


The multi-dimensional impact of the Covid-19 pandemic continue to unfold with grave 
uncertainties for economic, social and personal futures of millions and indeed for the 
whole of society. Power and Participation Research Centre (PPRC) and BRAC Institute 
for Governance and Development (BIGD) launched a rapid response research in April, 
2020 to provide real-time researched evidence on the impacts and trends at work. Both 
PPRC and BIGD from the outset have been committed to follow-up the first survey with 
new rounds to capture the evolving realities. The 2nd survey was implemented in June-
July, 2020 whose findings are being presented in this press briefing.  
 
PPRC and BIGD teams have worked tirelessly to execute this telephonic survey in 
which 7638 respondents were successfully interviewed. The generous support of World 
Food Program (WFP) to ensure an enlarged sample including a small sub-sample from 
the remote Chittagong Hill Tracts and a strengthened analysis of food security issues is 
gratefully acknowledged. Technical advice from BBS colleagues is also gratefully 
acknowledged. Our deepest gratitude goes to the respondents who agreed to spare the 
time to talk in their moments of crisis and uncertainty. It is our earnest hope that this real-
time empirical and analytical evidence will come to be useful for all those on the 
frontlines of policy thinking and social and program responses to the fallouts from this 
unprecedented crisis of our times 
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2nd PPRC-BIGD Study  

7,638	
  HHs	
  
of	
  which	
  	
  

4424	
  (57.9%)	
  were	
  also	
  surveyed	
  in	
  April	
  	
  
3121	
  (40.8%)	
  are	
  new	
  sample	
  

93	
  (1.2%)	
  are	
  addi5onal	
  new	
  sample	
  from	
  CHT	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

	
  

	
  

Study	
  Period	
  	
  
20	
  June	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  2	
  July	
  

43.26	
  
55.53	
  

1.22	
  

Sample	
  distribu>on	
  by	
  zone:	
  
Urban:	
  4241	
  	
  Rural:	
  3304	
  

Rural	
  

Urban	
  

CHT	
  

8%	
  

10%	
  

10%	
  

26%	
  9%	
  

19%	
  

9%	
  
5%	
  

Occupa>onal	
  Profile	
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Unemployed	
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  puller	
  
Housemaid	
  



February-­‐June	
  
Impact	
  on	
  Income	
  
and	
  Employment	
  
&	
  Poverty	
  



Lower	
  Poverty	
  Line	
   Upper	
  Poverty	
  Line	
   Vulnerable	
  non-­‐poor	
  
February	
   June	
  

Rural	
  Upper	
  Povery	
  Line	
   Urban	
  Upper	
  Povery	
  Line	
  

Urban	
  Upper	
  Poverty	
  Line	
  (BDT	
  105)	
  

Rural	
  Upper	
  Poverty	
  Line	
  (BDT	
  88)	
  

February-­‐June 
Impact on Income 
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25%	
  
drop	
  

Urban	
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  (BDT	
  105)	
  

41%	
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drop	
  

34%	
  
drop	
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drop	
  

42%	
  
drop	
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  Upper	
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  (BDT	
  88)	
  



February-­‐June 
Impact on Employment	
  

76.01	
  

6.75	
  

17.24	
  

Respondent	
  have	
  same	
  job	
  

Respondent	
  shiced	
  to	
  another	
  job	
  

Unemployed	
  in	
  June	
  

Note:	
  Here	
  the	
  sample	
  includes	
  all	
  individuals	
  who	
  were	
  employed	
  in	
  February	
  	
  



Employment	
  Impact:	
  	
  
Occupa5onal	
  Disaggrega5on	
  

9.86%	
  

9.35%	
  

8.43%	
  

7.14%	
  

5.97%	
  

5.43%	
  

10.01%	
  

5.71%	
  

4.96%	
  

10.28%	
  

10.77%	
  

11.40%	
  

14.08%	
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17.21%	
  

18.35%	
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  changed	
   Unemployed	
  



Employment	
  impact:	
  
Male	
  

12.23%	
  

9.46%	
  

8.43%	
  

6.61%	
  

5.55%	
  

6.17%	
  

10.13%	
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8.31%	
  

10.33%	
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15.94%	
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Factory	
  Worker	
  

Agriculture	
  

Rickshaw	
  puller	
  

Salaried	
  Job	
  

Small	
  Business	
  

Transport	
  worker	
  

Skilled	
  Labour	
  

Unskilled	
  labour	
  

In	
  Same	
  job	
   Job	
  changed	
   Unemployed	
  



Employment	
  impact:	
  
Female 

0.00%	
  

3.44%	
  

8.70%	
  

7.38%	
  

13.08%	
  

3.93%	
  

3.63%	
  

4.96%	
  

0.00%	
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17.18%	
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30.71%	
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Occupa5on	
  Transi5on	
  
	
  	
   	
  	
   Occupa5on	
  in	
  June	
   	
  	
   	
  	
   	
  	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
   Agriculture	
   Transport	
  worker	
  
Skilled	
  
Labour	
  

Unskilled	
  
labour	
  

Factory	
  
Worker	
  

Salaried	
  
Job	
  

Small	
  
Business	
  

Unemploy
ed	
  

Rickshaw	
  
puller	
  

Housemai
d	
  

February	
  
occupa5on	
  

Agriculture	
   79.9%	
   0.6%	
   0.6%	
   5.8%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   2.2%	
   10.8%	
   0.2%	
   0.0%	
  
Transport	
  worker	
   1.3%	
   77.4%	
   0.0%	
   2.6%	
   0.0%	
   0.2%	
   0.7%	
   16.7%	
   1.1%	
   0.0%	
  
Skilled	
  Labour	
   0.4%	
   0.7%	
   71.6%	
   4.7%	
   0.2%	
   0.5%	
   2.5%	
   18.3%	
   1.0%	
   0.0%	
  

Unskilled	
  labour	
   2.9%	
   0.5%	
   0.2%	
   74.0%	
   0.2%	
   0.1%	
   1.1%	
   20.3%	
   0.8%	
   0.0%	
  
Factory	
  Worker	
   0.0%	
   0.9%	
   0.0%	
   4.7%	
   79.9%	
   0.0%	
   2.4%	
   10.3%	
   0.9%	
   0.9%	
  
Salaried	
  Job	
   1.6%	
   0.4%	
   0.9%	
   2.2%	
   0.0%	
   78.8%	
   1.4%	
   14.1%	
   0.7%	
   0.0%	
  

Small	
  Business	
   1.8%	
   0.2%	
   0.0%	
   2.4%	
   0.0%	
   0.1%	
   77.4%	
   17.2%	
   0.8%	
   0.0%	
  

Unemployed	
  
0.6%	
   0.2%	
   0.0%	
   1.0%	
   0.0%	
   0.7%	
   0.5%	
   96.9%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
  

Rickshaw	
  puller	
   0.0%	
   1.2%	
   0.0%	
   6.1%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   1.2%	
   11.4%	
   80.2%	
   0.0%	
  
Housemaid	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   3.3%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   0.0%	
   54.2%	
   0.0%	
   40.8%	
  



February-­‐June:	
  
Earnings	
  Drop	
  of	
  Persons	
  Con5nuing	
  in	
  Same	
  Occupa5on	
  

-­‐53.78%	
  

-­‐49.53%	
  

-­‐48.29%	
  

-­‐48.08%	
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-­‐39.08%	
  

-­‐37.03%	
  

-­‐18.28%	
  

-­‐16.24%	
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  Impact	
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February-­‐June	
  	
  
New	
  Poor	
  Dynamics	
  

•  New	
  Poor	
  households	
  a	
  certain	
  threshold	
  above	
  poverty	
  line	
  (up	
  to	
  median	
  income)	
  but	
  have	
  since	
  
fallen	
  into	
  poverty.	
  

•  In	
   June,	
   propor5on	
  of	
  New	
  Poor	
  was	
   21.7%,	
   a	
   small	
   decline	
   from	
  April	
   rate	
   of	
  
22.8%	
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Food	
  Insecurity	
  



4	
  Indices	
  of	
  Food	
  Insecurity	
  

• Hunger	
  index:	
  Number	
  of	
  meals	
  taken	
  previous	
  day	
  

• NegaAve	
  coping:	
  Reducing	
  consump5on	
  

• NutriAonal	
  security:	
  Diet	
  diversity	
  

• Recovery	
  reality:	
  Food	
  expenditure	
  trend	
  April-­‐June	
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Negative Coping: 
Reducing Consumption  

38.28	
  

30.08	
  

0	
  

5	
  

10	
  

15	
  

20	
  

25	
  

30	
  

35	
  

40	
  

45	
  

Reduced	
  Consump5on	
  

%
	
  o
f	
  H

Hs
	
  

	
  	
  

Round	
  1	
  

Round	
  2	
  



Nutritional Insecurity:  
Diet Diversity Situation in June 
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Food	
  Expenditure	
  Trend	
  	
  
February-­‐April-­‐June:	
  Panel	
  Sample	
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Coping:	
  
Food	
  &	
  Non-­‐Food	
  
Expenditure	
  Burdens	
  



Coping	
  Trend:	
  April-­‐June	
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Coping	
  Trend	
  on	
  Food	
  Expenditure	
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Non-­‐Food	
  Expenditure	
  Burdens:	
  June	
  Reali5es	
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Coping:	
  
House	
  Rent	
  Burden	
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  Status	
  by	
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  Poverty	
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Chronic	
  Disease	
  Burden	
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Urban-Rural Migration Trend:  
April-June Migration Disaggregated 
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Post-opening   
Recovery Realities 



4	
  Indices	
  of	
  Economic	
  Recovery	
  

•  AcAvity	
  Recovery:	
  %	
  of	
  respondents	
  rejoining	
  economic	
  ac5vity	
  

•  Earnings	
  Recovery:	
  Extent	
  to	
  which	
  HH	
  income	
  has	
  recovered	
  to	
  pre-­‐covid	
  
level	
  

•  Food	
  Expenditure	
  Recovery:	
  Extent	
  to	
  which	
  HH	
  food	
  expenditure	
  has	
  
recovered	
  to	
  pre-­‐covid	
  level	
  

•  Food	
  Intake	
  Recovery:	
  Extent	
  to	
  which	
  ‘3	
  Meals	
  a	
  Day’	
  norm	
  has	
  recovered	
  
to	
  pre-­‐covi	
  

	
  



Recovery	
  RealiNes	
  April-­‐June:	
  
Ac5vity	
  Resump5on	
  vs	
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Recovery Realities April-June: 
Earnings Recovery vs Food Expenditure Recovery 

Earnings Recovery Food Expenditure Recovery 
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Food	
  intake	
  recovery	
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  Trend	
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Was it a good decision to withdraw lockdown/general holiday? 
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Practiced Measures to prevent COVID-19 Infection 
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Highlights	
  &	
  
Policy	
  
Implica>ons	
  



Highlights	
  1	
  
Depressed	
  Incomes:	
  Despite	
  resump5on	
  of	
  economic	
  ac5vi5es,	
  incomes	
  in	
  June-­‐
July	
  on	
  average	
  remain	
  42%	
  below	
  pre-­‐Covid	
  levels	
  

Informal	
  OccupaAons	
  most	
  vulnerable:	
  Earnings	
  drop	
  between	
  February	
  and	
  
June	
  for	
  most	
  informal	
  occupa5ons	
  on	
  average	
  was	
  49%	
  compared	
  to	
  an	
  
average	
  of	
  17%	
  drop	
  for	
  formal	
  occupa5ons	
  (factory	
  worker,	
  salaried	
  jobs).	
  To	
  
the	
  extent	
  s5mulus	
  worked	
  for	
  the	
  poor,	
  it	
  benefieed	
  only	
  the	
  formal	
  sector.	
  	
  

Food	
  Insecurity	
  Remains	
  High:	
  	
  
1)	
  11%	
  of	
  urban	
  poor	
  (15%	
  in	
  Dhaka)	
  remain	
  below	
  the	
  hunger	
  index	
  of	
  3	
  meals	
  a	
  day.	
  	
  
2)	
  30%	
  are	
  coping	
  by	
  reducing	
  consump5on.	
  
3)	
  Meat	
  is	
  out	
  of	
  diet	
  for	
  68%	
  (77%	
  in	
  case	
  of	
  extreme	
  poor).	
  80%	
  of	
  the	
  urban	
  poor	
  (61%	
  for	
  non-­‐
poor)	
  do	
  not	
  have	
  milk	
  in	
  diet,	
  indica5ng	
  besides	
  affordability	
  a	
  general	
  problem	
  of	
  poor	
  dietary	
  
habits.	
  	
  



Highlights	
  2	
  

Fragile	
  Recovery:	
  Ac5vity	
  recovery	
  acer	
  re-­‐opening	
  has	
  only	
  modestly	
  reversed	
  
the	
  steep	
  earnings	
  drop	
  in	
  April	
  but	
  has	
  not	
  translated	
  into	
  food	
  expenditure	
  recovery	
  
(only	
  1.7%	
  for	
  the	
  urban	
  sample)	
  

New	
  Poor:	
  Modest	
  earning	
  recovery	
  has	
  not	
  reversed	
  new	
  poor	
  dynamics.	
  In	
  June,	
  
propor5on	
  of	
  New	
  Poor	
  was	
  21.7%	
  only	
  a	
  small	
  decline	
  of	
  1.1%	
  from	
  the	
  April	
  rate	
  
of	
  22.8%.	
  	
  

Cash	
  Relief	
  amount	
  only	
  token:	
  Only	
  15.8%	
  of	
  urban	
  sample	
  received	
  an	
  
average	
  of	
  Taka	
  1767.	
  This	
  translates	
  into	
  a	
  group	
  average	
  of	
  taka	
  272.	
  	
  



Highlights	
  3	
  

Driven	
  out	
  of	
  ciAes:	
  In	
  April,	
  out-­‐migra5on	
  was	
  only	
  6%.	
  This	
  rose	
  to	
  13.3%	
  in	
  June.	
  
For	
  Dhaka	
  alone,	
  this	
  was	
  15.6%	
  

Urban	
  exit	
  driven	
  by	
  4	
  expenditure	
  burdens:	
  House	
  rent,	
  Health	
  costs,	
  
Transport	
  cost	
  and	
  U5li5es	
  cost	
  appear	
  to	
  be	
  driving	
  the	
  urban	
  exit.	
  	
  



5 Policy 
Messages  

Informal	
  occupa5ons,	
  so	
  far	
  outside	
  s5mulus	
  policy	
  thinking,	
  are	
  
the	
  key	
  priority	
  to	
  halt	
  reversal	
  on	
  poverty	
  front	
  

‘New	
  Poor’	
  dynamics–	
  Non-­‐food	
  expenditure	
  burdens	
  are	
  a	
  key	
  
policy	
  concern	
  

Urban	
  social	
  protec5on	
  has	
  made	
  a	
  start	
  but	
  remains	
  token	
  and	
  
facing	
  governance	
  challenges	
  on	
  household-­‐level	
  targe5ng	
  

Food	
  insecurity	
  remains	
  high	
  across	
  mul5ple	
  indicators.	
  Social	
  
protec5on	
  must	
  include	
  food	
  security	
  measures	
  also.	
  	
  

There	
  is	
  broad-­‐based	
  pessimism	
  and	
  uncertainty	
  about	
  immediate	
  
future.	
  Crea5on	
  of	
  a	
  new	
  na5onal	
  mood	
  based	
  on	
  arnge	
  of	
  
credible	
  policy	
  steps	
  is	
  a	
  priority.	
  	
  


