
FOREWORD

This Addendum to Manual IX, The Methodology of
Measuring the Impact ofFamily Planning Programmes
on Fertilityl has been prepared pursuant to a recommen
dation of the Third Expert Group Meeting on Methods
of Measuring the Impact of Family Planning Pro
grammes on FertilitY,2 convened at Geneva, from 19 to
23 April 1982, by the Secretary-General of the United
Nations in collaboration with the former Committee for
the Analysis of Family Planning Programmes (of the In
ternational Union for the Scientific Study of Popula
tion). It constitutes the fifth and last publication of
a series of technical documents3 developed within the
frame of a research project recommended by the United
Nations Population Commission4 and designed to
enhance the effectiveness of family planning pro
grammes and to improve the means of assessing their
impact on fertility.

The purpose of this Addendum is twofold: (a) to pro
vide additional guidelines for the application of the
methodologies presented in Manual IX; (b) to describe
two recently developed evaluation approaches to
estimate family planning programme impact, namely,
the prevalence approach and the multi-level approach.
Both methodologies are still, to some extent, in their ex
ploratory phase. Only through widespread applications
under varying conditions will their advantages and
limitations be revealed, an,d it is with this aim in mind
that these techniques are recommended. The description
of the multi-level approach and the illustration of its ap
plication are not, however, presented in the standard
step-by-step fashion followed for other evaluation pro
cedures. Indeed, the application of this methodology
cannot be reduced to an unambiguous step-by-step ap
proach but requires a series of judgements based on such
factors as the socio-economic setting of the country
under study, the institutional framework, the type ,?f
data available and even the type of computers used m
data processing. Because this methodology is complex
and currently available estimating procedures may still
undergo some further modification, its presen~at~on is,
for the time being, best served by a clear descnptlon of

the meaning and purpose of the approach and its theore
tical advantages. The illustrative example included as an
annex to chapter III provides some further technical
discussion of alternative estimating procedures and their
results.

This Addendum was prepared by the Population Divi
sion of the Department of International Economic and
Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat. The
chapter on the prevalence model was provided by John
Bongaarts, Associate, The Population Council, New
York. The chapter on the multi-level approach was
prepared by Albert I. Hermalin, Director, The Popula
tion Studies Center, University of Michigan. The il
lustrative example of the multi-level technique was
prepared by W. M. Mason, The Population Studies
Center, University of Michigan.

Acknowledgement is also due to the United Nations
Fund for Population Activities for its financial support,
which makes this publication possible.

NOTES

I United Nations publication, Sales No. E.78.XIII.8.
2 Studies to Enhance the Evaluation of Family Planning Pro

grammes (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.84.XIII.9), part
one, Report.

3 Methods of Measuring the Impact of Family Planning Pro
grammes on Fertility: Problems and Issues (United Nations publica
tion Sales No. E.78.XIII.2): Manual IX. The Methodology of
Medsuring the Impact of Family Planning Programmes on Fertility
(United Nations publication, Sales No. E.78.XIII.8): Evaluation of
the Impact ofFamily Planning Programmes on Fertility: Sources ~f
Variance (United Nations publication, Sales No. E.81.XIII.9): Stu1,es
to Enhance the Evaluation ofFamily Planning Programmes (Umted
Nations publication, Sales No. E.84.XIII.9).

4 Official Records ofthe Economic and Social Council, Sixty-second
Session, Supplement No.2 (E/S913), para. 194; Official Records of
the Economic and Social Council, Fifty-sixth Session, Supplement
No.3, paras. 264 and 346: Official Records of the Economic and
Social Council, Supplement No.2, Population Commission, Repart
of the twenty-second session, 1984, Supplement No. 2
(E/1984/12-E/CN.9/1984/9), paras. 89 and 90.
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EXPLANATORY NOTES

Symbols of United Nations documents are composed of capital letters combined with figures. Men-
tion of such a symbol indicates a reference to a United Nations document.

Reference to "dollars" ($) indicates United States dollars, unless otherwise stated.
Reference to "tons" indicates metric tons, unless otherwise stated.
The term "billion" signifiesa thousand million.
Annual rates of growth or change refer to annual compound rates, unless otherwise stated.
A hyphen (-) between years, e.g., 1984-1985, indicates the full period involved, including the begin

ning and end years; a slash (I) indicates a financial year, school year or crop year, e.g., 1984/85.
A point (.) is used to indicate decimals.
The following symbols have been used in the tables:

Two dots (oo) indicate that data are not available or are not separately reported.
A dash ( - ) indicates that the amount is nil or negligible.
A hyphen (-) indicates that the item is not applicable.
A minus sign ( - ) before a number indicates a deficit or decrease, except as indicated.

Details and percentages in tables do not necessarily add to totals because of rounding.
The following abbreviations have been used:

CPS Contraceptive Prevalence Survey
IUD intra-uterine device
WFS World Fertility Survey
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