived risk  is  p o sitiv e . 
Low perceived risk  is  not considered as being reasonable. Only middle and high categories are considered.
Presence of c lin ic a l  onchocerciasis

I t s  e ith e r present or absent in the household. The presence of c l in ic a l  onchocerciasis is  po sitiv e  for WTF.
Amount w illing  to finance

E ither a household is  prepared to pay #20.00 and above per e lig ib le  household member or i t s  not.
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Decision C rite ria :

The percentage scores as used in determining a b il i ty  to finance w ill also  be used in th is  case.

8.3 In te rp re ta tio n  of the ATF and WTF values
A frequency d is tr ib u tio n  of the household values should be 

done, and the percentages ca lcu la ted . These percentages would be used as the community’s score.

8 .3 .1  C rite r ia  for determining the level of ATF and WTF in a community

1. C rite r ia  for a b il i ty  to  finance.
The presence of two or more of the variab les in each level of a b i l i ty  to finance is  confirmatory for that group.

Low a b il i ty
i .

i i .
i i i .
i v .

< 50% with< 50% with 
> #200.00< 50% with
< 50% with 

roof

household income >= #2,000.00 per month 
monthly average expenditure on medical care
monthly average expenditure on food > #1,000.00 
own property like farmland or house with zinc

< 50% with savings
Middle a b il i ty

i .  51-70% with household income >= #2,000.00 per month
i i .  51-70% with monthly average expenditure on medical care 

> #200.00
i i i .  51-70% with monthly average expenditure on food > #1,000.00
iv . 51-70% with own property like above s ta ted ,

v. 51-70% with savings
High a b il i ty

i .  >70% with household income >= #2,000.00 per month
i i .  >70% with monthly average expenditure on medical care > #200.00

i i i .  >70% with monthly average expenditure on food > #1,000.00
iv . >70% with own property as s ta ted  above

V .  >70% with savings
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2 . C r it e r ia  fo r  w i l l in g n e s s  to  f in a n c e
The presence of three or more of the c r i te r ia  in each group of 

w illingness to  finance is  confirmatory for th a t group.
Low w il l in g n e s s
i .  < 50% with middle or high knowledge about onchocerciasis

i i .  < 50% w illing  to pay/contribute #20.00 to 50.00 or more yearlyi i i .  < 50% in the middle or high perceived risk  group, or with
household member in the perceived risk  group

iv . < 50% ranking onchocerciasis as a middle or high problem in the 
community

V. < 50% with c lin ic a l onchocerciasis in th e ir  household.
M iddle w i l l in g n e s s

i .  51-70% with middle or high knowledge about onchocerciasis 
i l .  51-70% w illing  to pay/contribute #20.00 to 50.00 or more yearly

i i i .  51-70% in the middle or high perceived risk  group, or with 
household member in the perceived risk  group.

iv . 51-70% ranking onchocerciasis as a middle or high problem in 
the community

V. 51-70% with c lin ic a l onchocerciasis in th e ir  household 
High w i l l in g n e s s

i .  >70% with middle or high knowledge about onchocerciasis 
i l .  >70% w illing  to pay/contribute #20.00 to 50.00 or more yearly 

i i i .  >70% in the middle or high perceived risk  group, or with 
household member in the perceived risk  group 

iv . >70% ranking onchocerciasis as a middle or high problem in the 
communityV. >70% with c l in ic a l onchocerciasis in th e ir  household

I n te r p r e ta t io n
The reasons for the c la s s if ic a tio n s  are as in the q u an tita tive  

model.

8 .3 .2  Second s ta g e  (S e m i-Q u a n tita t iv e  stu d y ) fo r  m iddle  
perform ance com m u n ities.

1. High performance. = >70% of household heads and community 
leaders are w illing  to finance. Therefore, community financing is  very 
feas ib le  and can be implemented.

2. S t i l l  middle performance. = <70% of household heads and 
community leaders are w illing  to  finance. Therefore community financing 
is  not fe a s ib le .
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Study Tools:
The answers from the q u an tita tiv e  and sem i-quantitative models should be coded to f i t  in to  the sp ecifica tio n s in th is  methodology. 

A lte rn a tiv e ly , a simple questionnaire with yes or no a lte rn a tiv e s  can 
be designed and used sp ec ific a lly  for th is  screen methodology.

8.4 Evaluation of the screen methodology

This was carried  out by using the same se t of data that were 
used to evaluate the q u an tita tiv e  model. The re su lt co rrelated  
s a t is f a c to r i ly  with the quan tita tiv e  model. The re su lt I S  presented in the tab le  below.

TABLE 3.1 The screen methodology re su lt for the three hypothetical communities

COMMUNITY
TYPE VARIABLES AND THEIR SCORES

Aw Pr Pc Rc Lk

PERFORMANCE 28 25 24 24 19

MIDDLE
PERFORMANCE

60 51 55 59 55

HIGH
PERFORMANCE

76 77 75 78 77

Note: The re su lts  are a l l  expressed in percentages.


	Chapter 8 A screen methodology for the approach
	8.1 Ability to finance
	8.2 Willingness to finance
	8.3 Interpretation of the ATF and WTF values
	8.4 Evaluation of the screen methodology


