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The 2018 Georgia Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS) was carried out in 2018-2019 by National Statistics
Office of Georgia in collaboration with United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and National Center for disease
Control and Public Health (NCDC), as part of the Global MICS Programme. Technical support was provided by
the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and, with government funding and financial support of UNICEF,
National Center for disease Control and Public Health (NCDC), United States Agency for International
Development (USAID), World Bank (WB), United Nation Population Fund (UNFPA), Swedish International
Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA), French Development Agency (Agence Francaise Developpment (AFD),
Swiss Agency for development and cooperation (SDC), Italian National Institute of Health (Istituto Superiore di
Sanita (ISS)), United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and World Health Organization (WHO).

The Global MICS Programme was developed by UNICEF in the 1990s as an international multi-purpose household
survey programme to support countries in collecting internationally comparable data on a wide range of
indicators on the situation of children and women. MICS surveys measure key indicators that allow countries to
generate data for use in policies, programmes, and national development plans, and to monitor progress
towards the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and other internationally agreed upon commitments. Since
2005 there had not been implemented a Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey in Georgia and only limited number
of MICS indicators were collected through other surveys. The objective of 2018 Georgia MICS was to generate
data for the critical assessment of the progress made in various areas, and to identify areas that require more
attention; collect disaggregated data for the identification of disparities, to allow for evidence based policy-
making aimed at social inclusion of the most vulnerable; validate data from other sources and the results of
focused interventions. Moreover, reacting to reports of lead poisoning of children in Georgia, the 2018 Georgia
MICS provides also nationally representative indicators of lead prevalence in blood of children 2-7 years across
the country.

The objective of this report is to facilitate the timely dissemination and use of results from the 2018 Georgia
MICS. The report contains detailed information on the survey methodology, and all standard MICS tables. The
report is accompanied by a series of Statistical Snapshots of the main findings of the survey.

For more information on the Global MICS Programme, please go to mics.unicef.org.

Suggested citation:

National Statistics Office of Georgia. 2019. Georgia Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey 2018, Survey Findings
Report. Thilisi, Georgia: National Statistics Office of Georgia.



SUMMARY TABLE OF SURVEY IMPLEMENTATION AND THE SURVEY POPULATION

Survey sample and implementation

Sample frame 2014 General | Questionnaires Household
Population Census Women (age 15-49)
- Updated Men (age 15-49)

Children under five
Children age 5-17
Water Quality Testing
Lead Testing

Interviewer training August-September | Fieldwork September-December
2018 2018
Survey sample
Households Children under five
- Sampled 14,120 | - Eligible 2,824
- Occupied 13,030 | - Mothers/caretakers interviewed 2,540
- Interviewed 12,270 | - Response rate (Per cent) 89.9
- Response rate (Per cent) 94.2
Women (age 15-49) Children age 5-17
- Eligible for interviews 8,511 | - Eligible 4,221
- Interviewed 6,812 | - Mothers/caretakers interviewed 3,740
- Response rate (Per cent) 80.0 | - Response rate (Per cent) 88.6
Men (age 15-49) Water Quality Testing
- Eligible for interviews 4,438 | - Eligible 3,530
- Interviewed 2,697 | - Interviewed 2,699
- Response rate (Per cent) 60.8 | - Response rate (Per cent) 76.5
Children age 2-7 years
- Eligible for interviews 2,633
- Interviewed 1,578
- Response rate (Per cent) 59.9
Average household size 3.4 | Percentage of population living in
Percentage of population under: - Urban areas 594
- Age5 70 | - Rural areas 40.6
- Age 18 23.1 o
- Thilisi 34.0
Percenta}ge of women age 15.—49. - Adjara AR. 98
years with at least one live birth in - Guria 27
the last 2 years 13.2 Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and
Kvemo Svaneti 13.8
- Kakheti 7.2
- Mtskheta-Mtianeti 24
- Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 8.1
- Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.7
- Kvemo Kartli 11.3
- Shida Kartli 7.1

Percentage of population living in

HHs whose head is

- IDP 4.6
- Non IDP 95.4
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1

INTRODUCTION

This report is based on the 2018 Georgia Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (MICS), conducted in 2018 by the
National Statistics Office of Georgia with support from United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). The survey

provides statistically sound and internationally comparable data essential for developing evidence-based
policies and programmes, and for monitoring progress toward national goals and global commitments.

A Commitment to Action: National and International Reporting Responsibilities

More than two decades ago, the Plan of Action for Implementing the World Declaration on the Survival,
Protection and Development of Children in the 1990s called for:

“Each country should establish appropriate mechanisms for the regular and timely collection,
analysis and publication of data required to monitor relevant social indicators relating to the well-
being of children .... Indicators of human development should be periodically reviewed by national
leaders and decision makers, as is currently done with indicators of economic development...”

The Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys programme was developed soon after, in the mid-1990s, to support
countries in this endeavour.

Governments that signed the World Fit for Children Declaration and Plan of Action also committed
themselves to monitoring progress towards the goals and objectives:

“We will monitor regularly at the national level and, where appropriate, at the regional level and
assess progress towards the goals and targets of the present Plan of Action at the national, regional
and global levels. Accordingly, we will strengthen our national statistical capacity to collect, analyse
and disaggregate data, including by sex, age and other relevant factors that may lead to disparities,
and support a wide range of child-focused research” (A World Fit for Children, paragraph 60)

Similarly, the Millennium Declaration (paragraph 31) called for periodic reporting on progress:

“...We request the General Assembly to review on a regular basis the progress made in
implementing the provisions of this Declaration, and ask the Secretary-General to issue periodic
reports for consideration by the General Assembly and as a basis for further action.”

The General Assembly Resolution, adopted on 25 September 2015, “Transforming Our World: the 2030
Agenda for Sustainable Development” stipulates that for the success of the universal SDG agenda,

“quality, accessible, timely and reliable disaggregated data will be needed to help with the
measurement of progress and to ensure that no one is left behind” (paragraph 48); recognizes
that “..baseline data for several of the targets remains unavailable...” and calls for
“..strengthening data collection and capacity building in Member States...”

The Government of Georgia (GoG) started nationalizing SDGs in 2015 and undertook important steps in this
direction. The national SDG Matrix includes all the necessary information that will guide government institutions

in the process of implementing the 2030 Agenda. Namely, the Matrix reflects global and Georgia-adjusted

targets that should be achieved by 2030 and indicators to measure the achievement of the targets. Data
collection was the main challenge for the implementation of SDGs. 2018 Georgia MICS fills data gaps including
SDG indicators that are required to reach the SDG goals.

The 2018 Georgia MICS results are critically important for the purposes of SDG monitoring, as the survey

produces information on 18 global SDG indicators and 18 SDG indicators adopted by the GoG, either in their

entirety or partially.
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The 2018 Georgia MICS has as its primary objectives:

e To provide high quality data for assessing the situation of children, adolescents, women and households in
the 2018 Georgia MICS;

e To furnish data needed for monitoring progress toward national goals, as a basis for future action;

e To collect disaggregated data for the identification of disparities, to inform policies aimed at social inclusion
of the most vulnerable;

e Tovalidate data from other sources and the results of focused interventions;

e To generate data on national and global SDG indicators;

¢ To generate internationally comparable data for the assessment of the progress made in various areas, and
to put additional efforts in those areas that require more attention;

e To generate behavioural and attitudinal data not available in other data sources.

This report presents the results of the 2018 Georgia MICS. Following Chapter 2 on survey methodology, including
sample design and implementation, all indicators covered by the survey, with their definitions, are presented in
“Indicators and definitions”. Prior to presenting the survey results, organized into thematic chapters, the
coverage of the sample and the main characteristics of respondents is covered in Chapter 4, “Sample coverage
and characteristics of respondents”. From Chapter 5, all survey results are presented in seven thematic chapters.
In each chapter, a brief introduction of the topic and the description of all tables, are followed by the tabulations.

Chapter 5, “Thrive — Reproductive and maternal health” presents findings on early childbearing, contraception,
family planning, delivery care, post-natal care, HIV, interrupted pregnancy and ends with informed decision on
reproductive health care.

The following chapter, “Thrive — Child health, nutrition and development” presents findings on disease episodes,
diarrhoea and fever, household energy use, infant and young child feeding, malnutrition, early childhood
development and children using electronic devices or watching TV.

Learning is the topic of the next chapter, where survey findings on early childhood education, educational
attendance and paternal involvement in children’s education.

The next chapter, “Protected from violence and exploitation”, includes survey results on child discipline, child
marriage, victimisation and feelings of safety.

Chapter 9, “Live In a safe and clean environment”, covers the topics of drinking water, handwashing and
sanitation. Chapter 10, “Equitable chance in life” presents findings on a range of equity related topics, including
child functioning, social transfers, discrimination and harassment, subjective well-being and applying for
assistance program(s).

The final thematic chapter titled “Lead Prevalence” presents findings on lead test.

The report ends with appendies, with detailed information on sample design, personnel involved in the survey,
estimates of sampling errors, data quality, and the questionnaires used.

Introduction| page 10



2 SURVEY METHODOLOGY

2.1 SAMPLE DESIGN

The sample for the 2018 Georgia MICS was designed to provide estimates for a large number of indicators on
the situation of children and women at the national level, for urban and rural areas, for 10 regions: Thilisi, Adjara
A.R, Guria, Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti?, Kakheti, Mtkheta-Mtianeti, Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti,
Samtskhe-Javakheti, Kvemo Kartli, Shida Kartli as well as for IDPs (internally displaced persons). The urban and
rural areas within each region were identified as the main sampling strata, each main stratum (Region by
Urban/Rural) was further divided into IDP and Non-IDP strata. The sample of households was selected in two
stages. Within each stratum, a specified number of census enumeration areas were selected systematically with
probability proportional to size. After a household listing was carried out within the selected enumeration areas,
a systematic sample of 20 households were drawn in each sample enumeration area. The total sample size was
14,120 households in 706 sample clusters. As the sample is not self-weighting sample weights are used for
reporting survey results. A more detailed description of the sample design can be found in Appendix A: Sample
Design.

2.2 QUESTIONNAIRES

Seven questionnaires were used in the survey: 1) a household questionnaire to collect basic demographic
information on all de jure household members (usual residents), the household, and the dwelling; 2) a water
quality testing questionnaire administered in five households in each cluster of the sample; 3) a questionnaire
for individual women administered in each household to all women age 15-49 years; 4) a questionnaire for
individual men administered in every second household to all men age 15-49 years; 5) an under-5 questionnaire,
administered to mothers (or caretakers) of all children under 5 living in the household; 6) a questionnaire for
children age 5-17 years, administered to the mother (or caretaker) of one randomly selected child age 5-17 years
living in the household and 7) a lead testing questionnaire, administered to mothers (or caretakers) of one
randomly selected child age 2-7 years living in the household. The questionnaires included the following
modules:

1The smallest region Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti was combined with the neighbouring region Imereti.
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List of Household Members Woman’s Background™ Child’s Background
Education Fertility Child Discipline
Household Characteristics Desire for Last Birth Child Functioning
Social Transfers Maternal and Newborn Health Parental Involvement
Household Energy Use Post-natal Health Checks
Water and Sanitation Contraception Questionnaire for Children
Handwashing Unmet Need Under 5
Interrupted Pregnancies Under-Five’s Background
Water Quality Testing Victimisation™? Early Childhood Development
Questionnaire Marriage/Union Child Discipline
Informed Decision on Reproductive . -
Health Care Child Functioning
Lead Testing Adult Functioning™! Breastfeeding and Dietary Intake
Questionnaire HIV/AIDSM Care of lliness
Life Satisfaction™ Anthropometry

M The individual Questionnaire for
Men only included those modules
indicated.

In addition to the administration of questionnaires, fieldwork teams observed the place for handwashing,
measured the weights and heights of children age under 5 years, tested household and source water for E. coli
levels and extracted venous blood from children age 2-7 years for the purposes of lead testing. Details and
findings of these observations and measurements are provided in the respective sections of the report.

The questionnaires were based on the MICS6 standard questionnaires.? From the MICS6 model English version,
the questionnaires were customised and translated into Georgian, Azerbaijani and Armenian and were pre-
tested in four regions of Georgia (Thilisi, Mtskheta-Mtianeti, Samtskhe-Javakheti and Kvemo-Kartli). The samples
for the pre-test covered 3 different types of settlements (big city, town and village). The sample size was
approximately 240 households from 29 clusters. Every third household from each of the sample clusters was
interviewed during June 2018. Based on the results of the pre-test, modifications were made to the wording and
translation of the questionnaires. A copy of the 2018 Georgia MICS questionnaires is provided in Appendix E.

2.3 ETHICAL PROTOCOL

The survey protocol was approved by the National Centre for Disease Control and Public Health of Georgia
(NCDC) in August, 2018. The protocol included a Protection Protocol which outlines the potential risks during
the life cycle of the survey and management strategies to mitigate these.

Verbal consent was obtained for each respondent participating and, for children age 15-17 years individually
interviewed, adult consent was obtained in advance of the child’s assent, and written consent to take a blood
sample was obtained from the mother/caretaker of the child age 2-7 years selected for lead testing; the
mother/caretaker was informed of the terms of conditions of participation in the lead test: purpose of the
research, testing process, benefit to participants in the research, expected risk and sharing the result.

All respondents were informed of the voluntary nature of participation and the confidentiality and anonymity
of information. Additionally, respondents were informed of their right to refuse answering all or particular
questions, as well as to stop the interview at any time.

2The standard MICS6 questionnaires can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#survey-design.
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The results of the survey have been discussed with the relevant ministries and organizations. Appropriate
response actions have been designed, including in some cases (for example, results of lead testing) the direct
communication of results with the interviewed households.

2.4 DATA COLLECTION METHOD

MICS surveys utilise Computer-Assisted Personal Interviewing (CAPI). The data collection application was based
on the CSPro (Census and Survey Processing System) software, Version 6.3, including a MICS dedicated data
management platform. Procedures and standard programs? developed under the global MICS programme were
adapted to the 2018 Georgia MICS final questionnaires and used throughout. The CAPI application was tested
in three different types of settlements (big city, town and village) from three regions of Georgia (Thilisi,
Mtskheta-Mtianeti and Kvemo Kartli). The sample size was approximately 200 households from 10
clustersduring July 2018. Based on the results of the CAPI-test, modifications were made to the questionnaires
and application.

2.5 TRAINING

Training for the fieldwork was conducted for 27 days in August - September, 2018. Training included lectures on
interviewing techniques and the contents of the questionnaires, and mock interviews between trainees to gain
practice in asking questions. Participants first completed full training on paper questionnaires, followed by
training on the CAPI application. The trainees spent three days in field practice and three days on a full pilot
survey in Kvemo Kartli and Kakheti regions. The training agenda was based on the template MICS6 training
agenda.*

Measurers received dedicated training on anthropometric measurements and water quality testing for a total
of seven days, including four days in field practice and pilot survey. In addition, measurers attended a full training
course on paper questionnaires. Phlebotomists were trained on standard operating procedures (blood
collection, storage during the field, transportation during the field and practical exercises), ethical considerations
and communication for three days.

Field Supervisors attended additional training on the duties of team supervision and responsibilities.

2.6 FIELDWORK

The data were collected by 13 teams; each was comprised of 4 interviewers (the exception was the Kvemo Kartli
team, where the number of interviewers was 3), one driver, one measurer, one phlebotomist and a supervisor.
Fieldwork began in September 2018 and concluded in December, 2018 year.

Data was collected using tablet computers running the Windows 10 operating system, utilising a Bluetooth
application for field operations, enabling transfer of assignments and completed questionnaires between
supervisor and interviewer tablets.

3 The standard MICS6 data collection application can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August
23, 2018. http://mics.unicef.org/toolsttdata-processing.

4 The template training agenda can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#survey-design.
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2.7 FIELDWORK QUALITY CONTROL MEASURES

Team supervisors were responsible for the daily monitoring of fieldwork. Mandatory re-interviewing was
implemented on minimum one household per cluster. Daily observations of interviewer skills and performance
was conducted.

During the fieldwork period, each team was visited multiple times by survey management team members and
field visits were arranged for UNICEF MICS Team members.

Throughout the fieldwork, field check tables (FCTs) were produced weekly for analysis and action with field
teams. The FCTs were customised versions of the standard tables produced by the MICS Programme.>

2.8 DATA MANAGEMENT, EDITING AND ANALYSIS

Data were received at the central office of National Statistics Office of Georgia. via Internet File Streaming
System (IFSS) integrated into the management application on the supervisors’ tablets. Whenever logistically
possible, synchronisation was daily. The central office communicated application updates to field teams through
this system.

During data collection and following the completion of fieldwork, data were edited according to editing process
described in detail in the Guidelines for Secondary Editing, a customised version of the standard MICS6
documentation.®

Data were analysed using the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) software, Version 24. Model syntax
and tabulation plan developed by UNICEF were customised and used for this purpose.’

2.9 DATA SHARING

Unique identifiers such as location and names collected during interviews were removed from datasets to ensure
privacy. These anonymised data files are made available on https://www.geostat.ge and on the MICS website®
and can be freely downloaded for legitimate research purposes. Users are required to submit final research to
entities listed in the included readme file, strictly for information purposes.

2.10 HOW TO READ THE TABLES

Below it is given the following guidelines in order to make the tables presented in the continuation of the report
clearer and more readable to the users.

It should be noted that when education is used as a background characteristic in the tables, primary and
secondary education levels are defined in line with the national education system classification. Full general
education includes three levels (Primary, Lower and Upper Secondary). Primary and Lower Secondary education
is mandatory. The national education system has been changed several times and grades differ depending on
the respondent’s age (Primary education grade was - 3, 4 and 6; Lower secondary - 7, 8 and 9 grades; Upper
Secondary - 10, 11 and 12 grades; Higher — Until 2004 Master’s degree (MA) 4, 5 and 6 grades, since 2004

5 The standard field check tables can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#data-collection.

6 The standard guidelines can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#data-processing.

7 The standard tabulation plan and syntax files can be found at: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23,
2018. http://mics.unicef.org/tools#analysis

8 The survey datasets can be found at: "Surveys." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 24, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/surveys.
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Bachelor’s degree (BA) 4 grades, Master’s degree (MA) 2 grades, Doctor of Philosophy (PhD) or equivalent 3
grades).

The findings related to the Education category “Primary Education” within the 2018 Georgia MICS are too small
to be reported separately. As such, the category “Primary Education” has been combined with the category
“Lower Secondary Education” and presented as “Primary and Lower Secondary Education”.

In the report, early childhood education refers to the kindergarten.

Due to the few findings tables PR.6.3 (Location and circumstances of latest incident of assault) and PR.6.4
(Reporting of robbery and assault in the last one year) are not reported for men. For the same reason background
characteristics are not presented fully in some tables (TM.2.2W; TM 11.6M; TM 14.1CS; TC.3.5; TC.7.3; TC.7.7;
LN.1.3CS; WS.1.3 and WS.1.4), moreover, tables PR.6.3W, PR.6.3W and PR.4.3 (Spousal age difference (by age
groups 15-19 and 20-24)) do not presents background characteristics at all.

Age groups presented in this report also include those persons who had reached the full age indicated by the
upper limit for an age group, for instance, respondents aged 15-49 include persons who had reached a full 49
years of age, while the age group of children aged 36-59 months includes those who had reached a full 59
months.

Tables also contain specific annotations that are used consistently to indicate the following:

» (*) —anasteriskin tables indicates that the percentage or proportion is based on fewer than 25 unweighted
cases and are therefore too small to be reported;

» (number) — a figure in parenthesis indicates that the percentage or proportion is based on 25 to 49
unweighted cases and should be treated with caution;

» Don’t know/Missing have been suppressed from the tables in case a small number of unweighted cases.

» " — ahyphen in tables indicates 0 unweighted cases in the denominator.

» CS — refers to the country specific tables or indicators.
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3 INDICATORS AND DEFINITIONS

MICS INDICATOR SDG?® | Module® | Definition* Value
SR.1 Access to electricity 711 HC Percentage of household members with access to electricity 99.9
Percentage of women and men age 15-24 years who are able to read a short simple statement about everyday life or
SR.2 Literacy rate (age 15-24 years) WB who aﬁendz\e;\jlgﬁfgﬁ dary or higher education 99.8
Men 99.9
SR.4 Households with a radio HC Percentage of households that have a radio 5.3
SR.5 Households with a television HC Percentage of households that have a television 95.6
SR.6 Households with a telephone HC Percentage of households that have a telephone (fixed line or mobile phone) 97.5
SR.14CS | Households with smartphone HC Percentage of households with smartphone 70.0
SR.7 Households with a computer HC Percentage of households that have a computer 62.1
SR.8 Households with internet HC Percentage of households that have access to the internet by any device from home 70.8
SR.18 Children’s living arrangements HL Percentage of children age 0-17 years living with neither biological parent 3.2
SR.19 Prevalence of children with one HL Percentage of children age 0-17 years with one or both biological parents dead 23
or both parents dead

9 Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) Indicators, http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/indicators-list/. The Inter-agency Working Group on SDG Indicators is continuously updating the
metadata of many SDG indicators and changes are being made to the list of SDG indicators. MICS covers many SDG indicators with an exact match of their definitions, while some indicators

are only partially covered by MICS. The latter cases are included here as long as the current international methodology allows for only the way that the MICS indicator is defined, and/or a
significant part of the SDG indicator can be generated by the MICS indicator. For more information on the metadata of the SDG indicators, see http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/
10 Some indicators are constructed by using questions in several modules in the MICS questionnaires. In such cases, only the module(s) which contains most of the necessary information is

indicated.

11 All MICS indicators are or can be disaggregated, where relevant, by wealth quintiles, sex, age, ethnicity, migratory status, disability and geographic location (as per the reporting domains),
or other characteristics, as recommended by the Inter-agency Expert Group on SDG Indicators:
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/Official%20List%200f%20Proposed%20SDG%20Indicators.pdf

Indicators and definitions | page 16


http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/indicators-list/
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/
http://unstats.un.org/sdgs/indicators/Official%20List%20of%20Proposed%20SDG%20Indicators.pdf

MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
SR.20 (_Zh_lldren with at least one parent HL Percentage of children age 0-17 years with at least one biological parent living abroad 50
living abroad
THRIVE - REPRODUCTIVE AND MATERNAL HEALTH
T™.2 Early childbearing CM Percentage of women age 20-24 years who have had a live birth before age 18 6.1
- Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a
™3 Contraceptive prevalence rate cP (modern or traditional) contraceptive method 409
TM.1CS | Contraception awareness?? CP Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods 98.3
TM.2CS er?gcv:il\?Sr?eesgf contraception CP Percentage of women age 15-49 years who perceive any modern contraception methods as the most effective 73.8
TM.3CS | Desired number of children CP Average desired number of children before the first childbirth 2.8
Need for family planning . . . . . . L
T™.21Cs | satisfied with modern UN Pgrcentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who have their need for family planning satisfied 510
T with modern contraceptive methods
contraception
™. Institutional deliveries MN Percentag_e_of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live birth was delivered in a 99.4
health facility
. Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live birth was delivered by
TM.10 Caesarean section MN caesarean section 46.6
C g Percentage of women age 15-49 with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child was placed on the
™.15 Skin-to-skin care MN mother’s bare chest after birth 29.5
. S Percentage of women who reported skin-to-skin contact for 2 hours or more among women age 15-49 years with a live
TM.13CS | Duration of skin-to-skin care MN birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child was placed on the mother’s bare chest after birth 54
TM.19CS Post-natal health check for PN Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child received a 916
' newborns health check after discharge from the health facility or delivered at home '
TM.20CS Post-natal health check for PN Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who received a health check after discharge 472
' mothers from the health facility or delivered at home following delivery of their most recent live birth '

12 Includes questions on general awareness of specific contraceptive methods.
13 The indicator is a proxy estimation of SDG Indicator 3.7.1. See the chapter 05 (Thrive), sub-chapter 5.2 (Contraception) below for a detailed description.
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
Percentage of women and men age 15-24 years who correctly identify the two ways of preventing the sexual
Comprehensive knowledge about transmission of HIV*4, who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, and who reject the two most
TM.29 HIV prevention among young HA common misconceptions about HIV transmission 115
people Women '
10.9
Men
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years who correctly identify all three means®® of mother-to-child transmission
Knowledge of mother-to-child of HIV
T™.30 transmission of HIV HA Women 36.6
28.1
Men
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years reporting having heard of HIV who report discriminatory attitudes'®
T™.31 Discriminatory attitudes towards HA toward people living with HIV
' people living with HIV Women 58.6
Men 58.3
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years who state knowledge of a place to be tested for HIV
People who know where to be
TM.32 HA Women 46.6
tested for HIV
Men 38.3
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years who report having been tested for HIV in the last 12 months and know
TM.33 People who have been tested for HA their results
' HIV and know the results Women 75
Men 49
. . Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who received antenatal care at least once by
TM.35a cH;;r\é counselling during antenatal HA skilled health personnel during the pregnancy of the most recent live birth and during an ANC visit received 13.7
(@) counselling on HIVY
TM.4CS Total induced abortion rate IP Induced abortions?® occurring in the last five years per 1,000 women of reproductive age (15-49) 130.3
’ (TIAR) in the last five years ! ’
TM.22CS Total inc_iuced qbor_tion rate IP Induced abortions occurring in the lifetime per 1,000 women of reproductive age (15-49) 909.4
' (TIAR) in the lifetime ' ’

14 Using condoms and limiting sex to one faithful, uninfected partner

15 Transmission during pregnancy, during delivery, and by breastfeeding

16 Women/men who answered no to either of the following two questions: 1) Would you buy fresh vegetables from a shopkeeper or vendor if you knew that this person had HIV? 2) Do you
think children living with HIV should be able to attend school with children who are HIV negative?

17 Someone talked with the respondent about all three of the following topics: 1) Babies getting the HIV from their mother, 2) preventing HIV and 3) getting tested for HIV

18 Including medical abortion.
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
TM.5CS | Stillbirth rate'® P Stillbirths per 1,000 births (live births and stillbirths) 21.9
T™M7¢S | Home-based induced abortion P Percentage of women age 15—_49 years who had a home-based induced abortion (last case), among women that had at 6.7
least one abortion in the last five years
Pill induced abortion Percentage of women age 15-49 years who had a pill induced abortion (last case), among women that had at least one
TM.8CS IP LS . 26.1
abortion in the last five years
TM.9CS | Early post abortion complications P Percentage of women age 15-49 years with an induced abortion in the last 5 years who experienced complications in the 308
last abortion
TM.10CS Contraception counseling during P Percentage of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who received a medical 63.2
' abortion procedure counseling on contraception either before or after the most recent abortion '
Contraception provision after Percentage of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who received a medical
TM.11CS - IP . - - 45.9
abortion prescription of a contraceptive method after the most recent abortion
Informed decision on Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who make their own informed decisions regarding
TM.12CS . 56.1 1D . - 79.2
reproductive health care sexual relations, contraceptive use and health care
THRIVE - CHILD HEALTH, NUTRITION AND DEVELOPMENT
TC12 Care-seeking for diarrhoea CA Percentag_e_of chlldreq under age 5 with diarrhoea in the last 2 weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought from a 545
health facility or provider
TC.13a Diarrhoea treatment with oral Percentage of children under age 5 with diarrhoea in the last 2 weeks who received
TC'13b rehydration salt solution (ORS) CA a) ORS 42.4
' and zinc b) ORSand zinc 5.3
Diarrhoea treatment with oral . s . . .
TC14 rehydration therapy (ORT) and CA Perc_entage pf chlldrep under age 5 with diarrhoea in the last 2 weeks who received ORT (ORS packet) and continued 38.4
h ] feeding during the episode of diarrhoea
continued feeding
Primary reliance on clean fuels Percentage of household members with primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking (living in
TC.15 - - EU - 92.1
and technologies for cooking households that reported cooking)
Primary reliance on clean fuels . . . . . L
TC.16 and technologies for space EU Eercer;]tal%e Or]: householg rEembersfwnh prr:ma'ry reliance on clean fuels and technologies for space heating (living in 58.6
heating ouseholds that reported the use of space heating)
TC17 Primary reliance on clean fuels EU Percentage of household members with primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for lighting (living in 99.7
' and technologies for lighting households that reported the use of lighting) '

19 Stillbirth is defined in the survey as fetal deaths after five months of pregnancy.
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
Primary reliance on clean fuels . . . . . .
TC.18 and technologies for cooking, 712 EU IF;erhct(ie;]tfige of household members with primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking, space heating and 58.8
space heating and lighting ghting
g - Percentage of children under age 5 with fever in the last 2 weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought from a
TC.26 Care-seeking for fever CA health facility or provider 66.7
TC.30 Children ever breastfed MN Percentage of most recent live-born children to women with a live birth in the last 2 years who were ever breastfed 91.5
PR . Percentage of most recent live-born children to women with a live birth in the last 2 years who were put to the breast
TC.31 Early initiation of breastfeeding MN within one hour of birth 32.8
TC.32 i);cr:tl:]sslve breastfeeding under 6 BD Percentage of infants under 6 months of age who are exclusively breastfed? 20.4
Predominant breastfeeding under Percentage of infants under 6 months of age who received breast milk as the predominant source of nourishment?
TC.33 BD - - 36.4
6 months during the previous day
TC.34 Continued breastfeeding at 1 year BD Percentage of children age 12-15 months who received breast milk during the previous day 31.5
TC.35 )C/::ar:;lnued breastfeeding at 2 BD Percentage of children age 20-23 months who received breast milk during the previous day 22.8
TC.36 Duration of breastfeeding BD The age in months when 50 percent of children age 0-35 months did not receive breast milk during the previous day 10.1
TC.37 Age-appropriate breastfeeding BD Percentage of children age 0-23 months appropriately fed?® during the previous day 30.7
TC.38 :)r:t;g?tugg%r; of solid, semi-solid BD Percentage of infants age 6-8 months who received solid, semi-solid or soft foods during the previous day 90.3
Percentage of children age 6-23 months who had at least the minimum dietary diversity and the minimum meal
TC.39% . . frequency during the previous day
TC 39 Minimum acceptable diet BD (a)  breastfed children 36.3
(b) non-breastfed children 224
TC.40 tl;/rlél:stffeeeddlcr;]gi]lgrree?]uency for non- BD Percentage of non-breastfed children age 6-23 months who received at least 2 milk feedings during the previous day 54.9

20 Household members living in households that report no cooking, no space heating, or no lighting are not excluded from the numerator

21 |Infants receiving breast milk, and not receiving any other fluids or foods, with the exception of oral rehydration solution, vitamins, mineral supplements and medicines

22 Infants who receive breast milk and certain fluids (water and water-based drinks, fruit juice, ritual fluids, oral rehydration solution, drops, vitamins, minerals, and medicines), but do not
receive anything else (in particular, non-human milk and food-based fluids)

23 Infants age 0-5 months who are exclusively breastfed, and children age 6-23 months who are breastfed and ate solid, semi-solid or soft foods
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
TC.41 Minimum dietary diversity BD Percentage of children age 6-23 months who received foods from 5 or more food groups?* during the previous day 49.9
TC.42 Minimum meal frequency BD Pe_rcentage of chl!dren age 6-23 mo_nths ;/S\/ho received _solld, seml-_solld and soft foods (plus milk feeds for non-breastfed 66.3
children) the minimum number of times= or more during the previous day
TC.43 Bottle feeding BD Percentage of children age 0-23 months who were fed with a bottle during the previous day 66.3
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.44a Underweiaht prevalence AN (&) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 2.1
TC.44b gntp (b) minus three standard deviations (severe) 0.3
of the median weight for age of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.45a - (&) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 5.8
TC.45b Stunting prevalence 221 AN (b) below minus three standard deviations (severe) 1.3
of the median height for age of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who fall below
TC.46a . (&) minus two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 0.6
TC.46b Wasting prevalence 2.2.2 AN (b) minus three standard deviations (severe) 0.1
of the median weight for height of the WHO standard
Percentage of children under age 5 who are above
TC.47a . (a) two standard deviations (moderate and severe) 6.0
TC.47b Overweight prevalence 2.2.2 AN (b) three standard deviations (severe) 0.8
of the median weight for height of the WHO standard
Percentage of children age 24-59 months engaged in four or more activities to provide early stimulation and responsive
TC4% Early stimulation and responsive care in the last 3 days with 77.7
TC.49 Y P EC (@) Any adult household member ;
care 8.1
TC.49c (b) Father 60.3
(c) Mother '
TC.50 Auvailability of children’s books EC Percentage of children under age 5 who have three or more children’s books 56.5
TC.51 Availability of playthings EC Percentage of children under age 5 who play with two or more types of playthings 66.3

24 The indicator is based on consumption of any amount of food from at least 5 out of the 8 following food groups: 1) breastmilk, 2) grains, roots and tubers, 3) legumes and nuts, 4) dairy
products (milk, infant formula, yogurt, cheese), 5) flesh foods (meat, fish, poultry and liver/organ meats), 6) eggs, 7) vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables, and 8) other fruits and vegetables

25 Breastfeeding children: Solid, semi-solid, or soft foods, two times for infants age 6-8 months, and three times for children 9-23 months; Non-breastfeeding children: Solid, semi-solid, or soft
foods, or milk feeds, four times for children age 6-23 months
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
TC.17CS grh\',\l;;:(e:ﬂiﬁ;”}%/elemonlc devices EC Percentage of children who used electronic devices for more than 1 hour a day 35.0
TC52 Inadequate supervision EC Percentage of children under age 5 left alone or under the supervision of another child younger than 10 years of age for 38
' q P more than one hour at least once in the last week '
TC53 Early child development index 421 EC Percentage of children age 36-59 months who are developmentally on track in at least three of the following four 89.6
' Y P - domains: literacy-numeracy, physical, social-emotional, and learning '
LEARN
LN.1 ,:atbecr;ctii%nnce to early childhood uB Percentage of children age 36-59 months who are attending an early childhood education programme 77.9
LN.16CS (k:i:'ég:ggr?g:ndmg public UB Percentage of children attending public kindergarten 94.2
LN.2 Participation rate in organised 422 ED Percentage of children in the relevant age group (one year before the official primary school entry age) who are 89.6
' learning (adjusted) - attending an early childhood education programme or primary school '
LN.3 School readiness ED Percentage of children attending the first grade of primary school who attended early childhood education programme 873
' during the previous school year '
LN.4 L\ldejclgtti?;e rate In primary ED Percentage of children of school-entry age who enter the first grade of primary school 92.0
LN.5a Percentage of children of
' - . (@) primary school age currently attending primary or secondary school 97.9
tmgg Net attendance ratio (adjusted) ED (b) lower secondary school age currently attending lower secondary school or higher 96.0
' (c) upper secondary school age currently attending upper secondary school or higher 84.6
Percentage of children of
LN.6a (@) primary school age who are not attending early childhood education, primary or lower secondary school
' vy (b) lower secondary school age who are not attending primary school, lower or upper secondary school or 1.2
IEHSE Out-of-school rate ED higher 12
' (c) upper secondary school age who are not attending primary school, lower or upper secondary school or 11.3
higher
LN.7a Rate of children attending the last grade for the first time to children at appropriate age to the last grade
LN.7b Gross intake rate to the last grade ED (&) Primary school 102.9
' (b) Lower secondary school 112.8
LN.8a Percentage of children age 3-5 years above the intended age for the last grade who have completed that grade
LN.8b Completion rate ED (2)  Primary school 99.9
LN.8c (b) Lower secondary school 97.7
' (c) Upper secondary school 80.9
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
Effective transition rate to lower Percentage of children attending the last grade of primary school during the previous school year who are not repeating
LN.9 ED . . - . 99.6
secondary school the last grade of primary school and in the first grade of lower secondary school during the current school year
Percentage of students attending in each grade who are 2 or more years older than the official school age for grade
LN.10a .
LN.10b Over-age for grade ED (@) Primary school 0.2
' (b) Lower secondary school 0.6
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for girls divided by net attendance ratio (adjusted) for boys
(a) organised learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 1.05
(b) primary school 1.00
(c) lower secondary school 1.00
(d) upper secondary school 1.05
Education Parity Indi Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for the poorest quintile divided by net attendance ratio (adjusted) for the richest quintile
LN.11a ucaa;m gg%e? Ices (a) organised learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.80
LN.11b (b) Wealth 451 ED (b) primary school 0.98
LN.11c o Area (c) lower secondary school 0.95
© (d) upper secondary school 0.79
Net attendance ratio (adjusted) for rural residents divided by net attendance ratio (adjusted) for urban residents
(a) organised learning (one year younger than the official primary school entry age) 0.85
(b) primary school 0.99
(c) lower secondary school 1.01
(d) upper secondary school 0.96
LN.12 Availability of information on PR Percentage of children age 7-14 attending schools and enrolled in schools who provided student performance record to 675
' children's school performance parents '
Opportunity to participate in Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending schools whose school governing body is open to parental participation,
LN.13 PR 57.5
school management as reported by respondents
LN.14 Participation in school PR Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending school for whom an adult household member participated in school 329
' management governing body meetings '
LN.15 Effective participation in school PR Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending school for whom an adult household member attended a school 14.9
' management governing body meeting in which key education/financial issues were discussed '
Discussion with teachers Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending school for whom an adult household member discussed child’s progress
LN.16 . . s PR . 77.9
regarding children’s progress with teachers
LN.17 Contact with school concerning PR Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending school who could not attend class due to teacher strike or absence and 13.9
' teacher strike or absence for whom an adult household member contacted school representatives when child could not attend class '
LN.18 Availability of books at home PR Percentage of children age 7-14 years who have three or more books to read at home 79.9
LN.21 Support with homework PR Percentage of children age 7-14 years attending school who have homework and received help with homework 59.7
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
PROTECTED FROM VIOLENCE AND EXPLOITATION
- T _ Percentage of children age 1-14 years who experienced any physical punishment and/or psychological aggression by
PR.2 Violent discipline 16.2.1 | UCD-FCD caregivers in the past one month 68.8
Percentage of women and men age 20-24 years who were first married or in union
Women
PR.4a (@) before age 15 0.3
' Child marriage 531 MA (b) before age 18 13.9
PR.4b
Men
(@) before age 15 0.5
(b) before age 18 0.5
) Percentage of women and men age 15-19 years who are married or in union
PR Young women age 15 19 years MA Women 11.2
currently married or in union
Men 0.1
Percentage of women who are married or in union and whose spouse is 10 or more years older
PR.7a . (@) among women age 15-19 years, 10.2
PR.7b Spousal age difference MA (b) among women age 20-24 years, 6.7
PR.7CS (CS) among women age 15-24 years 7.2
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years who experienced physical violence of robbery or assault within the last
12 months
PR.12 Experience of robbery and assault VT Women 0.9
0.6
Men
PR.13 Crime reporting 16.3.1 VT Percentagg of women age 15-49 years experiencing physical V|0_Ience of robbery_and/or assault in the last 12 months 18.9
and reporting the last incidences of robbery and/or assault experienced to the police
Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years feeling safe walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark
PR.14 Safety 16.1.4 VT Women 82.1
Men 97.5
LIVE IN A SAFE AND CLEAN ENVIRONMENT
WS.1 ;Jos::ré)efslmproved drinking water WS Percentage of household members using improved sources of drinking water 97.5
WS.2 Use of basic drinking water services | 1.4.1 WS Perceptage of house_hold men_1ber_s using improved sources of drinking water either in their dwelling/yard/plot or within 96.5
30 minutes round trip collection time
WS.3 Availability of drinking water WS Percentage of household members with a water source that is available when needed 715
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Children with functional

MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
WS.4 \ﬁgfl contamination of source wQ Percentage of household members whose source water was tested and with E. coli contamination in source water 24.9
Faecal contamination of household Percentage of household members whose household drinking water was tested and with E. coli contamination in
WS.5 o WQ M 30.8
drinking water household drinking water
Use of safely managed drinking Percentage of household members with an improved drinking water source on premises, whose source water was tested
WS.6 - 6.1.1 WS - WQ . - 56.2
water services and free of E. coli and available when needed
Handwashing facility with water 141 - - -
WS.7 and soap & HW Percentage of household members with a handwashing facility where water and soap or detergent are present 93.9
6.2.1
WS.8 ;Jaf:?“‘;{ elsmproved sanitation 3.8.1 WS Percentage of household members using improved sanitation facilities 93.6
141
WS.9 Use of basic sanitation services & WS Percentage of household members using improved sanitation facilities which are not shared 92.0
6.2.1
WS.10 Safe disposal in situ of excreta from 6.2.1 WS Percentage of household members with an improved sanitation facility that does not flush to a sewer and with waste 64.2
' on-site sanitation facilities - never emptied or emptied and buried in a covered pit '
Removal of excreta for treatment Percentage of household members with an improved sanitation facility that does not flush to a sewer and with waste
WS.11 . 6.2.1 WS . . - 9.7
off-site removed by a service provider for treatment off-site

EQUITABLE CHANCE IN LIFE

poorest households

months

EQ.1 difficulty UCF - FCF | Percentage of children age 2-17 reported with functional difficulty in at least one domain 7.8
Percentage of women, men and children covered by health insurance

EQ.2a WB a) women age 15-49 94.5
Health insurance coverage MWB men age 15-49 92.8

EQ.2b CB b)  children age 5-17 96.3

EQ.2c uB ¢)  children under age 5 96.3

EQ3 Population covered by social 131 ST-ED Percentage of household members living in households that received any type of social transfers and benefits in the last 791
transfers 3 months

EQ.15CS Hou;eholds whp havg ever ST Percentage of households who have ever applied for assistance program(s) 71.6
applied for social assistance

EQ.4 External economic support to the ST-ED Percentage of households in the two lowest wealth quintiles that received any type of social transfers in the last 3 785
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MICS INDICATOR SDG® | Module®* | Definition Value
Children in the households that . L . . .
EQ5 received any type of social ST-ED quorﬁirllstage of children under age 18 living in the households that received any type of social transfers in the last 3 86.2
transfers
) Percentage of children and young people age 5-24 years currently attending school that received any type of school-
EQ6 School-related support ED related support in the current/most recent academic year 819
103.1 Percentage of women and men age 15-49 years having personally felt discriminated against or harassed within the
Lo o previous 12 months on the basis of a ground of discrimination prohibited under international human rights law
EQ.7 Discrimination & VT 6.4
Women
16.b.1 44
Men
Average life satisfaction score for women and men
Women
EQ.9a (&) age15-24 7.2
EQ.9b Overall life satisfaction index LS (b) age 15-49 7.0
' Men
(&) age15-24 7.0
(b) age 15-49 6.5
Percentage of women and men who are very or somewhat happy
Women
(@) age15-24 84.6
Egigﬁ Happiness LS (b) age 15-49 87.4
' Men
(a) age15-24 86.5
(b) age 15-49 84.2
Percentage of women and men whose life improved during the last one year and who expect that their life will be better
after one year
Women
EQ.11a . . (@) age15-24 63.0
EQ.11b Perception of a better life LS (b) age 15-49 478
Men
(&) age15-24 60.7
(b) age 15-49 40.2
LEAD TESTING
LT.18CS gzvgtfg l?lgois_lzgcie?er:/:{;th LT Percentage of children 2-7 years old with elevated blood lead levels (> 5 pg/dl) 411
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4 SAMPLE COVERAGE AND CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

4.1 RESULTS OF INTERVIEWS

Table SR.1.1 presents results of the sample implementation, including response rates. Of the 14,120 households
selected for the sample, 13,030 were found occupied. Of these, 12,270 were successfully interviewed for a
household response rate of 94.2 percent.

The Water Quality Testing Questionnaire was administered to 3,530 randomly selected households (5 in each
sample cluster). Of these, 2,699 were successfully tested for household drinking water yielding a response rate
of 76.5 percent. Also, 2,429 were successfully tested for source drinking water quality yielding a response rate
of 68.8 percent.

In the interviewed households, 8,511 women (age 15-49 years) were identified. Of these, 6,812 were
successfully interviewed, yielding a response rate of 80.0 percent within the interviewed households.

The survey also sampled men (age 15-49 years) but required only a subsample. All men (age 15-49) were
identified in every second household. 4,438 men (age 15-49 years) were listed in the household questionnaires.
Questionnaires were completed for 2,697 eligible men, which corresponds to a response rate of 60.8 percent
within eligible interviewed households.

There were 2,824 children under age five listed in the household questionnaires. Questionnaires were
completed for 2,540 of these children, which corresponds to a response rate of 89.9 percent within interviewed
households.

A sub-sample of children age 5-17 years was used to administer the questionnaire for children age 5-17. Only
one child has been selected randomly in each household interviewed, and there were 6,670 children age 5-17
years listed in the household questionnaires. Of these, 4,221 children were selected, and questionnaires were
completed for 3,740 which corresponds to a response rate of 88.6 percent within the interviewed households.

A sub-sample of children age 2-7 years was used to administer lead testing for children age 2-7. Only one child
has been selected randomly in each household interviewed, and there were 3,508 children age 2-7 listed in
household questionnaires. Of those, 2,633 were selected, and blood was extracted for 1,578 which corresponds
to a response rate of 59.9 percent of selected children across Georgia.

Overall response rates of 75.4, 57.2, 84.7, 83.4 and 56.4 percent are calculated for the individual interviews of
women, men, under-5s, children age 5-17 years and children age 2-7 years, respectively.
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Table SR.1.1: Results of household, women's, men's, under-5's and children age 5-17's interviews

Number of households, women, men, children under 5, and children age 5-17 by interview results, 2018 Georgia MICS
IDP status of
Area household head” Region
B o ., E g = = - o2 O] c_‘%' £
= g © E2S%ea g =& g2 § g 5 2
Non < - s e n Z n
Total Urban Rural IDP IDP
Households
Sampled 14,120 6,640 7,480 na na 2,000 1,080 1,240 1,520 1,440 1,480 1,600 1,220 1,120 1,520
Occupied 13,030 6,118 6,912 na na 1,781 1,010 1,173 1,414 1,294 1,381 1,489 1,049 964 1,475
Interviewed 12,270 5,597 6,673 1,233 11,037 1,523 957 1,148 1,354 1,257 1,296 1,461 1,019 832 1,423
Household completion rate® 86.9 84.3 89.2 na na 76.2 88.6 92.6 89.1 87.3 87.6 91.3 91.0 74.3 93.6
Household response rate® 94.2 91.5 96.5 na na 85.5 94.8 97.9 95.8 97.1 93.8 98.1 97.1 86.3 96.5
Water quality testing
Eligible 3,530 1,660 1,870 na na 500 270 310 380 360 370 400 280 280 380
Household water quality test
Completed 2,699 1,168 1,531 264 2,435 307 197 273 298 295 300 337 196 161 335
Response rate 76.5 70.4 81.9 na na 61.4 73.0 88.1 78.4 81.9 81.1 84.3 70.0 57.5 88.2
Source water quality test
Completed 2,429 1,062 1,367 243 2,186 305 192 250 241 244 286 315 184 128 284
Response rate 68.8 64.0 73.1 na na 61.0 71.1 80.6 63.4 67.8 77.3 78.8 65.7 45.7 74.7
Women age 15-49 years
Eligible 8,511 4,186 4,325 905 7,606 1,254 922 660 815 711 943 855 718 705 928
Interviewed 6,812 3,284 3,528 731 6,081 885 731 582 667 606 684 770 558 536 793
Women's response rate 80.0 78.5 81.6 80.8 80.0 70.6 79.3 88.2 81.8 85.2 725 90.1 7.7 76.0 85.5
Women's overall response rate 75.4 71.8 78.8 na na 60.4 75.1 86.3 78.4 82.8 68.1 88.4 75.5 65.6 82.4
Men age 15-49 years
ho’d;‘g:}%féso" men in interviewed 8877 4,124 4753 855 8,022 1,243 897 728 880 825 958 944 718 684 1,000
Eligible 4,438 2,101 2,337 417 4,021 621 455 357 428 427 493 464 365 320 508
Interviewed 2,697 1,277 1,420 249 2,448 306 314 250 235 294 240 366 202 144 346
Men's response rate 60.8 60.8 60.8 59.7 60.9 49.3 69.0 70.0 54.9 68.9 48.7 78.9 55.3 45.0 68.1
Men's overall response rate 57.2 55.6 58.7 na na 42.1 65.4 68.5 52.6 66.9 45.7 77.4 53.8 38.8 65.7
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Table SR.1.1: Results of household, women's, men's, under-5's and children age 5-17's interviews

Number of households, women, men, children under 5, and children age 5-17 by interview results, 2018 Georgia MICS
IDP status of
Area household head” Region
24 . E g _ — [ ° E o= T‘:; £
@ < & T I35 @ £ o8 <l ¥ 8
= ¢ 5 5gEcg £ £§5 8% TE o &
g 5 3 g85<?2 Gl = £ 0 € > 1S o
T =Xggon x == g £ T o =
Non < - ® " n g n
Total Urban Rural IDP IDP
Children under 5 years
Eligible 2,824 1,345 1,479 286 2,538 367 318 195 269 278 318 271 214 260 334
Mothers/caretakers interviewed 2,540 1,178 1,362 269 2,271 305 283 175 245 252 285 266 199 224 306
Under-5's response rate 89.9 87.6 92.1 94.1 89.5 83.1 89.0 89.7 91.1 90.6 89.6 98.2 93.0 86.2 91.6
Under-5's overall response rate 84.7 80.1 88.9 na na 71.1 84.3 87.8 87.2 88.1 84.1 96.3 90.3 74.4 88.4
Children age 5-17 years
_ Number of children in 6,670 3,190 3,480 693 5977 865 653 563 658 577 703 711 619 552 769
interviewed households
Eligible 4,221 2,089 2,132 445 3,776 569 415 342 432 397 415 452 377 327 495
Mothers/caretakers interviewed 3,740 1,822 1,918 393 3,347 454 366 330 383 368 354 434 329 282 440
ragh"dre” age 5-17's response 886 872 900 88.3 88.6 798 882 965 887 927 853 960 873 862 889
Children age 5-17's overall
response rate 83.4 79.8 86.9 na na 68.2 83.6 94.4 84.9 90.0 80.1 94.2 84.8 74.4 85.8
Children age 2-7 years
_ Number of children in 3508 1,685 1,823 376 3,132 469 370 253 338 315 413 356 260 302 432
interviewed households
Eligible 2,633 1,288 1,345 274 2,359 355 275 196 261 248 292 263 203 220 320
Blood was extracted 1,578 710 868 161 1,417 175 165 153 171 132 159 201 100 110 212
ragh"dre” age 2-7's response 599 551 645 58.8 60.1 493 600 781 655 532 545 764 493 500 663
Children age 2-7's overall
response rate 56.4 50.4 62.3 na na 42.2 56.9 76.4 62.7 51.7 51.1 75.0 47.9 43.2 63.9
AThe sampling details including the IDP are provided in the Appendix A
B The denominators for the household completion and household response rates are: Completion rate: the total number of households selected in the sample. Response rate: the number of
households found to be occupied during fieldwork
na: not applicable
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4.2 HOUSING AND HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS

Tables SR.2.1, SR.2.2 and SR.2.3 provide further details on household level characteristics obtained in the
Household Questionnaire. Most of the information collected on these housing characteristics have been used in
the construction of the wealth index.

Table SR.2.1 presents characteristics of housing, disaggregated by area and region, distributed by whether the
dwelling has electricity, energy used for cooking, internet access, the main materials of the flooring, roof, and
exterior walls, as well as the number of rooms used for sleeping.

In Table SR.2.2 households are distributed according to ownership of assets by households and by individual
household members. This also includes ownership of dwelling.

Table SR.2.3 shows how the household populations in areas and regions are distributed according to household
wealth quintiles.
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Table SR.2.1: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, according to area of residence, IDP Status of the Household Head and regions, 2018 Georgia MICS
IDP Status of
Area household head Region
4 E . = - E =
P g © E8%ré & EE ER%G EE 5 2
2 8% 52 §"% 38 ¢ 3
Total Urban Rural IDP IDP
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Electricity
Yes, interconnected grid 99.7 99.7 99.7 99.7 99.7 99.8 99.3 99.8 99.9 99.6 99.8 99.7 98.7 99.6 99.5
Yes, off-grid 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
No 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.5
Missing/DK 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.1 0.0
Energy use for cooking”
Clean fuels and technologies 91.4 98.5 80.9 92.6 91.3 99.5 82.1 86.1 86.0 96.2 92.5 71.7 85.9 93.9 94.5
Other fuels 8.1 1.0 185 6.7 8.2 0.3 17.3 12.8 13.8 2.9 7.4 27.3 12.0 54 51
ho'ﬂgech%‘fg'”g done in the 0.4 03 0.5 0.6 0.4 02 01 10 0.2 0.9 0.1 11 02 05 04
Missing/DK 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.1 0.0
Internet access at home
Yes 70.8 83.9 51.8 72.8 70.7 87.7 72.9 58.1 61.9 57.9 63.9 56.1 66.1 64.6 58.5
No 29.0 16.0 48.0 27.0 29.1 12.3 26.6 41.9 37.7 41.9 36.0 43.9 32.3 35.2 41.5
Missing/DK 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 1.6 0.1 0.1
Main material of flooring®
Natural floor 0.2 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.3
Rudimentary floor 36.1 23.1 55.1 21.2 36.9 16.7 39.8 36.5 41.0 50.8 49.8 44.9 68.1 50.8 44.2
Finished floor 60.2 74.4 39.5 74.7 59.5 80.9 59.9 60.0 54.6 43.3 45.2 47.8 30.4 45.0 50.8
Other 34 2.3 4.9 4.0 3.3 2.2 0.1 33 4.1 5.3 4.3 7.2 0.4 3.9 4.7
Missing/DK 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.0
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Table SR.2.1: Housing characteristics

Percent distribution of households by selected housing characteristics, according to area of residence, IDP Status of the Household Head and regions, 2018 Georgia MICS
IDP Status of
Area household head Region
[h N é g — — &= (_5 — o c_% é
— = &j 5 = = S g 9 = c o I
2 % % EgE2f £ Eg gEE ¥F o &
= S, 0 Ef6-y & =& ENg Egz E o
Non 2 -85 = 3 » o S &
Total Urban Rural IDP IDP
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Main material of exterior walls®
Rudimentary walls 2.9 0.9 5.8 13 3.0 0.7 5.0 1.7 2.6 1.9 1.3 5.6 18.2 25 2.6
Finished walls 96.3 98.7 92.9 98.5 96.2 99.0 94.7 87.7 96.4 97.6 98.2 935 81.2 97.3 96.9
Other 0.7 0.4 13 0.2 0.8 0.3 0.3 10.6 0.9 0.5 0.3 0.9 0.0 0.1 0.4
Missing/DK 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0
Rooms used for sleeping
1 34.5 33.1 36.5 39.1 34.3 32.6 25.2 38.6 35.1 41.5 34.9 35.9 335 36.6 38.9
2 39.3 40.9 37.0 42.8 39.1 42.2 37.3 35.2 39.3 36.1 40.5 39.4 38.9 35.8 38.2
3 or more 26.2 26.0 26.4 18.1 26.6 25.1 375 26.2 25.6 22.4 24.6 24.6 271.7 27.6 22.9
Missing/DK 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number of households 12,270 7,287 4,983 586 11,684 4,147 1,024 360 1,819 964 299 1,078 450 1,238 892
Mean number of persons per 18 18 18 19 1.8 18 19 16 17 1.7 1.7 16 18 20 18
room used for sleeping
Percentage of household
members with access to 99.9 99.8 99.9 99.9 99.8 99.9 99.8 99.9 100.0 99.9 99.9 99.9 99.1 99.9 99.8
electricity in the household?
Number of household members 42,013 24,968 17,045 1,938 40,075 14,264 4,134 1,150 5,813 3,030 998 3,385 1,549 4,728 2,963
IMICS indicator SR.1 - Access to electricity; SDG Indicator 7.1.1
A Calculated for households. For percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for cooking, please refer to Table TC.4.1
B Please refer Household Questionnaire in Appendix E, questions HC4, HC5 and HC6 for definitions of natural, rudimentary, finished and other
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Table SR.2.2: Household and personal assets

Percentage of households by ownership of selected household and personal assets, and percent distribution by ownership of dwelling, according to area of residence, IDP Status of the
Household Head and regions, 2018 Georgia MICS

IDP Status of

Area household head Region
. =0 . 5@ - = =
a = e 2ZEXGC 2 <8 Q = <
F g © EGgea g =28 £g § 3 5 2
Non < - & ng 9 < n
Total Urban Rural IDP IDP

Percentage of households that own a
Fixed telephone line 35.6 46.0 20.3 28.1 36.0 49.9 19.8 23.2 37.1 26.4 23.9 22.9 324 25.3 345
Radio 5.3 5.9 45 2.8 5.5 6.3 3.2 5.6 6.9 6.9 4.4 5.7 1.6 3.0 34
Wardrobe 96.3 97.0 95.2 92.4 96.5 97.1 96.9 97.3 96.4 95.8 95.8 94.6 96.2 95.8 95.0
Cupboard 95.5 96.5 94.0 92.6 95.6 96.7 96.9 95.2 95.1 93.6 94.1 94.8 94.6 94.8 93.8
Table 99.4 99.4 99.5 99.0 99.4 99.5 99.4 99.4 99.8 99.1 99.8 99.0 98.4 99.5 99.4
Chair 99.3 99.3 99.4 99.0 99.3 99.4 99.4 99.9 99.8 99.3 99.7 99.1 98.4 99.0 99.2
Bed 99.5 99.4 99.7 98.3 99.6 99.6 98.8 99.7 99.9 99.7 99.9 99.3 98.3 99.7 99.8

Percentage of households that own a
Television 95.6 95.5 95.9 94.5 95.7 94.2 98.4 96.6 97.4 95.9 95.8 95.7 94.3 95.7 95.6
Refrigerator 92.7 94.9 89.5 89.4 92.9 96.3 95.6 91.1 94.0 90.1 91.1 87.6 86.9 92.1 84.4
Gas stove / Electric stove 92.4 96.9 85.9 88.4 92.7 98.4 90.9 93.8 90.5 93.6 90.8 74.1 85.1 95.1 91.3
Iron 91.3 94.9 86.0 87.5 91.5 95.0 91.6 85.6 92.6 86.5 89.3 89.3 86.0 88.7 87.8
Washing machine 83.1 89.0 74.4 79.3 83.3 90.5 92.8 75.7 81.2 76.2 80.2 68.0 80.4 82.0 73.7
Electric kettle 46.5 50.6 40.5 40.3 46.8 50.7 48.6 43.8 47.8 42.3 46.1 46.3 42.8 38.8 40.3
Microwave 20.4 245 14.3 22.9 20.3 26.0 23.9 11.0 20.7 14.9 19.9 13.2 20.7 15.2 15.2
Air-conditioner 16.0 24.4 3.8 14.1 16.1 23.4 29.2 5.3 16.9 5.2 3.7 10.3 1.9 13.6 25

Percentage of households that own

Agricultural land 55.0 36.4 82.3 30.8 56.3 30.9 61.9 89.3 65.9 69.4 75.6 76.0 74.1 51.7 70.9
Farm animals/Livestock 32.6 9.8 66.0 17.2 33.4 3.7 28.4 67.6 47.1 59.2 46.4 60.3 48.9 39.1 44.0
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Table SR.2.2: Household and personal assets

Percentage of households by ownership of selected household and personal assets, and percent distribution by ownership of dwelling, according to area of residence, IDP Status of the

Household Head and regions, 2018 Georgia MICS

IDP Status of

Area household head Region
. =0 . 5@ - = =
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Total Urban Rural IDP IDP

Percentage of households where at least one member owns or has a
Wristwatch 47.0 58.9 29.6 47.4 47.0 63.9 50.9 31.3 39.7 32.0 39.4 34.0 34.4 40.9 34.1
Bicycle 14.2 15.3 12.4 10.5 14.3 12.4 17.2 13.8 155 15.1 135 19.9 10.2 11.7 13.8
Motorcycle or scooter 2.1 2.3 1.7 1.8 2.1 2.7 1.5 2.1 1.8 3.1 2.7 2.1 2.0 0.3 1.6
Animal-drawn cart 2.7 0.5 5.8 0.9 2.8 0.2 21 2.6 6.0 5.9 3.2 5.6 3.0 21 1.7
Car, truck, or van 45.6 47.2 433 30.8 46.3 49.0 50.2 40.9 43.5 46.4 46.3 37.9 46.8 45.6 38.1
Tractor 5.6 1.8 111 1.9 5.8 1.1 4.4 8.0 11.1 8.7 5.4 3.6 12.3 3.0 15.2
Computer or tablet 62.1 74.6 43.8 60.1 62.2 78.4 66.2 43.7 53.3 51.2 52.4 46.9 58.6 56.0 49.9
Mobile telephone 95.7 97.3 93.4 96.1 95.7 98.0 97.4 95.2 94.5 94.5 93.9 93.0 93.0 96.3 91.5
Smartphone 70.0 79.3 56.2 69.7 70.0 83.2 80.4 56.4 54.8 63.8 63.2 59.6 65.1 74.0 51.1
Bank account 86.6 89.5 82.3 95.3 86.1 92.5 84.8 86.5 84.1 82.1 90.3 88.7 75.1 78.4 84.5

Ownership of dwelling

Owned by a household member 88.3 83.1 96.0 69.5 89.3 78.2 91.4 94.3 95.6 94.5 94.0 91.1 92.5 92.3 95.1
Not owned 115 16.7 3.8 30.4 105 21.7 7.9 5.7 4.4 55 5.8 8.9 6.0 7.6 4.8
Rented 5.8 9.3 0.7 8.4 5.7 12.8 5.0 0.6 1.1 1.4 1.0 1.4 2.2 4.6 1.2
Other 5.7 7.4 3.2 22.0 4.8 8.8 2.9 5.0 3.3 4.1 4.8 7.5 3.8 3.0 3.6
Missing/DK 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.5 0.1 0.1
Number of households 12,270 7,287 4,983 586 11,684 4,147 1,024 360 1,819 964 299 1,078 450 1,238 892
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Table SR.2.3: Wealth quintiles

Percent distribution of the household population by wealth index quintile, according to area of residence, IDP Status of the
Household Head and regions, 2018 Georgia MICS

Wealth index quintile Number of
household
Poorest Second Middle Fourth Richest Total members
Total 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 100.0 42,013
Area
Urban 4.7 5.5 225 337 33.6 100.0 24,968
Rural 42.4 41.3 16.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 17,045
Region
Thilisi 1.2 25 17.4 325 46.4 100.0 14,264
Adjara A.R 15.8 25.7 26.5 23.2 8.8 100.0 4,134
Guria 34.9 38.9 23.4 2.4 0.4 100.0 1,150
_pmeretl, Racha-Lechknumi 24.4 26.1 23.7 18.0 7.9 100.0 5,813
Kakheti 34.0 40.0 20.9 3.7 15 100.0 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 25.0 35.5 335 4.0 2.0 100.0 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 45.1 27.0 20.8 6.4 0.7 100.0 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 25.4 38.5 26.3 8.5 1.3 100.0 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 35.2 22.8 9.2 195 13.3 100.0 4,728
Shida Kartli 30.5 29.1 22.1 10.9 7.4 100.0 2,963
IDP status of household head
IDP 11.2 12.7 25.1 26.8 24.2 100.0 1,938
Non IDP 20.4 20.4 19.7 19.7 19.8 100.0 40,075
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4.3 HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

Table SR.3.1 provides the distribution of households by selected background characteristics, including the sex
and age of the household head, region, area, number of household members, education of household head, IDP
status of household head and ethnicity of household head?®. Both unweighted and weighted numbers are
presented. Such information is essential for the interpretation of findings presented later in the report and
provide background information on the representativeness of the survey sample. The remaining tables in this
report are presented only with weighted numbers.?’

The presented background characteristics are used in subsequent tables in this report; the figures in the table
are also intended to show the numbers of observations by major categories of analysis in the report.

The weighted and unweighted total number of households are equal, since sample weights were normalized.?’
The table also shows the weighted mean household size estimated by the survey.

26 This was determined by asking question to what was the household head's nationality. Based on the practical experience
by asking this question respondents easily identified to which ethnic group they were belong. This question has been used
in households’ surveys by Geostat to identify ethnicity.

27 See Appendix A: Sample design, for more details on sample weights.
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Table SR.3.1: Household composition

Percent and frequency distribution of households by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS
Number of households
Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 12,270 12,270
Sex of household head
Male 68.0 8,345 8,598
Female 32.0 3,925 3,672
Age of household head
<18 0.0 6 3
18-34 9.2 1,132 893
35-64 56.0 6,874 7,044
65-84 31.9 3,916 3,960
85+ 2.8 342 370
Area
Urban 59.4 7,287 5,597
Rural 40.6 4,983 6,673
Region
Thilisi 33.8 4,147 1,523
Adjara A.R 8.3 1,024 957
Guria 2.9 360 1,148
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 14.8 1,819 1,354
Kakheti 7.9 964 1,257
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.4 299 1,296
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 8.8 1,078 1,461
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.7 450 1,019
Kvemo Kartli 10.1 1,238 832
Shida Kartli 7.3 892 1,423
Education of household head
Kindergarten or none 0.4 55 56
Primary or Lower Secondary 9.3 1,143 1,278
Upper Secondary 26.6 3,270 3,521
Vocational Education 27.5 3,372 3,824
Higher 35.1 4,311 3,483
DK/Missing 1.0 121 108
Number of household members
1 15.0 1,837 1,949
2 22.8 2,793 2,915
3 18.0 2,206 2,175
4 17.9 2,194 2,033
5 12.1 1,490 1,477
6 8.3 1,024 990
7+ 5.9 727 731
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 86.9 10,664 10,916
Azerbaijani 4.7 578 405
Armenian 5.2 639 590
Other 3.1 383 347
DK/Missing 0.0 6 12
IDP status of household head
IDP 4.8 586 1,233
Non IDP 95.2 11,684 11,037
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Table SR.3.1: Household composition

Percent and frequency distribution of households by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS
Number of households
Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 12,270 12,270
Households with #
At least one child under age 5 years 18.9 2,314 2,191
At least one child age 5-17 years 35.4 4,348 4,221
At least one child age <18 years 43.9 5,385 5,196
At least one woman age 15-49 years 57.7 7,080 6,730
At least one man age 15-49 years 59.9 7,354 7,055
No member age <50 26.8 3,282 3,612
No adult (18+) member 0.0 3 2
Mean household size 3.4 12,270 12,270
A Each proportion is a separate characteristic based on the total number of households
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4.4 AGE STRUCTURE OF HOUSEHOLD POPULATION

The weighted age and sex distribution of the survey population is provided in Table SR.4.1. In the households
successfully interviewed in the survey, a weighted total of 42,013 household members were listed. Of these,
20,116 were males, and 21,898 were females.?®

Table SR.4.1: Age distribution of household population by sex

Percent and frequency distribution of the household population by five-year age groups, dependency age groups, and by
child (age 0-17 years) and adult populations (age 18 or more), by sex, 2018 Georgia MICS
Males Females Total
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total 20,116 100.0 21,898 100.0 42,013 100.0
Age
0-4 1,492 7.4 1,455 6.6 2,948 7.0
5-9 1,572 7.8 1,456 6.6 3,028 7.2
10-14 1,243 6.2 1,126 5.1 2,369 5.6
15-19 1,234 6.1 905 4.1 2,139 5.1
15-17 784 3.9 597 2.7 1,381 33
18-19 450 2.2 308 14 758 1.8
20-24 1,147 5.7 1,076 4.9 2,223 5.3
25-29 1,445 7.2 1,524 7.0 2,969 7.1
30-34 1,543 7.7 1,534 7.0 3,077 7.3
35-39 1,320 6.6 1,457 6.7 2,777 6.6
40-44 1,309 6.5 1,312 6.0 2,621 6.2
45-49 1,292 6.4 1,225 5.6 2,517 6.0
50-54 1,283 6.4 1,434 6.5 2,717 6.5
55-59 1,403 7.0 1,723 7.9 3,126 7.4
60-64 1,146 5.7 1,444 6.6 2,590 6.2
65-69 978 4.9 1,309 6.0 2,286 5.4
70-74 614 3.1 914 4.2 1,528 3.6
75-79 545 2.7 875 4.0 1,420 34
80-84 344 1.7 672 31 1,016 2.4
85+ 206 1.0 456 21 662 1.6
Child and adult populations
Children age 0-17 years 5,091 25.3 4,634 21.2 9,725 23.1
Adults age 18+ years 15,025 74.7 17,263 78.8 32,288 76.9

28 The single year age distribution is provided in Table DQ.1.1 in Appendix D: Data quality
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4.5 RESPONDENTS’ BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS

Tables SR.5.1W, SR.5.1M, SR.5.2, and SR.5.3 provide information on the background characteristics of female
and male respondents 15-49 years of age, children under age 5 and children age 5-17 years. In all these tables,
the total numbers of weighted and unweighted observations are equal, since sample weights have been
normalized (standardized).?” In addition to providing useful information on the background characteristics of
women, men, children age 5-17, and children under age five, the tables are also intended to show the numbers
of observations in each background category. These categories are used in the subsequent tabulations of this
report.

Tables SR.5.1W and SR.5.1M provide background characteristics of female and male respondents, age 15-49
years. The tables include information on the distribution of women and men according to area, region, age,
education?®, marital/union status, motherhood status, health insurance, functional difficulties (for age 18-49),
IDP status of household head, ethnicity of household head, and wealth index quintiles.3® 3!

Background characteristics of children age 5-17 and under 5 are presented in Tables SR.5.2 and SR.5.3. These
include the distribution of children by several attributes: sex, area, region, age in months, mother’s (or
caretaker’s) education, respondent type, health insurance, functional difficulties (for children under age 5 only
for age 2-4 years), ethnicity of household head and wealth index quintiles.

29 Throughout this report when used as a background variable, unless otherwise stated, “education” refers to highest
educational level ever attended by the respondent.

30 The wealth index is a composite indicator of wealth. To construct the wealth index, principal components analysis is
performed by using information on the ownership of consumer goods, dwelling characteristics, water and sanitation, and
other characteristics that are related to the household’s wealth, to generate weights (factor scores) for each of the items
used. First, initial factor scores are calculated for the total sample. Then, separate factor scores are calculated for
households in urban and rural areas. Finally, the urban and rural factor scores are regressed on the initial factor scores to
obtain the combined, final factor scores for the total sample. This is carried out to minimize the urban bias in the wealth
index values. Each household in the total sample is then assigned a wealth score based on the assets owned by that
household and on the final factor scores obtained as described above. The survey household population is then ranked
according to the wealth score of the household they are living in, and is finally divided into 5 equal parts (quintiles) from
lowest (poorest) to highest (richest). In 2018 Georgia MICS, about 105 household characteristics questions were used in
these calculations. The wealth index is assumed to capture the underlying long-term wealth through information on the
household assets, and is intended to produce a ranking of households by wealth, from poorest to richest. The wealth index
does not provide information on absolute poverty, current income or expenditure levels. The wealth scores calculated are
applicable for only the particular data set they are based on. Further information on the construction of the wealth index
can be found in:

Filmer, D., and L. Pritchett. "Estimating Wealth Effects without Expenditure Data — or Tears: An Application to Educational
Enrollments in States of India*." Demography 38, no. 1 (2001): 115-32. doi:10.1353/dem.2001.0003.;

Rutstein, S., and K. Johnson. The DHS Wealth Index. DHS Comparative Reports No. 6. Calverton: ORC Macro, 2004.
https://dhsprogram.com/pubs/pdf/CR6/CR6.pdf.;

Rutstein, S. The DHS Wealth Index: Approaches for Rural and Urban Areas. Calverton: Macro International, 2008.
https://dhsprogram.com/pubs/pdf/WP60/WP60.pdf.

31 When describing survey results by wealth quintiles, appropriate terminology is used when referring to individual

household members, such as for instance “women in the richest population quintile”, which is used interchangeably with

“women in the wealthiest survey population”, “women living in households in the richest population wealth quintile”, and
similar.
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Table SR.5.1W: Women's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of women age 15-49 years by selected background characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS

Number of women

Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 6,812 6,812
Area
Urban 64.5 4,392 3,284
Rural 35.5 2,420 3,528
Region
Thilisi 38.5 2,621 885
Adjara A.R 10.8 736 731
Guria 2.3 155 582
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 12.1 826 667
Kakheti 6.0 412 606
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.3 154 684
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 6.7 454 770
Samtskhe-Javakheti 35 238 558
Kvemo Kartli 11.5 780 536
Shida Kartli 6.4 436 793
Age
15-19 7.8 533 553
15-17 4.8 324 351
18-19 3.1 209 202
20-24 115 783 727
25-29 17.3 1,177 1,134
30-34 17.7 1,207 1,201
35-39 16.9 1,153 1,111
40-44 14.8 1,010 1,056
45-49 13.9 950 1,030
Education
Kindergarten or none 0.1 7 9
Primary or Lower Secondary 9.3 631 690
Upper Secondary 25.2 1,718 1,990
Vocational Education 19.2 1,308 1,549
Higher 46.2 3,148 2,574
Marital/Union status
Currently married/in union 72.2 4,920 5,076
Widowed 1.7 114 151
Divorced 3.6 243 167
Separated 2.9 199 172
Never married/in union 19.3 1,317 1,228
Missing/DK 0.3 20 18
Motherhood and recent births
Never gave birth 24.6 1,673 1,573
Ever gave birth 75.4 5,139 5,239
Gave birth in last two years 13.2 900 908
No birth in last two years 62.2 4,240 4,331
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Table SR.5.1W: Women's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of women age 15-49 years by selected background characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS

Number of women

Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 6,812 6,812
Health insurance

With insurance 94.5 6,437 6,469

Without insurance 5.4 369 338

Missing/DK 0.1 6 5
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 9.9 639 641

Has no functional difficulty 90.1 5,849 5,820
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 87.4 5,957 6,045

Azerbaijani 5.8 397 294

Armenian 4.8 330 337

Other 1.9 128 136
IDP status of household head

IDP 5.1 350 731

Non IDP 94.9 6,462 6,081
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 155 1,055 1,333

Second 18.9 1,284 1,871

Middle 19.5 1,332 1,796

Fourth 22.2 1,509 1,048

Richest 24.0 1,632 764
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Table SR.5.1M: Men's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of men age 15-49 years by selected background characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS

Number of men

Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 2,697 2,697
Area
Urban 61.3 1,652 1,277
Rural 38.7 1,045 1,420
Region
Thilisi 36.6 988 306
Adjara A.R 10.2 275 314
Guria 24 66 250
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 12.9 347 235
Kakheti 6.9 185 294
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.3 63 240
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 7.6 204 366
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.3 90 202
Kvemo Kartli 11.0 297 144
Shida Kartli 6.7 181 346
Age
15-19 13.3 359 317
15-17 9.0 242 221
18-19 4.3 117 96
20-24 12.6 340 309
25-29 14.7 397 404
30-34 16.7 451 444
35-39 13.2 357 388
40-44 15.0 405 435
45-49 14.4 388 400
Education
Kindergarten or none 0.1 2 4
Primary or Lower Secondary 11.4 307 335
Upper Secondary 33.0 891 967
Vocational Education 15.2 410 484
Higher 40.3 1,087 907
Marital/Union status
Currently married/in union 56.1 1,512 1,501
Widowed 0.1 2 4
Divorced 2.6 70 59
Separated 0.9 24 36
Never married/in union 40.2 1,083 1,091
Missing/DK 0.2 5 6
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Table SR.5.1M: Men's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of men age 15-49 years by selected background characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS

Number of men

Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 2,697 2,697
Health insurance

With insurance 92.8 2,502 2,508

Without insurance 7.1 190 185

Missing/DK 0.2 5 4
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 6.8 166 168

Has no functional difficulty 93.2 2,289 2,308
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 88.5 2,387 2,455

Azerbaijani 4.7 126 78

Armenian 4.3 117 102

Other 25 66 62
IDP status of household head

IDP 4.3 117 249

Non IDP 95.7 2,580 2,448
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 18.0 485 647

Second 20.5 552 717

Middle 20.3 547 681

Fourth 19.6 530 376

Richest 21.6 584 276
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Table SR.5.2: Children under 5's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children under five years of age by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS
Number of under-5 children
Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 2,540 2,540
Sex
Male 50.9 1,293 1,288
Female 49.1 1,247 1,252
Area
Urban 61.1 1,552 1,178
Rural 38.9 988 1,362
Region
Thilisi 345 876 305
Adjara A.R 11.5 291 283
Guria 2.1 53 175
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 12.6 320 245
Kakheti 7.3 186 252
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.4 61 285
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 6.4 162 266
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.2 82 199
Kvemo Kartli 13.0 330 224
Shida Kartli 7.1 179 306
Age in months
0-5 9.4 239 234
6-11 9.4 240 225
12-23 17.9 456 476
24-35 20.1 510 508
36-47 21.3 542 549
48-59 21.8 554 548
Mother’s education?
Kindergarten or none 0.1 2 3
Primary or Lower Secondary 10.0 254 284
Upper Secondary 24.4 619 692
Vocational Education 20.4 519 576
Higher 45.1 1,146 984
DK/Missing 0.0 1 1
Respondent to the under-5 questionnaire
Mother 98.4 2,499 2,489
Other primary caretaker 1.6 41 51
Health insurance
With insurance 96.3 2,445 2,451
Without insurance 3.7 95 89
Child's functional difficulties (age 2-4 years)®¢
Has functional difficulty 1.8 29 42
Has no functional difficulty 98.2 1,577 1,564
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Table SR.5.2: Children under 5's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children under five years of age by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS

Number of under-5 children

Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted

Total 100.0 2,540 2,540
Mother's functional difficulties®

Has functional difficulty 7.7 195 188

Has no functional difficulty 90.2 2,291 2,297

No information 2.1 54 55
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 86.4 2,194 2,231

Azerbaijani 7.6 192 130

Armenian 4.0 101 119

Other 21 53 60
IDP status of household head

IDP 5.4 137 269

Non IDP 94.6 2,403 2,271
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 17.7 449 535

Second 19.4 492 678

Middle 20.6 522 689

Fourth 19.9 505 360

Richest 225 571 278

A In this table and throughout the report, mother's education refers to educational attainment of mothers as well as
caretakers of children under 5, who are the respondents to the under-5 questionnaire if the mother is deceased or is living
elsewhere.

B The results of the Child Functioning module are presented in Chapter 11.1.

€ Children age 0-1 years are excluded, as functional difficulties are only collected for age 2-4 years.

P1n this table and throughout the report, mother's functional difficulties refer to functional difficulty of mothers as well as
caretakers of children under 5 as mentioned in note A. The category of "No information" applies to mothers or caretakers to
whom the Adult Functioning module was not administered, e.g. the mother is below age 18 or above age 49. Please refer to
Tables 8.1W and 8.1M for results of the Adult Functioning module.
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Table SR.5.3: Children age 5-17's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children age 5-17 by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS
Number of children age 5-17
Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 3,740 3,740
Sex
Male 54.2 2,025 2,010
Female 45.8 1,715 1,730
Area
Urban 63.6 2,377 1,822
Rural 36.4 1,363 1,918
Region
Thilisi 36.0 1,345 454
Adjara A.R 10.1 376 366
Guria 24 91 330
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 13.2 493 383
Kakheti 7.0 262 368
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.0 76 354
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 7.3 274 434
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.8 142 329
Kvemo Kartli 11.1 414 282
Shida Kartli 7.1 267 440
Age
5-9 46.0 1,719 1,688
10-14 33.0 1,233 1,254
15-17 211 788 798
Mother’s education?
Kindergarten or none 0.0 2 3
Primary or Lower Secondary 10.6 395 428
Upper Secondary 21.9 820 928
Vocational Education 21.7 810 944
Higher 45.1 1,687 1,415
No information 0.7 25 21
DK/Missing 0.0 1 1
Respondent to the children age 5-17 questionnaire
Mother 91.9 3,436 3,410
Other primary caretaker 7.4 279 309
Emancipated® 0.7 25 21
Health insurance
With insurance 96.3 3,601 3,607
Without insurance 3.7 139 132
Missing 0.0 0 1
Child's functional difficulties®
Has functional difficulty 9.2 345 344
Has no functional difficulty 90.8 3,395 3,396
Mother's functional difficulties®
Has functional difficulty 10.0 372 338
Has no functional difficulty 77.4 2,894 2,918
No information 12.7 473 484
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Table SR.5.3: Children age 5-17's background characteristics

Percent and frequency distribution of children age 5-17 by selected characteristics, 2018 Georgia MICS
Number of children age 5-17
Weighted percent Weighted Unweighted
Total 100.0 3,740 3,740
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 87.9 3,288 3,333
Azerbaijani 6.3 235 171
Armenian 4.1 152 165
Other 1.8 66 71
IDP status of household head
IDP 4.6 172 393
Non IDP 95.4 3,568 3,347
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 16.3 608 747
Second 19.0 711 999
Middle 19.7 737 993
Fourth 21.0 787 568
Richest 24.0 897 433
A In this table and throughout the report where applicable, mother's education refers to educational attainment of mothers as
well as caretakers of children age 5-17, who are the respondents to the children age 5-17 questionnaire if the mother is
deceased or is living elsewhere. For emancipated children this is the education status of the selected child.
B Children age 15-17 years were considered emancipated and individually interviewed if not living with his/her mother and
the respondent to the Household Questionnaire indicated that the child does not have a primary caretaker.
€ The results of the Child Functioning module is presented in Chapter 11.1.
Pn this table and throughout the report, mother's functional difficulties refer to functional difficulty of mothers as well as
caretakers of children age 5-17 as mentioned in note A. The category of "No information" applies to mothers or caretakers to
whom the Adult Functioning module was not administered, e.g. the mother is below age 18 or above age 49. Emancipated
children are also included here. Please refer to Tables 8.1W and 8.1M for results of the Adult Functioning module.
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4.6 LITERACY

The literacy rate reflects the outcomes of primary education over the previous 30-40 years. As a measure of the
effectiveness of the primary education system, it is often seen as a proxy measure of social progress and
economic achievement. In MICS, literacy is assessed on the ability of the respondent to read a short simple
statement or based on school attendance.

Tables SR.6.1W and SR.6.1M show the survey findings for the total number of interviewed women and men,
respectively. The Youth Literacy Rate, MICS Indicator SR.2, is calculated for women and men age 15-24 years
and presented in the Age disaggregate in the two tables.

Note that those who have ever attended lower secondary or higher education are immediately classified as
literate, due to their education level and are therefore not asked to read the statement. All others who
successfully read the statement are also classified as literate. The tables are designed as full distributions of the
survey respondents, by level of education ever attended. The total percentage literate presented in the final
column is the sum of literate individuals among those with 1) pre-primary or no education, 2) primary education
and 3) those with at least some secondary education.

The percent missing includes those for whom no sentence in the required language was available or for whom
no response was reported.
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Table SR.6.1W: Literacy (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by highest level of school attended and literacy, and the total percentage

literate, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percent distribution of highest level attended

and literacy ) g
Primary or 8 5
Kindergarten Lower S oy s
or none Secondary g %“6 § g "é
[J] <] [J] Q O-E %n == 8
© s ® © S 8= g E
L £ 2 £ & = z
- = - = Total
Total 0.0 0.1 8.8 0.5 90.6  100.0 99.4 6,812
Area
Urban 0.0 0.1 5.3 0.1 94.6 100.0 99.8 4,392
Rural 0.0 0.1 15.1 1.2 83.5 100.0 98.7 2,420
Region
Thilisi 0.0 0.0 4.4 0.1 95.4 100.0 99.9 2,621
Adjara A.R 0.0 0.2 10.8 0.5 88.4 100.0 99.2 736
Guria 0.0 0.2 17.3 0.2 82.4 100.0 99.6 155
Svlg:]zrt‘ia“’ Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 0.0 0.0 58 0.0 942 1000 1000 826
Kakheti 0.2 0.0 14.3 15 84.0 100.0 98.5 412
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.0 0.0 10.6 0.4 88.9 100.0 99.6 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 0.0 6.8 0.0 93.2 100.0 100.0 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 92.3 100.0 100.0 238
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 0.2 20.3 1.9 77.6 100.0 97.8 780
Shida Kartli 0.0 0.5 10.0 0.7 88.7 100.0 98.7 436
Age
15-24* 0.0 0.1 9.3 0.1 90.5 100.0 99.8 1,316
15-19 0.0 0.0 7.6 0.2 92.2 100.0 99.8 533
15-17 0.0 0.0 6.6 0.1 93.3 100.0 99.9 324
18-19 0.0 0.0 9.2 0.3 90.5 100.0 99.7 209
20-24 0.0 0.1 10.4 0.1 89.4 100.0 99.8 783
25-34 0.0 0.1 9.8 1.0 89.1 100.0 99.0 2,384
35-49 0.0 0.1 7.7 0.3 91.9 100.0 99.6 3,112
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 0.0 0.2 11.3 0.5 88.1  100.0 99.3 639
Has no functional difficulty 0.0 0.1 8.6 0.5 90.8 100.0 99.4 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.0 0.1 6.2 0.1 93.7 100.0 99.8 5,957
Azerbaijani 0.0 0.6 38.7 6.4 54.3  100.0 93.0 397
Armenian 0.0 0.0 16.3 0.0 83.7 100.0 100.0 330
Other 0.5 0.0 17.9 1.1 80.5 100.0 98.9 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 0.0 0.0 6.9 0.3 92.8 100.0 99.7 350
Non IDP 0.0 0.1 8.9 0.5 90.5 100.0 99.4 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.0 0.4 22.7 2.0 75.0 100.0 97.6 1,055
Second 0.1 0.0 12.8 0.7 86.5 100.0 99.3 1,284
Middle 0.0 0.1 6.2 0.2 93.6 100.0 99.7 1,332
Fourth 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.1 94.9 100.0 99.9 1,509
Richest 0.0 0.0 2.3 0.0 97.7 100.0 100.0 1,632

1 MICS indicator SR.2 - Literacy rate (age 15-24 years)
ARespondents who have attended lower secondary school or higher are considered literate and are not tested.

Sample coverage and characteristics of respondents| page 50




Table SR.6.1M: Literacy (men)

Percent distribution of men age 15-49 years by highest level of school attended and literacy, and the total percentage
literate, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percent distribution of highest level attended
and literacy

Q c
Primary or g g
Kindergarten Lower S} T L 5
or none Secondary a—a %% g g 5
g g g @ 8B5S 5= =
c © c © g< 8 3
g g g & 3 s §
- = - = Total
Total 0.0 0.1 10.9 0.4 88.5 100.0 99.5 2,697
Area
Urban 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.2 91.5 100.0 99.8 1,652
Rural 0.0 0.2 15.0 0.9 83.9 100.0 98.9 1,045
Region
Thilisi 0.0 0.0 8.4 0.0 91.6 100.0 100.0 988
Adjara A.R 0.0 0.2 7.6 0.4 91.8 100.0 99.4 275
Guria 0.0 0.0 16.4 0.4 83.2 100.0 99.6 66
Svlg:gtciau, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 0.0 0.0 11.2 0.0 88.8 1000  100.0 347
Kakheti 0.0 0.3 13.9 1.6 84.3  100.0 98.2 185
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.0 0.0 111 1.3 87.7 100.0 98.7 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 0.0 7.4 0.4 92.2 100.0 99.6 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 0.0 13.3 0.0 86.7 100.0 100.0 90
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 0.0 17.4 1.3 81.2 100.0 98.7 297
Shida Kartli 0.0 0.7 16.0 1.1 82.1 100.0 98.1 181
Age
15-241 0.0 0.1 15.4 0.0 84.5 100.0 99.9 699
15-19 0.0 0.0 155 0.0 845 100.0 100.0 359
15-17 0.0 0.0 15.6 0.0 84.4 100.0 100.0 242
18-19 0.0 0.0 15.4 0.0 84.6 100.0 100.0 117
20-24 0.0 0.2 15.3 0.0 84.5 100.0 99.8 340
25-34 0.0 0.1 10.4 0.7 88.8 100.0 99.2 848
35-49 0.0 0.1 8.6 0.5 90.8 100.0 99.4 1,150
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 0.0 0.6 12.0 0.8 86.6  100.0 98.6 166
Has no functional difficulty 0.0 0.1 104 0.5 89.1 100.0 99.5 2,289
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.0 0.0 8.9 0.1 90.9 100.0 99.9 2,387
Azerbaijani 0.0 1.4 24.7 6.8 67.1 100.0 91.8 126
Armenian 0.0 0.0 24.2 0.4 75.4 100.0 99.6 117
Other 0.0 0.0 335 0.1 66.4 100.0 99.9 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 0.0 0.0 15.7 0.1 84.2  100.0 99.9 117
Non IDP 0.0 0.1 10.7 0.5 88.7 100.0 99.4 2,580
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.0 0.2 20.9 1.4 77.4  100.0 98.3 485
Second 0.0 0.1 14.2 0.5 85.1 100.0 99.4 552
Middle 0.0 0.0 9.8 0.3 89.9 100.0 99.7 547
Fourth 0.0 0.1 6.6 0.1 93.1 100.0 99.8 530
Richest 0.0 0.0 4.4 0.0 95.6 100.0 100.0 584

1 MICS indicator SR.2 - Literacy rate (age 15-24 years)
ARespondents who have attended lower secondary school or higher are considered literate and are not tested.
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4.8 ADULT FUNCTIONING

The Adult Functioning module is based on the “short set” of questions developed by the Washington Group on
Disability Statistics (WG) —a UN City Group established under the United Nations Statistical Commission. These
qguestions reflect six domains for measuring disability: seeing, hearing, walking, cognition, self-care and
communication. This module is recommended for disaggregation of SDG indicators for adults.3?

The MICS6 standard questionnaires include these questions in the individual questionnaires as specified
previously. For women and men age 18-49, data are obtained directly from the respondents themselves.33

Information at the individual level can also be obtained through a proxy respondent using a roster approach of
these questions in the household questionnaire. This would necessitate a single proxy respondent answering on
behalf of all adult household members. A proxy respondent can identify a large proportion of difficulties, but
tend to under-identify persons with functional difficulties, either deliberately or inadvertently.3*

Self-reporting too can have methodological issues. Specifically, a self-reported approach can bias the total
sample, as some individuals cannot be interviewed due to their disability (labeled as “incapacitated” in the result
code of the individual questionnaires by the interviewers). The number of “incapacitated” individuals identified
in household surveys is generally very low (usually around 0.5%) and holds both those incapacitated for reasons
of disability and those incapacitated for any reason (e.g., sick in bed).

Regardless, to avoid such potential bias, the Adult Functioning data in MICS should not be used to estimate
prevalence in the household population age 18-49 years. The standard tabulations of MICS do therefore not
include such. These data are however the recommended methodology to allow countries to disaggregate the
SDG indicators by disability status — the objective behind the inclusion of the module. It is important to interpret
the disaggregate with the bias in mind: The data is representative for the household population age 18-49 for
which an interview was completed and functioning difficulty is sometimes the reason for incomplete
questionnaires.

The recommendation of the WG is to use a proxy respondent for those individuals who cannot respond for
themselves, as this would allow estimation of prevalence in the household population age 18-49 years. This
approach is not currently sought 2018 Georgia MICS, as the majority of data captured in individual
questionnaires cannot be collected through a proxy respondent (e.g. the SDG indicators on informed decision
on reproductive health care, early marriage, etc.).

Tables SR.8.1W and SR.8.1M present the percentage of women and men age 18-49 years with functional
difficulties, by domain, and percentage who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within each
domain (Seeing, hearing, walking, self-care, communication, and remembering). Due to few unweighted cases
corrective devices for Tables SR.8.1W and SR.8.1M are not presented.

32 |AEG-SDG'’s. Disability Data Disaggregation. Joint Statement by the Disability Sector, Geneva, 2016.
http://www.washingtongroup-disability.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Joint-statement-on-disaggregation-of-data-by-

disability-Final.pdf.
33 Note that the Adult Functioning module does not cover adults over age 49 years which is the population most at risk of

having a functional limitation due to aging.
34 "Using the Washington Group Tools for the First Time." Washington Group on Disability Statistics. Accessed August 24,
2018. http://www.washingtongroup-disability.com/frequently-asked-questions/using-the-wg-questions-for-the-first-time/.
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Table SR.8.1W: Adult functioning (women age 18-49 years)

Percentage of women age 18-49 years with functional difficulties, by domain, and percentage who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of devices, 2018 Georgia

MICS
Percentage of Percentage of women age 18-49 years who have functional ~ Percentage of Percentage of Number of
women who: difficulties in the domains of: women age Number women with women age
- ® :_L8—49 years of difficulties 18-49 years
5 § ‘g 2 o _E’U .gl _g _g’ § V\_/lt_h fur_1(:t|c_>na| women seeing yvhen who wear
g 2 g @ @ § 2 g g % 2 difficulties in at age wearing glasses/
502 2 n I = ' 3 o least one 18-49 glasses/ contact
Remembering Communication domain® years contact lenses lenses
Total 135 0.4 3.7 0.4 4.1 36 0.2 0.1 9.9 6,488 8.9 874
Area
Urban 16.2 0.4 3.6 0.5 3.7 36 0.2 0.1 10.0 4,183 7.4 677
Rural 8.5 0.4 3.9 0.3 49 35 03 0.1 9.6 2,305 14.1 197
Region
Thilisi 17.9 0.5 4.4 0.6 3.7 40 0.1 0.1 11.2 2,515 7.9 449
Adjara A.R 9.1 0.3 3.8 0.5 2.6 23 0.2 0.1 7.6 705 121 64
Guria 11.9 0.5 3.2 0.5 4.7 3.0 08 0.0 8.9 146 13.6 17
Kv'énnfgeg{/;?;?a"‘ed‘kh“m' and 115 0.4 20 00 43 25 00 0.3 7.0 781 6.6 9
Kakheti 9.8 0.3 5.6 0.8 6.4 47 0.0 0.1 12.6 388 20.7 38
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 11.2 0.2 2.3 0.2 6.5 40 09 0.2 10.8 147 6.1 16
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 14.5 0.6 4.9 0.6 6.2 5.2 0.3 0.1 13.4 430 10.7 62
Samtskhe-Javakheti 7.4 1.0 3.0 0.7 3.7 19 02 0.0 7.5 230 (13.8) 17
Kvemo Kartli 9.8 0.4 3.2 0.0 3.2 3.7 0.0 0.0 8.3 742 7.9 73
Shida Kartli 11.4 0.0 2.2 0.3 5.3 31 09 0.0 9.1 404 5.3 46
Age
18-19 15.7 0.2 1.5 0.0 2.9 3.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 209 (7.6) 33
20-24 7.6 0.2 1.9 0.0 1.0 11 03 0.1 3.9 783 10.3 60
25-29 7.3 0.1 5.6 0.2 21 31 03 0.4 10.1 1,177 28.1 86
30-34 9.9 0.2 1.9 0.5 2.3 40 0.1 0.0 7.4 1,207 1.7 119
35-39 7.7 0.7 2.7 0.6 35 46 0.1 0.0 9.6 1,153 8.8 89
40-44 13.1 0.9 4.7 0.7 5.5 33 00 0.1 11.4 1,010 10.1 132
45-49 37.3 0.6 6.0 0.6 110 47 04 0.2 16.9 950 6.1 355
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Table SR.8.1W: Adult functioning (women age 18-49 years)

Percentage of women age 18-49 years with functional difficulties, by domain, and percentage who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of devices, 2018 Georgia
MICS
Percentage of Percentage of women age 18-49 years who have functional ~ Percentage of Percentage of Number of
women who: difficulties in the domains of: women age Number women with women age
18-49 years of difficulties 18-49 years
5 Q ‘g 2 o E’U o e 2 % with functional ~ women seeing when who wear
g @ g @ @ g.a 8_,_’ § % ; difficulties in at age wearing glasses/
502 2 n I = ' 3 o least one 18-49 glasses/ contact
Remembering Communication domain® years contact lenses lenses
Total 135 0.4 3.7 0.4 4.1 36 0.2 0.1 9.9 6,488 8.9 874
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * M M * * 7 - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 3.9 0.6 34 0.5 6.6 5.4 0.4 0.2 12.3 609 *) 24
Upper Secondary 8.4 0.5 34 0.9 5.3 34 03 0.2 10.9 1,425 11.9 119
Vocational Education 14.7 0.2 3.9 0.4 5.3 37 03 0.0 10.3 1,305 9.0 192
Higher 17.2 0.4 3.9 0.3 2.6 33 00 0.1 8.7 3,142 8.1 539
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 14.2 0.4 3.9 0.4 3.9 34 0.2 0.1 9.6 5,670 9.3 804
Azerbaijani 51 0.0 2.0 0.2 3.6 44 0.2 0.0 7.7 374 *) 19
Armenian 7.4 0.1 3.2 14 33 44 0.0 0.0 121 321 *) 24
Other 21.6 3.0 1.3 0.0 179 48 05 0.0 20.8 124 *) 27
IDP status of household head
IDP 145 0.4 3.8 0.0 5.3 46 0.0 0.1 10.1 343 21 50
Non IDP 134 0.4 3.7 0.5 4.1 35 0.2 0.1 9.8 6,145 9.3 824
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 8.5 0.4 4.8 0.5 7.0 49 04 0.2 12.6 992 20.4 85
Second 9.1 0.4 3.9 0.3 3.9 25 0.2 0.2 8.3 1,229 11.0 112
Middle 135 0.6 24 0.6 5.0 36 0.1 0.1 10.1 1,267 45 171
Fourth 16.7 0.1 4.0 0.8 2.7 39 0.2 0.0 9.8 1,449 45 241
Richest 17.1 0.6 3.7 0.0 3.0 33 00 0.2 9.2 1,550 11.3 265
Aln MICS, the adult functioning module is asked to individual respondents age 18-49 for the purpose of disaggregation. No information is collected on eligible household members who, for any
reason, were unable to complete the interview. It is expected that a significant proportion of the 82 cases of respondents for whom the response code "Incapacitated" was indicated for the
individual interview are indeed incapacitated due to functional difficulties. The percentage of women with functional difficulties presented here is therefore not representing a full measure and
should not be used for reporting on prevalence in the population.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table SR.8.1M: Adult functioning (men age 18-49 years)

Percentage of men age 18-49 years with functional difficulties, by domain, and percentage who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of devices, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men Percentage of men age 18-49 years who have functional difficulties in Percentage
who: the domains of: of men age
_ E 18—4v53i t)}/]ears
5 88 3 85 functional
=855 < difficulties in Number of
©° = § Self- at least one men age 18-
Seeing  Hearing Walking Remembering care  Communication domain® 49 years
Total 8.6 0.4 35 0.6 24 11 0.5 0.2 6.8 2,455
Area
Urban 9.8 0.3 2.9 0.6 1.9 1.2 0.7 0.2 6.0 1,490
Rural 6.7 0.4 4.2 0.4 3.1 1.0 0.4 0.2 7.9 965
Region
Thilisi 10.0 0.4 34 0.7 1.5 11 0.5 0.0 6.0 884
Adjara A.R 6.5 0.7 0.9 0.2 1.7 0.8 1.6 0.8 43 260
Guria 6.8 0.0 3.2 0.8 3.1 2.3 14 0.5 8.1 59
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 10.0 0.0 4.9 0.0 4.2 0.5 0.6 0.5 8.7 313
Kakheti 7.8 0.4 2.0 0.6 34 0.4 0.0 0.0 5.7 168
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 6.9 0.7 34 0.8 5.0 1.0 0.8 0.1 9.3 59
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 6.2 0.4 1.0 0.0 1.8 1.6 0.0 0.6 4.6 189
Samtskhe-Javakheti 4.4 0.5 2.6 0.5 2.6 1.2 0.5 0.0 6.4 85
Kvemo Kartli 10.3 0.4 7.6 0.5 1.6 15 0.0 0.0 10.2 274
Shida Kartli 5.6 0.3 2.8 1.5 4.4 1.8 0.8 0.0 7.9 166
Age
18-19 6.3 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 117
20-24 7.0 0.0 55 0.4 0.8 14 0.0 0.0 7.4 340
25-29 4.8 0.3 1.7 0.1 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.2 35 397
30-34 2.6 0.3 1.2 0.1 2.2 1.2 1.2 0.1 4.5 451
35-39 3.6 0.0 4.0 1.3 1.2 1.2 0.3 0.2 6.2 357
40-44 5.8 1.0 3.8 1.1 4.6 2.3 1.2 0.5 10.6 405
45-49 28.8 0.5 6.2 0.5 4.8 0.4 0.4 0.3 10.6 388
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Table SR.8.1M: Adult functioning (men age 18-49 years)

Percentage of men age 18-49 years with functional difficulties, by domain, and percentage who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of devices, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men Percentage of men age 18-49 years who have functional difficulties in Percentage
who: the domains of: of men age
_ E 18—4v53i t)}/]ears
5 88 3 85 functional
=855 < difficulties in Number of
©° = § Self- at least one men age 18-
Seeing  Hearing Walking Remembering care  Communication domain® 49 years
Total 8.6 0.4 35 0.6 24 11 0.5 0.2 6.8 2,455
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 5.1 0.2 6.1 1.7 14 11 0.2 0.2 7.9 269
Upper Secondary 7.8 0.8 3.7 0.6 4.5 1.3 1.2 0.5 9.3 699
Vocational Education 11.1 0.6 5.8 1.2 2.3 1.6 0.3 0.0 9.3 403
Higher 9.0 0.0 1.8 0.0 1.3 0.8 0.3 0.0 3.8 1,081
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 8.8 0.4 35 0.4 2.4 11 0.6 0.2 6.8 2,177
Azerbaijani 8.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 2.1 0.0 0.0 5.0 113
Armenian 0.5 0.4 3.6 3.2 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.0 4.5 109
Other 15.1 0.2 6.5 11 7.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.6 56
IDP status of household head
IDP 9.4 0.1 7.9 0.2 11 3.7 0.4 0.1 12.9 110
Non IDP 8.5 0.4 3.2 0.6 25 1.0 0.6 0.2 6.5 2,345
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 6.2 0.4 6.1 0.3 4.3 1.7 0.4 0.1 10.8 448
Second 8.2 0.3 3.7 0.7 25 0.5 0.5 0.5 7.1 518
Middle 7.7 0.9 3.7 0.7 21 0.8 0.4 0.0 6.6 499
Fourth 10.4 0.2 2.6 0.8 2.9 1.6 1.2 0.1 7.3 463
Richest 10.2 0.0 15 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.3 0.3 2.7 526

Aln MICS, the adult functioning module is asked to individual respondents age 18-49 for the purpose of disaggregation. No information is collected on eligible household members who, for any
reason, were unable to complete the interview. It is expected that a significant proportion of the 56 cases of respondents for whom the response code "Incapacitated” was indicated for the
individual interview are indeed incapacitated due to functional difficulties. The percentage of men with functional difficulties presented here is therefore not representing a full measure and should
not be used for reporting on prevalence in the population.

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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49 ICT

The 2018 Georgia MICS collected information on ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet.

In Table SR.9.2 presents information on the household ownership of Information and Communication
Technology (ICT) equipment (radio, television, fixed telephone line, mobile telephone including smartphone and
computer) and access to internet.
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Table SR.9.2: Household ownership of ICT equipment and access to internet

Percentage of households with a radio, a television, a telephone and a computer, and have access to the internet at home,

2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of households with a:

Telephone
o Percentage
5 S o % o E of
5 2 £ < S o 2 household
g % 3 P =2 g g that have
2 X o © 5] access to
w S & the internet  Number of
at home® households
Total 53 95.6 35.6 95.7 70.0 975 621 70.8 12,270
Area
Urban 59 955 46.0 97.3 79.3 98.7 746 83.9 7,287
Rural 45 959 20.3 93.4 56.2 95.6 43.8 51.8 4,983
Region
Thilisi 6.3 942 499 98.0 83.2 99.3 784 87.7 4,147
Adjara A.R 3.2 984 19.8 97.4  80.4 97.8 66.2 72.9 1,024
Guria 56 96.6 23.2 95.2 56.4 97.0 437 58.1 360
Kv'gnrﬁgeg{/;f‘;?a"‘emkh“m' and 6.9 974 371 945 548 971 533 61.9 1,819
Kakheti 6.9 959 26.4 94.5 63.8 96.1 51.2 57.9 964
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 44 958 23.9 93.9 63.2 954 52.4 63.9 299
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 57 957 229 93.0 59.6 95.2 46.9 56.1 1,078
Samtskhe-Javakheti 16 943 324 93.0 65.1 95.4 58.6 66.1 450
Kvemo Kartli 3.0 957 25.3 96.3 74.0 97.7 56.0 64.6 1,238
Shida Kartli 34 956 345 91.5 51.1 95.2 499 58.5 892
Education of household head
Kindergarten or none 0.6 854 24.9 83.9 52.1 875 285 41.5 55
Primary or Lower Secondary 38 912 23.1 87.6 51.7 929 415 49.9 1,143
Upper Secondary 46 949 27.7 95.1 64.7 96.7 53.8 63.2 3,270
Vocational Education 49 96.3 35.3 95.9 65.1 975 56.9 66.6 3,372
Higher 6.8 969 457 98.3 82.4 99.4 781 85.7 4,311
DK 3.4 995 18.8 98.4  83.2 98.4 69.1 74.1 121
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 56 96.2 35.7 95.9 70.2 97.6 629 71.6 10,664
Azerbaijani 18 922 14.7 96.4 68.2 97.3 446 53.8 578
Armenian 2.0 949 50.3 94.8 74.8 96.2 67.3 77.4 639
Other 85 880 402 92.7 58.8 96.3 56.4 64.7 383
IDP status of household head
IDP 2.8 945 28.1 96.1 69.7 97.3 60.1 72.8 586
Non IDP 55 957 36.0 95.7 70.0 975 622 70.7 11,684
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 41 921 20.1 87.4 385 91.8 225 29.8 2,865
Second 5.1 98.3 22.2 98.0 69.1 99.0 58.2 68.6 2,282
Middle 6.4 955 34.2 96.4 73.0 98.2 69.3 79.9 2,355
Fourth 59 947 459 98.7 81.6 99.7 752 87.0 2,583
Richest 54 989 59.1 100.0 95.0 100.0 94.6 98.0 2,185

IMICS indicator SR.4 - Households with aradio

2MICS indicator SR.5 - Households with a television

3MICS indicator SR.6 - Households with a telephone

4MICS indicator SR.7 - Households with a computer
5 MICS indicator SR.8 - Households with internet

& MICS indicator SR.14CS - Households with smartphone
ADon't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases
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4.10 CHILDREN'S LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) recognizes that “the child, for the full and harmonious
development of his or her personality, should grow up in a family environment, in an atmosphere of happiness,
love and understanding”. Millions of children around the world grow up without the care of their parents for
several reasons, including due to the premature death of the parents or their migration for work. In most cases,
these children are cared for by members of their extended families, while in others, children may be living in
households other than their own, as live-in domestic workers for instance. Understanding the children’s living
arrangements, including the composition of the households in which they live and the relationships with their
primary caregivers, is key to design targeted interventions aimed at promoting child’s care and wellbeing.

Table SR.11.1 presents information on the living arrangements and orphanhood status of children under age 18.

The 2018 Georgia MICS included a simple measure of one particular aspect of migration related to what is
termed “children left behind”, i.e. for whom one or both parents have moved abroad. While the amount of
literature is growing, the long-term effects of the benefits of remittances versus the potential adverse psycho-
social effects are not yet conclusive, as there is somewhat conflicting evidence available as to the effects on
children. Table SR.11.2 presents information on the living arrangements and co-residence with parents of
children under age 18.

Table SR.11.3 presents information on children under age 18 years not living with a biological parent according
to relationship to the head of household and those living in households headed by a family member.
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Table SR.11.1: Children's living arrangements and orphanhood

Percent distribution of children age 0-17 years according to living arrangements, percentage of children age 0-17 years not living with a biological parent and percentage of children who have one

or both parents dead, 2018 Georgia MICS

Living with neither

Living with

Living with
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ving v S5 5 8%
biological parent mother only father only R = < £5 c5
EQ e ¢g BE
g E ¢ o3 . g § &: Zc £ o
T0 B0 3§ 9 & © < - 52 28 29 GHE
- -2 E= b} 5 @ o c R = D oD c @
Living 28 8 £ £ 2 2 £ g 5= 28 £2 O8 Numberof
with both  § 5 3 @ 3 K g g £5 <8 =8 = children age
parents Total 0-17 years
Total 81.2 0.2 0.3 2.7 0.1 11.3 15 2.2 0.2 0.4 100.0 5.8 3.2 2.3 9,725
Sex
Male 80.6 0.1 0.4 2.6 0.0 11.7 1.7 2.3 0.2 0.3 100.0 5.7 3.2 2.5 5,091
Female 81.9 0.2 0.2 2.8 0.1 10.9 1.2 2.0 0.3 0.5 100.0 5.8 3.3 2.0 4,634
Area
Urban 79.8 0.2 0.4 2.4 0.1 13.0 1.3 2.0 0.2 0.6 100.0 5.5 3.0 2.1 6,009
Rural 83.4 0.1 0.2 3.1 0.0 8.5 1.7 2.4 0.3 0.2 100.0 6.3 35 2.4 3,716
Region
Thilisi 80.3 0.2 0.3 1.8 0.1 13.6 15 1.5 0.2 0.6 100.0 4.2 2.4 2.2 3,385
Adjara A.R 87.7 0.0 0.1 1.9 0.0 6.6 1.6 1.7 0.4 0.0 100.0 4.1 2.0 2.1 1,027
Guria 81.1 0.0 0.1 3.9 0.1 8.6 1.2 4.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 9.1 4.1 1.7 236
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 77.3 0.2 0.8 5.3 0.1 111 1.3 3.3 0.2 0.3 100.0 10.3 6.4 2.7 1,241
Kakheti 79.7 0.0 0.6 4.1 0.0 10.1 2.5 2.5 0.5 0.0 100.0 7.7 4.7 3.6 658
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 82.8 0.0 0.3 3.1 0.2 8.3 1.6 3.2 0.1 0.3 100.0 7.2 3.6 2.3 222
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 77.6 0.2 0.0 3.9 0.1 11.6 2.2 34 0.3 0.8 100.0 8.7 4.2 29 693
Samtskhe-Javakheti 78.5 0.1 0.0 2.8 0.0 14.4 1.7 1.6 0.7 0.1 100.0 5.2 29 2.5 367
Kvemo Kartli 85.2 0.1 0.4 1.0 0.0 10.7 0.5 1.6 0.0 0.3 100.0 3.3 1.6 1.1 1,206
Shida Kartli 81.8 0.2 0.1 3.2 0.0 9.8 15 2.6 0.0 0.8 100.0 6.2 35 1.8 689
Age
0-4 87.6 0.1 0.0 0.8 0.0 10.5 0.2 0.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 1.6 0.8 0.4 2,948
5-9 83.1 0.2 0.2 1.9 0.0 114 1.0 1.9 0.1 0.2 100.0 4.5 2.3 1.5 3,028
10-14 76.5 0.2 0.5 3.8 0.1 12.2 2.0 35 0.5 0.8 100.0 8.9 4.5 3.2 2,369
15-17 71.3 0.1 1.0 6.6 0.2 11.2 4.5 3.7 0.3 0.9 100.0 12.2 8.0 6.3 1,381




Table SR.11.1: Children's living arrangements and orphanhood

Percent distribution of children age 0-17 years according to living arrangements, percentage of children age 0-17 years not living with a biological parent and percentage of children who have one
or both parents dead, 2018 Georgia MICS
Living with neither Living with Living with _5 5 5 5L
biological parent mother only father only R = < £5 c5
£ 2o ¢33 B
= 5 5 o T o T 5E >E <ca o3
2 £ g @ 2 5 = d EF SEE =T 59
8¢ 28 § 3 R o2 og 22 32 of
. bl = o T = o =
Living >® =® £ £ 2 2 2 2 £8 22 <c9 O& Numberof
N c = o o = = = = n c p=ae) S Qo Q .
with both & 5 i} s} 3 ks 2 g <o 8 SFa children age
parents Total 0-17 years
Total 81.2 0.2 0.3 2.7 0.1 11.3 15 2.2 0.2 0.4 100.0 5.8 3.2 2.3 9,725
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 81.5 0.2 0.3 2.6 0.1 10.8 15 2.3 0.2 0.4 100.0 6.0 3.2 2.3 8,393
Azerbaijani 84.1 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 9.3 0.5 1.9 0.0 0.2 100.0 6.1 4.1 0.5 728
Armenian 76.2 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 19.8 1.6 0.5 0.1 0.7 100.0 1.8 1.1 1.7 406
Other 69.3 0.0 0.8 3.2 0.0 21.0 5.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.4 4.0 6.1 197
IDP status of household head
IDP 83.5 0.2 0.1 1.7 0.0 10.2 1.9 2.1 0.0 0.2 100.0 4.3 2.1 2.3 478
Non IDP 81.1 0.1 0.3 2.7 0.1 114 15 2.2 0.2 0.4 100.0 5.9 3.3 2.3 9,247
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 79.3 0.1 0.4 4.2 0.0 9.7 1.8 3.7 0.2 0.5 100.0 8.9 4.8 2.6 1,654
Second 83.4 0.2 0.2 3.1 0.0 9.4 1.3 1.9 0.4 0.2 100.0 6.0 34 2.1 1,892
Middle 80.1 0.1 0.4 3.1 0.1 111 1.8 2.5 0.1 0.8 100.0 6.8 3.7 2.5 1,961
Fourth 78.5 0.3 0.4 1.9 0.1 15.7 0.9 1.9 0.1 0.3 100.0 4.7 2.6 1.7 1,987
Richest 84.1 0.0 0.2 1.6 0.1 10.5 1.7 1.2 0.3 0.3 100.0 35 1.9 2.3 2,232
1 MICS indicator SR.18 - Children’s living arrangements
2 MICS indicator SR.19 - Prevalence of children with one or both parents dead
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases
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Table SR.11.2: Children's living arrangements and co-residence with parents

Percentage of children age 0-17 years by coresidence of parents, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children age 0-17 years with:

@ o E D = E =
5. £ Bz s» £ g2 B, &,
2% 3% TF &2 £, 2, E§ &%
- © allo} S & o 3 o] 5 a a5 o 2
£ 23 o 58 F2 £2 3 &%
52 E¥8 £2 gz° 2] &8 g2 5o Number
Es > 25 §2 > gz 2z §5 °o
= c c == S c = children
& © g <= © © S < age 0-17
@ @ years
Total 2.5 11.1 2.6 16.2 2.2 35 0.6 6.3 9,725
Sex
Male 2.8 114 2.4 16.6 2.2 3.6 0.5 6.3 5,091
Female 2.3 10.8 2.7 15.8 2.1 35 0.6 6.3 4,634
Area
Urban 2.5 12.7 2.3 17.5 2.1 3.2 0.5 5.8 6,009
Rural 2.6 8.5 3.0 14.0 2.3 4.1 0.6 7.0 3,716
Region
Thilisi 1.9 13.0 1.8 16.7 1.3 2.7 0.5 4.5 3,385
Adjara A.R 1.8 6.4 1.9 10.1 1.7 1.9 0.0 3.7 1,027
Guria 4.5 8.5 3.7 16.8 3.8 1.8 0.5 6.1 236
«umeret;, Racha- Lechkhumi and 41 117 47 206 54 36 12 102 1,241
Kakheti 3.1 10.3 3.9 17.3 2.8 2.6 0.7 6.1 658
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 3.7 8.3 2.6 14.6 3.0 3.0 0.0 6.0 222
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 3.9 11.7 3.8 19.3 3.4 5.7 1.4 10.5 693
Samtskhe-Javakheti 1.1 13.8 2.8 17.6 2.1 10.6 0.8 135 367
Kvemo Kartli 2.0 10.0 1.0 13.1 0.4 5.0 0.1 55 1,206
Shida Kartli 2.5 10.0 3.0 155 2.1 2.9 0.5 55 689
Age
0-4 0.6 10.2 0.7 11.5 0.3 3.6 0.1 4.0 2,948
5-9 2.1 114 1.7 15.3 1.6 3.1 0.5 5.2 3,028
10-14 4.2 11.7 3.7 19.5 3.4 3.8 1.1 8.3 2,369
15-17 4.8 11.2 6.4 22.4 5.2 3.9 0.7 9.9 1,381
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 2.2 11.3 2.6 16.1 2.1 3.6 0.6 6.3 9,468
Only mother alive 17.7 0.0 0.0 17.7 5.3 0.0 0.0 5.3 176
Only father alive (0.0) (39.6) (0.0) (39.6) (0.0) (0.7) (0.0) (0.7) 36
Both parents deceased * * * * *) * * * 6
Unknown *) *) *) *) * *) *) *) 40
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 2.7 10.7 2.5 15.9 2.3 29 0.6 5.8 8,393
Azerbaijani 1.9 9.1 4.0 15.0 1.1 5.8 0.6 7.5 728
Armenian 0.3 19.8 1.1 21.3 1.1 12.2 0.1 134 406
Other 1.1 19.7 3.2 24.1 1.8 3.2 0.1 51 197
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Table SR.11.2: Children's living arrangements and co-residence with parents

Percentage of children age 0-17 years by coresidence of parents, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children age 0-17 years with:

2 o E% = o E =
s £ Bz 3% £ 2 B, 8.
2 L@ 2F B2 =_ =2 2§ £§
g =@ S o = ] 5@ < 5 o 2
[ o< =5 c o £ o c O = c 9
£ = c = [} [S%] B 5 == [} o ®
R =) o P} o] © 9 o — o  Number
g 8S» BE By E® T® FL  Gc i
o o = S e > 2 = -3 o)
> > £ .2 fop= = E =2 Q.2 .
= [ So == 5 o < - children
o o S < s < age 0-17
years
Total 25 111 2.6 16.2 2.2 35 0.6 6.3 9,725
IDP status of household head
IDP 2.4 115 0.5 14.4 1.2 2.7 0.0 3.8 478
Non IDP 25 111 2.7 16.3 2.2 3.6 0.6 6.4 9,247
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 3.9 9.8 3.7 17.4 3.2 4.3 0.4 7.8 1,654
Second 2.1 9.6 2.9 14.6 2.1 4.1 0.6 6.9 1,892
Middle 3.4 11.0 3.1 17.4 3.0 3.1 0.7 6.8 1,961
Fourth 2.2 14.7 19 18.8 1.6 3.2 0.7 5.5 1,987
Richest 1.4 10.2 1.6 13.3 1.3 3.2 0.4 4.8 2,232

1 MICS indicator SR.20 - Children with at least one parent living abroad
A Includes parents living abroad as well as those living elsewhere in the country
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table SR.11.3: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children age 0-17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family member,

2018 Georgia MICS

Child's relationship to head of household

“— = = - s £ Number of
o5 g o g ¢ 2 - ';?: % 82 Percentage  children
s S 8 g & k= g = 2 ° 2 @ of children age 0-17
Percentage of ~ Number  =‘a@ 3 S B g 38 < 5 8= living in years not
children living of =3 4] E < g %% S s 23 households  living with
W|t_h ne_lther children == g 0} % 5 S % g S E headed_ by o a
biological age 0- O (7] < 0 le) 2 a family biological
parent 17 years - Total member? parent
Total 3.2 9,725 1.8 0.2 65.8 5.3 19.6 2.7 0.0 0.6 3.9 100.0 93.7 313
Sex
Male 3.2 5,091 1.7 0.0 71.1 3.0 15.5 2.1 0.0 0.4 6.2 100.0 91.7 161
Female 3.3 4,634 1.8 0.5 60.3 7.6 23.9 35 0.0 0.9 1.5 100.0 95.8 152
Area
Urban 3.0 6,009 3.0 0.0 60.6 8.5 17.3 3.7 0.0 11 5.8 100.0 90.1 183
Rural 3.5 3,716 0.0 0.6 73.3 0.7 22.8 1.4 0.0 0.0 1.3 100.0 98.7 130
Region
Thilisi 2.4 3,385 (3.4) (0.0) (60.1) (7.2) (21.4) (0.0 0.0 (0.0) (7.90 100.0 (88.7) 81
Adjara A.R 2.0 1,027 * * * * * * 0.0 * (*) 100.0 * 20
Guria 4.1 236 (0.0) (0.0) (77.8) (0.0) (16.0) (6.2) 0.0 (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (100.0) 10
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 6.4 1,241 3.4 0.0 68.9 7.2 18.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6 100.0 95.0 80
Kakheti 4.7 658 (0.0) (2.5) (84.9) (0.00 (8.0) (2.9 0.0 (0.0) (1.8) 100.0 (98.2) 31
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 3.6 222 (0.0) (0.0) (67.2) (0.0) (32.8) (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (100.0) 8
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 4.2 693 (0.0) (0.0) (71.4) (31 (19.2) (3.1) 0.0 (0.0) (3.1) 100.0 (96.9) 29
Samtskhe-Javakheti 2.9 367 (0.0) (0.0) (80.0) (0.0) (0.0) (15.9) 0.0 (0.0) (4.1) 100.0 (95.9) 10
Kvemo Kartli 1.6 1,206 * * * * * * 0.0 * (*) 100.0 * 19
Shida Kartli 35 689 0.0 0.0 77.6 0.0 6.1 25 0.0 8.2 5.6 100.0 86.2 24
Age
0-4 0.8 2,948 (0.0) (0.0) (85.5) (0.0) (12.2) (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) (2.3) 100.0 (97.7) 25
5-9 2.3 3,028 0.0 0.0 68.1 0.9 15.4 6.2 0.0 2.8 6.6 100.0 90.6 71
10-14 4.5 2,369 0.0 0.0 78.7 3.8 13.9 35 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 106
15-17 8.0 1,381 5.0 0.7 47.7 10.6 29.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 6.3 100.0 88.7 111
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Table SR.11.3: Children not in parental care

Percent distribution of children age 0-17 years not living with a biological parent according to relationship to head of household and percentage living in households headed by a family member,

2018 Georgia MICS

Child's relationship to head of household

- 5 _ = = o = Number of
2 - g o g g 2 5 3 % 8e Percentage  children
3o 8 g & 8 2=z 2 S 23 of children age 0-17
Percentage of Number ﬁ @ hy 5 = [ 38 = 3 o= living in years not
children living of 23 & g 2 g 22 s £ 23 households living with
with neither children < g o < g g% % 2 5 e headed by a
biological age 0- O %) @ 2 n 6 8~ a family biological
parent 17 years - Total member? parent
Total 3.2 9,725 18 0.2 65.8 5.3 19.6 2.7 0.0 0.6 3.9 100.0 93.7 313
Orphanhood status
Both parents alive 2.8 9,468 0.6 0.0 68.2 5.2 20.1 1.8 0.0 0.8 3.4 100.0 95.3 261
Only mother alive 17.7 176 *) *) *) *) *) *) 0.0 *) (*) 100.0 *) 31
Only father alive 40.6 36 *) *) *) *) *) *) 0.0 *) (*) 100.0 *) 15
Both parents deceased 100.0 6 *) *) *) *) *) *) 0.0 *) (*) 100.0 *) 6
Unknown *) 40 - - - - - - - - - - - 0
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 4.8 1,654 0.0 1.0 71.2 11 25.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 100.0 99.1 79
Second 34 1,892 0.0 0.0 80.0 1.0 13.2 4.3 0.0 0.0 1.4 100.0 98.6 65
Middle 3.7 1,961 3.8 0.0 66.3 3.8 22.1 0.6 0.0 0.0 3.5 100.0 92.7 72
Fourth 2.6 1,987 (0.0) (0.0) (52.5) (10.6) (22.4) (10.2) 0.0 (0.0) (4.4) 100.0 (95.6) 52
Richest 19 2,232 * * * * * * 0.0 * (*) 100.0 * 43

AExcludes households headed by the child, servants and other not related
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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5 THRIVE — REPRODUCTIVE AND MATERNAL HEALTH

5.1 EARLY CHILDBEARING

Tables TM.2.2W presents a selection of early childbearing indicators for young women age 15-19 and 20-24
years. In Table TM.2.2W, percentages among women age 15-19 who have had a live birth and those who are
pregnant with their first child are presented. For the same age group, the table also presents the percentage of
women who have had a live birth before age 15. These estimates are all derived from the fertility module of
women. Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics are not fully presented in table TM.2.2W.

To estimate the proportion of women who have had a live birth before age 18 — when they were still children
themselves — data based on women age 20-24 years at the time of survey are used to avoid truncation.?

Table TM.2.3W is designed to look at trends in early childbearing for women, by presenting percentages of
women who became mothers before ages 15 and 18, for successive age cohorts. The table is designed to capture
trends in urban and rural areas separately.

35 Using women age 15-19 to estimate the percentage who had given birth before age 18 would introduce truncation to
the estimates, since the majority of women in this age group will not have completed age 18, and therefore will not have
completed exposure to childbearing before age 18. The age group 20-24 is used to estimate the percentage of women
giving birth before age 18, since all women in this age group have completed exposure to childbearing at very early ages.
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Table TM.2.2W: Early childbearing (young women)

Percentage of women age 15-19 years who have had a live birth, are pregnant with the first child, have had a live birth or
are pregnant with first child, and who have had a live birth before age 15, and percentage of women age 20-24 years who

have had a live birth before age 18, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women age 15-19 years who:

Percentage of

Have had a Have Number women age Number
Have Are live birth or had a of 20-24 years of
hada pregnant are pregnant live birth women who have had women
live with first with first before age 15- a live birth age 20-
birth child child age 15 19 years  before age 18* 24 years
Total 5.6 2.1 7.7 0.3 533 6.1 783
Area
Urban 3.2 2.2 5.4 0.0 343 3.6 512
Rural 10.0 1.8 11.8 0.8 190 10.8 271
Region
Thilisi 34 3.9 7.3 0.0 205 11 317
Adjara A.R 4.3 0.0 4.3 0.0 57 3.0 81
Guria (8.5) (4.4) (12.8) (0.0 12 7.4 17
eretl, Racha-Lechihumi 5.1 2.0 71 0.0 60 8.4 105
Kakheti (5.2) (0.0 (5.2) (0.0 34 225 43
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 10.8 2.6 13.4 0.0 13 6.1 13
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 12.9 0.7 13.6 0.0 37 10.0 33
Samtskhe-Javakheti (5.3) (0.0) (5.3) (0.0) 16 1.7 23
Kvemo Kartli (11.0) (0.0 (11.0) (2.5) 58 9.6 104
Shida Kartli 3.2 1.6 4.8 0.0 41 16.1 46
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - 0 *) 1
S eig’rz‘;gyor Lower 40.7 2.2 42.9 35 42 26.0 82
Upper Secondary 3.1 1.0 4.1 0.0 375 7.1 183
Vocational Education 3.7 (0.0) 3.7 (0.0) 19 9.4 120
Higher 0.8 6.4 7.2 0.0 97 0.5 397
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 4.6 1.6 6.2 0.0 462 5.4 679
Azerbaijani (18.8) (10.1) (28.9) (3.9 37 (16.3) 59
Armenian 3.2 (0.0) 3.2) (0.0) 22 (1.9) 33
Other * * * * 12 * 12
IDP status of household head
IDP 5.6 16.8 22.4 0.0 37 0.9 25
Non-IDP 5.6 1.0 6.6 0.3 496 6.3 757
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 17.1 1.0 18.1 15 98 10.8 116
Second 2.7 3.6 6.2 0.0 95 9.8 153
Middle 2.9 6.8 9.7 0.0 95 8.7 148
Fourth 7.0 0.2 7.2 0.0 112 3.6 204
Richest 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 133 0.0 162

1 MICS indicator TM.2 - Early childbearing
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.2.3W: Trends in early childbearing (women)

Percentage of women who have had a live birth, by age 15 and 18, by area and age group, 2018 Georgia MICS
Urban Rural All
Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage
of women Number of women Number of women Number of women Number of women Number of women Number
with a live of women with a live of women with a live of women with a live of women with a live of women with a live of women
birth before  age 15-49  birth before  age 20-49 birth before  age 15-49  birth before  age 20-49 birth before  age 15-49  birth before  age 20-49
age 15 years age 18 years age 15 years age 18 years age 15 years age 18 years
Total 0.2 4,392 6.5 4,049 1.3 2,420 11.3 2,230 0.6 6,812 8.2 6,279
Age
15-19 0.0 343 na na 0.8 190 na na 0.3 533 na na
15-17 0.0 209 na na 1.3 115 na na 0.5 324 na na
18-19 0.0 134 na na 0.0 75 na na 0.0 209 na na
20-24 0.0 512 3.6 512 0.5 271 10.8 271 0.2 783 6.1 783
25-29 0.0 745 4.6 745 0.5 432 10.5 432 0.2 1,177 6.8 1,177
30-34 0.1 794 3.2 794 2.4 413 10.9 413 0.9 1,207 5.8 1,207
35-39 0.3 817 6.9 817 0.6 335 13.3 335 0.4 1,153 8.8 1,153
40-44 0.5 620 13.0 620 3.4 390 16.3 390 1.6 1,010 14.3 1,010
45-49 0.4 561 8.1 561 0.2 388 6.0 388 0.3 950 7.3 950
na: not applicable
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5.2 CONTRACEPTION

Appropriate contraceptive use is important to the health of women and children by: 1) preventing pregnancies
that are too early or too late; 2) extending the period between births; and 3) limiting the total number of
children.3®

Table TM.3.1 presents the current use of contraception for women who are currently married or in union. In
Table TM.3.1, use of specific methods of contraception are first presented; specific methods are then grouped
into modern and traditional methods and presented as such.

Table TM.13.1CS presents the contraception awareness of specific methods of contraception while Table
TM.13.2CS presents the belief of respondents if which contraception is most effective among the mentioned
methods. In both tables specific methods of contraception are first presented; specific methods are then
grouped into modern and traditional methods and presented as such. These tables refer to all women age 15-
49 regardless marital status of respondent.

Table TM.13.3CS shows percent distribution of women by desired number of children and average desired
number of children before the first childbirth. The table refers to the whole life of women age 15-49.

Unmet need for contraception refers to fecund women who are not using any method of contraception, but
who wish to postpone the next birth (spacing) or who wish to stop childbearing altogether (limiting). Unmet
need is identified in MICS by using a set of questions eliciting current behaviours and preferences pertaining to
contraceptive use, fecundity, and fertility preferences.

Table TM.3.3CS shows the levels of unmet need and met need for contraception, and the demand for
contraception satisfied for women who are currently married or in union.

Unmet need for spacing is defined as the percentage of women who are currently married or in union, are not
using a method of contraception AND

e arei) not pregnant, ii) not post-partum amenorrheic3” and iii) fecund® and say they want to wait two
or more years for their next birth OR

36 PATH, and United Nations Population Fund. Meeting the Need: Strengthening Family Planning Programs. Seattle:
PATH/UNFPA, 2006. https://www.unfpa.org/sites/default/files/resource-pdf/family planning06.pdf.
37 A woman is post-partum amenorrheic if she had a live birth in last two years and is not currently pregnant, and her

menstrual period has not returned since the birth of the last child. Since the data is not available from “2018 Georgia
MICS” about women with a live birth in the last 2 years, if their menstrual period had returned or not since the most recent
live birth, for the estimation of postpartum amenorrheic women data is constructed from information from the time since
last birth and last period: women are considered postpartum amenorrheic if a) last period is before last birth in last 5 years
or (b) if stated "before last birth" to the question on time since last period in the last 5 years. Therefore, unmet need, total
demand for family planning and demand for family planning satisfied with any & modern methods among women currently
married or in union with need for family planning are proxy indicators in table TM.3.3CS.
38 A woman is considered infecund if she is neither pregnant nor post-partum amenorrheic, and
(1a) has not had menstruation for at least six months, or (1b) has never menstruated, or (1c) had last menstruation
occurring before her last birth, or (1d) is in menopause/has had hysterectomy OR
(2) she declares that she i) has had hysterectomy, ii) has never menstruated, iii) is menopausal or iv) has been trying to
get pregnant for at least 2 years without result in response to questions on why she thinks she is not physically able to
get pregnant at the time of survey OR
(3) she declares she cannot get pregnant when asked about desire for future birth OR
(4) she has not had a birth in the preceding 5 years, is currently not using contraception and is currently married and was
continuously married during the last 5 years preceding the survey.
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e are i) not pregnant, ii) not post-partum amenorrheic, and iii) fecund and unsure whether they want
another child OR

e are pregnant, and say that pregnancy was mistimed (would have wanted to wait) OR

e are post-partum amenorrheic and say that the birth was mistimed (would have wanted to wait).

Unmet need for limiting is defined as percentage of women who are currently married or in union and are not
using a method of contraception AND

e arei)not pregnant, ii) not post-partum amenorrheic, and iii) fecund and say they do not want any more
children OR

e are pregnant and say they did not want to have a child OR

e are post-partum amenorrheic and say that they did not want the birth.

Total unmet need for contraception is the sum of unmet need for spacing and unmet need for limiting.

Met need for limiting includes women who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method3® and
who want no more children, are using male or female sterilisation or declare themselves as infecund. Met need
for spacing includes women who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method and who want to
have another child or are undecided whether to have another child. Summing the met need for spacing and
limiting results in the total met need for contraception.

Using information on contraception and unmet need, the percentage of demand for contraception satisfied is
also estimated from the MICS data. The percentage of demand satisfied is defined as the proportion of women
who are currently using contraception over the total demand for contraception. The total demand for
contraception includes women who currently have an unmet need (for spacing or limiting) plus those who are
currently using contraception.

39 In this chapter, whenever reference is made to the use of a contraceptive by a woman, this includes her partner using a
contraceptive method (such as male condom).
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using):

- Modern method Traditional method
Q c c 0 2> = =2
TR A T
c Ef 22 S5 5 2 8 sE EE L E g: 2 £ o= Ay oAy curently
Z ULg |5 L E 8 L3 8 O a4 = modern  traditional Any married or
2 0 = ouw « = method method method* in union
Total 59.1 3.3 0.9 78 00 03 52 138 0.0 00 14 4.3 3.2 04 04 32.6 7.9 40.9 4,920
Area
Urban 54.9 3.2 1.2 76 00 02 53 183 0.0 0.0 19 4.2 2.4 04 0.3 37.7 7.1 45.1 2,986
Rural 65.6 3.4 0.4 81 00 04 49 6.8 0.0 0.0 0.7 4.5 4.4 0.3 04 24.9 9.2 34.4 1,934
Region
Thilisi 52.9 2.3 1.6 6.3 00 00 55 217 0.0 0.0 1.7 4.4 2.6 05 04 39.3 7.5 47.1 1,709
Adjara A.R 69.3 2.6 0.3 9.7 00 0.7 3.0 8.7 0.0 0.0 11 1.9 1.7 0.2 0.8 26.1 3.9 30.7 531
Guria 65.5 54 0.0 59 02 02 28 9.1 0.0 0.0 15 6.2 3.0 0.0 0.2 25.1 9.2 345 123
Imereti, Racha-
Lechkhumi and Kvemo 64.0 4.9 0.2 109 0.0 0.8 45 8.8 0.0 0.0 16 3.2 0.7 04 0.0 31.7 4.4 36.0 639
Svaneti
Kakheti 59.5 3.3 2.3 54 00 05 88 105 0.0 0.2 1.2 6.2 1.8 0.1 0.1 32.2 8.2 40.5 325
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 60.1 4.0 0.4 43 0.0 00 46 129 0.1 0.0 11 9.0 1.6 1.2 0.9 27.3 11.7 39.9 111
Svsaﬁ’:tfgre'o'zemo 634 89 06 70 02 04 65 71 02 00 07 21 25 00 05 31.6 4.6 36.6 339
Samtskhe-Javakheti 78.7 0.4 0.0 41 00 0.2 55 7.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 2.8 0.2 0.2 04 17.7 3.2 21.3 195
Kvemo Kartli 57.0 1.0 0.3 84 00 00 42 104 0.0 0.0 20 4.3 120 0.0 04 26.2 16.3 43.0 622
Shida Kartli 50.7 5.2 0.2 121 00 04 6.3 124 0.0 0.0 1.0 9.3 1.6 0.8 0.0 37.7 11.7 49.3 326
Age
15-19 71.4 0.0 0.0 87 00 00 o0.0 5.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 148 0.0 0.0 13.8 14.8 28.6 60
20-24 56.8 0.9 0.1 100 00 04 43 158 0.0 0.0 23 2.0 6.6 04 0.4 33.8 8.9 43.2 389
25-29 48.2 1.7 0.6 122 00 08 65 205 0.0 0.0 21 2.2 4.2 0.6 0.3 44.6 7.0 51.8 928
30-34 49.7 2.9 0.8 102 01 0.2 49 222 0.0 0.0 16 3.0 4.1 0.1 0.3 42.7 7.3 50.3 982
35-39 53.1 5.6 2.0 64 00 03 90 128 0.0 01 1.2 7.2 1.4 0.2 0.7 37.3 8.9 46.9 965
40-44 67.4 4.6 0.6 45 0.0 0.0 35 7.7 0.0 0.0 0.7 7.0 3.2 0.3 04 21.7 10.5 32.6 821
45-49 83.0 2.9 0.6 35 00 00 18 2.2 0.1 0.0 11 3.8 0.6 0.5 0.0 12.1 4.9 17.0 775
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using):
- Modern method Traditional method
Q c c 0 2> = =2
TR I NANTE | I
s 52 £2 S § £ FE 2T ST oLE f s 2 5 = Aw o Ay curtenty
Z ug |5 2 E 8 L3 8 O a3 = modern traditional Any married or
2 0 = ouw « = method method method* in union
Total 59.1 3.3 0.9 78 00 03 52 138 0.0 00 14 4.3 3.2 04 04 32.6 7.9 40.9 4,920
Education

Kindergarten or none * * * ®» O O 6 * * ™ © * * ™ © * * * 2
Sezg’r?;;’yor Lower 641 28 01 91 00 00 58 48 00 00 07 34 82 06 03 23.4 12.2 35.9 485

Upper Secondary 64.1 3.0 0.2 93 00 03 56 7.5 0.0 0.0 0.8 4.1 4.2 0.1 038 26.7 8.4 35.9 1,182

Vocational Education 65.1 35 0.6 74 00 03 52 100 0.0 01 17 35 2.2 04 02 28.7 6.0 34.9 1,070

Higher 52.4 35 15 6.8 00 03 48 210 0.0 0.0 18 5.1 2.0 04 02 39.8 7.6 47.6 2,180
Number of living children

0 92.6 0.0 11 0.0 00 00 12 4.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.8 7.4 318

1 63.3 0.2 0.9 69 00 02 4.0 16.0 0.0 00 21 15 4.2 0.0 07 30.3 5.7 36.7 1,080

2 55.3 2.6 11 93 00 04 6.1 145 0.0 0.0 15 5.2 3.3 05 03 35.6 8.9 44.7 2,513

3 53.0 8.1 0.2 82 00 01 55 136 0.1 01 1.2 6.1 3.1 05 04 37.0 9.6 47.0 845

4+ 57.0 15.6 0.0 45 0.0 0.0 47 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.2 1.8 1.2 0.0 30.8 12.2 43.0 163
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 68.7 5.7 0.1 33 02 00 53 117 0.1 00 0.1 1.6 2.7 04 0.3 26.4 4.6 31.3 463
diﬁﬁ'fjtgo functional 584 30 10 83 00 03 52 140 00 00 16 47 31 04 04 33.4 8.1 41.9 4,434
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 58.3 35 1.0 77 00 03 54 149 0.0 00 14 4.8 19 04 04 34.2 7.1 41.7 4,258

Azerbaijani 59.0 0.9 0.0 115 00 0.0 44 1.3 0.0 00 14 1.7 194 0.0 04 195 21.1 41.0 348

Armenian 71.3 15 0.7 54 00 00 37 127 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.7 2.7 0.0 02 24.0 4.4 28.7 237

Other 66.4 5.7 0.0 25 00 00 29 127 0.0 00 6.1 1.6 1.5 0.8 0.0 29.8 3.8 33.6 76
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Table TM.3.1: Use of contraception (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using) a contraceptive method, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women currently married or in union who are using (or whose partner is using):

- Modern method Traditional method
Q c c 0 2> = =2
NN NS e
s 52 £2 S § £ FE 2T ST oLE f s 2 5 = Aw o Ay currenty
Z ULg |5 L E 8 L3 8 O a4 = modern  traditional Any married or
2 0 = ouw « = method method method* in union
Total 59.1 3.3 0.9 78 00 03 52 138 0.0 00 14 4.3 3.2 04 04 32.6 7.9 40.9 4,920
IDP status of household head
IDP 59.4 5.0 0.0 62 00 00 26 17.7 0.0 00 24 3.7 2.8 0.1 0.0 34.0 6.5 40.6 240
Non-IDP 59.1 3.2 0.9 79 00 03 53 136 0.0 00 14 4.4 3.2 04 04 32.6 8.0 40.9 4,680
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 70.1 4.1 0.4 64 00 01 47 3.8 0.0 00 04 29 6.2 0.2 0.6 19.9 9.3 29.9 824
Second 63.4 35 0.3 92 00 05 54 7.2 0.0 01 1.0 51 3.5 06 0.2 27.2 9.3 36.6 1,008
Middle 60.8 3.1 0.8 80 00 04 51 129 0.1 0.0 0.9 5.9 1.6 0.0 0.3 31.4 7.5 39.2 985
Fourth 51.8 3.3 1.5 81 00 04 6.0 16.9 0.0 0.0 3.8 4.0 3.1 06 05 40.1 7.6 48.2 976
Richest 52.1 2.7 1.2 71 00 0.0 47 249 0.0 0.0 0.9 3.7 2.2 03 0.3 41.4 6.2 47.9 1,127

1 MICS indicator TM.3 - Contraceptive prevalence rate

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.13.1CS: Contraception awareness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods:
35 Modern method Traditional method
o o c c 7] == ) =
55 32 28 o, 5 £ _ o5 35 83 2 g8 : 3 Total
SE 52 sf 3 0§ § E SE SR EE § E£ 3 B Aw Ay number
z Lo g = E 8 w3 &8 o a8 = modern traditional Any of
» » = ou © 3 method method method!  women
Total 1.7 813 435 937 557 583 950 952 49.1 426 76.7 82.0 73.7 34 98.2 87.0 98.3 6,812
Area
Urban 1.0 857 473 944 575 623 966 981 540 46.0 80.7 85.4 76.7 3.0 98.9 89.2 99.0 4,392
Rural 29 734 36.7 925 523 509 922 899 402 365 695 75.7 68.3 4.0 96.9 83.0 97.1 2,420
Region
Thilisi 0.3 87.8 46.7 952 543 604 979 994 545 448 827 88.7 79.8 25 99.7 92.2 99.7 2,621
Adjara A.R 50 715 486 90.7 553 626 903 923 455 470 713 714 722 4.6 94.9 79.8 95.0 736
Guria 0.7 874 351 962 588 614 967 976 426 421 819 85.6 739 1.9 99.2 88.4 99.3 155
an'(;“gi%fgf/gi;?“"““’“‘ 16 861 468 949 674 689 945 967 57.2 50.6 808 83.6 701 1.9 98.4 85.1 98.4 826
Kakheti 11 787 394 944 503 578 964 954 496 408 744 83.0 69.2 10.0 98.7 87.6 98.9 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 09 824 363 926 523 490 956 963 425 388 799 84.0 68.7 34 98.9 87.0 99.1 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 12 789 438 949 578 484 964 978 443 429 748 79.6 69.2 1.6 98.8 82.9 98.8 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 54 644 482 858 576 545 882 879 330 325 476 64.3 48.0 2.2 94.3 71.8 94.6 238
Kvemo Kartli 28 729 351 929 470 461 929 830 371 317 692 73.4 76.1 5.0 96.9 86.4 97.2 780
Shida Kartli 25 767 309 911 60.0 544 910 933 469 355 725 80.6 67.1 2.9 97.5 84.6 97.5 436
Age
15-19 8.7 427 193 585 293 238 817 821 256 232 408 435 295 0.4 91.3 47.7 91.3 533
15-17 10.7 336 127 525 267 213 781 794 218 238 358 39.2 207 0.4 89.2 41.9 89.3 324
18-19 55 568 294 678 332 277 873 862 314 223 486 50.1 43.2 0.4 94.5 56.7 94.5 209
20-24 28 742 337 919 458 573 935 941 441 348 67.7 69.8 62.1 1.8 97.2 77.4 97.2 783
25-29 12 832 393 974 505 650 966 961 49.7 387 778 838 773 4.2 98.8 90.8 98.8 1,177
30-34 10 866 452 97.1 561 650 967 969 482 418 835 87.1 793 3.2 98.9 92.0 99.0 1,207
35-39 06 884 515 984 631 636 966 975 553 515 856 89.6 80.7 4.2 99.2 93.1 99.4 1,153
40-44 06 86.6 501 97.8 66.1 56.2 962 96.2 547 505 806 885 812 35 99.3 93.3 99.4 1,010
45-49 11 856 515 961 644 571 0966 962 532 46.7 793 88.3 804 4.2 98.9 91.8 98.9 950
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Table TM.13.1CS: Contraception awareness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods:
35 Modern method Traditional method
o o c c %) == [} =
55 32 28 o, 5 £ _ o5 35 83 2 g8 : 3 Total
SE S 2 5 § § E ST EE £E 5§ EE 2 5 Aw Ay number
z Lo g = E 8 w3 &8 o a8 = modern traditional Any of
» » = ou © 3 method method method!  women
Total 1.7 813 435 937 557 583 0950 952 491 426 76.7 82.0 737 3.4 98.2 87.0 98.3 6,812
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 35 637 26.7 921 383 393 87.8 826 296 245 654 66.7 64.0 15 96.0 78.1 96.5 631
Upper Secondary 38 685 301 859 46.0 46.2 901 91.1 39.0 346 659 712 60.8 2.4 96.2 77.2 96.2 1,718
Vocational Education 0.7 857 427 97.0 630 657 974 974 506 475 820 87.6 777 4.8 99.3 92.1 99.3 1,308
Higher 06 902 546 97.0 615 657 983 99.1 579 487 828 88.6 811 3.7 99.4 92.2 99.4 3,148
Number of living children
0 51 66.2 373 812 447 440 89.7 912 431 347 612 63.0 515 14 94.9 67.9 94.9 1,682
1 06 862 438 978 554 619 971 978 506 465 804 88.2 820 4.1 99.4 92.7 99.4 1,339
2 06 873 468 981 613 647 971 966 53.0 458 834 89.7 814 4.1 99.3 94.3 99.4 2,717
3 08 832 448 97.0 599 607 963 942 47.0 431 797 841 794 35 99.1 90.9 99.2 897
4+ 09 866 429 978 536 558 925 966 440 376 782 86.2 765 4.1 98.9 93.5 99.1 177
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 14 847 429 96.2 492 545 0950 96.0 443 347 794 86.3 774 4.0 98.5 90.7 98.6 639
Has no functional difficulty 1.3 836 453 957 580 60.7 960 960 511 445 787 839 76.3 34 98.7 89.1 98.7 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 14 839 46.1 941 583 613 957 973 525 452 79.0 83.9 746 3.6 98.6 87.9 98.6 5,957
Azerbaijani 40 524 123 932 308 275 87.0 664 160 151 56.0 58.4 75.0 2.0 95.1 814 96.0 397
Armenian 34 705 348 89.0 426 413 929 913 309 320 622 76.4 585 2.4 96.4 80.0 96.6 330
Other 3.8 80.8 403 892 454 581 955 935 416 36.1 70.0 775 674 0.5 96.2 81.9 96.2 128

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | page 75



Table TM.13.1CS: Contraception awareness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of any contraception methods, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 1549 years who have heard of any contraception methods:

35 Modern method Traditional method

o o c c 7] == ) =

= £ o o i} %) €= <

53 8% 8 o 5 & - o5 85 23 2 S5 & & Total

cE E= g£&£ > ] s a 88 EB £E 0§ S< © s Ay Any number

z Lo Joi -qé E 8 w8 &8 o a8 § modern traditional Any of

» » = ou © method method method!  women

Total 1.7 813 435 937 557 583 950 952 49.1 426 76.7 82.0 73.7 34 98.2 87.0 98.3 6,812
IDP status of household head

IDP 19 821 40.7 924 551 590 947 979 504 389 793 83.2 72.2 1.4 98.1 86.5 98.1 350

Non-IDP 1.7 813 437 938 557 582 951 950 490 428 76.6 81.9 73.8 35 98.2 87.0 98.3 6,462
Marital status”

Currently married/in union 06 858 46.0 97.7 603 639 967 965 519 456 81.6 87.7 811 3.9 99.3 93.1 99.4 4,920
un%:]”e”“y unmarried/not in 44 698 371 833 438 437 909 921 419 350 642 670 546 1.9 95.6 71.4 95.6 1,880
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 39 650 287 901 464 408 87.8 850 332 305 634 69.5 63.3 3.7 95.7 78.6 96.1 1,055

Second 24 768 412 931 527 533 940 930 446 369 711 78.1 69.0 4.1 97.5 83.9 97.6 1,284

Middle 1.8 830 429 942 568 619 96.2 96.6 489 450 79.0 83.1 72.5 2.5 98.2 86.7 98.2 1,332

Fourth 1.1 858 480 948 587 626 972 980 551 458 827 85.2 78.8 2.6 98.8 89.9 98.9 1,509

Richest 0.2 900 513 951 603 665 976 996 575 500 823 89.1 80.5 3.9 99.8 92.5 99.8 1,632

1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.1CS - Contraception awareness
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.13.2CS: Knowledge of contraception effectiveness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective: G
E Modern method - Traditional method £ = 3 g <
€8 oS5 8 8 o £ e £33 o 08 T 5 88 58 § SE
g4 E§ 8§ S § § £ 3¢ g¢ £ T 8g &£ g @& ER <58 E g*
2= $3 =3 = & B £5 55 55 & s £ B gE EF % Q
a 5 @ £ = ac R < <
Total 18.9 6.9 19 255 0.4 09 142 217 0.2 0.1 21 4.4 2.3 0.6 100.0 73.8 7.3 81.1 6,812
Area
Urban 16.6 7.6 22 236 0.5 0.8 140 265 0.1 0.1 1.8 3.9 1.7 0.6 100.0 77.2 6.2 83.4 4,392
Rural 22.9 5.7 13 288 0.2 12 146 13.0 0.2 0.2 25 5.4 35 0.6 100.0 67.7 9.4 771 2,420
Region
Thilisi 12.2 8.1 3.0 223 0.6 0.6 151 30.0 0.1 0.1 1.5 4.2 1.4 0.8 100.0 81.4 6.4 87.8 2,621
Adjara A.R 23.0 4.9 15 311 0.2 0.9 95 192 0.5 0.1 3.1 2.0 3.2 0.6 100.0 71.2 5.8 77.0 736
Guria 135 5.5 0.2 301 0.3 1.2 156 205 0.2 0.2 24 6.9 2.7 0.7 100.0 76.1 10.4 86.5 155
an'é“g‘f:r'ﬁ?g%gi;iec']kh“m' 220 46 06 287 01 22 163 181 00 00 26 40 05 02 1000 733 46 780 826
Kakheti 19.9 6.0 23 226 0.6 1.1 189 1438 0.4 0.5 3.6 7.6 0.9 0.8 100.0 70.7 9.3 80.1 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 16,5 10.7 22 219 0.6 08 134 213 0.3 0.5 3.3 6.2 1.8 0.6 100.0 75.0 8.6 83.5 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 25.7 9.6 24 253 0.4 09 16.6 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.9 2.9 14 0.3 100.0 69.7 4.6 74.3 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 41.8 6.4 0.2 184 0.0 1.1 100 143 0.0 0.0 0.6 5.7 0.9 0.7 100.0 51.0 7.2 58.2 238
Kvemo Kartli 243 4.0 0.6 305 0.4 0.5 94 143 0.2 0.4 25 4.0 8.5 0.6 100.0 62.7 13.0 75.7 780
Shida Kartli 182 104 1.1  26.0 0.4 09 163 153 0.3 0.0 1.7 7.5 1.6 0.4 100.0 72.3 9.5 81.8 436
Age
15-19 46.3 7.2 1.0 136 0.0 10 146 133 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.9 0.4 0.4 100.0 52.0 1.8 53.7 533
15-17 50.1 4.0 1.1 122 0.0 1.7 143 1438 0.6 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.0 100.0 49.4 0.6 49.9 324
18-19 40.3 122 0.8 157 0.0 0.0 151 11.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 2.2 0.4 1.0 100.0 56.0 3.7 59.7 209
20-24 19.6 5.8 16 285 0.8 1.3 140 216 0.2 0.0 1.6 15 2.2 1.0 100.0 75.6 4.8 80.4 783
25-29 17.3 6.5 15 282 0.8 1.4 94 249 0.1 0.0 2.7 3.8 3.1 0.3 100.0 75.5 7.2 82.7 1,177
30-34 15.0 8.5 21 265 0.1 0.6 128 256 0.3 0.1 1.7 3.0 3.7 0.2 100.0 78.2 6.8 85.0 1,207
35-39 13.3 8.0 21 240 0.6 1.0 191 237 0.1 0.3 1.9 43 1.4 0.2 100.0 80.7 5.9 86.7 1,153
40-44 15.8 6.4 26 222 0.3 0.8 165 211 0.3 0.0 3.7 6.7 2.6 0.9 100.0 74.0 10.2 84.2 1,010
45-49 19.7 5.4 1.7 301 0.2 05 133 155 0.0 0.4 1.4 9.1 1.3 1.5 100.0 68.4 11.9 80.3 950
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Table TM.13.2CS: Knowledge of contraception effectiveness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective: G
E Modern method - Traditional_method gH = 3 g <
£2 o8 8 L JE @£ 53 o gf8 T 5 88 88 § 2§
5 S g8 8 € & = g8 ©¢ g2 T 82 £ & & Eg <g® E g*3
£= 5 £ 2 g = & g §E SE 8 5% £ B € EE 2 %
e £ = ° v° a¢ “8 2 < < "
Total 18.9 6.9 19 255 0.4 09 142 217 0.2 0.1 21 4.4 2.3 0.6 100.0 73.8 7.3 81.1 6,812
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * * * * * (*) 100.0 * * * 7
s eig?;gyor Lower 249 52 09 300 04 05 160 113 03 01 15 29 57 03 1000 663 89 751 631
Upper Secondary 27.4 5.9 0.8 28.6 0.4 1.2 134 127 0.3 0.2 1.7 4.4 2.8 0.4 100.0 65.1 7.6 726 1,718
Vocational Education 16.1 6.7 15 287 0.7 1.2 137 205 0.0 0.1 3.2 4.6 21 1.1 100.0 76.1 7.7 83.9 1,308
Higher 14.1 8.0 28 215 0.3 0.8 144 292 0.2 0.1 1.9 4.7 1.4 0.6 100.0 79.3 6.6 85.9 3,148
Number of living children
0 35.5 7.3 22 138 0.4 06 142 215 0.3 0.2 0.8 22 0.4 0.5 100.0 61.5 31 64.5 1,682
1 155 3.3 18 282 0.7 0.7 150 254 0.1 0.0 2.0 4.6 1.8 0.7 100.0 77.3 7.2 845 1,339
2 11.8 6.3 21 298 0.2 1.2 136 228 0.1 0.1 2.3 5.6 3.3 0.7 100.0 78.6 9.6 88.2 2,717
3 142 114 10 304 0.5 1.0 148 149 0.1 0.1 3.8 4.3 2.9 0.6 100.0 78.0 7.8 85.8 897
4+ 18.1 16.8 0.7 243 0.6 1.0 139 113 0.1 0.0 1.9 6.7 4.0 0.4 100.0 70.8 111 81.9 177
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 19.3 107 09 247 0.2 12 142 172 0.0 0.0 25 4.3 4.8 0.2 100.0 715 9.2 80.7 639
Has no functional difficulty 17.1 6.7 20 263 0.5 09 142 225 0.2 0.1 21 4.7 21 0.7 100.0 75.4 7.5 829 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 17.7 7.1 21 247 0.5 1.0 147 229 0.2 0.1 2.2 4.7 1.5 0.6 100.0 75.5 6.9 82.3 5,957
Azerbaijani 26.9 3.0 0.0 393 0.4 0.0 8.3 3.0 0.0 0.4 2.0 09 154 0.4 100.0 56.4 16.7 73.1 397
Armenian 28.3 7.2 1.0 236 0.0 0.8 102 235 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.8 0.8 100.0 66.3 5.4 71.7 330
Other 26.0 11.3 0.0 235 0.2 09 173 154 0.0 0.0 1.5 2.3 1.7 0.0 100.0 70.0 4.0 74.0 128
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Table TM.13.2CS: Knowledge of contraception effectiveness (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who perceive the contraception methods as the most effective: G
s Modern method Traditional method c o é c
% =) c c n => © = @ 3 RS 2 g2
£ o8 S 2 £ 28 53 o co £ T 82 252 § 26
s 2§ 8§ S € 8§ =z 8¢ f¢ £ ¢ 8¢ £ g @& E <5¥ E g*
2= $3 =3 = & B £5 55 55 & s £ B gE EF % Q
a 5 @ £ = ac R < <
Total 18.9 6.9 19 255 0.4 09 142 217 0.2 0.1 21 4.4 2.3 0.6 100.0 73.8 7.3 81.1 6,812
IDP status of household head
IDP 21.3 7.4 02 221 0.2 0.3 16.8 243 0.1 0.0 3.2 2.9 1.1 0.1 100.0 74.6 4.1 78.7 350
Non-IDP 18.7 6.9 20 256 0.4 1.0 140 215 0.2 0.1 2.0 4.5 24 0.6 100.0 73.8 7.5 81.3 6,462
Marital status®
Currently married/in union 13.8 6.9 1.8 290 0.3 1.1 135 220 0.2 0.1 25 5.2 2.9 0.6 100.0 77.5 8.7 86.2 4,920
! n%r‘]”e”“y unmarried/notin 319 69 19 162 08 06 158 210 02 01 09 24 06 06 1000 645 36 681 1,880
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 27.4 6.4 15 270 0.3 0.8 153 9.1 0.4 0.2 2.3 3.9 5.0 0.4 100.0 63.3 9.4 72.6 1,055
Second 23.2 5.0 14 284 0.2 1.0 151 140 0.1 0.2 2.3 6.4 2.2 0.5 100.0 67.8 9.0 76.8 1,284
Middle 19.6 6.1 23 261 0.1 1.2 130 228 0.1 0.2 1.6 3.9 21 0.9 100.0 735 6.9 80.4 1,332
Fourth 16.3 7.2 21 26.1 0.5 12 113 2438 0.3 0.1 3.0 4.8 15 0.6 100.0 76.8 6.9 83.7 1,509
Richest 11.7 9.2 20 210 0.7 05 163 319 0.0 0.1 1.2 3.2 1.6 0.5 100.0 82.9 5.4 88.3 1,632
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.2CS - Knowledge of contraception effectiveness
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.13.3CS: Desired number of children (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by desired number of children before the first childbirth (in their whole life),

2018 Georgia MICS

Average Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by
desired desired number of children
ngmlz?é:f Desired number of children
before the Total
first 0 number
childbirth® (None) 1 2 3 4 5+ Other  of women
Total 2.8 0.9 4.5 32.9 42.1 12.6 5.3 1.6 6,812
Area
Urban 2.8 1.0 4.9 324 42.1 12.5 5.2 1.9 4,392
Rural 2.8 0.7 3.7 34.0 42.2 12.9 5.3 11 2,420
Region
Thilisi 2.8 0.8 5.5 315 411 13.4 5.2 25 2,621
Adjara A.R 2.8 14 4.0 31.6 46.0 9.8 5.2 1.9 736
Guria 2.8 12 3.9 355 42.4 9.5 6.3 1.3 155
an?}f&i%?g%gi_el}?mkhuml 2.9 00 26 294 483 138 50 0.9 826
Kakheti 2.9 0.7 4.8 31.6 41.0 15.4 6.4 0.2 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 2.9 1.7 35 28.9 43.6 15.3 5.3 1.7 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 2.6 0.9 3.2 46.5 34.7 9.0 4.7 0.9 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 2.7 2.3 2.1 38.3 41.9 11.9 2.8 0.7 238
Kvemo Kartli 2.8 1.0 5.3 33.2 40.9 12.0 6.7 1.0 780
Shida Kartli 2.7 1.6 4.1 34.8 40.6 13.1 4.3 15 436
Age
15-19 24 3.9 8.3 47.0 29.2 6.2 4.3 1.0 533
15-17 2.3 45 11.2 49.8 23.7 55 3.7 15 324
18-19 2.6 3.0 3.8 42.8 37.8 7.2 5.1 0.3 209
20-24 2.8 0.7 4.2 35.0 371 14.9 5.5 2.7 783
25-29 2.7 0.3 34 36.4 44.9 9.9 3.9 1.3 1,177
30-34 2.8 0.2 4.2 30.3 45.1 14.7 3.9 1.7 1,207
35-39 2.9 0.5 4.3 315 43.3 13.3 5.2 1.9 1,153
40-44 2.9 12 5.4 28.2 43.2 13.8 7.0 1.2 1,010
45-49 2.9 14 34 29.3 43.8 13.1 7.4 1.6 950
Education
Kindergarten or none * *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 2.8 0.6 5.5 38.6 35.0 13.8 4.5 1.9 631
Upper Secondary 2.7 1.4 5.1 38.3 40.6 9.2 4.1 1.3 1,718
Vocational Education 2.8 0.6 2.7 33.8 43.7 12.9 5.3 1.0 1,308
Higher 2.9 0.8 4.6 28.6 43.8 14.2 5.9 2.0 3,148
Number of living children
0 2.7 2.9 5.9 35.1 36.6 10.7 5.4 3.4 1,682
1 2.6 0.4 8.1 35.2 43.6 9.3 2.4 1.0 1,339
2 2.8 0.2 25 40.0 40.1 12.3 3.8 1.0 2,717
3 3.2 0.2 2.7 7.6 62.8 16.9 8.5 1.2 897
4+ 4.2 0.0 1.8 14.4 10.2 39.3 32.6 1.8 177

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | page 80




Table TM.13.3CS: Desired number of children (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by desired number of children before the first childbirth (in their whole life),

2018 Georgia MICS

Average Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by
desired desired number of children
ngmlz?é:f Desired number of children
before the Total
first 0 number
childbirth® (None) 1 2 3 4 5+ Other  of women
Total 2.8 0.9 45 32.9 42.1 12.6 5.3 1.6 6,812
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 3.1 1.7 5.5 22.8 39.4 17.8 11.3 1.6 639
Has no functional difficulty 2.8 0.6 4.0 33.1 43.5 125 4.7 1.7 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 2.8 0.9 43 31.9 42.7 12.9 5.5 1.8 5,957
Azerbaijani 2.7 0.4 6.4 40.9 35.5 12.0 4.0 0.8 397
Armenian 25 1.7 33 45.0 41.8 6.9 1.2 0.1 330
Other 2.9 2.2 7.7 26.6 38.5 16.0 8.0 0.9 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 2.9 2.2 3.6 30.1 43.0 12.9 7.3 0.8 350
Non-IDP 2.8 0.8 4.5 33.1 42.1 12.6 51 1.7 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 2.8 0.4 4.7 38.9 37.1 11.6 6.0 13 1,055
Second 2.8 1.2 4.5 31.4 44.8 12.8 4.3 11 1,284
Middle 2.9 1.3 1.8 32.6 42.5 13.1 7.2 15 1,332
Fourth 2.7 0.8 6.4 315 41.8 12.8 3.9 2.9 1,509
Richest 2.8 0.9 4.6 31.9 43.4 12.6 5.2 13 1,632

1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.3CS - Desired number of children
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.3.3CS: Need and demand for family planning (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who are currently married or in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, percentage of demand for family
planning satisfied by method and, among women with need for family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method, 2018 Georgia MICS

Met need for family

Percentage of

Percentage of Number
planning demand for demand for of women
Unmet need for family (currently using Total demand for family planning Number family planning currently
planning contraception) family planning satisfied with: of satisfied with: married
g g g g gz o gy women B . O
8o E o B Qe E o B Qe E 2 B >0 598 curre_ntly z $ T union with
ot £E =] oY E£E =] oY EX <] %8 T £  married IS B8 £ need for
©3 — 8 [ »3 — 8 [ w5 — 8 [ Sl ) S5 .
5 S 5 S 5 S £ = £ orin = =g family
L L L H H
o o o union < planning
Total 8.3 14.8 23.1 18.9 22.0 40.9 27.2 36.8 64.0 40.9 32.6 4,920 63.9 51.0 3,150
Area
Urban 8.4 13.6 22.0 22.0 23.0 45.1 30.5 36.6 67.1 45.1 37.7 2,986 67.2 56.2 2,003
Rural 8.2 16.7 249 14.0 20.5 34.4 22.2 37.2 59.3 34.4 249 1,934 58.0 419 1,148
Region
Thilisi 8.2 13.8 22.1 24.1 23.0 47.1 32.3 36.9 69.2 47.1 39.3 1,709 68.1 56.7 1,183
Adjara A.R 9.3 18.4 27.7 16.6 14.1 30.7 25.9 325 58.5 30.7 26.1 531 52.6 44.6 310
Guria 8.7 15.0 23.7 13.8 20.7 34.5 22.5 35.7 58.2 345 25.1 123 59.3 43.1 72
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and 83 128 210 160 201  36.0 242 329 571 36.0 317 639 63.1 555 365
Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 8.5 16.2 24.6 15.6 25.0 40.5 24.0 41.1 65.2 40.5 32.2 325 62.2 49.4 212
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 7.6 14.8 22.3 17.8 22.2 39.9 25.3 36.9 62.3 39.9 27.3 111 64.1 43.8 69
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 10.8 13.8 24.6 13.2 23.5 36.6 24.0 37.3 61.3 36.6 31.6 339 59.8 51.5 208
Samtskhe-Javakheti 11.0 21.8 32.8 8.3 13.0 21.3 19.3 34.8 54.1 21.3 17.7 195 39.4 32.6 105
Kvemo Kartli 7.5 14.1 21.6 19.2 23.8 43.0 26.7 37.9 64.6 43.0 26.2 622 66.6 40.6 402
Shida Kartli 4.8 14.7 19.5 17.9 31.5 49.3 22.7 46.2 68.9 49.3 37.7 326 71.6 54.7 224
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Table TM.3.3CS: Need and demand for family planning (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who are currently married or in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, percentage of demand for family
planning satisfied by method and, among women with need for family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method, 2018 Georgia MICS
Met need for family Percentage of Percentage of Number
planning demand for demand for of women
Unmet need for family (currently using Total demand for family planning Number family planning currently
planning contraception) family planning satisfied with: of satisfied with: married
=X o =X o =X o women B “ orin
£ c = c = c 0 . .
g2 E2 3 g2 E2 I g2 Eg B >§ §3 currently £ 5 é union with
g =E S E =E S E £ S %8 S £ married E B £ needfor
) — 8 = Y3 — 8 - v 3 ~ 8 = o =) ) 25 ;
5 S 5 S 5 S S =€ orin 2 = = family
L L L L L L union < planning
Total 8.3 14.8 23.1 18.9 22.0 40.9 27.2 36.8 64.0 40.9 32.6 4,920 63.9 51.0 3,150
Age
15-19 20.9 14 22.4 27.6 1.0 28.6 48.5 25 51.0 28.6 13.8 60 (56.2) (27.2) 30
20-24 19.0 5.5 245 36.9 6.2 43.2 55.9 11.8 67.6 43.2 33.8 389 63.8 50.0 263
25-29 15.3 8.7 24.0 36.9 15.0 51.8 52.2 237 75.9 51.8 44.6 928 68.3 58.8 704
30-34 9.1 12.4 215 25.7 24.6 50.3 34.8 37.0 71.8 50.3 42.7 982 70.0 59.5 705
35-39 7.1 14.8 21.9 13.1 33.8 46.9 20.2 48.6 68.8 46.9 37.3 965 68.1 54.2 664
40-44 24 25.2 27.6 5.4 27.2 32.6 7.8 52.4 60.2 32.6 21.7 821 54.2 36.0 494
45-49 0.5 19.9 20.4 0.4 16.6 17.0 0.9 36.5 37.4 17.0 121 775 45.5 325 290
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * * * 2 * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 7.5 18.0 255 12.0 23.8 35.9 195 41.8 61.4 35.9 23.4 485 58.5 38.2 298
Upper Secondary 8.3 17.9 26.2 15.7 20.2 35.9 23.9 38.1 62.1 35.9 26.7 1,182 57.8 43.0 734
Vocational Education 7.5 16.4 23.9 15.1 19.8 34.9 22.7 36.2 58.9 34.9 28.7 1,070 59.3 48.8 630
Higher 9.0 11.6 20.6 24.0 23.6 47.6 32.9 35.3 68.2 47.6 39.8 2,180 69.8 58.4 1,487
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 8.8 18.1 26.9 12.6 18.7 31.3 215 36.8 58.3 313 26.4 463 53.8 45.3 270
Has no functional difficulty 8.2 145 22.7 194 225 41.9 27.6 37.0 64.6 41.9 33.4 4,434 64.9 51.7 2,866
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Table TM.3.3CS: Need and demand for family planning (currently married/in union)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who are currently married or in union with unmet and met need for family planning, total demand for family planning, percentage of demand for family
planning satisfied by method and, among women with need for family planning, percentage of demand satisfied by method, 2018 Georgia MICS
Met need for family Percentage of Percentage of Number
planning demand for demand for of women
Unmet need for family (currently using Total demand for family planning Number family planning currently
planning contraception) family planning satisfied with: of satisfied with: married
=X o =X o =X o women B “ orin
£ c = c = c 0 . .
g2 E2 3 g2 E2 I g2 Eg B >§ §3 currently £ 5 é union with
g =E S E =E S E £ S %8 S £ married E B £ needfor
) — 8 = Y3 — 8 - v 3 ~ 8 = o =) ) 25 ;
5 5 5 5 5 5 1S =g orin 2 =g family
L L L L L L union < planning
Total 8.3 14.8 23.1 18.9 22.0 40.9 27.2 36.8 64.0 40.9 32.6 4,920 63.9 51.0 3,150
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 8.3 14.4 22.8 195 22.2 41.7 27.8 36.7 64.5 41.7 34.2 4,258 64.7 53.1 2,745
Azerbaijani 8.8 13.4 22.2 15.2 25.8 41.0 24.0 39.2 63.2 41.0 19.5 348 64.9 30.8 220
Armenian 4.2 23.8 28.0 13.2 154 28.7 17.4 39.2 56.6 28.7 24.0 237 50.6 42.4 134
Other 19.6 14.4 34.0 19.2 14.4 33.6 38.8 28.8 67.5 33.6 29.8 76 49.7 44.1 52
IDP Status
IDP 5.8 18.8 24.6 14.1 26.5 40.6 19.8 45.4 65.2 40.6 34.0 240 62.3 52.2 156
Non-IDP 8.5 14.6 23.1 19.1 21.8 40.9 27.6 36.4 64.0 40.9 32.6 4,680 63.9 50.9 2,994
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 9.0 17.2 26.2 10.0 19.9 29.9 19.0 37.1 56.1 29.9 19.9 824 53.3 35.5 462
Second 7.9 14.9 22.8 14.7 21.9 36.6 22.6 36.9 59.4 36.6 27.2 1,008 61.6 45.7 599
Middle 7.9 17.1 25.1 20.4 18.8 39.2 28.4 35.9 64.3 39.2 31.4 985 61.0 48.8 633
Fourth 8.3 13.9 22.2 255 22.7 48.2 33.8 36.6 70.4 48.2 40.1 976 68.5 56.9 687
Richest 8.6 11.7 20.4 22.0 25.9 47.9 30.6 37.7 68.2 47.9 41.4 1,127 70.2 60.7 769
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.21CS - Need for family planning satisfied with modern contraception
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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5.3 DELIVERY CARE

Increasing the proportion of births that are delivered in health facilities is an important factor in reducing the
health risks to both the mother and the baby. Proper medical attention and hygienic conditions during delivery
can reduce the risks of complications and infection that can cause morbidity and mortality to either the mother
or the baby.*

Table TM.6.1 presents the percent distribution of women age 15-49 who had a live birth in the two years
preceding the survey by place of delivery of the most recent birth, and the percentage of their most recent births
delivered in a health facility, according to background characteristics.

Table TM.6.2CS presents information on women who delivered by caesarean section (C-section) and provides
additional information on the timing of the decision to conduct a C-section (before labour pains began or after)
to better assess if such decisions are mostly driven by medical or non—medical reasons.

40 WHO. Defining competent maternal and newborn health professionals: background document to the 2018 joint
statement by WHO, UNFPA, UNICEF, ICM, ICN, FIGO and IPA: definition of skilled health personnel providing care during
childbirth. Geneva: WHO Press, 2018. http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/272817/9789241514200-
eng.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y.
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Table TM.6.1: Place of delivery

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years by place of delivery of the most recent live

birth, 2018 Georgia MICS

Place of delivery

Number of
Health facility women with
Hospital/ Other Delivered  a live birth
Maternity  Clinic/ Health health in health  in the last 2
home centre facility Home  Total facility* years
Total 70.3 28.4 0.7 0.6 100.0 99.4 900
Area
Urban 74.2 24.6 0.7 0.5 100.0 99.5 564
Rural 63.8 34.9 0.6 0.6 100.0 99.4 336
Region
Thilisi 74.0 24.7 1.2 0.0 100.0 100.0 331
Adjara A.R 63.1 34.7 11 1.1 100.0 98.9 93
Guria 60.6 38.0 14 0.0 100.0 100.0 19
Kv'énrﬁgeg{/;f‘;?a"‘emkh“m' and 89.5 105 0.0 00 100.0 100.0 117
Kakheti 72.6 23.9 1.2 2.3 100.0 97.7 66
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 67.5 295 0.0 2.9 100.0 97.1 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 65.0 35.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 17.8 82.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 35
Kvemo Kartli 67.9 32.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 108
Shida Kartli 64.7 31.0 0.0 4.2  100.0 95.8 49
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 69.0 30.7 0.0 0.3 100.0 99.7 94
Upper Secondary 67.7 30.8 0.5 1.0 100.0 99.0 215
Vocational Education 67.1 31.9 0.0 1.0 100.0 99.0 182
Higher 73.4 25.1 1.2 0.2 100.0 99.8 409
Age at most recent live birth
Less than 20 61.0 39.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 49
20-34 69.7 29.5 0.2 0.7 100.0 99.3 740
35-49 78.7 16.7 4.4 0.3 100.0 99.7 111
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 86.4 13.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 63
Has no functional difficulty 69.9 28.7 0.7 0.6 100.0 99.4 825
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 72.1 26.5 0.8 0.7 100.0 99.3 775
Azerbaijani (69.9) (30.1) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (100.0) 63
Armenian 30.2 69.8 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 39
Other *) * * (*) 100.0 * 23
IDP status of household head
IDP 64.0 36.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 54
Non-IDP 70.7 27.9 0.7 0.6 100.0 99.4 846
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 67.8 31.2 0.7 0.2 100.0 99.8 143
Second 60.9 37.9 0.6 0.6 100.0 99.4 172
Middle 67.5 30.9 0.0 1.6 100.0 98.4 180
Fourth 69.8 30.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 183
Richest 82.0 15.7 1.8 0.5 100.0 99.5 221

IMICS indicator TM.8 - Institutional deliveries
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.6.2CS: Caesarean section

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years delivered by C-section, 2018 Georgia

MICS
Percent delivered by
C-section who
Number of
Number of women with a
women Decided Decided live birth in the
Percent with a live before after onset last 2 years
delivered by  birth in the onset of of labour delivered by
C-section* last 2 years labour pains pains Total C-section
Total 46.6 900 78.9 211 100.0 419
Area
Urban 47.1 564 80.1 19.9 100.0 266
Rural 45.7 336 76.8 23.2 100.0 153
Region
Thilisi 42.6 331 (75.2) (24.8) 100.0 141
Adjara A.R 58.1 93 75.7 243 100.0 54
Guria 37.2 19 (89.2) (10.8) 100.0 7
ang‘g{,i%?g%gﬁg-t?mkh“m' 51.6 117 (88.3) (11.7)  100.0 60
Kakheti 43.7 66 (77.6) (22.4) 100.0 29
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 33.8 22 (74.1) (25.9) 100.0 7
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 63.3 61 86.3 13.7 100.0 38
Samtskhe-Javakheti 35.6 35 (82.3) 17.7) 100.0 12
Kvemo Kartli 44.6 108 (71.8) (28.2) 100.0 48
Shida Kartli 44.4 49 (86.0) (14.0) 100.0 22
Education
Kindergarten or none - 0 - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 39.8 94 (62.7) (37.3) 100.0 37
Upper Secondary 46.6 215 89.5 10.5 100.0 100
Vocational Education 49.0 182 81.3 18.7 100.0 89
Higher 47.1 409 75.5 245 100.0 192
Age at most recent live birth
Less than 20 41.6 49 * * 100.0 21
20-34 a4.7 740 80.4 19.6 100.0 331
35-49 61.3 111 73.9 26.1 100.0 68
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 51.3 63 (78.1) (21.9) 100.0 32
Has no functional difficulty 45.9 825 78.9 21.1 100.0 378
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 48.8 775 81.9 18.1 100.0 379
Azerbaijani (38.2) 63 * * 100.0 24
Armenian 36.0 39 *) *) 100.0 14
Other *) 23 ™* * 100.0 3
IDP status of household head
IDP 52.1 54 75.1 24.9 100.0 28
Non-IDP 46.2 846 79.2 20.8 100.0 391
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 425 143 76.0 24.0 100.0 61
Second 46.1 172 82.3 17.7 100.0 80
Middle 45.0 180 72.1 27.9 100.0 81
Fourth 54.5 183 81.2 18.8 100.0 100
Richest 44.4 221 (81.2) (18.8) 100.0 98

I MICS indicator TM.10 - Caesarean section

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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54 POST-NATAL CARE

The time of birth and immediately after is a critical window of opportunity to deliver lifesaving interventions for
both the mother and newborn. Across the world, approximately 2.6 million newborns annually die in the first
month of life*! and the majority of these deaths occur within a day or two of birth*?, which is also the time when
the majority of maternal deaths occur®.

The Post-natal Health Checks module includes information on newborns’ and mothers’ contact with a provider,
and specific questions on content of care. Measuring contact alone is important as Post-natal care (PNC)
programmes scale up, it is vital to measure the coverage of that scale up and ensure that the platform for
providing essential services is in place.

Table TM.8.2CS shows separately the percentage of newborns born in the last two years and the percentage of
their mothers who received health checks after they left health facility or women delivered at home. The
indicator Post-natal health checks includes any health check provided by any health provider after newborn/
mother left health facility or mother delivered at home. TM.8.2.CS also shows the percent distribution of health
check time after the delivery for mothers and newborns separately.

Essential components of the content of post-natal care include, but are not limited to, thermal and cord care,
breastfeeding counselling, assessing the baby’s temperature, weighing the baby and counselling the mother on
danger signs for newborns. 2018 Georgia MICS covers skin-to-skin care with mother as an essential element of
newborn care which contributes to keeping the baby stable and preventing hypothermia.** Tables TM.8.4 and
TM.14.1CS present the percentage of last-born children in the last 2 years who were given skin-to-skin contact
and percent distribution of duration of skin-to-skin contact.

Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics are not fully presented in table TM.14.1CS.

41 UNICEF, et al. Levels and Trends in Child Mortality Report 2017. New York: UNICEF, 2017.
https://www.unicef.org/publications/files/Child _Mortality Report 2017.pdf.

42 Lawn, J. et al. "Every Newborn: Progress, Priorities, and Potential beyond Survival." The Lancet 384, no. 9938 (2014): 189-
205. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(14)60496-7.

43 WHO et al. Trends in Maternal Mortality: 1990-2015. Geneva: WHO Press, 2015.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/194254/9789241565141 eng.pdf?sequence=1.

44 WHO. WHO recommendations on Postnatal care of the mother and newborn. Geneva: WHO Press, 2013.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/97603/9789241506649 eng.pdf?sequence=1.
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Table TM.8.2CS: Post-natal health checks for newborns and mothers

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who or whose most recent live-born child received a health check after discharge from the health facility or delivered at

home, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of
women age 15-49
years with a live

Distribution of health check time
after the delivery for children

Percentage of women
age 15-49 years with a
live birth in the last 2

Distribution of health check time
after the delivery for mothers

birth in the last 2 years who received a .‘% Number
years whose most @~ %) =5 = health check after © 9 P = of
recent live-born = g’ﬁ ,_ _qz"_: S <2 ° discharge from the SS9 g’% = % 5 E S women
child received a 23 = £ g 5 F health facility or 23 =2 2 g Sy F witha
health check after = oy < S X E delivered at home = oy < < x 2 live
discharge from the following delivery of 9] birth in
health facility or their most recent live g the last
delivered at home* birth? = 2 years
Total 91.6 42.8 40.4 15.9 0.8 100.0 47.2 39.1 35.4 22.7 2.8 100.0 900
Area
Urban 91.7 43.7 43.9 11.7 0.7 100.0 46.8 32.5 39.4 24.9 3.2 100.0 564
Rural 91.3 41.4 34.6 23.0 1.0 100.0 48.0 49.9 28.7 19.1 2.2 100.0 336
Region
Thilisi 94.3 40.6 50.6 8.8 0.0 100.0 39.7 (23.7) (44.3) (28.5) (3.5) 100.0 331
Adjara A.R 82.0 72.2 20.9 6.0 1.0 100.0 71.4 76.6 11.9 11.5 0.0 100.0 93
Guria 98.8 24.7 45.2 28.7 1.4 100.0 352 (23.3) (46.1) (26.7) (3.9) 100.0 19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 957 470 319 198 13 100.0 69.3 226 485 236 53 100.0 117
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 91.3 52.4 28.7 16.4 2.4 100.0 57.2 62.5 16.3 19.2 2.0 100.0 66
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 90.5 33.4 44.0 22.6 0.0 100.0 355 (39.7) (425) (17.8) (0.0) 100.0 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 90.0 36.5 41.0 225 0.0 100.0 445 (38.3) (43.9) (17.4) (0.4) 100.0 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 71.6 32.1 22.0 45.8 0.0 100.0 23.2 *) *) *) (*) 100.0 35
Kvemo Kartli 90.5 35.2 40.3 21.4 3.0 100.0 39.7  (39.9) (30.1) (26.4) (3.6) 100.0 108
Shida Kartli 97.7 28.8 45.2 26.0 0.0 100.0 334  (47.1) (334) (19.4) (0.0) 100.0 49
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Table TM.8.2CS: Post-natal health checks for newborns and mothers

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who or whose most recent live-born child received a health check after discharge from the health facility or delivered at
home, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of Distribution of health check time Percentage of women Distribution of health check time
women age 15-49 after the delivery for children age 15-49 years with a after the delivery for mothers
years with a live live birth in the last 2 o
birth in the last 2 years who received a % Number
years whose most @~ %) =5 = health check after © 9 P = of
recent live-born = g’ﬁ ,_ _qz"_: S <2 ° discharge from the SS9 g’% = % 5 E S women
child received a 23 = £ g 5 F health facility or 23 =2 2 g Sy F witha
health check after = oy < S X E delivered at home = oy < < x 2 live
discharge from the following delivery of 9] birth in
health facility or their most recent live g the last
delivered at home* birth? = 2 years
Total 91.6 42.8 40.4 15.9 0.8 100.0 47.2 39.1 354 22.7 2.8 100.0 900
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 80.7 34.2 38.6 25.3 1.8 100.0 38.6 (35.0) (51.1) (13.9) (0.0) 100.0 94
Upper Secondary 91.0 36.6 42.8 20.5 0.0 100.0 42.6 46.7 30.8 19.2 3.2 100.0 215
Vocational Education 94.5 30.8 48.6 18.8 1.7 100.0 48.0 40.3 29.3 20.4 10.0 100.0 182
Higher 93.0 53.2 35.8 10.3 0.7 100.0 51.3 36.0 37.1 26.7 0.1 100.0 409
Age at most recent live birth
Less than 20 93.9 54.3 245 21.2 0.0 100.0 41.9 (47.1) (35.7) (17.2) (0.0) 100.0 49
20-34 90.9 41.3 42.3 15.4 1.0 100.0 47.6 40.5 33.6 225 3.4 100.0 740
35-49 94.9 47.9 35.6 16.5 0.0 100.0 46.9 26.3 47.0 26.7 0.0 100.0 111
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 90.3 40.4 52.1 7.5 0.0 100.0 47.7 (34.6) (45.8) (19.6) (0.0) 100.0 63
Has no functional difficulty 91.6 42.5 40.2 16.5 0.9 100.0 47.6 39.3 34.8 22.9 3.0 100.0 825
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 92.2 43.3 41.7 14.4 0.5 100.0 49.1 39.0 37.7 20.1 3.1 100.0 775
Azerbaijani (89.2) (32.5) (36.2) (26.1) (5.3) 100.0 (37.7) *) *) * (*) 100.0 63
Armenian 81.8 (65.5) (13.9) (20.6) (0.0) 100.0 30.6 *) *) * (*) 100.0 39
Other * * * * (*) 100.0 * * * * (*) 100.0 23
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Table TM.8.2CS: Post-natal health checks for newborns and mothers

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who or whose most recent live-born child received a health check after discharge from the health facility or delivered at

home, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of
women age 15-49
years with a live

Distribution of health check time
after the delivery for children

Percentage of women
age 15-49 years with a
live birth in the last 2

Distribution of health check time
after the delivery for mothers

birth in the last 2 years who received a .‘% Number
years whose most @~ %) =5 = health check after © 9 P = of
recent live-born = g’ﬁ ,_ _qz": S <2 ° discharge from the SS9 g’% = % 5 E S women
child received a 23 = £ g 5 F health facility or 23 =2 2 g Sy F witha
health check after R (sl < X £ delivered at home R (sl < x a live
discharge from the following delivery of 9] birth in
health facility or their most recent live g the last
delivered at home* birth? = 2 years
Total 91.6 42.8 40.4 15.9 0.8 100.0 47.2 39.1 354 22.7 2.8 100.0 900
IDP status of household head
IDP 91.2 30.9 51.7 17.5 0.0 100.0 21.4  (49.8) (45.8) 4.4 (0.0) 100.0 54
Non-IDP 91.6 43.6 39.7 15.8 0.9 100.0 48.9 38.8 35.1 23.2 2.9 100.0 846
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 87.2 30.7 40.0 28.2 1.2 100.0 39.7 45.7 35.3 16.6 25 100.0 143
Second 92.0 47.3 28.6 22.4 1.8 100.0 50.6 52.1 23.4 22.8 1.6 100.0 172
Middle 91.9 39.5 46.0 14.3 0.2 100.0 53.7 45.2 29.1 19.3 6.4 100.0 180
Fourth 90.1 51.5 38.2 9.8 0.5 100.0 45.8 33.9 40.1 243 1.7 100.0 183
Richest 94.9 42.6 47.0 9.7 0.7 100.0 45.4 22.6 47.8 28.1 1.5 100.0 221

1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.19CS - Post-natal health check for newborns
2 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.20CS - Post-natal health check for mothers

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.8.4: Skin-to-skin care for newborns

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child was placed on
the mother's bare chest after birth, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children who were given ~ Number of women with a live
skin-to-skin contact with mother* birth in the last 2 years
Total 29.5 900
Area
Urban 29.4 564
Rural 29.5 336
Region
Thilisi 36.0 331
Adjara A.R 17.7 93
Guria 25.6 19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 25.9 117
Kakheti 29.6 66
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 34.7 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 13.7 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 14.5 35
Kvemo Kartli 39.1 108
Shida Kartli 24.2 49
Education
Kindergarten or none - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 30.5 94
Upper Secondary 27.4 215
Vocational Education 33.7 182
Higher 28.4 409
Age at most recent live birth
Less than 20 17.4 49
20-34 31.3 740
35-49 22.2 111
Type of delivery
Vaginal birth 43.0 481
C-Section 13.9 419
Initial breastfeeding
Ever breastfed 30.3 824
Within one day of birth 31.8 647
Within one hour of birth 37.3 296
After one day of birth 24.8 177
Never breastfed 20.4 76
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 27.7 63
Has no functional difficulty 290.8 825
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 28.5 775
Azerbaijani (46.2) 63
Armenian 26.3 39
Other *) 23
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Table TM.8.4: Skin-to-skin care for newborns

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child was placed on
the mother's bare chest after birth, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children who were given ~ Number of women with a live

skin-to-skin contact with mother* birth in the last 2 years

Total 29.5 900
IDP status of household head

IDP 46.2 54

Non-IDP 28.4 846
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 27.8 143

Second 29.0 172

Middle 30.4 180

Fourth 29.2 183

Richest 30.4 221

1 MICS indicator TM.15 - Skin-to-skin care
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.14.1CS: Duration of skin-to-skin care for newborns

Percent distribution of duration of skin-to-skin care among women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years whose most recent live-born child was given skin-to-skin contact with
mother, 2018 Georgia MICS
chligrrgﬁr:/t/%%evgre Number of Duration of skin-to-skin care Number of women with a live
given skin-to-skin women with a birth in the last 2 years
contact with live birth in the Less than 30-59 From 1 hour to 2 hours DK/ don't whose child was given skin-
mother last 2 years 30 minutes minutes less than 2 and more!  remember Total to-skin contact
Total 29.5 900 71.9 12.8 6.3 5.4 3.6 100.0 265
Area
Urban 294 564 68.7 15.1 6.3 6.0 3.8 100.0 166
Rural 29.5 336 77.0 9.0 6.4 4.2 3.3 100.0 99
Education
Kindergarten or none - 0 - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 30.5 94 (81.5) (14.4) (0.0) (3.6) (0.4) 100.0 29
Upper Secondary 27.4 215 76.4 8.5 6.6 3.3 5.1 100.0 59
Vocational Education 33.7 182 75.5 12.6 5.9 3.4 2.6 100.0 61
Higher 28.4 409 65.4 14.6 8.0 7.8 4.2 100.0 116
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 27.8 143 (79.6) (7.8) (4.0 (6.1) (2.6)  100.0 40
Second 29.0 172 73.1 114 8.0 3.1 4.3 100.0 50
Middle 30.4 180 71.9 15.3 5.0 3.7 4.1 100.0 55
Fourth 29.2 183 (66.4) (17.6) (6.7) (6.0) (3.4)  100.0 53
Richest 30.4 221 (70.1) (11.4) (7.5) (7.4) (3.6)  100.0 67
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.13CS - Duration of skin-to-skin care
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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5.5 HIV

Some of the most important prerequisites for reducing the rate of HIV infection is accurate knowledge of how
HIV is transmitted and strategies for preventing transmission.*> Correct information is the first step towards
raising awareness and giving adolescents and young people the tools to protect themselves from infection.
Misconceptions about HIV are common and can confuse adolescents and young people and hinder prevention
efforts.*>¢ The UN General Assembly Special Session on HIV/AIDS (UNGASS) called on governments to improve
the knowledge and skills of young people to protect themselves from HIV.*>**¢ The HIV module administered to
women and men 15-49 years of age addresses part of this call.

The Global AIDS Monitoring (GAM) Reporting indicator: the percentage of young people who have
comprehensive and correct knowledge of HIV prevention and transmission, is defined as 1) knowing that
consistent use of a condom during sexual intercourse and having just one uninfected faithful partner can reduce
the chance of getting HIV, 2) knowing that a healthy-looking person can have HIV, and 3) rejecting the two most
common local misconceptions about transmission/prevention of HIV. In the 2018 Georgia MICS all women and
men who have heard of AIDS were asked questions on all three components and the results are detailed in
Tables TM.11.1W and TM.11.1M.

Tables TM.11.1W and TM.11.1M also present the percentage of women and men who can correctly identify
misconceptions concerning HIV. The indicator is based on the two most common and relevant misconceptions
in Georgia, that HIV can be transmitted by mosquito bites and sharing food with someone with HIV. The tables
also provide information on whether women and men know that HIV cannot be transmitted by supernatural
means.

Knowledge of mother-to-child transmission of HIV is also an important first step for women to seek HIV testing
when they are pregnant to avoid infection in the baby. Women and men should know that HIV can be
transmitted during pregnancy, during delivery, and through breastfeeding. The level of knowledge among
women and men age 15-49 years concerning mother-to-child transmission is presented in Tables TM.11.2W and
TM.11.2M.

Discrimination is a human rights violation prohibited by international human rights law and most national
constitutions. Discrimination in the context of HIV refers to unfair or unjust treatment (an act or an omission) of
an individual based on his or her real or perceived HIV status. Discrimination exacerbates risks and deprives
people of their rights and entitlements, fuelling the HIV epidemic.*®

The following questions were asked in 2018 Georgia MICS to measure stigma and discriminatory attitudes that
may result in discriminatory acts (or omissions): whether the respondent 1) would buy fresh vegetables from a
shopkeeper or vendor who has HIV; 2) thinks that children living with HIV should be allowed to attend school
with children who do not have HIV; 3) thinks people hesitate to take an HIV test because they are afraid of how
other people will react if the test result is positive for HIV; 4) thinks people talk badly about those living with
HIV, or who are thought to be living with HIV; 5) thinks people living with HIV, or thought to be living with HIV,
lose the respect of other people; 6) agrees or disagrees with the statement ‘l would be ashamed if someone in
my family had HIV’; and 7) fears that she/he could get HIV if she/he comes into contact with the saliva of a

45 UNAIDS. Global AIDS Monitoring 2018 - Indicators for monitoring the 2016 United Nations Political Declaration on Ending
AIDS. Geneva: UNAIDS, 2017. http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/2017-Global-AIDS-

Monitoring_en.pdf.

46 UNAIDS et al. Fast-Tracking Combination Prevention - Towards reducing new HIV infections to fewer than 500 000 by
2020. Geneva: UNAIDS, 2015. http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/20151019 JC2766 Fast-
tracking combination prevention.pdf.

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | page 95


http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/2017-Global-AIDS-Monitoring_en.pdf
http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/2017-Global-AIDS-Monitoring_en.pdf
http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/20151019_JC2766_Fast-tracking_combination_prevention.pdf
http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/20151019_JC2766_Fast-tracking_combination_prevention.pdf

person living with HIV. Tables TM.11.3W and TM.11.3M present the attitudes of women and men towards
people living with HIV.

Another important indicator is the knowledge of where to be tested for HIV and use of such services. In order
to protect themselves and to prevent infecting others, it is important for individuals to know their HIV status.
Knowledge of own status is also a critical factor in the decision to seek treatment.*>*® Questions related to
knowledge of a facility for HIV testing and whether a person has ever been tested are presented in Tables
TM.11.4W and TM.11.4M.

Among women who had given birth within the two years preceding the survey, the percentage who received
counselling during antenatal care is presented in Table TM.11.5. This indicator is used to track progress towards
global and national goals to eliminate mother-to-child transmission of HIV. High coverage enables early initiation
of care and treatment for HIV positive mothers required to live healthy and productive lives

In many countries, over half of new adult HIV infections are among young people age 15-24 years thus a change
in behaviour among members of this age group is especially important to reduce new infections. **'* The next
tables present specific information on this age group. Tables TM.11.6W and TM.11.6M summarise information
on key HIV indicators for young women and young men.

Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics are not fully presented in table TM.11.6M.
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Table TM.11.1W: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission

(women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage who know Percentage who
transmission can be prevented Percentage who know that HIV reject the two
by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with Number
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive of
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge'* women
Total 90.8 75.9 76.5 67.5 65.8 30.0 53.9 80.4 19.5 16.1 6,812
Area
Urban 96.0 81.7 83.0 73.7 72.9 35.3 62.2 87.3 23.9 20.0 4,392
Rural 81.3 65.4 64.6 56.2 52.9 20.5 38.8 67.8 11.5 9.2 2,420
Region
Thilisi 97.0 83.3 84.1 75.5 75.9 36.7 66.1 89.9 26.2 22.1 2,621
Adjara A.R 84.4 65.3 71.5 60.0 62.3 325 45.8 71.6 20.8 154 736
Guria 95.0 83.8 85.1 77.0 58.9 23.1 49.5 82.0 12.4 10.2 155
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 94.3 75.9 82.1 68.4 62.3 26.1 51.4 80.5 14.7 125 826
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 91.7 75.7 77.6 68.9 59.7 214 411 77.6 13.0 11.0 412
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 92.8 79.0 77.1 68.4 66.8 284 49.9 81.6 15.3 12.0 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 94.8 79.2 76.9 68.9 64.4 24.2 54.2 824 13.9 11.1 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 79.9 64.7 58.0 52.0 55.3 19.4 36.8 63.3 10.6 7.8 238
Kvemo Kartli 69.7 58.3 54.1 47.8 48.2 21.2 38.3 60.8 13.0 10.7 780
Shida Kartli 93.8 79.5 74.0 67.0 64.2 31.7 50.8 82.3 18.3 16.3 436
Age
15-24* 87.2 67.7 66.2 55.6 68.6 28.1 47.3 79.4 16.1 115 1,316
15-19 84.4 64.2 59.1 50.1 63.2 28.6 44.1 75.7 13.1 9.5 533
15-17 83.2 62.2 55.8 46.3 60.0 33.6 41.2 75.2 14.3 9.7 324
18-19 86.2 67.3 64.3 55.9 68.3 20.8 48.6 76.5 111 9.1 209
20-24 89.1 70.1 70.9 59.3 72.3 27.9 49.5 82.0 18.1 12.9 783
25-29 90.5 77.1 7.7 68.2 68.8 30.9 53.2 80.9 19.0 15.2 1,177
30-39 91.5 78.5 79.6 71.7 65.0 30.7 57.1 81.1 21.4 18.9 2,360
40-49 92.5 77.6 78.9 69.8 63.2 29.9 54.9 79.9 19.7 16.5 1,959
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Table TM.11.1W: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission

(women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage who know Percentage who
transmission can be prevented Percentage who know that HIV reject the two
by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with Number
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive of
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge'* women

Total 90.8 75.9 76.5 67.5 65.8 30.0 53.9 80.4 19.5 16.1 6,812
Education

Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * * 7

Primary or Lower
Secondary 64.8 46.9 47.5 37.8 374 11.9 22.2 46.9 45 3.6 631

Upper Secondary 84.0 66.7 64.6 55.3 54.1 21.7 36.1 69.7 9.2 6.9 1,718

Vocational Education 95.3 79.8 81.7 71.9 65.2 28.6 52.5 814 15.6 11.8 1,308

Higher 98.0 85.3 86.7 78.3 78.2 38.8 70.6 92.7 29.7 25.5 3,148
Marital status®

Ever married/in union 91.1 77.0 78.2 69.3 64.8 28.9 53.3 79.8 19.1 16.1 5,483

Never married/in union 90.4 71.9 70.0 60.5 70.6 35.0 56.5 83.7 21.2 16.2 1,317
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 92.1 74.2 72.9 63.5 66.3 22.3 52.9 78.2 16.6 13.6 639

Has no functional difficulty 91.1 76.8 78.0 69.1 66.1 30.7 54.7 80.9 20.1 16.8 5,849
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 94.8 79.6 81.0 714 69.6 32.2 57.5 84.7 214 17.8 5,957

Azerbaijani 37.1 25.7 22.1 18.7 21.8 10.4 14.0 28.0 4.2 1.9 397

Armenian 81.9 69.1 61.2 56.0 50.6 16.5 34.1 66.6 4.4 34 330

Other 95.9 76.2 73.2 63.6 65.5 24.6 59.6 81.5 14.5 135 128
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Table TM.11.1W: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission

(women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage who know Percentage who
transmission can be prevented Percentage who know that HIV reject the two
by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with Number
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive of
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge'* women
Total 90.8 75.9 76.5 67.5 65.8 30.0 53.9 80.4 195 16.1 6,812
IDP status of household head
IDP 97.2 77.1 79.6 69.6 65.6 28.6 59.4 87.4 15.7 11.2 350
Non-IDP 90.4 75.8 76.3 67.3 65.8 30.1 53.6 80.0 19.7 16.4 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 73.8 56.8 53.6 46.2 43.2 15.9 29.8 57.8 6.9 5.6 1,055
Second 85.1 69.4 69.6 59.8 57.2 21.6 41.2 70.9 12.1 9.3 1,284
Middle 94.6 78.5 81.2 71.4 69.3 28.8 55.0 82.8 17.7 13.9 1,332
Fourth 96.2 82.3 81.7 73.5 70.9 35.1 59.2 88.7 23.4 19.6 1,509
Richest 98.2 85.3 88.0 78.4 79.7 42.0 73.5 93.0 31.2 26.9 1,632
IMICS indicator TM.29 - Comprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention among young people
AComprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention includes those who know of the two ways of HIV prevention (having only one faithful uninfected partner and using a condom every time), who
know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive and who reject the two most common misconceptions about HIV transmission
B Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.1M: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage who know Percentage who
transmission can be prevented Percentage who know that HIV reject the two
by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive Number
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge* of men

Total 86.7 72.9 78.5 68.9 65.0 29.4 47.3 77.8 18.0 15.3 2,697
Area

Urban 93.4 79.4 85.6 75.1 73.3 35.6 55.4 85.4 23.7 20.2 1,652

Rural 76.1 62.7 67.2 59.0 52.0 19.4 34.4 65.7 8.9 7.5 1,045
Region

Thilisi 94.2 80.3 88.3 76.8 77.3 38.4 58.8 85.8 26.0 22.6 988

Adjara A.R 76.5 58.1 67.4 55.5 51.5 28.7 36.4 70.5 17.3 13.2 275

Guria 91.4 74.5 83.9 71.3 58.6 18.5 45.3 78.5 8.8 7.7 66

Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 87.8 77.0 82.7 74.8 65.5 21.4 44.3 79.1 13.6 12.2 347
and Kvemo Svaneti

Kakheti 92.7 71.3 78.4 67.5 60.6 25.2 42.5 84.0 12.6 10.7 185

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 87.9 70.1 73.6 62.2 58.2 20.3 44.0 77.6 9.9 8.5 63

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 91.2 79.8 82.1 74.6 73.4 27.9 46.1 77.3 15.1 13.7 204

Samtskhe-Javakheti 72.8 65.2 59.1 57.2 48.9 18.8 32.0 60.6 7.3 4.7 90

Kvemo Kartli 66.0 57.2 57.9 52.5 45.7 21.7 32.9 60.3 11.6 9.7 297

Shida Kartli 85.9 71.4 72.7 63.5 57.6 26.7 45.6 74.2 14.0 10.7 181
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Table TM.11.1M: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage who know

transmission can be prevented

Percentage who know that HIV

Percentage who
reject the two

by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive ~ Number
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge* of men
Total 86.7 72.9 78.5 68.9 65.0 29.4 47.3 77.8 18.0 15.3 2,697
Age
15-24* 86.0 65.7 75.4 60.7 64.6 26.7 414 76.3 13.6 10.9 699
15-19 80.9 62.1 67.3 55.7 58.4 23.8 34.6 72.1 10.7 8.3 359
15-17 76.8 55.9 62.5 49.6 52.7 16.9 32.8 68.2 9.2 8.1 242
18-19 89.5 74.9 77.2 68.4 70.3 38.1 38.4 80.2 13.8 8.7 117
20-24 91.4 69.5 84.0 66.0 71.1 29.7 48.7 80.8 16.7 13.6 340
25-29 89.2 74.5 83.8 72.5 70.0 34.0 47.6 815 21.8 20.0 397
30-39 87.1 74.8 77.9 69.3 64.2 30.5 49.3 77.9 19.5 15.3 809
40-49 85.5 76.7 79.1 73.8 63.8 28.2 50.1 77.1 18.3 16.8 793
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * @) 2
Sezg’r?(f;’yor Lower 75.7 56.6 64.7 52.4 43.8 17.7 29.2 63.0 3.2 2.9 307
Upper Secondary 80.0 64.1 69.8 58.5 55.6 20.3 33.2 69.7 9.8 7.5 891
Vocational Education 86.9 71.9 78.5 68.4 62.5 26.7 45.8 78.1 16.6 15.2 410
Higher 95.2 85.3 89.6 82.3 79.8 411 64.5 88.6 29.4 25.2 1,087
Marital status
Ever married/in union 86.5 75.3 79.3 71.7 64.3 28.2 48.6 78.3 17.5 15.0 1,614
Never married/in union 86.9 69.3 77.3 64.6 66.1 31.0 45.2 77.0 18.7 15.7 1,083
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 85.1 67.3 71.7 63.0 67.4 19.9 43.2 72.3 14.1 10.1 166
Has no functional difficulty 87.8 75.1 80.6 71.3 66.2 314 49.1 79.2 19.2 16.4 2,289
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Table TM.11.1M: Knowledge about HIV transmission, misconceptions about HIV, and comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who know the main ways of preventing HIV transmission, percentage who know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive, percentage who reject
common misconceptions, and percentage who have comprehensive knowledge about HIV transmission, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage who know

transmission can be prevented

Percentage who know that HIV

Percentage who
reject the two

by: Percentage cannot be transmitted by: most common
who know that misconceptions
Percentage  Having only Using a a healthy- Sharing and know that a Percentage
who have one faithful condom looking food with healthy-looking with
heard of uninfected every person canbe Mosquito someone  Supernatural person can be comprehensive Number
AIDS sex partner time Both HIV-positive bites with HIV means HIV-positive knowledge* of men

Total 86.7 72.9 78.5 68.9 65.0 29.4 47.3 77.8 18.0 15.3 2,697
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 90.5 76.7 82.3 72.6 68.8 30.7 49.8 81.8 19.3 16.5 2,387

Azerbaijani 36.5 29.8 31.2 28.8 23.1 11.3 143 32.2 0.7 0.3 126

Armenian 60.3 46.7 50.2 42.6 41.5 19.8 28.4 50.3 115 9.9 117

Other 91.8 65.9 79.6 57.2 51.1 30.5 50.6 69.3 15.2 9.8 66
IDP status of household head

IDP 92.9 775 77.4 71.4 68.9 27.8 47.9 80.6 17.7 14.0 117

Non-IDP 86.4 72.7 78.5 68.8 64.9 29.4 47.2 77.7 18.0 15.3 2,580
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 71.1 57.9 62.3 53.8 48.1 17.0 317 58.6 7.3 5.6 485

Second 81.6 66.7 71.9 63.1 56.6 20.0 35.9 72.2 9.7 8.6 552

Middle 89.8 74.8 82.2 71.2 65.3 28.7 47.8 80.5 17.2 13.7 547

Fourth 93.5 78.1 82.6 715 71.2 34.9 53.9 87.5 23.8 19.9 530

Richest 95.3 84.8 90.9 82.3 81.3 44.0 64.5 87.7 30.1 27.0 584

1MICS indicator TM.29 - Comprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention among young people

A Comprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention includes those who know of the two ways of HIV prevention (having only one faithful uninfected partner and using a condom every time), who
know that a healthy-looking person can be HIV-positive and who reject the two most common misconceptions about HIV transmission

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.2W: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women who:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to

child:

By at least one of the three
means and that risk can be

By breastfeeding and
that risk can be

Do not know any
of the specific
means of HIV

By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission Number
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to of
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means® pregnancy during pregnancy child® women
Total 63.8 58.7 46.4 73.2 36.6 38.2 25.4 26.8 6,812
Area
Urban 66.6 62.9 46.6 77.3 37.3 39.2 24.7 22.7 4,392
Rural 58.6 51.0 46.0 65.8 35.2 36.4 26.8 34.2 2,420
Region
Thilisi 67.5 65.4 45.3 78.7 37.1 38.9 22.7 21.3 2,621
Adjara A.R 56.1 51.5 51.0 65.0 38.6 35.5 28.0 35.0 736
Guria 73.1 66.2 58.8 82.3 45.2 53.7 39.4 17.7 155
peretl, Racha-Lechihumi 66.3 55.7 47.7 745 355 35.4 24.3 255 826
Kakheti 66.5 62.4 54.1 77.5 40.9 435 29.5 22.5 412
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 64.6 60.7 52.8 75.6 42.4 37.0 274 24.4 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 64.3 55.4 49.3 74.3 36.6 44.3 32.2 25.7 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 58.4 47.8 37.7 62.8 30.6 44.2 29.2 37.2 238
Kvemo Kartli 50.4 45.3 34.9 57.6 26.4 31.6 215 42.4 780
Shida Kartli 69.4 62.4 50.7 75.6 44.0 36.6 27.8 24.4 436
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Table TM.11.2W: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women who:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child: child: Do not know any
By at least one of the three By breastfeeding and of the specific
means and that risk can be that risk can be means of HIV
By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission Number
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to of
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means® pregnancy during pregnancy child® women
Total 63.8 58.7 46.4 73.2 36.6 38.2 25.4 26.8 6,812
Age group
15-24 60.0 50.6 48.4 68.3 34.7 371 27.0 31.7 1,316
15-19 56.4 46.6 45.6 65.1 31.0 32.9 24.2 34.9 533
15-17 58.0 435 46.4 64.0 32.2 35.3 27.5 36.0 324
18-19 54.0 51.3 44.4 66.9 29.3 29.2 18.9 33.1 209
20-24 62.4 53.3 50.3 70.4 37.1 40.0 28.9 29.6 783
25-29 61.6 58.3 46.2 73.0 34.9 394 25.6 27.0 1,177
30-39 64.3 61.2 45.6 73.1 37.9 38.7 25.8 26.9 2,360
40-49 66.9 61.3 46.1 76.9 37.2 37.7 23.8 23.1 1,959
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 46.6 41.6 40.7 51.8 33.8 29.1 24.8 48.2 631
Upper Secondary 58.8 50.0 48.4 66.3 36.8 34.8 27.3 33.7 1,718
Vocational Education 68.4 62.6 52.5 78.3 40.8 41.8 29.3 21.7 1,308
Higher 68.0 65.3 43.9 79.3 35.3 40.5 22.9 20.7 3,148
Marital status”
Ever married/in union 64.9 60.4 47.5 74.4 38.2 38.7 26.2 25.6 5,483
Never married/in union 59.5 51.8 41.8 68.8 29.8 36.5 22.4 31.2 1,317
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 62.6 59.4 45.1 73.0 36.1 345 22.1 27.0 639
Has no functional difficulty 64.2 59.4 46.5 73.7 36.9 38.8 25.7 26.3 5,849
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Table TM.11.2W: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women who:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to

child:

By at least one of the three
means and that risk can be

By breastfeeding and
that risk can be

Do not know any
of the specific
means of HIV

By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission Number
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to of
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means® pregnancy during pregnancy child® women
Total 63.8 58.7 46.4 73.2 36.6 38.2 25.4 26.8 6,812
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 66.2 60.9 47.9 76.3 37.5 40.3 26.5 23.7 5,957
Azerbaijani 29.0 25.1 23.3 31.2 19.0 17.8 14.2 68.8 397
Armenian 53.3 52.0 43.2 62.3 35.5 27.0 19.3 37.7 330
Other 82.9 76.8 54.0 87.0 50.6 35.6 27.0 13.0 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 67.9 67.3 49.7 78.5 42.4 41.1 27.5 21.5 350
Non-IDP 63.5 58.2 46.2 72.9 36.3 38.1 25.3 27.1 6,462
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 52.1 429 44.0 58.4 32.8 325 25.4 41.6 1,055
Second 62.1 54.4 48.3 69.5 37.9 37.4 26.9 30.5 1,284
Middle 66.6 60.3 45.7 77.0 36.0 39.7 26.9 23.0 1,332
Fourth 69.0 62.4 47.1 79.5 36.2 42.7 25.3 20.5 1,509
Richest 65.4 67.5 46.3 76.8 38.8 37.3 23.2 23.2 1,632

1 MICS indicator TM.30 - Knowledge of mother-to-child transmission of HIV

A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.

B Women who have not heard of AIDS are also included in women who do not know any of the specific means of HIV transmission from mother to child.

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.2M: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men who:
Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to
Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child: child: Do not know any
By at least one of the three By breastfeeding and of the specific
means and that risk can be that risk can be means of HIV
By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to Number
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means! pregnancy during pregnancy child” of men
Total 51.7 43.8 37.6 58.8 28.1 27.0 18.1 41.2 2,697
Area
Urban 57.3 49.2 38.7 65.4 28.8 27.7 17.4 34.6 1,652
Rural 42.9 35.3 35.7 48.3 26.9 26.0 19.3 51.7 1,045
Region
Thilisi 60.0 51.1 39.2 68.6 28.6 27.0 16.0 314 988
Adjara A.R 40.5 324 34.0 44.4 24.2 23.0 19.0 55.6 275
Guria 58.7 44.5 46.3 67.1 32.3 46.8 33.7 32.9 66
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 50.9 39.8 35.6 57.8 27.7 25.3 15.6 422 347
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 57.8 53.5 48.2 66.6 36.7 414 29.7 334 185
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 56.6 47.3 45.7 63.1 34.2 31.2 25.3 36.9 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 44.3 39.3 33.9 51.8 25.2 28.1 21.0 48.2 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 26.6 22.4 17.0 28.1 15.1 15.1 12.3 71.9 90
Kvemo Kartli 42.1 374 32.8 48.5 25.1 24.7 16.2 51.5 297
Shida Kartli 51.8 43.7 42.9 56.4 34.2 21.9 15.8 43.6 181
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Table TM.11.2M: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men who:

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to

Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child: child: Do not know any
By at least one of the three By breastfeeding and of the specific
means and that risk can be that risk can be means of HIV
By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to Number
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means! pregnancy during pregnancy child” of men
Total 51.7 43.8 37.6 58.8 28.1 27.0 18.1 41.2 2,697
Age group
15-24 51.1 43.6 41.1 56.7 31.1 29.4 23.1 43.3 699
15-19 49.6 39.8 37.1 52.7 28.5 29.4 22.0 47.3 359
15-17 46.1 36.7 32.2 49.2 23.7 28.7 19.5 50.8 242
18-19 56.9 46.4 47.3 60.0 38.3 31.0 27.1 40.0 117
20-24 52.6 47.6 45.3 60.9 33.8 29.3 24.3 39.1 340
25-29 52.4 43.9 37.3 59.7 30.0 26.8 17.4 40.3 397
30-39 52.5 44.6 374 61.4 26.4 26.6 16.0 38.6 809
40-49 51.2 43.1 34.8 57.4 26.3 25.6 16.2 42.6 793
Education
Kindergarten or none
Primary or Lower Secondary *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 2
Upper Secondary 39.5 30.5 33.3 44.1 23.9 221 16.1 55.9 307
Vocational Education 45.2 36.8 37.6 51.5 26.9 26.4 19.2 48.5 891
Higher 50.6 44.3 41.3 59.3 29.7 23.9 15.1 40.7 410
Marital status 61.1 53.2 37.4 68.7 29.7 30.2 19.0 31.3 1,087
Ever married/in union
Never married/in union 51.6 44.3 36.3 58.9 26.7 255 16.3 41.1 1,614
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 55.2 38.0 37.3 62.4 23.8 27.1 17.1 37.6 166
Has no functional difficulty 52.1 45.0 38.2 59.5 28.9 26.9 18.0 40.5 2,289
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Table TM.11.2M: Knowledge of mother-to-child HIV transmission (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who correctly identify means of HIV transmission from mother to child, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men who:
Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to
Know HIV can be transmitted from mother to child: child: Do not know any
By at least one of the three By breastfeeding and of the specific
means and that risk can be that risk can be means of HIV
By at least By all reduced by mother taking reduced by mother transmission
During During By one of the three special drugs during taking special drugs from mother to Number
pregnancy delivery  breastfeeding  three means  means! pregnancy during pregnancy child” of men
Total 51.7 43.8 37.6 58.8 28.1 27.0 18.1 41.2 2,697
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 54.0 46.0 38.7 61.6 28.9 28.6 18.8 38.4 2,387
Azerbaijani 30.1 31.1 27.0 32.2 24.1 12.2 10.1 67.8 126
Armenian 31.7 15.6 26.4 34.2 11.9 12.0 11.6 65.8 117
Other 45.6 38.2 37.6 48.9 33.0 26.4 19.2 51.1 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 59.4 49.7 45.1 65.6 35.8 30.9 247 34.4 117
Non-IDP 51.4 435 37.2 58.5 27.7 26.9 17.8 41.5 2,580
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 38.9 30.7 30.2 43.6 23.2 22.8 16.2 56.4 485
Second 49.2 38.6 39.7 54.4 28.9 30.8 215 45.6 552
Middle 54.3 46.1 40.0 61.3 30.3 30.1 22.4 38.7 547
Fourth 53.0 44.2 36.4 60.7 26.9 20.9 14.4 39.3 530
Richest 61.3 57.0 40.3 71.4 30.4 29.6 16.0 28.6 584
1 MICS indicator TM.30 - Knowledge of mother-to-child transmission of HIV
A Men who have not heard of AIDS are also included in men who do not know any of the specific means of HIV transmission from mother to child.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.3W: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who: Percentage of women who think people: Percentage of women who:
Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact women
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva who have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIV® AIDS
Total 48.4 40.5 58.6 72.2 55.0 52.8 13.8 53.1 6,185
Area
Urban 43.8 36.6 53.8 72.6 55.5 52.4 10.9 50.1 4,218
Rural 58.4 49.0 68.7 71.3 53.8 53.6 19.9 59.5 1,966
Region
Thilisi 41.6 344 51.0 72.0 57.2 55.5 9.8 46.6 2,543
Adjara A.R 48.3 43.7 58.2 74.6 56.2 53.4 16.8 54.1 621
Guria 64.2 50.4 75.0 76.9 56.4 52.3 15.3 66.3 147
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi
and Kvemo Svaneti 50.1 42.5 62.6 70.7 48.2 44.8 11.4 57.8 779
Kakheti 56.5 46.1 66.9 70.7 55.3 50.7 21.3 57.6 378
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 55.8 43.7 64.3 74.9 58.5 60.2 12.9 55.9 143
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 54.4 45.0 65.5 75.1 58.9 47.9 12.5 61.8 430
Samtskhe-Javakheti 61.4 53.0 70.9 62.0 46.4 48.1 17.3 57.0 190
Kvemo Kartli 50.0 45.9 63.1 75.9 55.2 55.9 22.3 60.0 544
Shida Kartli 57.8 42.5 63.7 67.5 50.1 53.0 18.9 53.1 409
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Table TM.11.3W: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who: Percentage of women who think people: Percentage of women who:
Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact women
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva who have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIV® AIDS
Total 48.4 40.5 58.6 72.2 55.0 52.8 13.8 53.1 6,185
Age
15-24 50.8 38.8 60.3 73.8 56.5 52.5 7.6 53.1 1,147
15-19 52.6 38.0 62.0 74.1 59.0 53.3 4.7 51.1 449
15-17 60.5 41.5 66.2 71.4 54.8 53.1 6.0 54.5 269
18-19 41.0 32.9 55.7 78.2 65.3 53.7 2.8 46.1 180
20-24 49.6 39.4 59.3 73.7 54.8 52.0 9.5 54.4 698
25-29 45.1 40.8 57.6 735 56.4 56.1 8.4 51.4 1,066
30-39 47.6 42.0 58.2 70.3 54.9 52.5 13.0 51.4 2,160
40-49 50.0 39.7 58.4 725 53.3 51.4 21.8 56.1 1,811
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) *) *) *) *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 70.1 59.2 77.9 66.8 57.1 59.0 31.1 70.4 409
Upper Secondary 62.2 51.8 72.6 70.1 55.6 53.0 16.8 62.1 1,443
Vocational Education 54.4 47.6 65.5 72.2 55.7 52.0 16.8 60.1 1,246
Higher 36.7 29.9 46.6 73.8 54.1 52.2 8.8 43.8 3,084
Marital status®
Ever married/in union 50.0 43.0 60.5 715 54.1 52.2 15.4 54.7 4,992
Never married/in union 42.1 30.1 50.5 74.9 58.9 55.4 6.8 46.2 1,190
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 52.6 44.9 64.5 725 58.3 54.3 17.2 52.8 589
Has no functional difficulty 47.4 40.0 57.5 72.2 54.6 52.6 13.8 53.1 5,327
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Table TM.11.3W: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who: Percentage of women who think people: Percentage of women who:
Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact women
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva who have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIV® AIDS
Total 48.4 40.5 58.6 72.2 55.0 52.8 13.8 53.1 6,185
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 46.9 38.7 56.5 72.6 54.7 52.9 11.9 51.5 5,644
Azerbaijani 59.4 75.5 85.3 71.6 67.5 61.6 55.1 83.8 147
Armenian 78.6 56.4 85.1 68.5 51.6 45.8 26.5 65.7 270
Other 39.6 48.8 61.5 61.7 58.8 51.3 23.1 61.1 123
IDP status of household head
IDP 43.0 31.8 49.1 70.1 60.0 52.5 9.1 47.7 340
Non-IDP 48.8 41.0 59.1 72.3 54.7 52.8 14.0 53.4 5,845
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 63.2 54.9 75.3 70.4 55.9 55.3 24.8 64.1 778
Second 57.2 47.8 66.5 71.5 53.5 51.1 18.5 61.1 1,093
Middle 51.1 40.3 60.9 74.7 55.8 51.7 13.3 56.0 1,259
Fourth 44.2 37.1 54.8 74.2 55.0 53.4 11.4 50.9 1,452
Richest 37.0 31.9 46.5 69.7 54.9 53.1 7.7 42.0 1,603
1 MICS indicator TM.31 - Discriminatory attitudes towards people living with HIV
A This is a composite indicator of those who either would not buy fresh vegetables from a shopkeeper or vendor who is HIV-positive, or that think children living with HIV should not be allowed to
attend school with children who do not have HIV
B As part of respondent protection, those who answered that they are HIV-positive have been recoded to “No”, and thus treated as having no fear of contracting HIV
¢ Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.3M: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men who: Percentage of men who think people: Percentage of men who:
Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact men who
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIVE AIDS
Total 48.7 40.2 58.3 64.2 38.1 40.5 175 42.8 2,337
Area
Urban 42.1 35.7 51.4 64.2 394 41.2 14.3 38.8 1,542
Rural 61.6 49.0 71.7 64.2 35.6 39.1 23.8 50.7 795
Region
Thilisi 40.8 345 49.4 65.2 40.5 43.9 12.9 34.8 931
Adjara A.R 57.7 42.5 63.5 60.8 38.3 43.1 21.0 49.2 210
Guria 69.9 56.6 79.5 69.9 345 40.9 23.6 55.4 60
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 455 37.7 53.4 63.5 28.3 26.0 18.3 46.1 305
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 59.2 44.0 67.3 68.8 38.5 38.6 24.9 41.4 172
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 67.4 51.0 71.7 68.3 37.0 44.6 20.3 52.4 55
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 47.2 47.3 64.0 65.1 38.5 28.5 13.1 52.2 186
Samtskhe-Javakheti 59.4 52.9 67.3 58.7 40.6 44.1 22.8 52.3 66
Kvemo Kartli 47.0 40.8 66.2 64.8 41.1 55.2 22.9 56.9 196
Shida Kartli 63.3 46.9 70.4 56.2 38.4 39.1 23.9 36.3 155
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Table TM.11.3M: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men who:

Percentage of men who think people:

Percentage of men who:

Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact men who
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIVE AIDS
Total 48.7 40.2 58.3 64.2 38.1 40.5 175 42.8 2,337
Age
15-24 50.1 38.4 61.1 65.1 37.3 38.0 12.3 44.0 601
15-19 58.7 36.8 64.5 60.7 37.9 41.4 8.6 44.3 290
15-17 60.3 38.2 67.1 63.4 39.2 44.6 8.4 38.6 186
18-19 55.9 34.2 59.8 55.9 35.6 35.7 9.0 54.5 104
20-24 42.0 40.0 57.9 69.2 36.7 34.8 15.8 43.7 310
25-29 47.4 38.0 55.9 63.5 40.1 42.0 10.9 394 354
30-39 49.7 42.3 58.9 62.8 36.8 38.0 195 42.6 704
40-49 47.3 40.7 56.4 65.3 39.1 44.4 235 43.9 678
Education
Kindergarten or none *) * *) *) * * *) *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 69.4 58.2 78.6 61.3 35.2 38.2 30.2 54.4 232
Upper Secondary 58.2 47.3 67.7 60.0 42.7 44.3 20.9 45.0 713
Vocational Education 54.5 45.1 65.6 64.1 345 40.5 19.0 47.6 357
Higher 35.6 29.6 44.8 67.8 36.7 38.3 11.9 37.1 1,035
Marital status
Ever married/in union 48.5 41.5 57.6 63.8 38.1 42.9 20.8 42.5 1,396
Never married/in union 49.1 38.2 59.2 64.8 38.0 36.9 12.7 43.3 941
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 56.9 56.0 67.9 63.5 38.6 48.8 30.1 53.4 141
Has no functional difficulty 47.1 39.3 56.8 64.3 38.0 39.5 17.5 42.5 2,010
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Table TM.11.3M: Attitudes towards people living with HIV (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who have heard of AIDS who report discriminating attitudes towards people living with HIV, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men who: Percentage of men who think people: Percentage of men who:
Think children Report
Would not buy living with HIV discriminat Hesitate to take an Talk badly Living with
fresh should not be ory HIV test because about people HIV, or Fear getting
vegetables allowed to attitudes they are afraid of living with thought to be Would be HIV if coming Number of
from a attend school towards how other people HIV, or who living with ashamed if into contact men who
shopkeeper or with children people will react if the test are thought HIV, lose the someone in  with the saliva have
vendor who is  who do not have living with result is positive for to be living respect of family had of a person heard of
HIV-positive HIV HIviA HIV with HIV other people HIV living with HIVE AIDS
Total 48.7 40.2 58.3 64.2 38.1 40.5 17.5 42.8 2,337
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 48.0 38.7 56.9 65.1 37.1 40.3 15.9 41.3 2,160
Azerbaijani (42.0) (59.6) (71.5) (71.5) (83.0) (64.6) (43.4) (74.8) 46
Armenian 65.9 63.1 76.7 38.8 38.7 325 29.3 58.5 71
Other 59.5 51.3 75.6 55.8 39.1 37.8 42.5 55.2 61
IDP status of household head
IDP 57.2 45.9 73.9 59.2 26.1 37.8 14.2 50.3 108
Non-IDP 48.3 39.9 57.5 64.5 38.7 40.6 17.7 42.5 2,229
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 61.4 51.8 73.6 66.1 37.3 39.2 24.8 55.5 345
Second 58.0 49.4 68.8 62.8 34.9 38.1 195 50.2 450
Middle 54.0 40.7 62.6 65.7 36.3 36.8 19.2 42.2 491
Fourth 42.2 37.0 53.5 59.7 39.5 42.1 135 38.8 495
Richest 345 28.0 40.7 66.9 41.4 44.9 13.6 333 556
1 MICS indicator TM.31 - Discriminatory attitudes towards people living with HIV
A This is a composite indicator of those who either would not buy fresh vegetables from a shopkeeper or vendor who is HIV-positive, or that think children living with HIV should not be allowed to
attend school with children who do not have HIV
B As part of respondent protection, those who answered that they are HIV-positive have been recoded to “No”, and thus treated as having no fear of contracting HIV
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.4W: Knowledge of a place for HIV testing (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who know where to get an HIV test, percentage who have ever been tested,
percentage who have ever been tested and know the result of the most recent test, percentage who have been tested in the
last 12 months, percentage who have been tested in the last 12 months and know the result, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who:
Know a Have Have ever been Have been Have been
place to ever tested and know tested in tested in the last  Number
get been the result of the the last 12 12 months and of
tested? tested most recent test months know the result?  women
Total 46.6 27.0 25.7 7.9 7.5 6,812
Area
Urban 52.7 317 30.1 9.0 8.5 4,392
Rural 35.5 185 17.8 5.9 5.6 2,420
Region
Thilisi 54.4 34.0 32.4 9.4 8.8 2,621
Adjara A.R 46.8 21.3 20.3 5.9 5.4 736
Guria 39.8 22.8 21.4 5.6 5.4 155
peretl, Racha-Lechihumi 405 23.6 222 71 6.6 826
Kakheti 42.2 22.2 19.8 5.0 4.6 412
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 44.3 20.8 19.9 4.4 4.4 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 58.8 40.6 39.6 19.9 19.5 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 31.2 13.9 12.6 2.4 22 238
Kvemo Kartli 29.6 15.4 15.4 4.7 4.7 780
Shida Kartli 44.9 22.9 21.9 4.4 4.4 436
Age
15-24 32.2 11.4 10.8 7.0 6.6 1,316
15-19 21.0 3.6 3.6 2.6 2.6 533
15-17 16.8 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.2 324
18-19 275 8.0 8.0 6.3 6.3 209
20-24 39.8 16.7 15.6 10.0 9.4 783
25-29 48.2 314 29.9 105 9.7 1,177
30-39 52.7 34.6 33.1 9.0 8.5 2,360
40-49 48.1 25.7 24.5 5.6 54 1,959
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) *) *) 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 21.2 11.2 10.2 3.0 2.9 631
Upper Secondary 324 14.6 13.9 5.4 5.2 1,718
Vocational Education 47.3 26.7 25.2 7.2 6.8 1,308
Higher 59.3 37.1 35.5 10.5 9.9 3,148
Marital status”
Ever married/in union 49.8 31.6 30.2 8.6 8.2 5,483
Never married/in union 33.6 7.9 7.5 4.8 4.4 1,317
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 49.4 29.6 27.9 8.7 8.3 639
Has no functional difficulty 48.0 28.2 26.9 8.2 7.8 5,849
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Table TM.11.4W: Knowledge of a place for HIV testing (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who know where to get an HIV test, percentage who have ever been tested,
percentage who have ever been tested and know the result of the most recent test, percentage who have been tested in the
last 12 months, percentage who have been tested in the last 12 months and know the result, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who:
Know a Have Have ever been Have been Have been
place to ever tested and know tested in tested in the last  Number
get been the result of the the last 12 12 months and of
tested? tested most recent test months know the result?  women
Total 46.6 27.0 25.7 7.9 7.5 6,812
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 50.1 29.2 27.8 8.6 8.1 5,957
Azerbaijani 11.6 5.7 5.7 1.0 1.0 397
Armenian 24.1 12.6 12.6 5.2 5.2 330
Other 49.8 29.6 23.6 4.1 4.1 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 55.6 38.9 38.5 13.8 13.8 350
Non-IDP 46.1 26.4 25.0 7.6 7.1 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 29.2 15.9 15.3 6.6 6.5 1,055
Second 36.7 19.3 18.2 55 5.1 1,284
Middle 49.8 25.4 24.2 7.1 6.4 1,332
Fourth 51.8 29.3 27.6 9.1 8.8 1,509
Richest 58.4 39.4 38.0 10.1 9.6 1,632
1 MICS indicator TM.32 - People who know where to be tested for HIV
2MICS indicator TM.33 - People who have been tested for HIV and know the results
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.4M: Knowledge of a place for HIV testing (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who know where to get an HIV test, percentage who have ever been tested,
percentage who have ever been tested and know the result of the most recent test, percentage who have been tested in the
last 12 months, and percentage who have been tested in the last 12 months and know the result, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men who:
Know a Have Have ever been Have been Have been
place to ever tested and know tested in tested in the last
get been the result of the the last 12 12 months and Number
tested* tested most recent test months know the result? of men
Total 38.3 15.7 15.1 5.1 4.9 2,697
Area
Urban 43.9 19.3 18.7 5.5 5.3 1,652
Rural 29.4 10.1 9.5 4.4 4.3 1,045
Region
Thilisi 46.2 19.7 19.1 4.3 4.3 988
Adjara A.R 35.8 12.1 11.1 4.2 3.6 275
Guria 34.5 10.4 10.4 5.1 5.1 66
an'(;“;\r/‘ztr'ﬁfgf/g?];‘fhkh“m' 25.5 11.9 11.9 4.8 4.8 347
Kakheti 35.8 135 11.8 3.6 3.2 185
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 31.7 9.2 8.5 1.2 11 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 54.7 32.0 31.6 22.2 22.2 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 25.4 6.3 6.3 1.7 1.7 90
Kvemo Kartli 26.5 7.3 6.9 1.4 1.0 297
Shida Kartli 37.2 13.0 12.6 2.0 19 181
Age
15-24 30.7 5.2 4.9 2.8 2.7 699
15-19 24.5 1.7 1.0 0.7 0.5 359
15-17 23.6 1.2 0.6 0.0 0.0 242
18-19 26.3 2.7 1.7 2.3 1.6 117
20-24 37.3 9.0 9.0 5.0 5.0 340
25-29 41.2 18.6 18.0 8.9 8.4 397
30-39 39.6 16.7 16.4 5.4 5.4 809
40-49 42.2 224 21.5 4.8 4.7 793
Education
Kindergarten or none * * *) * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 23.5 4.2 4.2 1.6 1.6 307
Upper Secondary 30.8 8.9 8.6 2.8 2.8 891
Vocational Education 33.9 14.2 141 7.1 7.1 410
Higher 50.3 25.0 23.9 7.1 6.7 1,087
Marital status
Ever married/in union 41.4 20.1 19.4 5.6 5.4 1,614
Never married/in union 33.7 9.2 8.8 4.3 4.2 1,083
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 32.1 9.6 9.6 3.0 3.0 166
Has no functional difficulty 40.3 17.7 171 5.7 5.6 2,289
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Table TM.11.4M: Knowledge of a place for HIV testing (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who know where to get an HIV test, percentage who have ever been tested,
percentage who have ever been tested and know the result of the most recent test, percentage who have been tested in the
last 12 months, and percentage who have been tested in the last 12 months and know the result, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men who:
Know a Have Have ever been Have been Have been
place to ever tested and know tested in tested in the last
get been the result of the the last 12 12 months and Number
tested* tested most recent test months know the result? of men
Total 38.3 15.7 15.1 5.1 4.9 2,697
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 40.4 17.1 16.5 5.6 5.5 2,387
Azerbaijani 16.4 5.0 5.0 0.1 0.1 126
Armenian 18.0 4.6 4.6 0.4 0.4 117
Other 40.9 5.0 5.0 1.8 1.8 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 38.3 24.1 21.3 4.0 3.9 117
Non-IDP 38.3 15.3 14.8 5.1 5.0 2,580
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 28.2 10.5 10.1 5.5 5.5 485
Second 30.5 10.0 9.7 3.2 3.1 552
Middle 32.6 12.6 11.9 6.0 5.9 547
Fourth 49.1 21.3 20.4 7.4 7.0 530
Richest 49.6 23.2 22.7 3.4 3.4 584
1 MICS indicator TM.32 - People who know where to be tested for HIV
2MICS indicator TM.33 - People who have been tested for HIV and know the results
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.5: HIV counselling during antenatal care

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years who received HIV counselling during antenatal
care of the pregnancy of the most recent birth, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who received Number of women with a
HIV counselling during antenatal care*”*  live birth in the last 2 years
Total 13.7 900
Area
Urban 16.8 564
Rural 8.6 336
Region
Thilisi 12.9 331
Adjara A.R 22.4 93
Guria 23.0 19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 17.1 117
Kakheti 9.2 66
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 8.4 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 151 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.8 35
Kvemo Kartli 9.3 108
Shida Kartli 14.9 49
Age
15-24 7.9 234
15-19 (4.2) 29
20-24 8.4 205
25-29 17.2 292
30-39 13.9 341
40-49 22.8 33
Education
Kindergarten or none - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 12.6 94
Upper Secondary 13.4 215
Vocational Education 135 182
Higher 14.3 409
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 21.2 63
Has no functional difficulty 13.4 825
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 15.4 775
Azerbaijani (4.9) 63
Armenian 1.7 39
Other * 23
IDP status of household head
IDP 11.6 54
Non-IDP 13.9 846
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 8.2 143
Second 9.1 172
Middle 13.3 180
Fourth 16.6 183
Richest 18.8 221
I MICS indicator TM.35a - HIV counselling during antenatal care (counselling on HIV)
A In this context, counseling means that someone talked with the respondent about all three of the following topics: 1) babies
getting the HIV from their mother, 2) preventing HIV, and 3) getting tested for HIV.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.11.6W: Key HIV and AIDS indicators (young women)

Percentage of women age 15-24 years by key HIV and AIDS indicators, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-24 years who:
Know all three Know a Have ever been  Have been tested  Number of Percentage who report ~ Number of women
Have means of HIV place to get tested and know  for HIV in the last women discriminatory attitudes age 15-24 years
comprehensive  transmission from tested for the result of the 12 months and age 15-24 towards people living who have heard
knowledge?! mother to child HIV most recent test know the result years with HIVA of AIDS
Total 115 34.7 32.2 10.8 6.6 1,316 60.3 1,147
Area
Urban 14.0 38.0 36.1 10.3 7.0 855 56.5 801
Rural 6.8 28.5 24.9 115 5.9 461 69.1 347
Region
Thilisi 16.3 443 37.7 11.3 8.7 523 56.9 508
Adjara A.R 10.8 30.9 31.1 9.5 4.4 138 53.0 108
Guria 8.3 51.3 27.4 9.9 5.1 29 82.9 25
peretl, Racha-Lechihumi 7.6 28.7 30.3 10.9 6.9 166 59.7 145
Kakheti 5.7 33.1 315 10.7 4.6 77 62.2 63
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 10.2 34.8 30.6 11.0 21 25 65.7 21
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 7.6 22.0 42.5 25.1 14.3 70 58.9 62
Samtskhe-Javakheti 4.3 185 21.6 5.2 21 38 76.5 30
Kvemo Kartli 8.0 175 16.1 5.6 2.8 162 66.4 107
Shida Kartli 10.9 39.2 33.6 10.3 4.0 88 70.5 78
Age
15-19 9.5 31.0 21.0 3.6 2.6 533 62.0 449
15-17 9.7 32.2 16.8 0.8 0.2 324 66.2 269
18-19 9.1 29.3 275 8.0 6.3 209 55.7 180
20-24 12.9 37.1 39.8 15.6 9.4 783 59.3 698
20-22 12.8 35.3 34.1 12.4 6.9 439 60.7 382
23-24 13.0 39.5 47.1 19.8 12.6 344 57.5 316
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) *) * 1 *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 3.8 23.8 17.4 9.0 3.2 124 75.3 71
Upper Secondary 8.2 31.8 23.4 6.7 4.0 558 69.0 466
Vocational Education 114 46.8 40.8 17.0 11.2 139 67.2 132
Higher 17.2 37.2 435 141 9.2 494 47.7 478
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Table TM.11.6W: Key HIV and AIDS indicators (young women)

Percentage of women age 15-24 years by key HIV and AIDS indicators, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-24 years who:
Know all three Know a Have ever been  Have been tested  Number of Percentage who report ~ Number of women
Have means of HIV place to get tested and know  for HIV in the last women discriminatory attitudes age 15-24 years
comprehensive  transmission from tested for the result of the 12 months and age 15-24 towards people living who have heard
knowledge?! mother to child HIV most recent test know the result years with HIVA of AIDS
Total 115 34.7 32.2 10.8 6.6 1,316 60.3 1,147
Marital status®
Ever married/in union 9.3 41.0 41.9 23.9 14.7 471 68.6 405
Never married/in union 12.8 31.3 26.9 35 21 840 55.8 742
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 10.3 35.3 41.8 20.1 17.0 44 (54.0) 40
Has no functional difficulty 12.2 35.5 37.0 13.7 8.3 948 58.7 838
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 12.7 34.8 34.1 111 6.9 1,140 58.7 1,036
Azerbaijani 1.7 19.6 8.5 5.4 0.0 96 (80.9) 42
Armenian 35 49.8 33.0 13.8 13.2 56 (86.3) 48
Other (13.7) (54.2) (35.8) (10.6) (5.2) 23 (37.6) 21
IDP status of household head
IDP 4.7 50.7 45.2 26.1 24.8 62 50.9 61
Non-IDP 11.8 33.9 315 10.0 5.7 1,253 60.9 1,087
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 5.4 26.9 23.1 11.7 6.8 214 73.6 154
Second 7.3 30.6 23.7 10.4 5.1 248 67.6 191
Middle 9.9 37.7 36.0 8.6 4.0 243 61.5 223
Fourth 12.6 34.5 36.8 12.4 9.3 316 58.3 292
Richest 19.7 41.5 37.9 10.5 7.2 295 49.5 287
IMICS indicator TM.29 - Comprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention among young people
A Refer to Table TM.11.3W for the two components.
B Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.11.6M: Key HIV and AIDS indicators (young men)

Percentage of men age 15-24 years by key HIV and AIDS indicators, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of men age 15-24 years who:
Know all three Know a Have ever been  Have been tested  Number of Percentage who report Number of men
Have means of HIV place to get tested and know  for HIV in the last men age discriminatory attitudes age 15-24 years
comprehensive  transmission from tested for the result of the 12 months and 15-24 towards people living who have heard
knowledge?! mother to child HIV most recent test know the result years with HIVA of AIDS
Total 10.9 31.1 30.7 49 2.7 699 61.1 601
Area
Urban 12.4 34.3 33.7 5.8 3.0 456 55.8 421
Rural 8.0 25.0 25.1 3.1 2.2 243 73.4 180
Region
Thilisi 12.7 39.9 39.2 5.1 2.7 302 54.6 283
Adjara A.R 7.2 25.7 14.8 0.0 0.0 41 (63.8) 30
Guria 7.5 26.4 34.9 35 1.6 14 (77.3) 13
_pmeretl, Racha-Lechkhumi 8.8 238 16.2 7.1 5.3 89 59.5 78
Kakheti 7.6 35.8 334 0.0 0.0 40 66.4 36
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 12.8 39.7 30.9 8.1 0.5 13 67.9 12
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 8.1 22.2 39.6 12.1 10.4 42 72.5 35
Samtskhe-Javakheti (2.2) (10.3) (23.6) (0.0) (0.0) 21 (65.6) 14
Kvemo Kartli (13.7) (19.9) (21.2) (3.1) (1.5) 93 (67.4) 63
Shida Kartli 10.6 26.9 28.3 6.3 0.0 44 75.6 37
Age
15-19 8.3 28.5 245 1.0 0.5 359 64.5 290
15-17 8.1 23.7 23.6 0.6 0.0 242 67.1 186
18-19 8.7 38.3 26.3 1.7 1.6 117 59.8 104
20-24 13.6 33.8 37.3 9.0 5.0 340 57.9 310
20-22 10.8 36.1 36.4 11.4 7.4 204 61.1 186
23-24 17.9 30.5 38.7 5.3 1.3 135 52.9 124
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) *) *) 1 - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 3.6 22.3 21.9 2.2 2.1 108 79.7 82
Upper Secondary 9.0 29.1 29.2 2.6 1.3 342 64.2 280
Vocational Education 51 27.0 44.5 8.8 7.4 65 62.9 58
Higher 20.9 41.5 33.9 9.4 4.0 183 47.2 181
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Table TM.11.6M: Key HIV and AIDS indicators (young men)

Percentage of men age 15-24 years by key HIV and AIDS indicators, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men age 15-24 years who:

Know all three Know a Have ever been  Have been tested  Number of Percentage who report Number of men
Have means of HIV place to get tested and know  for HIV in the last men age discriminatory attitudes age 15-24 years
comprehensive  transmission from tested for the result of the 12 months and 15-24 towards people living who have heard
knowledge?! mother to child HIV most recent test know the result years with HIVA of AIDS
Total 10.9 311 30.7 4.9 2.7 699 61.1 601
Marital status
Ever married/in union 10.6 38.2 50.8 19.2 4.2 78 64.5 70
Never married/in union 10.9 30.2 28.2 3.1 25 621 60.6 530
IDP status of household head
IDP 8.6 46.0 46.1 254 5.1 38 77.6 36
Non-IDP 11.0 30.2 29.9 3.7 2.6 661 60.0 565
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 3.6 20.9 25.3 3.7 25 111 73.8 79
Second 11.7 30.6 26.4 2.7 24 119 71.2 94
Middle 8.7 38.1 28.5 8.8 35 152 69.1 141
Fourth 13.0 25.7 39.0 25 1.7 145 47.1 131
Richest 15.2 36.3 321 5.6 3.2 172 53.0 156

IMICS indicator TM.29 - Comprehensive knowledge about HIV prevention among young people
A Refer to Table TM.11.3M for the two components.

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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5.6 INTERRUPTED PREGNANCIES

Induced abortion is common across the globe, 8-11% of all maternal deaths are related to abortion. As of 2010-
2014, an estimated 36 abortions occur each year per 1,000 women aged 15-44 in developing regions, compared
with 27 in developed regions.*” According to WHO, every year in the world there are an estimated 40-50 million
abortions. This corresponds to approximately 125,000 abortions per day.*® The vast majority of abortions occur
in response to unintended pregnancies, which typically result from ineffective use or non-use of contraceptives.
As a result, abortion continues to be part of how women and couples in all contexts manage their fertility and
their lives.

As agreed by countries at the 1994 International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD), in
circumstances where abortion is not restricted by law, abortion should be safe. It further states: “Prevention of
unwanted pregnancies must always be given the highest priority and every attempt should be made to eliminate
the need for abortion...” (Paragraph 63i). Subsequent conferences, including the Fourth World Conference on
Women (FWCW) in 1995, the ICPD + 5 meeting in 1999, and the Beijing + 5 meeting in 2000 continued to call for
the provision of safe abortion services where they are not against the law. The WHO clearly indicates that
Governments should provide access to safe abortion services, both to safeguard the lives of women and girls
and as a matter of respecting, protecting and fulfilling human rights, including the right to health.* UN Human
Rights Committee noted that where abortion is legal it must be accessible, available, acceptable and of good
quality.>®

The high abortion rate is an important health problem for Georgia. Accurate information on its incidence is vital
to understanding the fertility dynamics of a population and the role that abortion plays in maternal morbidity
and mortality. Induced abortion even performed at a medical facility can negatively influence maternal health
and affect further pregnancies, as well as survival and health of children born; abortion is a factor of direct and
indirect reproductive losses such as infecundity and miscarriages.

Absent from the MDGs and still missing in the SDGs, stillbirths remain a neglected issue, invisible in policies and
programs, underfinanced and in urgent need of attention. In 2015, there were 2.6 million stillbirths globally; for
every 1,000 total births (live births and stillbirths), 18.4 babies were stillborn. About half of all stillbirths occur in
the intrapartum period, representing the greatest time of risk.>?

Table 15.1CS presents total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in the last five years, total induced abortion rate (TIAR)
in the lifetime and stillbirth>? rate for women age 15-49. Stillbirth rate is derived for the whole life of women. It
is the number of stillbirths per 1,000 births (live births and stillbirths). TIAR in the last five years is total number
of abortions in the last 5 years per 1,000 women of reproductive age (15-49), while TIAR in the lifetime is total
number of abortions in women’s past life per 1,000 women of reproductive age (15-49). Women were asked

47 Guttmacher Institute, Abortion Worldwide 2017: Uneven Progress and Unequal Access,
https://www.guttmacher.org/report/abortion-worldwide-2017

48 Statistics by the World Health Organization, 2017, News release, Geneva. https://www.who.int/news-room/detail /28-
09-2017-worldwide-an-estimated-25-million-unsafe-abortions-occur-each-year

49 Center for Reproductive Rights, “Whose right to life: women’s rights and prenatal protections under human rights and
comparative law”, 2012; concluding observations of the Committee against Torture following the consideration by the
Committee of the initial report of Nicaragua (CAT/C/NIC/CO/1); and report of the Special Rapporteur on the right of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health (A/66/254).

50 Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee following the consideration by the Committee of the fifth
periodic report of Poland (CCPR/CO/82/POL, para. 8).

51 WHO, Maternal, newborn, child and adolescent health, Data, statistics and epidemiology
https.//www.who.int/maternal_child_adolescent/epidemiology/stillbirth/en/

52 Stillbirth is defined as loss of baby after 5 months of the pregnancy that the woman did not choose to end and where the
child did not show any signs of life.
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whether they ever had a pregnancy that was interrupted (either purposefully or spontaneously) and, if so, how
many pregnancies ended in an abortion, miscarriage or stillbirth. Next, an event-by-event abortion history was
collected. For last pregnancy in the 7 years, the type of outcome was collected.

15.2CS and 15.3CS tables present information on induced abortion performance place, abortion methods and
early post abortion complications. Indicators for abortion place and methods are home-based induced abortions
as a most risky environment for the procedure and percentage of abortion pill as more safe method compared
to other methods. All indicators refer last abortions occurring in the last 5 years.

Table 15.4CS shows information on contraception counselling during abortion procedure and contraception
provision after abortion according to background characteristics.

Women who decide to end their pregnancies in abortion and do not adopt an effective contraceptive method
afterwards are likely to be at high risk for another unintended pregnancy during the immediate post-abortion
period. Family planning counselling around the time of the abortion procedure is mandated as part of the
Georgian health care law.
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Table TM.15.1CS: Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) and stillbirth rate

Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) and stillbirth rate of women age 15-49 years, 2018 Georgia MICS

Total induced

Total induced

abortion rate abortion rate Number of
(TIAR) in the last (TIAR) in the women age Stillbirth Number of
five years* lifetime? 15-49 years rate® births
Total 130.3 909.4 6,812 21.9 10,786
Area
Urban 108.5 753.8 4,392 20.2 6,310
Rural 170.1 1,191.7 2,420 24.3 4,476
Region
Thilisi 1114 775.3 2,621 219 3,577
Adjara A.R 70.9 460.2 736 16.6 1,247
Guria 139.3 1,180.0 155 27.8 272
peretl, Racha-Lechihumi 79.2 678.8 826 24.2 1,346
Kakheti 152.6 1,360.4 412 24.9 734
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 170.4 1,093.4 154 17.7 264
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 81.8 613.5 454 15.1 719
Samtskhe-Javakheti 129.9 755.0 238 254 451
Kvemo Kartli 297.5 1,680.6 780 19.4 1,412
Shida Kartli 154.8 1,335.3 436 31.8 764
Age
15-19 14.4 14.4 533 (43.0) 39
15-17 0.0 0.0 324 * 14
18-19 36.6 36.6 209 (66.1) 25
20-24 75.5 81.2 783 18.7 494
25-29 201.1 392.1 1,177 15.9 1,716
30-34 216.7 662.7 1,207 13.7 2,209
35-39 152.2 1,068.4 1,153 19.3 2,274
40-44 126.9 1,686.1 1,010 30.5 2,120
45-49 20.3 2,030.1 950 30.5 1,934
Education
Kindergarten or none *) *) 7 *) 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 286.8 1,372.2 631 26.3 1,320
Upper Secondary 140.6 1,011.7 1,718 21.3 2,683
Vocational Education 144.8 1,264.0 1,308 23.3 2,362
Higher 87.7 614.3 3,148 20.2 4,415
Number of living children
0 7.4 38.1 1,682 (179.7) 16
1 92.7 516.5 1,339 27.9 1,441
2 184.7 1,275.9 2,717 22.8 5,721
3 263.1 1,943.8 897 17.5 2,796
4+ 76.2 1,291.9 177 17.0 813
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Table TM.15.1CS: Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) and stillbirth rate

Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) and stillbirth rate of women age 15-49 years, 2018 Georgia MICS

Total induced Total induced
abortion rate abortion rate Number of
(TIAR) in the last (TIAR) in the women age Stillbirth Number of
five years* lifetime? 15-49 years rate® births
Total 130.3 909.4 6,812 21.9 10,786

Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 121.9 1,582.0 639 20.2 1,298
Has no functional difficulty 138.5 886.2 5,849 22.1 9,475
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 105.6 810.5 5,957 22.2 9,260
Azerbaijani 498.9 2,512.2 397 16.9 819
Armenian 140.7 791.1 330 19.2 498
Other 109.2 839.9 128 34.1 209
IDP status of household head
IDP 100.7 616.0 350 36.9 555
Non-IDP 131.9 925.2 6,462 21.1 10,231
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 177.9 1,351.0 1,055 18.6 1,997
Second 175.0 1,066.9 1,284 29.0 2,239
Middle 126.2 869.6 1,332 235 2,148
Fourth 129.1 792.8 1,509 18.4 2,047
Richest 68.9 640.4 1,632 19.5 2,356

1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.4CS - Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in the last five years
2 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.22CS - Total induced abortion rate (TIAR) in the lifetime
3 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.5CS - Stillbirth rate
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TM.15.2CS: Induced abortion performance place and method

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years by performance place and method used for the last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Induced abortion performance place = Induced abortion methods Number of
c - 2 5h o = women with
32 -GC": % 2 S g > 8 E,; é o £ § B . ’é é at least one
g == 2 £ Z @ gg8s 3 38 S 2 S5 induced
3 & S @ - S o 2 5=35 [a) S o £ o) T E abortion in
Tt ié < ;5 = T > 3 .§ g the last 5
Total Total years
Total 75.6 175 5.4 13 0.3 6.7 100.0 28.8 41.3 26.1 1.0 2.9 100.0 580
Area
Urban 70.4 22.6 5.6 1.4 0.0 7.0 100.0 26.3 42.8 29.1 0.4 1.4 100.0 321
Rural 82.0 111 5.2 1.1 0.6 6.3 100.0 31.9 39.5 22.3 1.6 4.6 100.0 260
Region
Thilisi 63.4 30.5 4.5 1.6 0.0 6.1 100.0 16.4 50.4 33.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 193
Adjara A.R 87.1 4.2 8.8 0.0 0.0 8.8 100.0 39.0 33.7 24.7 2.6 0.0 100.0 43
Guria 91.7 15 5.2 1.6 0.0 6.8 100.0 66.3 12.0 18.2 15 1.9 100.0 16
an'é“g‘f:r'ﬁ?gf/gi'e"ﬂec']kh“m' (80.9)  (13.7) (5.4) (0.0) (0.0) (54) 1000  (39.2) (238)  (26.0) (5.5) (55)  100.0 48
Kakheti 79.5 11.9 6.7 0.0 1.9 6.7 100.0 329 27.2 36.7 0.0 3.3 100.0 44
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 69.6 26.9 3.0 0.5 0.0 35 100.0 27.6 45.2 27.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 15
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (79.2) (14.6) (3.7) (2.5) (0.0) (6.2) 100.0 (33.2) (40.4) (12.4) (0.0) (13.9) 100.0 26
Samtskhe-Javakheti 98.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 115 55.0 16.9 0.0 16.6 100.0 24
Kvemo Kartli 86.1 6.5 6.2 1.1 0.0 7.4 100.0 35.3 45.5 14.1 1.2 3.8 100.0 124
Shida Kartli 62.1 25.5 7.4 3.8 1.3 11.2 100.0 32.6 33.6 33.8 0.0 0.0 100.0 48
Age
15-19 @) @) * * * ) 100.0 * * * * @) 100.0 6
20-24 (60.0) (27.3) (12.7) (0.0) (0.0) (12.7) 100.0 (17.4) (38.4) (32.7) (3.6) (7.8) 100.0 43
25-29 82.0 12.5 3.6 1.0 1.0 4.5 100.0 32.0 43.2 21.6 0.9 2.3 100.0 149
30-34 77.4 17.2 4.7 0.8 0.0 5.4 100.0 29.4 345 31.5 0.1 4.4 100.0 162
35-39 73.4 20.0 5.4 1.1 0.0 6.5 100.0 30.7 48.7 18.5 1.2 0.9 100.0 115
40-44 66.0 223 7.9 3.8 0.0 11.7 100.0 20.3 40.0 375 1.3 0.9 100.0 87
45-49 * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * 100.0 18
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Table TM.15.2CS: Induced abortion performance place and method

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years by performance place and method used for the last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Induced abortion performance place = Induced abortion methods Number of
c - 2 5h o = women with
3 %‘ @ % o 8 T o 8 E,; é o £ 5 B _ ’é g at least one
39 €3 e g2 a gg8s 3 58 é 2 3 £ induced
3 & S @ - S o 2 5=35 [a) S o £ o) T E abortion in
TE ié < ;5 = T > 8 .§ g the last 5
Total Total years
Total 75.6 175 5.4 13 0.3 6.7 100.0 28.8 41.3 26.1 1.0 2.9 100.0 580
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 85.4 7.1 6.7 0.2 0.6 7.0 100.0 394 45.2 14.1 0.0 1.3 100.0 101
Upper Secondary 77.8 13.1 4.8 3.8 0.6 8.6 100.0 27.0 39.1 25.0 1.9 6.9 100.0 139
Vocational Education 76.4 18.6 4.1 0.9 0.0 5.0 100.0 31.8 45.2 19.4 21 15 100.0 135
Higher 68.8 24.9 6.1 0.3 0.0 6.3 100.0 22.7 38.4 37.1 0.0 1.8 100.0 205
Number of living children
0 @) @) * * * ) 100.0 * * * * * 100.0 1
1 76.9 14.3 7.9 0.0 0.9 7.9 100.0 374 36.9 22.0 1.4 2.4 100.0 96
2 72.3 20.4 5.6 1.8 0.0 7.4 100.0 20.9 47.3 27.4 1.3 3.2 100.0 328
3 82.5 12.4 3.7 1.0 0.5 4.7 100.0 37.6 32.9 27.1 0.0 2.3 100.0 134
4+ * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * 100.0 1
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (61.2) (23.5) (15.3) (0.0) (0.0) (15.3) 100.0 (23.2) (34.4) (39.3) (0.0) (3.1) 100.0 51
Has no functional difficulty 77.0 16.9 4.5 14 0.3 5.8 100.0 29.3 42.0 24.8 1.0 2.8 100.0 530
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 73.9 19.0 55 13 0.3 6.8 100.0 30.7 36.5 29.6 0.9 22 100.0 438
Azerbaijani 87.1 7.1 4.4 14 0.0 5.8 100.0 26.1 525 15.8 1.6 4.1 100.0 99
Armenian (62.0) (29.5) (8.4) (0.0) (0.0) (8.4) 100.0 (13.7) (66.3) (13.3) (0.0) (6.7) 100.0 37
Other * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * 100.0 7
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Table TM.15.2CS: Induced abortion performance place and method

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years by performance place and method used for the last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Induced abortion performance place = Induced abortion methods Number of
- 5 ©oh - = women with
3 %‘ & % 2 S g o _.‘S E,; é o £ § = _ ’é 2 at least one
39 €3 e g2 a gg8s 3 38 é 2 3 £ induced
3 & S @ - S o 2 5=35 [a) S o £ o) T E abortion in
TE ié < ;5 = T > 8 .§ g the last 5
Total Total years
Total 75.6 175 5.4 13 0.3 6.7 100.0 28.8 41.3 26.1 1.0 2.9 100.0 580
IDP status of household head
IDP 52.5 44.7 2.5 0.3 0.0 2.8 100.0 28.0 45.3 20.3 5.5 0.8 100.0 24
Non-IDP 76.6 16.3 5.5 1.3 0.3 6.8 100.0 28.8 41.2 26.3 0.8 3.0 100.0 556
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 77.9 11.7 7.9 1.2 1.3 9.1 100.0 335 39.5 17.1 2.5 7.4 100.0 118
Second 86.3 10.7 2.4 0.6 0.0 3.0 100.0 31.7 40.8 22.7 1.8 29 100.0 144
Middle 67.7 22.1 9.6 0.5 0.0 10.2 100.0 27.2 32.7 38.4 0.0 1.7 100.0 112
Fourth 77.3 19.1 2.5 1.0 0.0 3.6 100.0 29.4 52.1 17.1 0.0 1.4 100.0 130
Richest (60.4) (29.6) (6.0) (4.0 (0.0 (10.0) 100.0 (17.0) (39.6) (43.4) (0.0 (0.0 100.0 76
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.7CS - Home-based induced abortion
2 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.8CS - Pill induced abortion
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator

Thrive — Reproductive and Maternal Health | page 130



Table TM.15.3CS: Early post abortion complications

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who experienced any
complications in the last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years with an abortion in the last 5 years who
had:
post abortion complications within the 30 o’;l\L/jvrgr?gn
days after the last abortion with at
c = 0
85 3D 50 > =3 abortion
No 5% o3 o e ©g Any in the last
complication = L complication* 5 years
Total 67.2 15 7.2 4.8 30.4 1.9 32.8 580
Area
Urban 74.3 1.9 7.2 3.9 23.4 1.6 25.7 321
Rural 58.5 1.0 7.2 6.0 38.9 2.3 41.5 260
Region
Thilisi 72.2 3.1 7.1 3.9 26.2 1.6 27.8 193
Adjara A.R 71.0 0.0 6.6 2.4 27.0 4.7 29.0 43
Guria 39.7 0.0 9.8 9.6 57.0 0.0 60.3 16
merett, Racha: Lechihumi (724)  (00) (82 (83) (27.6) (2.9) (27.6) 48
Kakheti 47.0 0.0 10.7 1.6 51.4 3.2 53.0 44
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 68.2 2.6 6.1 29 28.6 2.0 31.8 15
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (61.7) (0.0) (5.6) (9.3) (35.3) (0.0) (38.3) 26
Samtskhe-Javakheti 78.1 1.8 3.7 1.8 18.3 1.8 21.9 24
Kvemo Kartli 60.5 1.0 6.1 6.0 36.0 0.0 39.5 124
Shida Kartli 80.6 11 8.6 5.4 14.2 4.8 19.4 48
Age
15-19 * * * * * ) @) 6
20-24 (70.4) (0.0 (6.4) (6.0) (29.4) (0.2) (29.6) 43
25-29 73.6 0.0 6.0 4.4 24.9 0.5 26.4 149
30-34 60.2 4.3 11.0 7.4 36.2 4.7 39.8 162
35-39 70.4 0.3 5.8 31 27.1 0.0 29.6 115
40-44 63.6 0.0 6.4 1.6 32.9 2.9 36.4 87
45-49 * * * * * * * 18
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - - 0
S eig’rz‘;gyor Lower 558 04 107 93 422 20 44.2 101
Upper Secondary 68.9 0.0 8.0 2.7 27.1 1.4 31.1 139
Vocational Education 68.0 0.9 4.1 4.3 29.6 0.2 32.0 135
Higher 71.2 3.4 7.0 4.4 27.2 3.2 28.8 205
Number of living children
0 * * * * * * * 1
1 76.2 0.0 5.3 1.7 22.0 2.7 23.8 96
2 68.6 0.9 6.8 4.2 28.5 1.2 31.4 328
3 63.0 3.0 7.5 6.3 35.9 2.7 37.0 134
4+ * * * * * * * 1
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Table TM.15.3CS: Early post abortion complications

Percentage of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who experienced any
complications in the last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years with an abortion in the last 5 years who
had:
post abortion complications within the 30 o’;l\L/jvrgr?gn
days after the last abortion with at
c = 0
2S 22 §8  § & ncuced.
85 3D 50 > =3 abortion
No 5% o3 o e ©g Any in the last
complication = L complication* 5 years
Total 67.2 1.5 7.2 4.8 30.4 1.9 32.8 580
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (45.6) (0.0) (6.8) (1.9 (53.2) (2.4) (54.4) 51
Has no functional difficulty 69.3 1.6 7.2 5.1 28.2 1.8 30.7 530
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 69.9 1.6 7.8 4.4 27.4 2.3 30.1 438
Azerbaijani 56.5 1.3 6.3 7.9 42.1 0.0 43.5 99
Armenian (67.4) (1.2) (0.0) (1.1) (30.3) 1.2) (32.6) 37
Other * * * * * ) * 7
IDP status of household head
IDP 77.6 0.3 6.2 3.9 21.6 21 22.4 24
Non-IDP 66.8 1.5 7.2 4.9 30.7 1.9 33.2 556
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 55.6 0.3 5.4 6.3 42.7 2.0 44.4 118
Second 61.0 1.6 9.2 55 37.0 2.2 39.0 144
Middle 69.2 2.8 7.7 13 28.1 35 30.8 112
Fourth 79.3 2.2 8.2 6.6 185 1.1 20.7 130
Richest (73.7) (0.0) (4.0) (3.6) (22.3) (0.0) (26.3) 76
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.9CS - Early post abortion complications
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TM.15.4CS: Contraception counseling during abortion procedure and Contraception provision after abortion

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who received a method of contraception or prescription for a method from the doctor for the
last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women
age 15-49 years with Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who received a method of contraception or
at least one induced - S Number of
abortion in the last 5 prescription for a method from the doctor after most recent abortion: women with
years, who received a Type of provision: at least one
medical counseling on Received induced
contraception either method, abortion in
before or after the Received a Received No method or Both method Do not prescription the last 5
most recent abortion® method prescription prescription and prescription remember Missing Total or both? years
Total 63.2 16.1 11.7 48.6 18.1 5.2 0.2 100.0 45.9 580
Area
Urban 65.6 15.9 10.7 46.6 22.1 4.6 0.1 100.0 48.7 321
Rural 60.3 16.5 12.9 51.0 13.3 6.0 0.4 100.0 42.6 260
Region
Thilisi 65.7 15.6 6.0 50.2 25.3 3.0 0.0 100.0 46.8 193
Adjara A.R 75.5 16.2 125 38.6 25.4 7.4 0.0 100.0 54.1 43
Guria 73.7 12.0 38.0 43.3 5.0 1.7 0.0 100.0 55.0 16
an'(;“g‘;%fgf/gi;?d‘kh“m' (80.5) (23.8) (13.9) (36.9) (22.6) @.7) 00)  100.0 (60.4) 48
Kakheti 62.1 175 14.1 42.4 12.0 14.0 0.0 100.0 43.6 44
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 55.7 8.4 9.4 54.0 18.4 9.8 0.0 100.0 36.2 15
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (72.5) (9.3) (24.9) (41.0) (21.1) (0.0) 3.7) 100.0 (55.3) 26
Samtskhe-Javakheti 41.2 7.2 7.1 70.6 13.0 0.0 2.0 100.0 27.4 24
Kvemo Kartli 45.9 11.9 11.6 60.4 8.6 7.4 0.0 100.0 32.2 124
Shida Kartli 75.4 32.2 16.6 31.2 13.7 6.4 0.0 100.0 62.5 48
Age
15-19 * * * * * * * 100.0 * 6
20-24 (45.6) (12.3) (14.5) (61.7) (7.4) (4.2) (0.0) 100.0 (34.3) 43
25-29 65.9 135 9.2 45.1 27.3 4.4 0.6 100.0 49.9 149
30-34 58.2 16.9 8.4 51.8 17.0 5.9 0.0 100.0 42.3 162
35-39 73.8 13.9 13.7 45.8 20.2 5.9 0.4 100.0 47.9 115
40-44 61.6 245 13.9 46.1 11.9 3.7 0.0 100.0 50.2 87
45-49 * * * * * * * 100.0 * 18
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Table TM.15.4CS: Contraception counseling during abortion procedure and Contraception provision after abortion

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who received a method of contraception or prescription for a method from the doctor for the
last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women
age 15-49 years with Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who received a method of contraception or
atleast one induced rescription for a method from the doctor after most recent abortion: Number of
abortion in the last 5 P p - women with
years, who received a Type of provision: at least one
medical counseling on Received induced
contraception either method, abortion in
before or after the Received a Received No method or Both method Do not prescription the last 5
most recent abortion® method prescription prescription and prescription remember Missing Total or both? years
Total 63.2 16.1 11.7 48.6 18.1 5.2 0.2 100.0 45.9 580
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 52.5 10.6 9.3 54.6 12.6 12.9 0.0 100.0 325 101
Upper Secondary 65.3 11.9 14.8 46.2 24.9 1.6 0.7 100.0 51.5 139
Vocational Education 65.9 20.5 14.8 41.0 17.7 5.8 0.3 100.0 52.9 135
Higher 65.3 18.9 8.7 52.2 16.6 35 0.0 100.0 44.3 205
Number of living children
0 * * * * * * * 100.0 * 1
1 58.0 10.9 8.7 51.2 215 7.2 0.5 100.0 41.1 96
2 63.0 15.2 121 49.5 17.4 5.9 0.0 100.0 44.7 328
3 66.8 21.9 11.3 45.7 17.9 25 0.7 100.0 51.1 134
4+ * * * * * * * 100.0 * 1
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (42.9) (5.0) (18.3) (66.1) (4.5) (4.2) (1.9) 100.0 (27.8) 51
Has no functional difficulty 65.1 17.2 11.0 46.9 19.4 5.3 0.1 100.0 47.7 530
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 69.8 18.3 13.3 42.1 21.2 4.9 0.3 100.0 52.7 438
Azerbaijani 48.1 105 6.0 62.6 11.8 9.1 0.0 100.0 28.3 99
Armenian (22.0) (1.1) (6.5) (91.7) 0.7) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (8.3) 37
Other * * * * * * * 100.0 * 7
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Table TM.15.4CS: Contraception counseling during abortion procedure and Contraception provision after abortion

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years with at least one induced abortion in the last 5 years, who received a method of contraception or prescription for a method from the doctor for the
last abortion, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women
age 15-49 years with Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years who received a method of contraception or
atleast one induced rescription for a method from the doctor after most recent abortion: Number of
abortion in the last 5 P p - women with
years, who received a Type of provision: at least one
medical counseling on Received induced
contraception either method, abortion in
before or after the Received a Received No method or Both method Do not prescription the last 5
most recent abortion® method prescription prescription and prescription remember Missing Total or both? years
Total 63.2 16.1 11.7 48.6 18.1 5.2 0.2 100.0 45.9 580
IDP status of household head
IDP 47.2 9.0 2.2 69.9 13.0 6.0 0.0 100.0 24.1 24
Non-IDP 63.9 16.5 12.1 47.6 18.4 5.2 0.3 100.0 46.9 556
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 59.0 15.9 11.3 55.4 12.3 4.2 0.8 100.0 39.6 118
Second 63.2 15.8 15.6 47.0 13.7 7.8 0.0 100.0 45.1 144
Middle 70.3 16.1 14.0 44.6 19.4 5.9 0.0 100.0 49.5 112
Fourth 68.7 10.4 10.4 46.1 275 5.3 0.4 100.0 48.3 130
Richest (49.9) (26.9) (3.7) (50.8) (17.6) (1.0) (0.0) 100.0 (48.2) 76
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.10CS - Contraception counseling during abortion procedure
2MICS Country Specific indicator TM.11CS - Contraception provision after abortion
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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5.7 INFORMED DECISION ON REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH CARE

The Programme of Action of the International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD) affirmed
sexual and reproductive health as a fundamental human right, and emphasized that empowering women and
girls is key to ensuring the well-being of individuals, families, nations and the world at large.

The ability of women and girls to exercise their basic human rights, including their right to sexual and
reproductive health, is a prerequisite for achieving the Sustainable Development Goals. SDG target 5.6 states
“Ensure universal access to sexual and reproductive health and reproductive rights as agreed in accordance with
the Programme of action of the International Conference on Population and Development and the Beijing
Platform for Action and the outcome documents of their review conferences”. To achieve the Goal by 2030,
unnecessary legal, medical, clinical and regulatory barriers to the utilization of sexual and reproductive health
services must be removed, and changes in lifestyles, social norms and government policies that allow women
and girls to fully exercise their reproductive rights must be prioritized.

Women and girls who can make choices and control their reproductive lives are better able to get quality
education, find decent work, and make free and informed decisions in all spheres of life. The evidence is clear
that family planning makes a critical contribution toward achieving these global goals.>3

Table TM.16.1CS presents percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who make their
own informed decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive use and health care (SDG Indicator 5.6.1). The
Indicator measures women and girls’ access to sexual and reproductive health and reproductive rights premised
on three core decision-making elements — the decision on sexual relations, the decision on use of contraception,
and the decision on use of health care. Women's and girls’ capacity to make these key decisions is essential to
their empowerment and the full exercise of their reproductive rights. SDG Indicator 5.6.1 is derived from the
following three component questions:

e  Whether a woman can say no to her husband/partner if she does not want to have sexual intercourse;

e  Whether using or not using contraception is mainly the woman’s decision or a joint decision with
husband/partner;

e Whether a woman can make own decision about health care for herself or it is a joint decision with
husband/partner.

"

Only those women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who provide a “yes” answer to all three
components are considered as women who make their own decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive

use and health care.

53 Starbird, E. et al. 2016. "Investing in Family Planning: Key to Achieving the Sustainable Development Goals." Global
Health: Science and Practice June 2016, 4(2):191-210; https://doi.org/10.9745/GHSP-D-15-00374
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Table TM.16.1CS: Informed decision on reproductive health care

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who make their own informed decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive use and health care, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years, who were married or in union at the time of the survey Number of
umber o
Women doing something Women not doing anything women currently
to avoid pregnancy to avoid pregnancy married or in
Can say "no"  Decisions about Number of Decision on Decision on union, currently
to have health care for women age 15-49 contraception contraception not pregnant and
sexual the woman are years, who were is not mainly is not mainly not think that they
intercourse to  not mainly taken married or in made by the Number made by the Number  Informed decision  are not physically
the husband/ by the husband/ union at the time husband/ of husband/ of on reproductive able to get
partner partner of the survey partner women partner women health care* pregnant
Total 83.8 95.7 4,920 98.6 1,997 98.6 2,015 79.2 4,012
Area
Urban 87.9 95.9 2,986 98.5 1,340 98.5 1,181 82.8 2,521
Rural 775 95.6 1,934 98.8 656 98.6 834 73.2 1,490
Region
Thilisi 89.4 95.7 1,709 98.4 801 98.8 656 83.3 1,457
Adjara A.R 79.4 93.8 531 98.3 159 97.3 265 76.6 424
Guria 75.4 97.0 123 99.3 42 98.5 49 745 92
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi
and Kvemo Svaneti 84.8 96.9 639 98.4 230 99.2 264 81.9 494
Kakheti 74.9 96.1 325 99.0 132 97.8 127 71.0 258
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 83.7 96.7 111 99.8 44 98.4 46 82.5 90
Samegrelo-Zemo 92.5 94.2 339 97.4 123 97.7 157 83.1 280
Svaneti
Samtskhe-Javakheti 50.2 97.0 195 100.0 41 98.9 112 48.8 153
Kvemo Kartli 80.6 94.7 622 98.8 266 99.3 230 745 497
Shida Kartli 88.8 98.5 326 99.6 158 99.4 108 87.0 266
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Table TM.16.1CS: Informed decision on reproductive health care

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who make their own informed decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive use and health care, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women age 15-49 years, who were married or in union at the time of the survey

Number of
Women doing something Women not doing anything women currently
to avoid pregnancy to avoid pregnancy married or in
Can say "no"  Decisions about Number of Decision on Decision on union, currently
to have health care for women age 15-49 contraception contraception not pregnant and
sexual the woman are years, who were is not mainly is not mainly not think that they
intercourse to  not mainly taken married or in made by the Number made by the Number  Informed decision  are not physically
the husband/ by the husband/ union at the time husband/ of husband/ of on reproductive able to get
partner partner of the survey partner women partner women health care* pregnant
Total 83.8 95.7 4,920 98.6 1,997 98.6 2,015 79.2 4,012
Age
15-19 71.2 85.7 60 *) 17 (100.0) 29 66.3 46
15-17 ™* * 23 *) 8 *) 12 * 19
18-19 (57.8) (89.2) 36 *) 9 (100.0) 17 (57.1) 27
20-24 81.7 97.6 389 99.5 168 100.0 143 77.0 311
25-29 84.8 96.4 928 99.2 481 98.3 349 80.2 830
30-34 82.6 95.3 982 98.9 489 97.6 390 78.0 879
35-39 86.9 96.0 965 98.9 445 99.5 393 82.0 838
40-44 83.1 94.8 821 95.6 265 98.0 403 78.1 668
45-49 82.8 96.1 775 99.1 131 98.8 307 79.4 438
Education
Kindergarten or none *) 75.0 2 *) 2 - 0 *) 2
Primary or Lower 74.0 92.6 485 98.7 172 97.6 225 69.6 397
Secondary
Upper Secondary 77.9 93.6 1,182 98.3 422 98.7 510 72.3 932
Vocational Education 82.8 95.6 1,070 99.2 371 98.7 453 78.4 824
Higher 89.6 97.7 2,180 98.5 1,030 98.7 828 85.1 1,857
Number of living children
0 81.5 97.0 318 *) 24 99.8 195 76.3 219
1 85.1 96.4 1,080 97.3 394 98.4 462 81.0 857
2 84.5 95.0 2,513 98.9 1,115 99.1 989 79.1 2,104
3 82.2 96.8 845 99.1 394 97.9 304 79.7 698
4+ 76.0 95.2 163 98.6 70 91.4 64 72.1 134
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Table TM.16.1CS: Informed decision on reproductive health care

Percentage of women age 15-49 years currently married or in union who make their own informed decisions regarding sexual relations, contraceptive use and health care, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women age 15-49 years, who were married or in union at the time of the survey Number of
Women doing something Women not doing anything women currently
to avoid pregnancy to avoid pregnancy married or in
Can say "no"  Decisions about Number of Decision on Decision on union, currently
to have health care for women age 15-49 contraception contraception not pregnant and
sexual the woman are years, who were is not mainly is not mainly not think that they
intercourse to  not mainly taken married or in made by the Number made by the Number  Informed decision  are not physically
the husband/ by the husband/ union at the time husband/ of husband/ of on reproductive able to get
partner partner of the survey partner women partner women health care* pregnant
Total 83.8 95.7 4,920 98.6 1,997 98.6 2,015 79.2 4,012
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 84.8 92.0 463 99.7 142 97.3 192 76.8 334
Has no functional difficulty 83.6 96.2 4,434 98.5 1,847 98.7 1,811 79.4 3,658
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 85.9 96.2 4,258 98.6 1,762 98.5 1,712 81.5 3,475
Azerbaijani 77.9 91.7 348 100.0 141 97.5 129 69.0 271
Armenian 57.0 93.8 237 96.3 68 99.4 132 57.4 200
Other 77.4 92.9 76 (100.0) 26 (100.0) 41 68.0 67
IDP status of household head
IDP 85.9 96.8 240 99.8 95 99.4 86 84.5 181
Non-IDP 83.7 95.7 4,680 98.5 1,902 98.5 1,929 79.0 3,831
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 76.0 93.4 824 98.7 243 97.6 389 69.7 632
Second 78.7 96.2 1,008 98.4 364 98.9 419 745 783
Middle 82.6 94.6 985 98.6 385 99.6 408 78.2 792
Fourth 87.4 96.4 976 98.6 469 97.9 366 82.6 834
Richest 91.9 97.4 1,127 98.7 536 98.6 434 87.1 970
1 MICS Country Specific indicator TM.12CS - Informed decision on reproductive health care, SDG indicator 5.6.1
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted case in the denominator or in the column
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6 THRIVE — CHILD HEALTH, NUTRITION AND DEVELOPMENT

6.1 DISEASE EPISODES

A key strategy for achieving progress toward SDG 3.2: By 2030, end preventable deaths of newborns and children
under 5 years of age, with all countries aiming to reduce neonatal mortality to at least as low as 12 per 1,000
live births and under-5 mortality to at least as low as 25 per 1,000 live births, is to tackle the diseases such as
diarrhoea pneumonia and malaria which are still among the leading killers of children under 5.%*

Table TC.2.1 presents the percentage of children under 5 years of age who were reported to have had an episode
of diarrhoea, symptoms of acute respiratory infection (ARI) or fever during the 2 weeks preceding the survey.
These results are not measures of true prevalence, and should not be used as such, but rather the period-
prevalence of those illnesses over a two-week time window.

The definition of a case of diarrhoea or fever, in this survey, was the mother’s (or caretaker’s) report that the
child had such symptoms over the specified period; no other evidence was sought beside the opinion of the
mother. A child was considered to have had symptoms of ARI if the mother or caretaker reported that the child
had, over the specified period, an illness with a cough with rapid or difficult breathing, and whose symptoms
were perceived to be due to a problem in the chest or both a problem in the chest and a blocked or runny nose.
While this approach is reasonable in the context of a multi-topic household survey, these basically simple case
definitions must be kept in mind when interpreting the results, as well as the potential for reporting and recall
biases. Further, diarrhoea, fever and ARI are not only seasonal but are also characterized by the often rapid
spread of localized outbreaks from one area to another at different points in time. The timing of the survey and
the location of the teams might thus considerably affect the results, which must consequently be interpreted
with caution. For these reasons, although the period-prevalence over a two-week time window is reported,
these data should not be used to assess the epidemiological characteristics of these diseases but rather to obtain
denominators for the indicators related to use of health services and treatment.

54 The main killers of children under age 5 in 2016 included preterm birth complications (18 per cent), pneumonia (16 per
cent), intrapartum related events (12 per cent), diarrhoea (8 per cent), neonatal sepsis (7 per cent) and malaria (5 per
cent). UNICEF et al. Levels and Trends in Child Mortality Report 2017. New York: UNICEF, 2017.
https://www.unicef.org/publications/index 101071.html.
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Table TC.2.1: Reported disease episodes

Percentage of children age 0-59 months for whom the mother/caretaker reported an episode of diarrhoea, symptoms of
acute respiratory infection (ARI), and/or fever in the last two weeks, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children who in the last two weeks had: Number
An episode of Symptoms of An episode of of
diarrhoea ARI fever children
Total 13.7 1.2 185 2,540
Sex
Male 12.6 0.6 17.8 1,293
Female 14.8 1.8 19.2 1,247
Area
Urban 13.6 1.3 19.0 1,552
Rural 13.7 0.8 17.7 988
Region
Thilisi 14.3 1.7 21.4 876
Adjara A.R 145 2.6 16.5 291
Guria 13.3 0.0 13.7 53
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 10.7 0.0 18.3 320
Kakheti 145 0.9 18.3 186
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 18.2 0.4 16.7 61
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 14.9 0.5 18.1 162
Samtskhe-Javakheti 8.9 1.0 135 82
Kvemo Kartli 14.3 0.5 15.8 330
Shida Kartli 12.2 1.0 17.7 179
Age (in months)
0-11 17.8 3.0 15.6 479
12-23 14.6 13 19.9 456
24-35 17.4 0.5 20.1 510
36-47 10.0 0.7 22.6 542
48-59 9.4 0.5 141 554
Mother’s education
Kindergarten *) *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 13.7 0.5 17.0 254
Upper Secondary 14.2 2.4 19.5 619
Vocational Education 155 0.5 18.7 519
Higher 124 0.9 18.0 1,146
DK/Missing *) *) *) 1
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 13.4 1.2 18.7 2,194
Azerbaijani 19.8 0.9 19.4 192
Armenian 10.0 0.6 16.9 101
Other 7.1 2.3 9.4 53
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 18.7 0.1 175 137
Non-IDP 134 1.2 185 2,403
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 14.9 0.9 19.8 449
Second 13.3 0.9 16.6 492
Middle 12.6 1.0 18.6 522
Fourth 16.2 21 17.3 505
Richest 11.7 1.0 20.1 571
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

Thrive — Child Health, Nutrition and Development| page 141



6.2 DIARRHOEA AND FEVER

Diarrhoea is one of the leading causes of death among children under five worldwide.>> Most diarrhoea-related
deaths in children are due to dehydration from loss of large quantities of water and electrolytes from the body
in liquid stools. Management of diarrhoea — either through oral rehydration salt solution (ORS) or a
recommended homemade fluid (RHF) — can prevent many of these deaths.>® In addition, provision of zinc
supplements has been shown to reduce the duration and severity of the illness as well as the risk of future
episodes within the next two or three months.

Almost 60 per cent of deaths due to diarrhoea worldwide are attributable to unsafe drinking water and poor
hygiene and sanitation. Hand washing with soap alone can cut the risk of diarrhoea by at least 40 per cent and
significantly lower the risk of respiratory infections. Clean home environments and good hygiene are important
for preventing the spread of both pneumonia and diarrhoea, and safe drinking water and proper disposal of
human waste, including child faeces, are vital to stopping the spread of diarrhoeal disease among children and
adults.>®

In the MICS, mothers or caretakers were asked whether their child under age five years had an episode of
diarrhoea in the two weeks prior to the survey. In cases where mothers reported that the child had diarrhoea, a
series of questions were asked about the treatment of the illness, including what the child had been given to
drink and eat during the episode and whether this was more or less than what was usually given to the child.

Table TC.3.1 shows the percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the two weeks preceding the
survey for whom advice or treatment was sought and where.

Table TC.3.2 shows patterns on drinking and feeding practices during diarrhoea among children age 0-59
months.

Table TC.3.3 shows the percentage of children age 0-59 months receiving ORS and zinc during the episode of
diarrhoea. Since children may have been given more than one type of liquid, the percentages do not necessarily
add to 100.

Table TC3.4 provides the proportion of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who
received oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding, and the percentage of children with diarrhoea who
received other treatments.

Table TC.3.5 provides information on the source of ORS for children age 0-59 months who received these
treatments. Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics are not fully presented in table TC.3.5.

Table TC.6.10 presents the percentage of children under age five with fever in the last two weeks for whom
advice or treatment was sought by source of advice or treatment, the percentages do not necessarily add to 100
since more than one advice or treatment may have been sought.

Table TC.6.11 provide further insight on treatment of children with fever, the percentages do not necessarily
add to 100, since more than one medicine may have been given.

55 UNICEF. One is Too Many: Ending Child Deaths from Pneumonia and Diarrhoea. New York: UNICEF, 2016.
https://data.unicef.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/UNICEF-Pneumonia-Diarrhoea-report2016-web-version.pdf.
56 |n 2004, UNICEF and WHO published a joint statement with diarrhoea treatment recommendations for low-income

countries, which promotes low-osmolarity rehydration salts (ORS) and zinc, in addition to continued feeding: WHO, and
UNICEF. Clinical Management of Acute Diarrhoea. Joint Statement, New York: UNICEF, 2004.
https://www.unicef.org/publications/files/ENAcute Diarrhoea reprint.pdf.
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Mothers were also asked to report all of the medicines given to a child to treat the fever, including both
medicines given at home and medicines given or prescribed at a health facility.
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Table TC.3.1: Care-seeking during diarrhoea

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought, by source of advice or treatment, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children with diarrhoea for whom:
Advice or treatment was sought from:
Health facilities or providers S}
8 <
S 3 ~ 2> > >e E ST
8 5 2258 o8 g 2. w5 20 3 g3
e = Sg0S 898 £ s &3 &E 3 £3 N Number of
© o SEc3 20 = 28 @ 8 (SIS 2 =0 \No umber o
=) 2 5= a £ s Q- ° A 2o 5 © 2 adviceor  children with
] S o g E o S T = o < : ;
= = o o< o W wAa < treatment  diarrhoea in the
S > T
sought last two weeks
Total 6.8 0.2 35.8 4.6 0.2 2.6 5.7 0.7 0.6 54.5 a4.7 347
Sex
Male 8.4 0.4 28.9 4.9 0.5 3.8 6.7 15 0.9 50.8 47.8 163
Female 5.4 0.0 41.9 4.3 0.0 15 4.9 0.0 0.2 57.9 41.9 184
Area
Urban 0.3 0.0 46.1 4.0 0.0 4.2 4.7 11 0.4 58.1 415 212
Rural 17.1 0.5 19.6 5.5 0.6 0.0 7.3 0.0 0.8 48.9 49.7 135
Region
Thilisi (0.0) (0.0) (49.7) (2.2) (0.0) (7.2) (2.1) (2.9) (0.0) (59.1) (40.9) 125
Adjara A.R (15.6) (0.0) (32.5) (6.1) (0.0) (0.0 (4.1) (0.0) (0.0) (58.4) (41.6) 42
Guria * * * * * *) * * * *) *) 7
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti (10.9) (0.0) (52.0) 3.7) (0.0) (0.0) (11.4) (0.0) (0.0) (78.0) (22.0) 34
Kakheti (12.3) 2.7) (16.9) (11.0) (3.0) (0.0 (12.4) (0.0) (3.0) (51.9) (42.2) 27
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (6.1) (0.0) (26.2) 1.1) (0.0) (0.0 (10.9) (0.0) (2.5) (41.6) (55.9) 11
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (6.2) (0.0) (41.8) (3.6) (0.0) (0.0) 3.7) (0.0) (0.0) (55.3) (44.7) 24
Samtskhe-Javakheti * * * * * * * * * * * 7
Kvemo Kartli (7.6) (0.0) (7.5) (10.1) (0.0) (0.0 (7.9) (0.0) (0.0) (33.2) (66.8) a7
Shida Kartli (10.1) (0.0) (31.3) (2.8) (0.0) (0.0 3.2) (0.0) (0.0) (47.4) (52.6) 22
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Table TC.3.1: Care-seeking during diarrhoea

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought, by source of advice or treatment, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children with diarrhoea for whom:
Advice or treatment was sought from:
Health facilities or providers S}
. o 8 2<
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Total 6.8 0.2 35.8 4.6 0.2 2.6 5.7 0.7 0.6 545 44.7 347
Age (in months)
0-11 4.1 0.8 50.4 4.6 0.0 0.0 54 0.0 0.8 65.4 33.8 85
12-23 9.4 0.0 30.6 4.6 1.2 9.2 11.8 0.0 0.6 59.4 38.8 67
24-35 4.9 0.0 34.8 4.1 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.9 48.8 50.3 89
36-47 16.9 0.0 235 4.8 0.0 5.2 5.4 4.4 0.0 55.7 443 54
48-59 (0.8) (0.0) (33.0) (5.4) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (39.2) (60.8) 52
Mother’s education
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * * * 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 2.7) (2.0) 9.2) (5.1) (0.0) (0.0) (7.2) (0.0) (0.0) (26.3) (73.7) 35
Upper Secondary 9.4 0.0 29.2 43 0.0 3.2 3.9 0.0 1.0 49.4 49.7 88
Vocational Education 8.5 0.0 42.0 3.7 1.0 4.4 6.9 0.0 1.3 65.5 32.2 80
Higher 54 0.0 43.2 5.2 0.0 1.8 5.9 1.7 0.0 59.0 41.0 143
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (3.2) (0.0) (25.9) (2.8) (0.0) (0.0) (3.9) (0.0) (0.0) (33.0) (67.0) 33
Has no functional difficulty 7.3 0.2 36.0 5.0 0.3 3.0 6.1 0.8 0.6 56.6 42.5 302
No information * * * * * * * * * * * 12
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 7.1 0.2 40.5 3.6 0.3 3.0 5.2 0.8 0.4 58.3 41.1 295
Azerbaijani (4.5) (0.0) 9.4) (12.6) (0.0) (0.0) 9.9) (0.0) (0.0) (36.3) (63.7) 38
Armenian * * * * * * * * * * * 10
Other * * * * * * * * * * * 4
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Table TC.3.1: Care-seeking during diarrhoea

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought, by source of advice or treatment, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children with diarrhoea for whom:
Advice or treatment was sought from:
Health facilities or providers S}
@ >
S & 2> > > % 51
= 1] -~ =2 IS o5
8 5 2258 o8 g 2 55 28 3 g3
o Z Eg80 8 ) g © % =2 o £ bt oS
P o SEc3z =2 5 28 28 g% 2 $g No Number of
= 2 SEEE = 8 g+ el gg 5 2 S adviceor  children with
§ s o % < o o W wAa < treatment  diarrhoea in the
sought last two weeks
Total 6.8 0.2 35.8 4.6 0.2 2.6 5.7 0.7 0.6 54.5 a4.7 347
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP (0.6) (0.0) (62.3) (11.5) (0.0) (0.0 (5.2) (0.0) (0.0) (79.5) (20.5) 25
Non-IDP 7.3 0.2 33.7 4.1 0.2 2.8 5.8 0.8 0.6 52.6 46.6 321
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 10.3 11 17.5 5.5 0.0 0.0 9.9 0.0 1.8 44.3 53.9 67
Second 17.2 0.0 25.4 3.0 1.2 3.9 11.0 0.0 0.0 56.2 42.6 66
Middle 8.4 0.0 33.6 5.9 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 0.4 49.9 49.7 66
Fourth (0.0) (0.0) (53.2) (4.5) (0.0) (3.5) (2.6) (0.0) (0.5) (63.8) (35.7) 82
Richest (0.0) (0.0) (45.0) (4.2) (0.0) (5.3) (2.0) (3.6) (0.0) (56.5) (43.5) 67
L MICS indicator TC.12 - Care-seeking for diarrhoea
AIncludes all health facilities and providers. Excludes pharmacy.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.3.2: Feeding practices during diarrhoea

Percent distribution of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks by amount of liquids and food given during episode of diarrhoea, 2018 Georgia MICS
Drinking practices during diarrhoea Eating practices during diarrhoea
Child was given to drink: Child was given to eat: Nur(;]fber
children
§ £, &, 2 £ é § £, £, 0 g é th
= o9 5 E S S c = R 5 £ 5 = 2 diarrhoea
S £ 9 28 s g g S £ 2 83 S g g in the last
= an < s = n < = two
Total Total weeks
Total 9.8 8.5 36.2 27.0 18.2 0.2 100.0 16.4 42.2 37.9 25 0.8 0.1 100.0 347
Sex
Male 10.3 7.5 34.4 28.4 19.4 0.0 100.0 20.6 33.6 41.7 2.9 11 0.2 100.0 163
Female 9.4 9.4 37.9 25.8 17.2 0.4 100.0 12.7 49.9 34.6 2.2 0.6 0.0 100.0 184
Area
Urban 10.7 8.7 37.1 27.1 16.4 0.0 100.0 16.6 42.2 39.5 1.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 212
Rural 8.4 8.3 34.9 26.9 21.0 0.5 100.0 16.2 42.2 354 3.8 21 0.2 100.0 135
Region
Thilisi (10.4) (75) (38.0) (24.3) (19.7) (0.0) 100.0 (18.2) (455) (36.3) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 125
Adjara A.R (16.3) (83) (23.00 (35.1) (17.3) (0.0) 100.0 (16.9) (38.0) (36.3) (6.6) (2.2) (0.0) 100.0 42
Guria * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * * 100.0 7
wmeretl, g/zcnheii"'ed‘kh“m' and (76) (12.0) (3L9) (32.0) (165)  (0.0)  100.0 (18.7) (482) (289) (42) (0.0) (0.0)  100.0 34
Kakheti (7.9) (9.0) (45.00 (19.9) (15.7) (2.6) 100.0 (25.9) (19.3) (49.5) (2.2) (3.0) (0.0) 100.0 27
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (11.2) (0.5) (34.00 (33.8) (20.5) (0.0) 100.0 (15.5) (33.0) (38.2) (3.0) (7.7) (2.5) 100.0 11
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (0.00 (19.1) (37.1) (19.2) (24.5) (0.0) 100.0 (7.8) (55.9) (33.2) (3.1) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 24
Samtskhe-Javakheti * *) * *) * *) 100.0 *) * * * * *) 100.0 7
Kvemo Kartli (10.6) (4.1) (@372 (2790 (20.1) (0.0) 100.0 (13.4) (40.1) (42.7) (3.7) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 47
Shida Kartli (0.0) (0.0) (52.5) (38.4) 9.1) (0.0) 100.0 (7.2) (40.4) (49.3) (3.1) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 22
Age (in months)
0-11 131 114 47.6 145 12.6 0.8 100.0 7.2 39.0 50.5 33 0.0 0.0 100.0 85
12-23 13.9 13.1 25.8 34.2 13.0 0.0 100.0 24.2 40.8 34.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 100.0 67
24-35 3.6 5.3 29.8 38.0 23.3 0.0 100.0 18.2 48.7 29.2 2.8 1.0 0.0 100.0 89
36-47 5.3 4.7 34.9 36.1 19.1 0.0 100.0 19.6 46.3 27.0 5.1 2.0 0.0 100.0 54
48-59 (14.3) (75) (434) (10.4) (245) (0.0) 100.0 (15.1) (33.9) (48.0) (1.4) (1.1) (0.5) 100.0 52
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Table TC.3.2: Feeding practices during diarrhoea

Percent distribution of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks by amount of liquids and food given during episode of diarrhoea, 2018 Georgia MICS
Drinking practices during diarrhoea Eating practices during diarrhoea
Child was given to drink: Child was given to eat: Nur(;]fber
children
§ E ¢, , 2 & 4§ £ &g, , 2 & with
= o9 5 E S S c = R 5 £ 5 = 2 diarrhoea
S £ 9 28 s g g S £ 2 83 S g g in the last
= an < s = n < = two
Total Total weeks
Total 9.8 8.5 36.2 27.0 18.2 0.2 100.0 16.4 42.2 37.9 25 0.8 0.1 100.0 347
Mother’s education
Kindergarten * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * * 100.0 1
Primary or Lower Secondary (17.2) (5.4) (344) (14.8) (28.1) (0.0) 100.0 (26.5) (30.2) (43.3) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 35
Upper Secondary 7.8 11.3 44.2 20.2 16.4 0.0 100.0 7.9 50.2 35.7 5.0 1.0 0.0 100.0 88
Vocational Education 3.0 8.7 29.1 37.6 20.7 0.9 100.0 10.5 53.1 31.0 4.6 0.3 0.3 100.0 80
Higher 12.6 7.6 36.2 28.6 15.1 0.0 100.0 21.7 34.5 42.3 0.4 1.2 0.0 100.0 143
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (27.8) (5.1) (20.9) (25.3) (20.9) (0.0) 100.0 (31.0) (40.1) (28.9) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 33
Has no functional difficulty 7.9 6.5 39.1 28.3 17.9 0.2 100.0 15.0 41.1 40.0 2.9 1.0 0.1 100.0 302
No information * * * * * * 100.0 * * * * * * 100.0 12
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP (14.7) 0.2) (28.3) (11.5) (45.3) (0.0) 100.0 (26.2) (494) (244 (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 25
Non-IDP 9.4 9.2 36.8 28.3 16.1 0.2 100.0 15.7 41.6 39.0 2.7 0.9 0.1 100.0 321
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 10.1 9.7 34.1 22.9 221 1.0 100.0 13.0 44.6 39.8 2.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 67
Second 5.8 8.6 31.2 32.3 221 0.0 100.0 9.8 42.0 38.7 6.7 2.7 0.0 100.0 66
Middle 5.2 11.9 40.8 29.4 12.7 0.0 100.0 20.4 43.3 33.8 0.5 1.7 0.4 100.0 66
Fourth (12.4) (10.1) (33.1) (29.4) (15.0) (0.0) 100.0 (12.8) (445) (41.7) (1.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 82
Richest (14.8) (2.0) (426) (20.8) (19.9 (0.0) 100.0 (26.9) (36.1) (34.8) (2.1) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 67
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.3.3: Oral rehydration solutions and zinc

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks, and treatment with oral rehydration salt
solution (ORS), and zinc, 2018 Georgia MICS
Oral rehydration Zinc Number of children
salt solution tablets or ORS and with diarrhoea in
(ORS)! syrup zinc? the last two weeks
Total 42.4 10.9 5.3 347
Sex
Male 38.9 15.1 7.9 163
Female 455 7.1 3.0 184
Area
Urban 44.4 8.6 4.0 212
Rural 39.3 14.4 7.2 135
Region
Thilisi (35.2) (5.0 (0.0 125
Adjara A.R (64.5) (27.1) (24.7) 42
Guria * * * 7
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti (74.2) (12.4) (8.2) 34
Kakheti (22.8) 4.7) (2.2) 27
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (32.2) (0.0) (0.0) 11
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (49.0) (7.2) 3.7 24
Samtskhe-Javakheti *) *) *) 7
Kvemo Kartli (27.5) (21.9) (3.8) 47
Shida Kartli (47.4) (5.7) (5.7) 22
Age (in months)
0-11 325 6.6 1.7 85
12-23 52.9 15.7 9.3 67
24-35 46.2 8.3 1.0 89
36-47 48.9 25.0 16.7 54
48-59 (31.8) (1.3) (1.3) 52
Mother’s education
Kindergarten *) *) *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary (29.0) (30.2) (16.4) 35
Upper Secondary 38.7 8.9 1.4 88
Vocational Education 47.5 13.0 8.8 80
Higher 455 6.3 3.0 143
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (37.4) 17.7) (27.7) 33
Has no functional difficulty 41.9 9.8 4.2 302
No information *) *) *) 12
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP (30.0) (2.6) (2.6) 25
Non-IDP 43.4 11.5 5.5 321
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 36.4 22.7 7.3 67
Second 40.9 14.8 12.6 66
Middle 45.8 2.0 0.0 66
Fourth (47.0) (13.2) (5.5) 82
Richest (40.8) (1.0) (1.0) 67
1 MICS indicator TC.13a - Diarrhoea treatment with oral rehydration salt solution (ORS)
2 MICS indicator TC.13b - Diarrhoea treatment with oral rehydration salt solution (ORS) and zinc
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.3.4: Oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and other treatments

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who were given oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and percentage who were given other treatments,
2018 Georgia MICS
Children with diarrhoea who were given: _
» Other treatments 2 £
2 - < s =
2 g g . £ 58
3 E . Pill or syrup Injection i S g -y
2 5% o 2 o = % 5%3
Q = © o] - — © >z ©
S £ £§ e 2z & gz < ¢ 5 ¢ § ¥ B £ §% w53t
£ £ 3 5 b= w © 0 o 2 5 8 2 > €5 = = c = @
= ] =] 5 = == 2 o 2 = S © o @ @) [} [ Qo
Sk S E S 98B = £ S 8 £ £ =E s 2 €€
¢ 3 g £ % g2 ° 5 g ¢ 5 - ¢ S 2 s
o Q 5
o < g = 2 S z 2z “°
Total 10.9 51.0 38.4 2.4 12.8 12.8 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.1 1.1 0.4 15 1.6 11.9 60.6 14.3 347
Sex
Male 15.1 47.2 31.6 2.4 12.3 11.8 2.0 1.7 0.9 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.2 2.3 12.7 62.0 15.2 163
Female 7.1 54.4 44.4 25 13.3 13.6 3.8 22 0.2 0.0 1.9 0.8 2.8 1.0 11.2 59.5 135 184
Area
Urban 8.6 53.2 41.3 1.0 12.3 13.7 2.9 1.8 0.3 0.0 1.6 0.3 21 1.0 15.7 56.8 12.7 212
Rural 14.4 47.4 33.8 4.6 13.7 11.3 3.0 21 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.7 25 6.0 66.7 16.8 135
Region
Thilisi (5.00 (44.1) (32.3) (0.0 (7.4) (15.3) (2.0) (0.0) (0.3) (0.00 (0.00 (0.0 (0.0) (0.0) (17.00 (60.3) (13.3) 125
Adjara A.R (27.1) (69.5) (50.4) (0.2) (2.4) (0.0) 0.00 (1.7) (0.0 (0.00 (0.00 (1.6) (0.0) (3.6) (234) (69.00 (17.3) 42
Guria ) * * * * ) @) * * * @) ) * @) ® * @) 7
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi
and Kvemo Svaneti (12.4) (78.3) (59.6) (0.0) (41.7) (25.6) (18.7) (4.4) (0.0) 0.00 (8.2 (0.0 (4.0) (0.0) (8.2) (424 (3.0 34
Kakheti 47 (311 (@159 (7.00 (19.8) (17.9 0.00 (2) (3.3 (0.00 (0.0) (2.8 (0.0) (0.0) (6.9) (53.1) (24.7) 27
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (0.0) (46.3) (32.8) (3.00 (14.0 9.7) 3.7 (3.00 (0.0 0.00 (2.5 (0.0 (2.6) (2.8) (3.00 (64.8) (10.0) 11
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (72) (51.4) (46.3) (7.8) (18.4) (18.6) 27 (69 24 0.00 (2.7 (0.0 (0.0) (6.2) (7.1) (52.7) (20.2) 24
Samtskhe-Javakheti * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 7
Kvemo Kartli (21.4) (422) (327 (4.1 (3.1) (6.7) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0 (0.00 (0.00 (0.0 (6.3) (3.8) (3.1) (76.7) (13.9) 47
Shida Kartli (5.7) (56.5) (49.3) (5.9 (27.8) (10.7) 0.00 (2.8) (0.0 (0.00 (0.00 (0.0 (3.2) (0.0) (5.5) (53.6) (15.3) 22
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Table TC.3.4: Oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and other treatments

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who were given oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and percentage who were given other treatments,
2018 Georgia MICS
Children with diarrhoea who were given: _
» Other treatments 2 £
2 - < s =
= 3 : o 5 - E g
3 E. Pill or syrup Injection " E é g \!; E .
3 8 g Hg’ © o g =2 E ; g 5= %
pay = c — = c
S 5 £85 g & 2 g c ¢ B8 ¢ § ¥& g £ §° w3:s
i< s 0 = = L D O = = E=] o] = > == = . c P}
= ] =] 5 = == 2 o L2 = S © 59 @) [} [ Qo
o = 2 € = 9O ® = g S S g E = £ = = 2 <
c = £~ = (@] c b £ o (=)} E
o g g £ g Eg8 5 g £ 5 2 s £ 38
& 8
o < g = 2 S z 2z “°
Total 10.9 51.0 38.4 2.4 12.8 12.8 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.1 1.1 0.4 15 1.6 11.9 60.6 14.3 347
Age (in months)
0-11 6.6 36.9 33.6 3.9 9.1 22.0 2.9 18 0.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 21 13.6 525 22.7 85
12-23 15.7 69.2 46.9 1.6 14.6 11.6 3.8 6.4 13 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.4 1.3 55 66.2 8.2 67
24-35 8.3 57.2 41.9 2.0 155 9.4 3.7 0.0 0.4 0.0 1.9 0.0 5.7 0.9 105 64.6 7.8 89
36-47 25.0 55.4 40.4 34 11.3 14.4 24 12 11 0.4 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.7 14.0 57.3 13.8 54
48-59 13) (357 (27.0) (0.8) (13.8) (3.2) (1.3) (0.6) (0.0 0.00 (1.3) (0.0 (0.0) (33) (17.7) (63.5) (20.0) 52
Mother’s education
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 1
s ezgﬂ’;gyor Lower (30.2) (39.8) (18.6) (0.3) (41) (95 (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (00) (200 (5.1) (151) (71.3) (22.5) 35
Upper Secondary 8.9 46.9 41.0 5.8 12.3 17.6 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.3 0.5 5.1 60.3 114 88
Vocational Education 13.0 55.8 45.7 19 11.9 10.1 0.9 1.6 11 0.3 4.6 0.0 5.4 1.2 13.0 57.1 17.9 80
Higher 6.3 54.0 37.8 1.2 16.0 11.7 6.7 1.7 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6 14.9 60.3 11.6 143
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 17.7) (57.00 (27.4) (0.0 (6.9) (2.4) 0.00 (1.0 @198 (0.00 (0.00 (0.0 (0.0) (1.0) (10.5) (78.9) (7.8) 33
Has no functional difficulty 9.8 49.7 38.4 2.8 14.0 11.7 3.4 19 0.4 0.1 0.8 0.2 13 1.7 121 60.3 15.3 302
No information * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 12
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Table TC.3.4: Oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and other treatments

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who were given oral rehydration therapy with continued feeding and percentage who were given other treatments,

2018 Georgia MICS

Children with diarrhoea who were given

» Other treatments 2 £
2 - < s =
T E. Pill or syrup Injection < 5 © 59 o
8 tD : g £, E 3 558
Q S Q o - = © 2= ©
S 5 £§ ¢ & g8 gf < c 3 ¢ 5 ¥5 & £ §° s:%
i< s 0 = = L D O = = E=] o] = > == = . c P}
= ] k=l 5 = == 2 o Q = S © o @ @) [} [ Qo
o = S S E O3 = g S S g = = E £ =2 €€
¢ 3 g £ % g2 ° 5 g ¢ 5 - ¢ S 2 s
o @ 5
o < g = 2 S z 2z “°
Total 10.9 51.0 38.4 2.4 12.8 12.8 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.1 1.1 0.4 1.5 1.6 11.9 60.6 14.3 347
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP (26) (304) (25.7) (1.8) (7.4) (182) (10.0) (0.0) (L.3) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (105 (63.3) (16.6) 25
Non-IDP 115 52.6 394 2.5 13.3 12.3 2.4 2.1 0.5 0.1 1.2 0.4 1.7 1.7 12.0 60.4 14.1 321
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 22.7 42.4 36.2 4.1 11.7 11.3 0.0 5.8 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 4.4 9.3 61.9 22.5 67
Second 14.8 51.2 41.6 5.9 16.2 7.0 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 68.9 9.9 66
Middle 2.0 56.8 37.6 2.6 16.6 17.7 7.7 1.1 0.9 0.0 3.1 0.0 2.1 3.9 111 58.3 12.5 66
Fourth (13.2) (58.3) (455) (0.1) (43) (137) (33) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.8 (37) (0.0) (205) (59.5) (7.8) 82
Richest (1.0) (44.6) (29.5) (0.0) (17.6) (13.9) (3.7) (22) (0.0) 0.0) (1) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (135 (55.0) (20.1) 67

IMICS indicator TC.14 - Diarrhoea treatment with oral rehydration therapy (ORT) and continued feeding

A This is comparable to MICS Indicator TC.14 “Diarrhoea treatment with oral rehydration therapy (ORT) and continued feeding” with the exception that recommended homemade fluids are not
included as part of the institutional approach in Georgia.

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.3.5: Source of ORS

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who were given ORS, by the source of ORS, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children for whom the source of ORS was:
Health facilities or providers Number of
Tc = o - children age 0-
o5 © o %TEE% = > e s %é 59 months who
E’g E’g EIES g% g Sg %g St were given ORS
Sa] Sz %aog T2 = aE),_ °38 go_ N a_streatmgntfor
S g < o < 0 48 A health facility ~ diarrhoea in the
o S o .
Other source or provider® last two weeks
Total 1.9 0.0 9.2 2.3 86.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 147
Sex
Male 2.9 0.0 14.0 3.6 79.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 63
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 84
Area
Urban 0.0 0.0 19.0 0.0 81.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 94
Rural 3.7 0.0 0.0 4.5 91.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 53
A Includes all health facilities and providers. Includes pharmacy.
Note: The percentage of children age 0-59 months with diarrhoea in the last two weeks who were given zinc, by the source of zinc are suppressed from the table because the total number of
children who were given zinc as treatment for diarrhoea in the last two weeks is too small.
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Table TC.6.10: Care-seeking during fever

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with fever in the last two weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought, by source of advice or treatment, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children with fever for whom:
Advice or treatment was sought from:
Health facilities or providers Number
Polyclinic/ No advice of children
Primary Health A health or with fever
Village  Village Centre Private Emergency Hospital Emergency Other facility or treatment in last two
Doctor Nurse /Ambulatory  Physician Pharmacy Team Doctor  Department source provider'®  sought weeks
Total 8.8 0.1 43.5 105 0.1 22 4.8 0.0 1.8 66.7 31.6 469
Sex
Male 10.2 0.0 38.8 11.7 0.2 0.0 51 0.0 31 64.0 32.9 230
Female 7.5 0.2 47.9 9.4 0.0 4.4 45 0.0 0.4 69.2 30.4 239
Area
Urban 0.7 0.0 53.9 13.4 0.1 33 4.8 0.0 22 71.4 26.5 295
Rural 225 0.3 25.9 5.6 0.0 0.3 4.8 0.0 11 58.7 40.3 175
Region
Thilisi 0.0 0.0 54.3 14.7 0.0 5.2 5.6 0.0 2.9 73.0 24.1 187
Adjara A.R (13.9) (0.0) (29.2) (8.8) (0.0) (0.0) (3.3) (0.0) (1.8) (55.1) (43.0) 48
Guria * * * * * * * * * * * 7
Imereti. Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti (16.4) (0.0) (53.1) (2.4) (0.0) (0.0) (4.4) (0.0) (0.0) (73.9) (26.1) 59
Kakheti (24.0) (1.6) (24.9) (17.6) (0.0) (0.0) (2.2) (0.0) (0.0) (67.6) (32.4) 34
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 6.5 0.0 18.2 2.3 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 0.7 31.0 68.3 10
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 8.5 0.0 41.3 3.2 0.0 0.0 2.8 0.0 0.4 55.9 44.1 29
Samtskhe-Javakheti (6.8) (0.0) (3.9 (3.9) (3.7) (0.0) (28.2) (0.0) (3.2) (42.4) (54.3) 11
Kvemo Kartli (10.2) (0.0) (34.3) (11.8) (0.0) (0.0) (3.8) (0.0) (2.8) (60.0) (37.2) 52
Shida Kartli 20.4 0.0 44.8 5.9 0.0 19 0.0 0.0 0.0 73.0 27.0 32
Age (in months)
0-11 5.0 0.0 60.0 3.7 0.5 0.0 4.1 0.0 0.0 73.2 26.8 75
12-23 12.9 0.6 44.8 13.9 0.0 35 51 0.0 22 73.0 24.8 91
24-35 5.1 0.0 44.8 115 0.0 6.5 10.7 0.0 0.3 72.0 27.7 103
36-47 11.3 0.0 35.2 11.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 57.0 41.7 123
48-59 8.6 0.0 37.3 10.0 0.0 0.8 5.0 0.0 55 61.1 335 78
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Table TC.6.10: Care-seeking during fever

Percentage of children age 0-59 months with fever in the last two weeks for whom advice or treatment was sought, by source of advice or treatment, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children with fever for whom:

Advice or treatment was sought from:

Health facilities or providers

Number

Polyclinic/ No advice of children
Primary Health A health or with fever
Village  Village Centre Private Emergency Hospital Emergency Other facility or treatment in last two
Doctor Nurse /Ambulatory  Physician Pharmacy Team Doctor  Department source provider'®  sought weeks
Total 8.8 0.1 43.5 105 0.1 22 4.8 0.0 1.8 66.7 31.6 469
Mother’s education
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * * * 1
Primary or Lower Secondary (9.9) (0.0) (27.2) (3.4) (0.0) (0.0) (3.0) (0.0) (0.0) (43.5) (56.5) 43
Upper Secondary 10.9 0.0 41.7 5.6 0.3 2.6 5.8 0.0 0.0 64.3 35.7 121
Vocational Education 135 0.0 30.7 9.1 0.0 0.0 7.8 0.0 0.1 60.8 39.2 97
Higher 5.2 0.0 53.9 15.7 0.0 35 3.2 0.0 4.0 75.7 20.4 206
DK/Missing * * * * * * * * * * * 1
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (2.9) (0.0) (42.5) (19.4) (0.0) (0.0) (11.3) (0.0) (1.0) (73.5) (25.5) 35
Has no functional difficulty 9.5 0.0 42.4 10.0 0.1 2.5 4.5 0.0 1.9 65.5 32.7 415
No information * * * * * * ) * * * * 19
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 0.6 0.0 37.2 1.0 0.0 0.0 11.7 0.0 0.3 50.5 49.2 24
Non-IDP 9.2 0.1 43.8 11.0 0.1 2.3 4.4 0.0 1.8 67.5 30.7 445
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 16.3 0.6 26.2 7.5 0.0 0.7 6.8 0.0 1.6 56.5 41.9 89
Second 22.9 0.0 31.9 3.7 0.0 0.0 4.4 0.0 0.6 62.5 37.0 82
Middle 7.4 0.0 36.4 9.1 0.0 3.2 8.6 0.0 0.1 60.6 39.3 97
Fourth 1.0 0.0 58.0 16.3 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.0 3.3 72.6 24.1 87
Richest 0.0 0.0 59.9 145 0.0 5.8 3.7 0.0 2.9 78.1 19.0 115

A Includes facilities and providers. Also includes shops
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

L MICS indicator TC.26 - Care-seeking for fever
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Table TC.6.11: Treatment of children with fever

Percentage of children age 0-59 months who had a fever in the last two weeks, by type of medicine given for the illness, 2018 Georgia MICS
Children with a fever in the last two weeks who were given:
Other medications
Other
antibiotic Other Paracetamol/ Number of
pill or antibiotic Panadol/ children with fever
Amoxicillin  Cotrimoxazole syrup injection  Acetaminophen Aspirin _ Ibuprofen  Other Missing/DK in last two weeks
Total 23 0.0 30.6 3.8 20.9 0.8 30.1 22.2 12.0 469
Sex
Male 3.2 0.0 28.6 4.7 25.0 13 28.5 22.4 9.3 230
Female 15 0.0 32.4 3.0 16.9 0.3 315 22.0 145 239
Area
Urban 19 0.0 28.1 2.6 18.8 0.9 32.0 26.5 13.8 295
Rural 31 0.0 34.8 5.9 24.4 0.6 26.8 14.9 8.9 175
Region
Thilisi 14 0.0 30.5 3.2 17.2 0.0 31.4 26.0 16.9 187
Adjara A.R (1.6) (0.0) (31.7) (0.0) (23.4) (2.2) (10.6) (31.8) (5.3) 48
Guria * * * * * * * * ) 7
Imereti. Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti (2.7 (0.0) (27.1) (9.8) (23.4) (2.3) (29.9) (19.0) (6.2) 59
Kakheti (2.8) (0.0) (33.1) (4.0) (29.7) (0.0) (28.7) (11.9) (4.3) 34
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 4.7 0.0 13.8 0.7 21.1 0.0 27.8 24.0 14.6 10
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 6.7 0.0 26.1 4.8 32.6 0.0 25.6 14.6 17.7 29
Samtskhe-Javakheti (10.5) (0.0) (49.8) (0.0) (18.0) (0.0) (6.9) (18.3) (0.0) 11
Kvemo Kartli (0.0) (0.0) (35.1) (3.2) (12.9) (0.0) (51.1) (7.9) (11.5) 52
Shida Kartli 4.0 0.0 255 43 30.1 43 31.3 33.1 124 32
Age (in months)
0-11 1.8 0.0 32.2 35 11.0 2.4 28.5 18.5 9.3 75
12-23 5.0 0.0 43.7 4.0 16.3 0.7 29.0 154 7.1 91
24-35 0.5 0.0 31.4 4.3 15.8 0.0 26.0 28.7 16.9 103
36-47 2.6 0.0 26.6 4.8 28.9 0.0 321 27.1 9.2 123
48-59 1.8 0.0 19.1 2.0 29.8 1.7 34.9 17.4 18.0 78
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Table TC.6.11: Treatment of children with fever

Percentage of children age 0-59 months who had a fever in the last two weeks, by type of medicine given for the illness, 2018 Georgia MICS
Children with a fever in the last two weeks who were given:
Other medications
Other
antibiotic Other Paracetamol/ Number of
pill or antibiotic Panadol/ children with fever
Amoxicillin  Cotrimoxazole syrup injection  Acetaminophen Aspirin _ Ibuprofen  Other Missing/DK in last two weeks
Total 2.3 0.0 30.6 3.8 20.9 0.8 30.1 22.2 12.0 469
Mother’s education
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.2) (0.0) (45.5) (0.0) (23.0) (2.4) (29.4) (7.1) (8.1) 43
Upper Secondary 2.7 0.0 38.0 33 18.2 0.6 27.6 235 10.9 121
Vocational Education 2.6 0.0 20.0 6.4 22.8 14 38.9 29.2 8.3 97
Higher 2.4 0.0 28.4 3.8 21.1 0.3 274 21.2 15.3 206
DK/Missing * * * * * * * * * 1
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (4.8) (0.0) (25.3) (12.6) (34.0) (0.0) (42.1) (16.8) (22.7) 35
Has no functional difficulty 2.2 0.0 30.5 3.3 20.6 0.9 28.9 21.6 11.3 415
No information * * * * * * * * * 19
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 1.7 0.0 22.4 3.0 16.2 0.0 29.2 15.7 34.6 24
Non-IDP 2.4 0.0 31.0 3.9 21.1 0.8 30.1 22.5 10.8 445
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 15 0.0 371 7.5 27.0 1.2 26.4 11.1 8.9 89
Second 2.4 0.0 36.8 3.1 24.2 0.0 24.9 21.6 9.1 82
Middle 4.3 0.0 27.6 1.7 28.8 0.0 24.2 20.1 11.3 97
Fourth 0.0 0.0 31.0 0.0 14.9 2.2 317 35.0 13.9 87
Richest 3.0 0.0 23.3 6.3 11.6 0.7 40.3 23.2 15.5 115
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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6.3 HOUSEHOLD ENERGY USE

There is a global consensus and an ever-growing body of evidence that expanding access to clean household
energy for cooking, heating, and lighting is key to achieving a range of global priorities such as improving health,
gender equality, equitable economic development and environmental protection. Goal 7 of the Sustainable
Development Goals seeks to ensure access to affordable, reliable sustainable and modern energy for all by 2030
and would be measured as the percentage of the population relying on clean fuels and technology. °’

The 2018 Georgia MICS included a module with questions to assess the main technologies and fuels used for
cooking, heating, and lighting. Information was also collected about the use of technologies with chimneys which
can improve indoor air quality through moving a fraction of the pollutants outdoors.

Households that use clean fuels and technologies for cooking are those mainly using electric stove, LPG
(Liquefied Petroleum Gas)/cooking gas stove, or piped natural gas stove. Table TC.4.1 presents the percent
distribution of household members according to type of cookstove mainly used by the household and
percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for cooking.

Table TC.4.2 further presents the percent distribution of household members using polluting fuels and
technologies for cooking according to type of cooking fuel mainly used by the household, and percentage of
household members living in households using polluting fuels and technologies for cooking while Table TC.4.3
presents the percent distribution of household members in households using polluted fuels for cooking by type
and characteristics of cookstove and by place of cooking.

Households that use clean fuels and technologies for space heating are those mainly relying on central heating
or using electricity, piped natural gas or LPG/cooking gas. Table TC.4.4 presents the percent distribution of
household members according to type of fuel mainly used for space heating by the household, and percentage
of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for space heating. Table TC.4.5
presents the percent distribution of household members by the type of space heating mainly used in the
household and presence of chimney.

Households that use clean fuels and technologies for lighting are those mainly using electricity. Table TC.4.6
presents the percent distribution of household members according to type of lighting fuel mainly used for
lighting by the household, and percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and
technologies for lighting.

The questions asked about cooking, space heating and lighting help to monitor SDG indicator 7.1.2, “Proportion
of population with primary reliance on clean fuels and technology” for cooking, space heating and lighting. Table
TC.4.7 presents the percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies
for cooking, space heating, and lighting.

57 WHO. Burning Opportunity: Clean Household Energy for Health, Sustainable Development, and Wellbeing of Women and
Children. Geneva: WHO Press, 2016.

http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/204717/9789241565233 eng.pdf;jsessionid=63CEC48ED96098D4256007
A76FEB89077?sequence=1.
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Table TC.4.1: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking

Percent distribution of household members according to type of cookstove mainly used by the household and percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and
technologies for cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on:
Clean fuels and technologies for
cooking and using Other fuels for cooking and using c .
— o 5o Primary Number of
o a2 = 29 -0 2 = g 2o reliance on household
3 o 8 X0 § o 25 o § 2o 2T 2 8¢9 g clean fuels and members
= ) o > =2 > N pE S0 > S o 9 o35 %) X R
o £ ESS < O TOE B= WL H o S 3 2] technologies for (living in
o 30765 =7 S56 89 £ o o) 6 38=< s N
= 32~ S » =85 52 Sg g o S o cooking (in households
8 3208 poig: 202 53 T2 EQ T o5 Number of  households that that
W Sy a ga =3 £ F3 g = household reported reported
= > @ Total members cooking)* cooking)
Total 1.7 10.0 80.2 0.0 7.0 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 100.0 42,013 92.1 41,950
Area
Urban 1.0 4.0 93.7 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 24,968 98.9 24,932
Rural 2.7 18.8 60.5 0.0 16.0 1.3 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 100.0 17,045 82.1 17,018
Region
Thilisi 0.7 1.6 97.4 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 14,264 99.8 14,252
Adjara A.R 12 235 56.7 01 177 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 100.0 4,134 814 4,133
Guria 0.4 311 54.8 0.0 118 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.4 0.1 100.0 1,150 86.6 1,145
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and
Kvemo Svaneti 0.9 8.5 78.1 0.2 117 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 5,813 87.7 5,803
Kakheti 0.5 14.0 82.7 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.1 0.7 0.3 0.0 100.0 3,030 97.5 3,021
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 1.9 9.3 81.8 0.0 4.6 2.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 100.0 998 93.1 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 3.9 23.1 44.2 0.0 247 3.0 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.0 100.0 3,385 715 3,373
Samtskhe-Javakheti 7.7 12.9 65.4 0.0 117 0.5 0.0 0.2 0.1 1.4 100.0 1,549 86.1 1,548
Kvemo Kartli 3.2 4.2 87.8 0.0 3.1 11 0.0 0.5 0.2 0.0 100.0 4,728 95.3 4,720
Shida Kartli 24 15.0 78.5 0.0 3.1 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.0 100.0 2,963 96.1 2,958
Education of household head
Kindergarten 35 1.7 85.0 0.0 49 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.7 3.9 100.0 231 90.8 229
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.6 13.1 68.8 0.0 149 0.6 0.1 0.6 0.2 0.1 100.0 3,999 83.8 3,989
Upper Secondary 25 12.9 73.7 0.0 9.4 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 11,676 89.2 11,663
Vocational Education 12 12.4 77.1 0.1 8.0 0.6 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 100.0 11,203 90.9 11,180
Higher 15 5.2 90.9 0.0 2.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 100.0 14,321 97.7 14,304
DK/Missing 0.7 4.4 86.8 0.0 6.5 0.3 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 584 91.9 584
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Table TC.4.1: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking

Percent distribution of household members according to type of cookstove mainly used by the household and percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and
technologies for cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on:
Clean fuels and technologies for
cooking and using Other fuels for cooking and using c .
— o 5o Primary Number of
o a2 = 29 -0 2 = g 2o reliance on household
3 o 8 X0 § o 25 o § 2o 2T 2 8¢9 g clean fuels and members
= ) o > =2 > N pE S0 > S o 9 o35 %) X R
0 & g 8 =] s 2 T OE © 5 § S H o $ - o 2] technologies for (living in
2 22 2 5o 288 £5 ,g% o o 8 8% = cooking (in households
8 3208 poig: 202 3 T3 EQ 5 o< Number of  households that that
W Sy a ga =3 £ F3 g = household reported reported
= > @ Total members cooking)* cooking)
Total 1.7 10.0 80.2 0.0 7.0 0.6 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 100.0 42,013 92.1 41,950
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 1.5 10.7 79.1 0.0 7.6 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 100.0 36,352 91.5 36,294
Azerbaijani 4.8 2.6 87.0 0.0 37 19 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 2,504 94.4 2,502
Armenian 1.0 6.8 87.5 0.4 34 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.5 100.0 2,139 95.4 2,136
Other 1.7 8.1 88.9 0.0 11 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 1,005 98.9 1,003
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 3.6 9.1 81.5 0.0 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.8 0.3 0.1  100.0 1,938 94.5 1,932
Non-IDP 1.6 10.0 80.2 0.0 7.1 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 40,075 91.9 40,017
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 2.8 18.0 48.7 0.1 26.0 2.6 0.3 0.9 0.4 0.1  100.0 8,403 69.9 8,366
Second 2.9 19.7 68.9 0.0 8.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,404 91.6 8,402
Middle 24 10.1 86.1 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 100.0 8,393 98.8 8,374
Fourth 0.3 1.8 97.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 8,418 100.0 8,413
Richest 0.0 0.4 99.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,396 100.0 8,396
1 MICS indicator TC.15 - Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table TC.4.2: Primary reliance on solid fuels for cooking

Percent distribution of household members living in households with primary reliance on clean and other fuels and technology for cooking and percentage of household members living in
households using polluting fuels and technologies for cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on:
= £ Solid fuels for cooking c
< :1(:5 5 gl
o2 T PR 0 o L8 o
38 & =z 2%, 2 5 9= Se g
22 2 s 3 8 o8BS 5 8 T3 &3 2
s £ & 3 g S ¢,E T % @838 B = Solid fuels
38 3 S = 2agn o & B Se and Number of
@) g 50 = o= technology  household
Total  for cooking members
Total 91.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.6 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 100.0 7.7 42,013
Area
Urban 98.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 100.0 0.9 24,968
Rural 81.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.4 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 100.0 17.7 17,045
Region
Thilisi 99.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 0.2 14,264
Adjara A.R 814 0.1 0.0 0.0 17.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 100.0 18.0 4,134
Guria 86.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.0 100.0 13.2 1,150
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 87.5 0.2 0.0 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 12.1 5,813
Kakheti 97.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 100.0 25 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 93.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 6.8 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 71.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 27.9 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 100.0 28.3 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 86.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.1 14 100.0 11.8 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 95.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 4.6 4,728
Shida Kartli 95.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 3.9 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten 90.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 3.9 100.0 5.3 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 83.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 154 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.1 100.0 15.8 3,999
Upper Secondery 89.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.4 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 10.6 11,676
Vocational Education 90.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 8.7 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 100.0 8.9 11,203
Higher 97.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 100.0 2.2 14,321
DK/Missing 91.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8.1 584
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Table TC.4.2: Primary reliance on solid fuels for cooking

Percent distribution of household members living in households with primary reliance on clean and other fuels and technology for cooking and percentage of household members living in
households using polluting fuels and technologies for cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on:
= £ Solid fuels for cooking c
c 0 k= 5 gl
s 3 s oS U, =5 £2 o
38 ¢ E 38+, £ 8 3£ 8% £
22 T ¥ g B §ns 5 2 T S3 B
s £ & 3 g S ¢,E T % @838 B = Solid fuels
38 3 S = 2agn o & B Se and Number of
@) g 50 = o= technology  household
Total  for cooking members
Total 91.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.6 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 100.0 7.7 42,013
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 91.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.2 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 100.0 8.3 36,352
Azerbaijani 94.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 5.6 2,504
Armenian 95.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 31 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.1 0.5 100.0 31 2,139
Other 98.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 11 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 11 1,005
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 94.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 100.0 5.4 1,938
Non-IDP 91.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.7 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 7.8 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 69.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 28.8 0.4 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.1 100.0 29.5 8,403
Second 91.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 8.3 8,404
Middle 98.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 100.0 0.8 8,393
Fourth 99.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 0.0 8,418
Richest 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 8,396
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table TC.4.3: Polluting fuels and technologies for cooking by type and characteristics of cookstove and place of cooking

Percentage of household members living in households with primary reliance on polluting fuels and technology for cooking and percent distribution of household members living in households
using polluted fuels for cooking by type and characteristics of cookstove and by place of cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage
of househ%ld Percentage of household m(lelmpersfliv:ng ir(]jhouseholds cooking with Percentage of Number of
members polluting fuels an household household
living in * Place of cooking is: members living ~ members
households 8 - in households living in
with primary oD In main house g Outdoors g cooking with  households
reliance on § E 52 © = polluting fuels using
) = E S < S £ :
polluting JE o5 o a and technology polluting
fuels and Number of 8 © No Ina : 32 On veranda g s in poorly fuels and
technology household o separate separate c Open  or covered (e} ventilated technology
for cooking members room room air porch Total locations for cooking
Total 8.0 42,013 7.5 36.2 57.4 45 1.2 0.5 0.1 0.1 100.0 3.6 3,376
Area
Urban 1.0 24,968 0.9 48.9 49.1 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 100.0 5.8 253
Rural 18.3 17,045 17.1 35.2 58.1 4.7 1.3 0.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 35 3,123
Region
Thilisi 0.3 14,264 *) *) * *) *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 37
Adjara A.R 18.2 4,134 17.4 24.8 73.9 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 4.1 753
Guria 13.2 1,150 12.6 39.7 55.2 3.7 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 151
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and 12.3 5813 12,0 29.7 62.9 6.1 0.0 13 00 00 100.0 1.7 715
Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 2.9 3,030 (1.8) (50.3) (35.1) (0.0) (14.6) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (12.1) 89
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 7.7 998 6.6 32.8 52.2 1.7 1.6 5.8 25 3.4 100.0 6.0 77
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 28.4 3,385 275 33.9 58.3 7.3 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 0.8 962
Samtskhe-Javakheti 124 1,549 12.2 59.0 38.8 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 193
Kvemo Kartli 5.3 4,728 4.2) (42.4) (42.2) (5.3) 9.3) (0.7) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (11.8) 251
Shida Kartli 5.1 2,963 3.7 75.2 215 2.8 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 16.3 150
Education of household head
Kindergarten 5.3 231 *) *) * *) *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 12
Primary or Lower Secondary 16.3 3,999 15.3 41.1 55.3 35 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 15 651
Upper Secondary 10.8 11,676 10.2 39.8 52.3 3.7 2.9 0.8 0.2 0.2 100.0 2.9 1,264
Vocational Education 9.5 11,203 8.6 33.9 59.6 5.7 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 5.7 1,066
Higher 2.3 14,321 2.2 22.0 72.1 5.1 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 100.0 45 336
DK/Missing 8.1 584 *) *) * *) *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 47
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Table TC.4.3: Polluting fuels and technologies for cooking by type and characteristics of cookstove and place of cooking

Percentage of household members living in households with primary reliance on polluting fuels and technology for cooking and percent distribution of household members living in households
using polluted fuels for cooking by type and characteristics of cookstove and by place of cooking, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage
of househ%ld Percentage of household m(lelmpersfliv:ng ir(]jhouseholds cooking with Percentage of Number of
members polluting fuels an household household
living in * Place of cooking is: members living ~ members
households 8 - in households living in
with primary oD In main house g Outdoors g cooking with  households
reliance on § E 52 © = polluting fuels using
) = E S < S £ :
polluting JE o5 o a and technology polluting
fuels and Number of 8 © No Ina : 32 On veranda g s in poorly fuels and
technology household O separate separate c Open  or covered O ventilated technology
for cooking members room room air porch Total locations for cooking
Total 8.0 42,013 7.5 36.2 57.4 45 1.2 0.5 0.1 0.1 100.0 3.6 3,376
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 8.6 36,352 8.0 35.4 59.2 4.3 0.4 0.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 3.6 3,136
Azerbaijani 5.6 2,504 (5.6) (42.9) (28.5) (9.5) (19.2) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (0.0) 141
Armenian 4.1 2,139 (3.5) (49.6) (42.5) (4.8) (3.2) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) 100.0 (10.1) 87
Other 11 1,005 * * * * * * * (*) 100.0 * 1
Missing *) 14 - - - - - - - - 0.0 - 0
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 6.9 1,938 4.6 22.4 73.3 43 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 22.4 135
Non-IDP 8.1 40,075 7.6 36.8 56.7 45 1.3 0.5 0.1 0.1 100.0 2.9 3,242
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 30.2 8,403 28.3 45.7 46.7 5.1 1.6 0.7 0.1 0.1 100.0 2.3 2,538
Second 9.0 8,404 8.3 7.2 90.2 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 6.9 758
Middle 1.0 8,393 * * * * * * * (*) 100.0 * 80
Fourth 0.0 8,418 - - - - - - - - - - 0
Richest 0.0 8,396 - - - - - - - - - - 0
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TC.4.4: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for space heating

Percent distribution of household members according to type of fuel mainly used for space heating by the household, and percentage of household members living in households using clean
fuels and technologies for space heating, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on Erimaw Eé‘ﬂ;gﬁgg
Polluting fuels for space reliance on members
Clean fuels for space heating”: heating”: cleanfuelsand  (jiying in
technologies for nouseholds
Liquefied space heating that
Petroleum No space (in households  reported the
Piped  Gas (LPG) heating in Number of that reported use of
Central natural  / Cooking No the household the use of space
heating Electricity gas gas Wood  Other® Response household Total members space heating)® heating)
Total 14.8 3.8 39.2 0.2 39.9 0.8 0.2 1.1 100.0 42,013 58.6 41,560
Area
Urban 22.9 6.2 55.6 0.2 12.9 0.3 0.2 1.6 100.0 24,968 86.3 24,565
Rural 3.0 0.4 15.1 0.1 79.5 1.5 0.1 0.3 100.0 17,045 18.7 16,995
Region
Thilisi 31.9 6.6 54.3 0.2 4.8 0.1 0.1 2.1 100.0 14,264 94.9 13,970
Adjara A.R 7.2 6.8 34.8 0.2 49.3 0.3 0.6 0.7 100.0 4,134 49.4 4,103
Guria 0.9 0.5 12.3 0.0 84.4 1.6 0.0 0.3 100.0 1,150 13.8 1,146
Sv'a’::]irt?“' Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 5.2 1.8 40.0 03 51.7 03 0.0 0.7 100.0 5,813 476 5,773
Kakheti 1.9 0.8 233 0.1 735 0.1 0.0 0.2 100.0 3,030 26.2 3,023
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 8.9 1.0 39.4 0.1 49.8 0.1 0.3 0.5 100.0 998 49.6 994
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 1.3 2.3 17.4 0.0 76.3 1.9 0.2 0.7 100.0 3,385 21.1 3,362
Samtskhe-Javakheti 11.2 0.4 18.8 0.0 56.5 11.2 15 0.3 100.0 1,549 30.5 1,544
Kvemo Kartli 10.0 29 39.1 0.1 46.8 0.4 0.0 0.7 100.0 4,728 52.4 4,694
Shida Kartli 8.0 1.0 32.8 0.4 57.1 0.3 0.0 0.4 100.0 2,963 42.4 2,950
Education of household head
Kindergarten 11.4 2.4 12.8 0.0 57.6 34 3.9 8.6 100.0 231 29.0 211
Primary or Lower Secondary 4.6 1.9 26.5 0.2 63.8 1.6 0.1 1.3 100.0 3,999 33.6 3,945
Upper Secondary 8.3 3.6 35.1 0.2 50.4 1.0 0.2 1.2 100.0 11,676 47.7 11,531
Vocational Education 9.1 3.1 38.1 0.1 48.0 0.8 0.1 0.7 100.0 11,203 50.7 11,119
Higher 27.4 54 47.2 0.2 18.2 0.4 0.2 1.0 100.0 14,321 81.0 14,174
DK/Missing 18.9 0.7 40.8 0.0 38.4 0.4 0.0 0.8 100.0 584 60.9 579

Thrive — Child Health, Nutrition and Development| page 165



Table TC.4.4: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for space heating

Percent distribution of household members according to type of fuel mainly used for space heating by the household, and percentage of household members living in households using clean
fuels and technologies for space heating, 2018 Georgia MICS

; ; ; ; Number of
Percentage of household members in households with primary reliance on ;
9 b Y Primary household
Polluting fuels for space reliance on members
Clean fuels for space heating”: heating”: cleanfuelsand  (jiying in
technologies for nouseholds
Liquefied space heating that
Petroleum No space (in households  reported the
Piped  Gas (LPG) heating in Number of ~ that reported use of
Central natural  / Cooking No the household the use of space
heating Electricity gas gas Wood  Other® Response household Total members space heating)® heating)
Total 14.8 3.8 39.2 0.2 39.9 0.8 0.2 1.1 100.0 42,013 58.6 41,560
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 15.1 3.9 40.1 0.2 39.3 0.4 0.1 0.9 100.0 36,352 59.8 36,009
Azerbaijani 5.2 1.7 25.9 0.3 64.9 0.1 0.0 2.0 100.0 2,504 33.7 2,454
Armenian 20.7 3.4 39.3 0.0 26.7 8.0 0.8 1.1 100.0 2,139 64.2 2,115
Other 15.8 8.6 39.7 0.0 29.8 2.5 0.0 3.6 100.0 1,005 66.5 969
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 14.7 3.8 50.5 0.9 27.7 0.3 0.2 1.9 100.0 1,938 71.3 1,902
Non-IDP 14.8 3.8 38.6 0.1 40.5 0.8 0.2 1.0 100.0 40,075 58.0 39,658
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.2 0.5 5.9 0.2 91.2 1.1 0.2 0.8 100.0 8,403 6.8 8,333
Second 2.2 0.7 20.9 0.0 73.9 1.9 0.1 0.4 100.0 8,404 23.9 8,373
Middle 8.9 7.1 45.7 0.1 34.6 1.0 0.4 2.3 100.0 8,393 63.2 8,201
Fourth 20.7 10.0 66.3 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.9 100.0 8,418 99.6 8,257
Richest 42.1 0.9 57.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,396 100.0 8,396

1 MICS indicator TC.16 - Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for space heating
A For those living in households that are not using central heating
B Includes Kerosene/ Paraffin, Coal, Charcoal, Crop residue / Grass Straw/ Shrubs, Woodchips, Sawdust and other
¢ Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table TC.4.5: Type of space heater mainly used and presence of chimney

Percent distribution of household members by the type of space heating mainly used in the household and presence of chimney, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members mainly using:
Space heater Cookstove for space heating
Three
Manufactured Traditional Manufactured Traditional stone
> = > > = > > = > > = > stove /
g2 32 s2 32 s2 32 g% 3% Open No space
cenval S£ SE£  S£ S£  SE S£ 3E 5f Guee e o household
heating ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° heating Other household Missing  Total members
Total 14.8 36.1 2.2 21 0.1 38.2 2.3 25 0.0 0.1 0.5 1.1 0.2 100.0 42,013
Area
Urban 22.9 47.3 35 0.7 0.1 18.2 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.1 0.8 1.6 0.2 100.0 24,968
Rural 3.0 195 0.2 4.1 0.0 67.4 0.5 4.6 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 100.0 17,045
Region
Thilisi 31.9 46.9 4.0 0.4 0.0 8.9 4.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.9 21 0.1 100.0 14,264
Adjara A.R 7.2 46.6 1.3 1.0 0.0 38.1 3.0 1.1 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.6 100.0 4,134
Guria 0.9 7.8 0.5 0.5 0.0 86.7 0.2 2.3 0.0 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.0 100.0 1,150
Kv'g‘nfgeg{/;?;?a"'“hkh“m' and 52 310 15 09 02 554 08 41 00 01 02 0.7 0.0 100.0 5,813
Kakheti 1.9 223 0.2 34 0.0 69.9 0.3 1.6 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 8.9 38.2 0.4 21 0.0 43.4 0.7 4.9 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.4 100.0 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 1.3 22.8 1.8 0.6 0.0 63.3 0.3 8.9 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.7 0.0 100.0 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 11.2 26.5 0.1 0.3 0.0 59.1 0.1 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.3 1.4 100.0 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 10.0 34.4 21 11.9 0.2 324 1.6 5.8 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.7 0.0 100.0 4,728
Shida Kartli 8.0 26.2 0.9 0.1 0.3 61.8 1.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 100.0 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten 11.4 13.0 24 13.6 0.0 43.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.2 8.6 3.9 100.0 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 4.6 27.5 15 4.4 0.1 55.0 2.8 2.4 0.0 0.1 0.2 1.3 0.1 100.0 3,999
Upper Secondary 8.3 32.7 21 2.9 0.1 45.2 2.8 3.9 0.0 0.1 0.6 1.2 0.2 100.0 11,676
Vocational Education 9.1 35.4 21 15 0.1 46.2 1.7 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.7 0.1 100.0 11,203
Higher 27.4 41.9 25 0.8 0.1 21.7 25 1.2 0.0 0.1 0.6 1.0 0.2 100.0 14,321
DK/Missing 18.9 40.8 0.0 7.3 0.0 314 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.8 0.0 100.0 584
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Table TC.4.5: Type of space heater mainly used and presence of chimney

Percent distribution of household members by the type of space heating mainly used in the household and presence of chimney, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members mainly using:
Space heater Cookstove for space heating
Three
Manufactured Traditional Manufactured Traditional stone
> = > > = > > = > > = > stove /
g2 32 s2 32 s2 32 g% 3% Open No space
ceval S£ SE 3£ S£ S 3£ 32 5f o e oK household
heating ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° heating Other household Missing  Total members
Total 14.8 36.1 2.2 21 0.1 38.2 2.3 25 0.0 0.1 0.5 1.1 0.2 100.0 42,013
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 15.1 37.1 2.0 0.6 0.0 39.2 2.3 2.0 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.1 100.0 36,352
Azerbaijani 5.2 21.9 1.8 248 0.2 31.1 1.3 11.3 0.0 0.0 0.4 2.0 0.0 100.0 2,504
Armenian 20.7 36.2 2.9 0.2 0.0 33.6 34 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.8 1.1 0.7 100.0 2,139
Other 15.8 337 8.7 11 1.0 28.0 4.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 25 3.6 0.0 100.0 1,005
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 14.7 50.4 2.9 0.6 0.3 26.2 0.7 1.5 0.1 0.0 0.7 1.9 0.2 100.0 1,938
Non-IDP 14.8 35.4 21 21 0.1 38.8 24 25 0.0 0.1 0.5 1.0 0.2 100.0 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.2 10.6 0.4 7.7 0.1 70.0 0.7 9.1 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.8 0.2 100.0 8,403
Second 2.2 24.2 0.2 1.8 0.1 67.6 0.9 24 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.0 100.0 8,404
Middle 8.9 35.8 2.9 0.6 0.1 40.3 6.9 0.8 0.0 0.1 0.9 2.3 0.4 100.0 8,393
Fourth 20.7 53.1 6.1 0.2 0.2 13.0 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.9 0.2 100.0 8,418
Richest 42.1 56.6 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,396
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.

Thrive — Child Health, Nutrition and Development| page 168



Table TC.4.6: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for lighting

Percent distribution of household members according to type of lighting fuel mainly used for lighting by the household, and
percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for lighting, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members in households with primary
reliance on
(o))
fuCellii‘r:)r 8 é 2 Primary reliance
S o] =y - O on clean fuels  Number of
lighting: ) g’ 5 22 and household
> E’% 3 % § technologies for members (in
L2 5= 2 22 lighting in households
g S E § Number of households that that reported
| a 8 household reported the use  the use of
Total members of lighting* lighting)
Total 99.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 42,013 99.7 42,006
Area
Urban 99.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 24,968 99.7 24,965
Rural 99.8 02 00 00 100.0 17,045 99.8 17,041
Region
Thilisi 99.5 03 02 00 100.0 14,264 99.5 14,264
Adjara A.R 99.6 04 00 00 100.0 4,134 99.6 4,134
Guria 99.8 01 00 00 100.0 1,150 99.9 1,149
cumeret, RadhacLechidumiand g9 g 02 00 00 1000 5,813 99.8 5,812
Kakheti 99.8 0.1 0.0 0.1 100.0 3,030 99.9 3,027
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 99.7 0.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 998 99.7 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 99.9 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 3,385 99.9 3,384
Samtskhe-Javakheti 99.7 01 02 00 100.0 1,549 99.7 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 99.9 01 00 00 100.0 4,728 99.9 4,728
Shida Kartli 99.8 01 00 01 100.0 2,963 99.9 2,960
Education of household head
Kindergarten 100.0 00 00 00 100.0 231 100.0 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 99.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 3,999 99.7 3,997
Upper Secondary 99.5 02 02 00 100.0 11,676 99.5 11,674
Vocational Education 99.9 01 00 00 100.0 11,203 99.9 11,201
Higher 99.7 03 00 00 100.0 14,321 99.7 14,320
DK/Missing 100.0 00 0.0 00 100.0 584 100.0 584
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 99.7 02 01 00 100.0 36,352 99.7 36,345
Azerbaijani 99.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 2,504 99.7 2,504
Armenian 99.9 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 2,139 99.9 2,139
Other 98.7 1.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 1,005 98.7 1,005
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1,938 100.0 1,938
Non-IDP 99.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 40,075 99.7 40,068
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 99.5 0.4 0.1 0.1 100.0 8,403 99.5 8,396
Second 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,404 100.0 8,403
Middle 99.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,393 99.9 8,393
Fourth 99.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,418 99.5 8,418
Richest 99.6 0.1 0.3 0.0 100.0 8,396 99.6 8,396
I MICS indicator TC.17 - Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for lighting
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table TC.4.7: Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking, space heating,

and lighting
Percentage of household members living in households using clean fuels and technologies for cooking, space heating, and
lighting, 2018 Georgia MICS

Primary reliance on clean
fuels and technologies for

cooking, space heating and Number of household
lighting™* members
Total 58.8 42,013
Area
Urban 86.1 24,968
Rural 18.8 17,045
Region
Thilisi 94.5 14,264
Adjara A.R 49.2 4,134
Guria 14.0 1,150
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 47.8 5,813
Kakheti 26.4 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 49.6 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 21.4 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 30.8 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 52.8 4,728
Shida Kartli 42.5 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten 34.7 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 34.5 3,999
Upper Secondary 47.9 11,676
Vocational Education 51.0 11,203
Higher 80.9 14,321
DK/Missing 60.6 584
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 59.9 36,352
Azerbaijani 34.9 2,504
Armenian 64.6 2,139
Other 66.4 1,005
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 71.8 1,938
Non-IDP 58.2 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 7.3 8,403
Second 24.0 8,404
Middle 63.9 8,393
Fourth 99.1 8,418
Richest 99.6 8,396

1 MICS indicator TC.18 - Primary reliance on clean fuels and technologies for cooking, space heating, and lighting;
SDG Indicator 7.1.2

Aln order to be able to calculate the indicator, household members living in households that report no cooking, no space

heating, or no lighting are not excluded from the numerator

B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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6.4 INFANT AND YOUNG CHILD FEEDING

Optimal infant and young child feeding practices can increase survival and promote healthy growth and
development, particularly during the critical window from birth to 2 years of age.

Breastfeeding in the first few years of life protects children from infection, provides an ideal source of nutrients
and is economical and safe.® Despite these critical benefits, breastfeeding practices are suboptimal in many
parts of the world. Many children do not start breastfeeding early enough, do not breastfeed exclusively for the
recommended six months or stop breastfeeding too soon.>® Mothers often face pressures to switch to infant
formula, which can contribute to growth faltering and micronutrient malnutrition. Infant formula and other
breastmilk substitutes can also be life-threatening in settings where hygienic conditions and safe drinking water
are not readily available. In some cases, it can be unsafe even with proper and hygienic preparation in the home
due to food adulteration or other contamination that can affect unaware consumers.® As children reach the
age of 6 months, their consumption of appropriate, adequate and safe complementary foods and continued
breastfeeding leads to better health and growth outcomes, with the potential to reduce stunting during the first
two years of life.®!

UNICEF and WHO recommend that infants be: (i) breastfed within one hour of birth; (ii) breastfed exclusively for
the first six months of life; and (iii) breastfed for up to 2 years of age and beyond.®? Starting at 6 months,
breastfeeding should be combined with safe, age-appropriate feeding of solid, semi-solid and soft foods with
specific guiding principles available about how the feeding should be done with topics ranging from food
consistency to responsive feeding. ®3' % The breastfeeding recommendations and guiding principles for
complementary feeding for which standard indicators®>® have been developed, and which are collected in this
survey, are listed in the table below.

58 Victora, C. et al. “Breastfeeding in the 21st century: epidemiology, mechanisms, and lifelong effect.” The Lancet 387,
(2016): 475-90. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(15)01024-7

59 UNICEF. From the first hour of life. Making the case for improved infant and young child feeding everywhere. New York:
UNICEF, 2016. https://data.unicef.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/From-the-first-hour-of-life.pdf

60 Gossner, C. et al. “The Melamine incident: Implications for international food and feed safety.” Environ Health
Perspective 117, no. 12 (2009): 1803—-1808. doi: 10.1289/ehp.0900949

61 Bhuta, Z. et al. “Evidence-based interventions for improvement of maternal and child nutrition: what can be done and at
what cost?” The Lancet 382, no. 9890 (2013):452-477. doi: 10.1016/50140-6736(13)60996-4

62 WHO. Implementing the Global Strategy for Infant and Young Child Feeding. Meeting Report, Geneva: WHO Press, 2003.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/42590/9241562218.pdf?sequence=1

63 PAHO. Guiding principles for complementary feeding of the breastfed child. 2003.

64 WHO. Guiding principles for feeding non-breastfed children 6-24 months of age. Geneva: WHO Press, 2005.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/43281/9241593431.pdf?sequence=1

65 WHO, UNICEF, USAID, AED, UCDAVIS, IFPRI. Indicators for assessing infant and young child feeding practices, Part |
definitions. 2008.

66 UNICEF, FANTA, USAID, WHO. Reconsidering, refining and extending the WHO IYCF Indicators. Meeting Report, New
York, 2017. https://data.unicef.org/resources/meeting-report-infant-young-child-feeding-indicators/
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Recommendation/ Indicators /proximate measures®’ Notes on interpretation®®

guiding principle

Breastfeed within one Early Initiation of breastfeeding This is the only indicator in the series based on TC7.1
hour of birth Percentage of most recent live-born children to historical recall, that is, of what happened up to 2

women with a live birth in the last 2 years who were years before the survey interview.

put to the breast within one hour of birth

Breastfeed exclusively for Exclusive breastfeeding under 6 months Captures the desired practice for the entire TC.7.3
the first six months of life  Percentage of infants under 6 months of age who population of interest (i.e. all children age 0-5
are exclusively breastfed® months should be exclusively breastfed) in a 24-

hour period. It does not represent the proportion of
infants who are exclusively breastfed every day from
birth until they are 6 months of age and should not
be interpreted as such.

Introduce solid, semi-solid Introduction of solid, semi-solid or soft foods Captures the desired practice for the entire TC7.6
and soft foods at the age  (age 6-8 months) population of interest (i.e. all children age 6-8
of 6 months Percentage of infants age 6-8 months who received months should eat solids) in a 24-hour period. It

solid, semi-solid or soft foods during the previous does not represent the proportion of infants who

day began receiving solids when they turned 6 months

nor the proportion of children age 6-8 months who
received solids every day since they turned 6
months of age and should not be interpreted as

such.
Continue frequent, on- Continued breastfeeding at 1 year and 2 years Captures the desired practice for different TC.7.3
demand breastfeeding for Percentage of children age 12-15 months (1 year)  populations of interest (children should be breastfed
two years and beyond and 20-23 months (2 years) who received breast for up to 2 years) in a 24-hour period. However, the
milk during the previous day label of 1 and 2 years can be confusing given the
actual age range in months for each indicator.
Provide meals with Minimum meal frequency (age 6-23 months) This indicator represents the minimum number of TC.7.7
appropriate frequency and Breastfed children: meals and not adequacy. In addition, standard
energy density Depending on age, at least two or three questionnaires do not distinguish if milk feeds were
meals/snacks provided during the previous day provided as part of a solid meal or as a separate
Non-breastfed children: meal. Meals may therefore be double counted for
At least four meals/snacks and/or milk feeds some non-breastfed children. Rates should not be
provided during the previous day compared between breastfed and non-breastfed
children.
Provide foods with Minimum dietary diversity (age 6-23 months) This indicator represents the minimum dietary TC.7.7
appropriate nutrient At least five of eight food groups™ consumed in the diversity and not adequacy. In addition, consumption
content 24 hours preceding the survey of any amount of food from each food group is

sufficient to “count” as the standard indicator is only
meant to capture yes/no responses. Rates should
not be compared between breastfed and non-
breastfed children.

Provide an appropriate No standard indicator exists na
amount of food

Provide food with No standard indicator exists na
appropriate consistency

Use of vitamin-mineral No standard indicator exists na
supplements or fortified
products

67 It should be noted that these indicators are, in general, proximate measures which do not capture the exact
recommendations or guidelines, but serve as a basis for monitoring, providing useful information on the population of
interest.

68 For all indicators other than early initiation of breastfeeding, the definition is based on current status, that is, what
happened during the day before the survey from the time when the child woke up to the time when he/she went to sleep
until the morning of the day of the interview.

69 Infants receiving breast milk, and not receiving any other fluids or foods, with the exception of oral rehydration solution,
vitamins, mineral supplements and medicines.

70 The indicator is based on consumption of any amount of food from at least 5 out of the 8 following food groups: 1)
Breastmilk, 2) grains, roots and tubers, 3) legumes and nuts, 4) dairy products (milk, infant formula, yogurt, cheese), 5)
flesh foods (meat, fish, poultry and liver/organ meats), 6) eggs, 7) vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables, and 8) other fruits
and vegetables
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Recommendation/ Indicators /proximate measures®’ Notes on interpretation®®

guiding principle

Safe preparation and While it was not possible to develop indicators to TC.7.8
storage of foods fully capture guidance, one indicator does cover part

of the principle: Not feeding with a bottle with a

nipple
Responsive feeding No standard indicator exists na

In addition to the indicators in the table above, three dimensions of complementary feeding are combined to
form a composite indicator of “minimum acceptable diet”. This indicator assesses energy needs and nutrient
adequacy (apart from iron). To have a minimum acceptable diet, a child must have received in the previous day:

(i) The appropriate number of meals/snacks/milk feeds;

(ii) Food items from at least 5 out of 8 food groups for breastfed children; and 4 out of 77 food groups
for non-breastfed children; and

(iii) At least two milk feeds for non-breastfed children.

Table TC.7.1 is based on mothers’ reports of when their last-born child, born in the last two years, was first put
to the breast. It indicates the proportion who were ever breastfed, as well as those who were first breastfed
within one hour and one day of birth.

Table TC.7.2 presents information about liquids or other items newborns were given in the first 3 days of life,
apart from breastmilk. The data are disaggregated by various background characteristics, including whether the
child was ever breastfed or not.

The set of infant and young child feeding indicators reported in tables TC.7.3 through TC.7.6 are based on the
mother’s report of consumption of food and liquids during the day or night prior to being interviewed. Data are
subject to a number of limitations, some related to the respondent’s ability to provide a full report on the child’s
liquid and food intake due to recall errors, as well as lack of knowledge in cases where the child was fed by other
individuals.

In Table TC.7.3, breastfeeding status is presented for exclusively breastfed infants age 0-5 months (i.e. those
who receive only breastmilk) and predominantly breastfed infants age 0-5 months (i.e. those who receive
breastmilk in addition to plain water and/or non-milk liquids). The table also shows continued breastfeeding of
children age 12—15 months and age 20-23 montbhs.

Table TC.7.4 shows the median duration of any breastfeeding among children age 0-35 months and the median
duration of exclusive breastfeeding and predominant breastfeeding among children age 0-23 months.

The age-appropriateness of breastfeeding practices for children under the age of 24 months is provided in Table
TC.7.5. Different feeding criteria are used depending on the age of the child. For infants age 0-5 months,
exclusive breastfeeding is considered age-appropriate feeding, while children age 6-23 months are considered
appropriately fed if they are receiving breastmilk and solid, semi-solid or soft foods.

Table TC.7.6 further looks into the introduction of solid, semi-solid, or soft foods for infants age 6-8 months,
while Table TC.7.7 presents the percentage of children age 6-23 months who received the minimum number

71 Note that the denominator becomes 7 food groups for non-breastfed children in the composite indicator as the milk
products group is removed from diet diversity, as this is assessed separately.

Thrive — Child Health, Nutrition and Development| page 173



and diversity of meals/snacks during the previous day (referring to solid, semi-solid, or soft food, but also milk
feeds for non-breastfed children), by breastfeeding status.

Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics are not fully presented in tables TC.7.3 and TC.7.7.

The continued practice of bottle-feeding is a concern because of the potential for contamination if the bottle
and/or nipple are not properly cleaned or sterilized. Bottle-feeding can also hinder breastfeeding due to nipple
confusion, especially at the youngest ages.”? Table TC.7.8 presents the percentage of children aged 0-23 months
who were bottle-fed with a nipple during the previous day.

72 Zimmerman, E. and K. Thopmson. “Clarifying Nipple confusion.” J Perinatol 35, no.11 (2015):895-9. doi:
10.1038/jp.2015.83.
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Table TC.7.1: Initial breastfeeding

Percentage of most recent live-born children to women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last two years who were ever
breastfed, breastfed within one hour of birth and within one day of birth, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage Percentage of children Number of most recent
who were who were first breastfed: live-born children to
ever Within one Within one  women with a live birth
breastfed®  hour of birth?  day of birth in the last 2 years
Total 91.5 32.8 72.6 900
Area
Urban 91.9 30.9 72.4 564
Rural 91.0 36.1 72.9 336
Region
Thilisi 91.8 32.6 74.2 331
Adjara A.R 92.1 45.4 72.4 93
Guria 97.4 33.8 73.9 19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 89.4 31.1 77.8 117
Kakheti 92.5 35.5 74.3 66
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 93.9 45.5 79.2 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 90.6 33.6 75.5 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 91.6 215 61.0 35
Kvemo Kartli 90.1 22.6 57.9 108
Shida Kartli 93.3 35.3 81.0 49
Months since last birth
0-11 months 92.4 31.3 72.6 469
12-23 months 90.6 345 72.6 431
Mother’s education
Kindergarten or none - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 87.5 32.7 63.0 94
Upper Secondary 90.0 35.8 75.7 215
Vocational Education 95.3 27.7 75.9 182
Higher 91.6 33.6 71.7 409
Type of delivery
Vaginal birth 94.0 49.6 82.5 481
C-Section 88.7 13.7 61.3 419
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 94.7 32.8 73.0 63
Has no functional difficulty 91.4 33.1 72.4 825
No information
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 91.6 34.8 74.4 775
Azerbaijani (83.4) (24.0) (49.8) 63
Armenian 98.9 12.7 63.5 39
Other *) *) *) 23
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Table TC.7.1: Initial breastfeeding

Percentage of most recent live-born children to women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last two years who were ever
breastfed, breastfed within one hour of birth and within one day of birth, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage Percentage of children Number of most recent
who were who were first breastfed: live-born children to
ever Within one Within one  women with a live birth
breastfed®  hour of birth?  day of birth in the last 2 years
Total 91.5 32.8 72.6 900
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 98.2 28.9 72.9 54
Non-IDP 91.1 33.1 72.6 846
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 88.4 35.8 71.4 143
Second 89.0 36.2 735 172
Middle 95.9 36.7 69.2 180
Fourth 91.5 20.8 72.7 183
Richest 92.1 35.2 75.4 221
I MICS indicator TC.30 - Children ever breastfed
2 MICS indicator TC.31 - Early initiation of breastfeeding
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TC.7.2: Newborn feeding

Percentage of most recent live-born children to women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years by type of liquids or items (not considering breastmilk) consumed in the first 3 days of
life, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children who consumed: Type” of liquids or items (not
_ considering breastmilk) consumed in
c s -8 the first 3 days of life Number of
o g o © £ £ 5L = most recent
T = ] . Q 2900 . 7 ive-
BE 0§ Sy §  f 59E§ 5 @ 3% il e o
£ c 58 = T £E5z3 2% £ 25  F365 < >, ~ children to
] s == 2 S S22z o © Sa E=g 3 £ women with
£ 3 a5 . £ 8§82 ¢ =S §BE @ < alive birth
> = © = 2 .
= A = =S =3= in the last 2
years
Total 0.0 0.7 0.5 0.1 44.5 0.5 0.8 13 43.5 2.0 1.0 46.5 900
Area
Urban 0.0 0.2 0.5 0.2 45.7 0.2 0.2 11 44.9 1.4 0.8 47.1 564
Rural 0.0 1.7 0.5 0.0 42.3 0.9 1.7 1.6 41.1 3.2 1.2 45.5 336
Region
Thilisi 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 50.2 0.0 0.0 0.8 49.3 0.8 0.9 51.0 331
Adjara A.R 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.2 0.0 0.9 11 21.2 1.1 0.0 22.4 93
Guria 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 34.1 3.8 1.5 0.0 32.9 2.6 1.2 36.7 19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 36.1 0.0 0.0 11 36.1 1.1 0.0 37.1 117
Kakheti 0.0 11 0.0 0.0 374 3.1 3.2 1.6 35.5 2.8 1.9 40.2 66
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 41.4 0.0 3.0 1.8 41.4 1.8 0.0 43.2 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 34.1 0.0 0.9 2.0 34.1 3.4 0.0 37.4 61
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 49.2 0.0 34 2.4 49.2 3.8 0.0 53.0 35
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 3.1 1.5 0.8 64.0 1.2 1.2 2.7 60.0 54 3.9 69.4 108
Shida Kartli 0.0 2.4 0.0 0.0 50.9 0.2 0.2 0.0 50.9 2.6 0.0 53.6 49
Months since birth
0-11 months 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.0 46.2 0.4 0.7 0.9 45.9 1.4 0.3 47.6 469
12-23 months 0.0 1.2 0.7 0.2 42.6 0.5 0.9 1.7 40.9 2.7 1.6 45.3 431
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Table TC.7.2: Newborn feeding

Percentage of most recent live-born children to women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years by type of liquids or items (not considering breastmilk) consumed in the first 3 days of
life, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children who consumed: Type” of liquids or items (not
considering breastmilk) consumed in
g s s 5 8 the first 3 days of life Number of
2 0p 5, & ot ifEmoEr o . .1 oty
%% : §§ = S 2EEE 53 % %E éé? < _ childrento
z2 8 5 T S TESE 9%¢ <4 s e o] g women with
= g [ E 055~ o X 3 S E @ a live birth
2 @ = =S =3= in the last 2
years
Total 0.0 0.7 0.5 0.1 44.5 0.5 0.8 13 43.5 2.0 1.0 46.5 900
Breastfeeding status®
Ever breastfed 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.1 41.7 0.4 0.7 0.7 40.7 1.5 1.0 43.1 824
Never breastfed 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 75.3 0.7 2.2 7.8 75.0 8.1 0.3 83.4 75
Mother’s education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - - - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.0 0.6 1.8 0.9 48.7 1.1 0.6 2.4 475 5.6 1.2 54.3 94
Upper Secondary 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 40.0 0.9 1.3 0.8 40.0 2.2 - 42.3 215
Vocational Education 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.0 36.8 0.4 0.6 0.4 345 0.8 2.3 37.6 182
Higher 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 49.2 0.1 0.6 1.7 48.4 1.7 0.8 50.9 409
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)?®
Has functional difficulty 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 43.7 1.2 0.0 0.9 43.7 21 0.0 45.8 63
Has no functional difficulty 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.1 43.8 0.4 0.9 1.3 42.8 2.1 1.0 45.9 825
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.1 42.2 0.5 0.5 12 41.5 1.8 0.7 43.9 775
Azerbaijani 0.0 (5.4) (2.6) 0.0 (66.3) 00 (21) (2.3) (60.9) (4.9) (5.4) (71.2) 63
Armenian 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 49.4 0.0 3.0 2.2 49.4 34 0.0 52.8 39
Other 0.0 * * * * * * * * * * * 23
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Table TC.7.2: Newborn feeding

Percentage of most recent live-born children to women age 15-49 years with a live birth in the last 2 years by type of liquids or items (not considering breastmilk) consumed in the first 3 days of
life, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children who consumed: Type” of liquids or items (not
_ considering breastmilk) consumed in
8 2 s BS the first 3 days of life Number of
Eo 5 8 ° S g §2c T _ most recent
st ¢ o2x f E g5i3 :E o5 3z 4%
£ 9q z = 3 = e 2252 oF < a5 =3¢ children to
S g g 2= S £ Sgd= go ¢ So EZ7 5 2 ith
=0 © 3 = S TE oS 2 c '?U T (%) o < women wit
=5 - = £ 28a~ & x5 G53E @ a live birth
= A = =S =3= in the last 2
years
Total 0.0 0.7 0.5 0.1 44.5 0.5 0.8 13 43.5 2.0 1.0 46.5 900
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 37.7 0.2 0.2 0.1 37.7 0.3 0.0 38.1 54
Non-IDP 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.1 44.9 0.5 0.8 14 43.9 21 1.0 47.0 846
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.0 21 1.1 0.0 375 0.7 2.0 25 36.1 4.9 1.4 42.5 143
Second 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 41.3 0.9 1.5 11 40.4 2.3 0.9 43.7 172
Middle 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.5 43.0 0.8 0.8 0.6 41.8 1.2 1.2 44.2 180
Fourth 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.4 0.1 0.1 0.4 53.4 0.4 0.0 53.8 183
Richest 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 45.1 0.0 0.0 1.9 43.8 1.9 1.3 47.0 221
A Milk-based liquids include milk (other than breastmilk) and infant formula. Non-milk-based include plain water, sugar or glucose water, fruit juice, tea/infusions/traditional herbal preparations (dill
water) and "other". Note that prescribed medicine is not included in any category.
B Don't know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TC.7.3: Breastfeeding status

Percentage of living children according to breastfeeding status at selected age groups, 2018 Georgia MICS
Children age 0-5 months Children age 12-15 months Children age 20-23 months
Percent breastfed
Percent Percent Percent breastfed (Continued
exclusively predominantly Number of (Continued breastfeeding Number of breastfeeding at 2 Number of
breastfed! breastfed? children at 1 year)® children years)* children

Total 204 36.4 239 315 160 22.8 156
Sex

Male 17.5 30.0 132 36.4 78 235 87

Female 24.0 44.4 107 26.9 82 21.8 69
Area

Urban 19.4 34.1 145 29.5 96 215 96

Rural 21.8 40.1 94 34.5 64 24.8 60
Wealth index quintile

Poorest (22.0) (44.0) 39 * 28 * 29

Second 22.1 36.4 42 (32.9) 28 (30.6) 26

Middle 26.2 46.4 54 22.2 43 (19.8) 33

Fourth (11.2) (26.6) 50 * 25 (22.7) 36

Richest (20.7) (30.2) 54 * 35 * 32

1 MICS indicator TC.32 - Exclusive breastfeeding under 6 months
2 MICS indicator TC.33 - Predominant breastfeeding under 6 months
3 MICS indicator TC.34 - Continued breastfeeding at 1 year
4 MICS indicator TC.35 - Continued breastfeeding at 2 years

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.7.4: Duration of breastfeeding

Median duration of any breastfeeding among children age 0-35 months and median duration of exclusive breastfeeding and
predominant breastfeeding among children age 0-23 months, 2018 Georgia MICS
Median duration ~ Number of ~Median duration (in months)  Number of
(in months) of children of: children age
any age 0-35 Exclusive Predominant 0-23
breastfeeding* months breastfeeding  breastfeeding months
Median 10.1 1,445 0.5 0.9 935
Sex
Male 10.9 750 0.6 0.7 476
Female 9.8 695 0.5 13 459
Area
Urban 9.4 874 0.5 0.7 567
Rural 111 570 0.6 1.2 368
Region
Thilisi 10.0 504 0.4 0.6 331
Adjara A.R 8.6 144 0.6 1.7 93
Guria 13.0 32 0.7 0.7 22
Svlg:gtciau, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 12.3 195 0.7 0.7 118
Kakheti 9.6 114 0.5 2.4 75
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 12.3 33 1.5 22 21
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 16.0 91 0.6 2.7 64
Samtskhe-Javakheti 8.0 48 0.6 3.2 34
Kvemo Kartli 7.7 187 1.2 13 120
Shida Kartli 10.3 96 1.5 4.6 57
Mother’s education
Kindergarten *) 2 * *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 13.3 140 0.4 0.5 97
Upper Secondary 13.0 356 0.8 1.3 231
Vocational Education 9.2 272 0.5 2.6 188
Higher 8.1 675 0.5 1.7 417
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 9.6 107 0.4 0.5 68
Has no functional difficulty 10.0 1,306 0.5 11 845
No information (13.4) 314 * * 22
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 9.7 1,240 0.5 0.7 802
Azerbaijani 11.2 108 0.0 .7 69
Armenian 11.9 62 0.4 3.2 39
Other (21.4) 34 (0.0) (0.0) 25
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 8.5 97 0.4 0.6 63
Non-IDP 10.3 1,347 0.6 1.0 872
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 10.8 256 0.5 0.7 165
Second 114 280 0.6 11 184
Middle 7.9 276 0.7 2.3 188
Fourth 7.9 270 0.4 0.6 180
Richest 114 362 0.5 0.5 218
Mean 115 1,445 1.1 2.3 935
1 MICS indicator TC.36 - Duration of breastfeeding
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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Table TC.7.5: Age-appropriate breastfeeding

Percentage of children age 0-23 months who were appropriately breastfed during the previous day, 2018 Georgia MICS
Children age 0-5 Children age 0-23
months Children age 6-23 months months
Percent currently
Percent breastfeeding and Number Percent Number
exclusively Number of receiving solid, semi- of appropriately of
breastfed®  children solid or soft foods children breastfed® children
Total 20.4 239 34.3 696 30.7 935
Sex
Male 17.5 132 36.7 344 31.3 476
Female 24.0 107 32.0 352 30.1 459
Area
Urban 19.4 145 32.6 422 29.2 567
Rural 21.8 94 36.9 274 33.1 368
Region
Thilisi (11.9) 92 27.0 240 22.8 331
Adjara A.R ™* 21 38.7 72 335 93
Guria ™* 5 46.7 17 40.5 22
«umeret], Racha-Lechkhumi and 27.8) 33 37.3 85 347 118
Kakheti (25.0) 19 28.7 56 27.8 75
Mtskheta-Mtianeti *) 5 43.4 16 43.0 21
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti *) 13 51.9 51 47.9 64
Samtskhe-Javakheti *) 8 38.0 26 36.0 34
Kvemo Kartli ™* 25 33.1 95 29.7 120
Shida Kartli 36.5 19 40.9 38 394 57
Mother’s education
Kindergarten *) 1 *) 1 *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary (17.9) 23 45.6 74 39.0 97
Upper Secondary 18.3 54 46.4 178 39.9 231
Vocational Education (29.4) 43 27.9 144 28.3 188
Higher 18.6 118 27.6 298 25.0 417
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty *) 17 33.4 51 30.4 68
Has no functional difficulty 20.5 219 33.8 626 30.4 845
No information *) 3 *) 19 *) 22
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 22.2 207 33.3 595 30.4 802
Azerbaijani *) 13 (33.7) 56 (27.3) 69
Armenian *) 15 (52.9) 24 37.1 39
Other *) 4 *) 20 (40.7) 25
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP (10.9) 20 23.9 43 19.8 63
Non-IDP 21.2 219 35.0 652 31.5 872
Wealth index quintile
Poorest (22.0) 39 34.6 126 31.6 165
Second 22.1 42 40.6 143 36.4 184
Middle 26.2 54 26.9 134 26.7 188
Fourth (11.2) 50 30.8 130 25.3 180
Richest (20.7) 54 375 164 33.3 218
IMICS indicator TC.32 - Exclusive breastfeeding under 6 months
2 MICS indicator TC.37 - Age-appropriate breastfeeding
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.7.6: Introduction of solid, semi-solid, or soft foods

Percentage of infants age 6-8 months who received solid, semi-solid, or soft foods during the previous day, 2018 Georgia
MICS
Currently Currently not
breastfeeding breastfeeding All
Percent Percent
receiving Number Percent Number receiving Number
solid, of receiving of solid, of
semi-solid  children solid, children semi-solid children
or soft age 6-8 semi-solid or age 6-8 or soft age 6-8
foods months soft foods months foods! months
Total 83.2 74 100.0 54 90.3 128
Sex
Male (94.4) 40 (100.0) 31 96.9 71
Female (69.9) 34 ™* 23 82.1 57
Area
Urban (81.7) 51 (100.0) 41 89.8 92
Rural (86.6) 23 ™* 13 91.4 36
1 MICS indicator TC.38 - Introduction of solid, semi-solid or soft foods
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.7.7: Infant and young child feeding (IYCF) practices

Percentage of children age 6-23 months who received appropriate liquids and solid, semi-solid, or soft foods the minimum number of times or more during the previous day, by breastfeeding
status, 2018 Georgia MICS
Currently breastfeeding Currently not breastfeeding All
Percent of children who Number Number Number
received: of Percent of children who received: of Percent of children who received: of
Minimum  Minimum  Minimum  children Minimum ~ Minimum  Minimum children Minimum Minimum Minimum  children
dietary meal acceptable age 6-23 dietary meal acceptable Atleast2 age 6-23 dietary meal acceptable age 6-23
diversity® frequency® diet'®  months diversity®  frequency® diet>¢ milk feeds® months diversity** frequency®® diet® months
Total 56.0 62.2 36.3 252 46.4 68.7 22.4 54.9 444 49.9 66.3 27.4 696
Sex
Male 52.2 68.8 36.4 129 41.8 72.2 23.0 58.7 215 45.7 70.9 28.0 344
Female 60.1 55.2 36.1 123 50.6 65.4 21.9 51.4 229 53.9 61.8 26.9 352
Area
Urban 58.7 63.7 38.0 147 50.2 67.4 25.0 61.4 275 53.2 66.1 29.6 422
Rural 52.4 60.1 33.8 105 40.1 70.8 18.2 44.4 169 44.8 66.7 24.2 274
Region
Thilisi *) *) *) 72 45.1 68.5 24.6 62.3 168 46.6 67.9 271.7 240
Adjara A.R (48.1) (74.9) (31.0) 29 (62.6) (70.5) (20.7) (44.5) 43 56.8 72.2 24.8 72
Guria (82.1) (61.1) (50.6) 8 (44.0) (74.1) (14.1) (57.0) 9 61.8 68.0 31.1 17
. ng“;&‘i}%fgﬁgﬁ;iﬁ’c“kh“m' *) *) *) 33 (43.7) (79.5) (25.3) (53.2) 52 52.4 68.4 31.9 85
Kakheti *) *) *) 17 56.3 79.0 33.8 52.1 39 56.5 78.1 38.3 56
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (46.4) (62.5) (40.1) 8 (39.9) (55.8) (9.8) (49.4) 8 43.0 59.0 24.2 16
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (62.9) (33.9) (24.4) 28 (35.8) (60.9) (10.2) (66.9) 23 50.8 46.0 18.0 51
Samtskhe-Javakheti (51.0) (67.5) (35.3) (10 (35.8) (84.2) (27.9) (66.3) 16 41.8 77.6 30.8 26
Kvemo Kartli *) *) *) 31 (47.9) (58.9) (15.2) (43.4) 64 50.3 61.5 20.3 95
Shida Kartli (60.5) (66.6) (51.0) 16 (29.8) (50.4) (19.9) (43.1) 22 42.9 57.3 33.1 38
Age (in months)
6-8 25.4 65.2 22.7 74 10.0 82.5 7.0 96.5 54 18.9 725 16.1 128
9-11 65.9 59.1 32.8 63 (50.2) (91.2) (41.6) (82.8) 49 59.0 73.2 36.6 112
12-17 70.7 60.1 48.3 71 50.6 63.8 24.2 48.9 176 56.4 62.7 31.1 247
18-23 69.5 64.8 44.4 44 52.6 62.7 19.9 39.4 165 56.1 63.1 25.0 208
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Table TC.7.7: Infant and young child feeding (IYCF) practices

Percentage of children age 6-23 months who received appropriate liquids and solid, semi-solid, or soft foods the minimum number of times or more during the previous day, by breastfeeding
status, 2018 Georgia MICS

Currently breastfeeding Currently not breastfeeding All
Percent of children who Number Number Number
received: of Percent of children who received: of Percent of children who received: of
Minimum  Minimum  Minimum children Minimum  Minimum  Minimum children Minimum Minimum Minimum  children
dietary meal acceptable age 6-23 dietary meal acceptable Atleast2 age 6-23 dietary meal acceptable age 6-23
diversity® frequency® diet'®  months diversity®  frequency® diet>¢ milk feeds® months diversity** frequency®® diet® months
Total 56.0 62.2 36.3 252 46.4 68.7 22.4 54.9 444 49.9 66.3 27.4 696
Mother’s education
Kindergarten - - - 0 *) * *) * 1 * * * 1
Primary or Lower (47.4) (85.8) (42.1) 34 48.3 72.6 22.0 34.7 40 47.9 78.6 31.1 74
Secondary
Upper Secondary 54.2 52.2 28.6 84 32.8 62.4 16.5 51.4 94 42.9 57.6 22.2 178
Vocational Education 52.0 44.2 26.6 47 57.1 66.8 19.4 45.2 97 55.4 59.4 21.7 144
Higher 63.4 72.4 46.7 87 47.4 71.6 26.7 64.8 211 52.1 71.9 325 298
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 48.4 61.3 35.1 47 37.0 66.4 15.3 39.0 79 41.2 64.5 22.7 126
Second 52.8 57.7 31.3 59 40.7 72.0 16.7 45.8 84 45.6 66.1 22.7 143
Middle 70.4 62.4 46.6 37 47.7 69.7 22.4 56.3 96 54.0 67.7 29.1 134
Fourth (65.5) (53.2) (32.6) 44 49.9 56.0 20.2 50.5 86 55.2 55.0 24.4 130
Richest (50.0) (72.5) (38.1) 66 (54.4) (77.9) (35.1) (78.2) 98 52.6 75.7 36.3 164

1 MICS indicator TC.39a - Minimum acceptable diet (breastfed children)
2 MICS indicator TC.39b - Minimum acceptable diet (non-breastfed children)
8 MICS indicator TC.40 - Milk feeding frequency for non-breastfed children
4MICS indicator TC.41 - Minimum dietary diversity

5 MICS indicator TC.42 - Minimum meal frequency
AMinimum dietary diversity is defined as receiving foods from at least 5 of 8 food groups: 1) breastmilk, 2) grains, roots and tubers, 3) legumes and nuts, 4) dairy products (milk, infant formula,
yogurt, cheese), 5) flesh foods (meat, fish, poultry and liver/organ meats), 6) eggs, 7) vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables, and 8) other fruits and vegetables.
B Minimum meal frequency among currently breastfeeding children is defined as children who also received solid, semi-solid, or soft foods 2 times or more daily for children age 6-8 months and 3
times or more daily for children age 9-23 months. For non-breastfeeding children age 6-23 months it is defined as receiving solid, semi-solid or soft foods, or milk feeds, at least 4 times.
¢ The minimum acceptable diet for breastfed children age 6-23 months is defined as receiving the minimum dietary diversity and the minimum meal frequency, while it for non-breastfed children
further requires at least 2 milk feedings and that the minimum dietary diversity is achieved without counting milk feeds.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TC.7.8: Bottle feeding

Percentage of children age 0-23 months who were fed with a bottle with a nipple during the previous day, 2018 Georgia

MICS
Percentage of children age 0-23 Number of children age 0-23
months fed with a bottle with a nipple* months
Total 66.3 935
Sex
Male 65.4 476
Female 67.3 459
Area
Urban 68.6 567
Rural 62.9 368
Region
Thilisi 71.8 331
Adjara A.R 76.0 93
Guria 68.2 22
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 62.4 118
Kakheti 58.3 75
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 49.9 21
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 56.7 64
Samtskhe-Javakheti 66.6 34
Kvemo Kartli 66.9 120
Shida Kartli 52.0 57
Age (in months)
0-5 61.9 239
6-11 75.3 240
12-23 64.0 456
Mother's education
Kindergarten *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 70.6 97
Upper Secondary 60.4 231
Vocational Education 72.1 188
Higher 65.9 417
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 67.6 68
Has no functional difficulty 66.3 845
No information *) 22
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 65.5 802
Azerbaijani (77.1) 69
Armenian 52.0 39
Other (85.5) 25
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 82.9 63
Non-IDP 65.2 872
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 65.8 165
Second 61.0 184
Middle 67.0 188
Fourth 69.7 180
Richest 67.9 218

MICS indicator TC.43 - Bottle feeding

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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6.5 MALNUTRITION

Children’s nutritional status reflects their overall health. When children have access to an adequate food supply,
are not exposed to repeated illness, and are well cared for, they reach their growth potential and are considered
well-nourished.

Undernutrition is associated with nearly half of all child deaths worldwide. 7 Children suffering from
undernutrition are more likely to die from common childhood ailments, and those who survive often suffer
recurring sicknesses and faltering growth. Three-quarters of children who die from causes related to
undernutrition only had mild or moderate forms of undernutrition, meaning they showed little outward sign of
their vulnerability.” The Sustainable Development Goal target 2.2 is to reduce the prevalence of stunting among
children under five by 40 per cent between 2012 and 2025 as well as to reduce wasting to <5 per cent and have
no increase in overweight over the same period. A reduction in the prevalence of malnutrition will also
contribute to the achievement of several other global goals, including the goal to end preventable newborn and
child deaths.

In a well-nourished population, there is a reference distribution of height and weight for how children under 5
should grow. The reference population used in this report is based on the WHO growth standards. ”®
Undernutrition in a population can be gauged by comparing children to this reference population. Each of the
three nutritional status indicators — weight-for-age, height-for-age, and weight-for-height — can be expressed in
standard deviation units (z-scores) from the median of the reference population.

Weight-for-age is a measure of both acute and chronic malnutrition. Children whose weight-for-age is more
than two standard deviations below the median of the reference population are considered moderately or
severely underweight, while those whose weight-for-age is more than three standard deviations below the
median are classified as severely underweight.

Height-for-age is a measure of linear growth. Children whose height-for-age is more than two standard
deviations below the median of the reference population are considered short for their age and are classified as
moderately or severely stunted. Those whose height-for-age is more than three standard deviations below the
median are classified as severely stunted. Stunting, or chronic malnutrition, is the result of failure to receive
adequate nutrition in early life over an extended period and/or recurrent or chronic illness.

Weight-for-height can be used to assess wasting and overweight status. Children whose weight-for-height is
more than two standard deviations below the median of the reference population are classified as moderately
or severely wasted, while those who fall more than three standard deviations below the median are classified as
severely wasted. Wasting is usually the result of poor nutrient intake or disease. The prevalence of wasting may
shift seasonally in response to changes in the availability of food and/or disease prevalence.

Children whose weight-for-height is more than two standard deviations above the median reference population
are classified as moderately or severely overweight.

73 Black, R. et al. “Maternal and Child Undernutrition and Overweight in Low-income and Middle-income Countries.” The
Lancet 382, no. 9890 (2013): 427-451. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(13)60937-x

74 Black, R., et al. “Maternal and Child Undernutrition: global and regional exposures and health consequences.” The Lancet
371, no. 9608 (2008): 243-60. doi: 10.1016/50140-6736(07)61690-0

75 WHO. Child Growth Standards. Technical Report, Geneva: WHO Press, 2006.
http://www.who.int/childgrowth/standards/Technical_report.pdf?ua=1
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In MICS, weights and heights of all children under 5 years of age were measured using the anthropometric
equipment recommended by UNICEF.76 Findings in this section are based on the results of these measurements
in conjunction with the age in months data based on birth dates collected during the survey interview.

Table TC.8.1 shows percentages of children classified into each of the above described categories, based on the
anthropometric measurements that were taken during fieldwork. Additionally, the table includes mean z-scores
for all three anthropometric indicators.

Children whose measurements were not taken due to absence from the home during interviews or other
reasons, or whose measurements are outside a plausible range are excluded from Table TC.8.1. Children are
excluded from one or more of the anthropometric indicators when their weights and heights have not been
measured, or their age is not available, whichever applicable. For example, if a child has been weighed but
his/her height has not been measured, the child is included in underweight calculations, but not in the
calculations for stunting and wasting. Percentages of children by age and reasons for exclusion are shown in the
data quality tables DQ.3.4, DQ.3.5, and DQ.3.6 in Appendix D. The tables show that due to implausible
measurements, and/or missing weight and/or height, 20.8 percent of children have been excluded from
calculations of the weight-for-age indicator, 22.5 percent from the height-for-age indicator, and 23.3 percent
for the weight-for-height indicator.

Table DQ.1.3 (Appendix D) represents percentage of eligible children under age 5 with completed interviews.
The completion rate for the Questionnaire for Children Under Five is 87.3 percent.

Table DQ.2.4 (Appendix D) shows that completeness of reporting for children under 5 of both year and month
of birth and age, was 100 percent.

76 See MICS Supply Procurement Instructions: "MICS6 TOOLS." Home - UNICEF MICS. Accessed August 23, 2018.
http://mics.unicef.org/tools#survey-design.
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Table TC.8.1: Nutritional status of children

Percentage of children under age 5 by nutritional status according to three anthropometric indices: weight for age, height for age, and weight for height, 2018 Georgia MICS
Weight for age Number Height for age Number Weight for height Number of
- of of - children
Underweight children Stunted children Wasted Overweight with
Percent below with Percent below with Percent below Percent above weight
Mean Z- weight Mean Z- height Mean Z- and
-2SD* -3SD? Score (SD) andage® -2SD® -3SD* Score(SD) andage® -2SD° -3SD° +2SD’” +3SD® Score(SD) height*
Total 2.1 0.3 0.3 2,011 5.8 1.3 -0.1 1,969 0.6 0.1 6.0 0.8 0.5 1,948
Sex
Male 1.0 0.5 0.3 1,008 5.1 1.3 -0.1 992 0.7 0.0 7.2 0.6 0.6 980
Female 3.1 0.1 0.2 1,002 6.4 1.4 -0.2 977 0.6 0.1 4.8 0.9 0.5 969
Area
Urban 2.3 0.5 0.3 1,211 5.3 1.6 0.0 1,181 0.7 0.0 5.6 0.6 0.5 1,171
Rural 1.7 0.1 0.2 800 6.4 1.0 -0.3 788 0.6 0.1 6.6 1.0 0.5 778
Region
Thilisi 1.8 0.1 0.3 686 4.1 0.8 0.0 672 11 0.0 3.7 0.4 0.4 667
Adjara A.R 5.8 2.2 0.1 215 8.6 3.3 -0.4 207 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.1 0.4 205
Guria 11 0.0 0.5 51 2.8 0.0 0.0 51 0.0 0.0 10.8 2.4 0.8 51
peretl, Racha-Lechihumi 05 0.0 05 260 48 20 0.0 253 00 00 14.7 23 0.7 249
Kakheti 3.6 0.0 0.2 164 9.5 1.9 -0.3 162 1.5 0.0 4.8 1.3 0.5 162
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 1.6 0.0 0.2 48 7.0 2.8 -0.2 45 0.1 0.0 7.5 1.3 0.5 45
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 1.9 0.4 0.4 152 49 1.3 0.0 148 1.3 0.7 6.4 0.5 0.5 148
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.3 0.8 0.2 61 5.6 0.6 -0.2 62 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.6 0.4 59
Kvemo Kartli 0.6 0.0 0.1 221 7.4 0.7 -0.4 222 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.4 0.4 218
Shida Kartli 1.2 0.0 0.3 152 6.0 0.4 -0.2 146 0.5 0.0 7.6 0.0 0.6 146
Age (in months)
0-5 5.0 0.4 0.2 183 2.4 0.8 0.5 183 4.7 0.0 2.3 0.2 -0.1 183
6-11 15 0.3 0.6 184 1.7 0.7 0.6 181 0.5 0.0 25 0.3 0.3 183
12-17 1.0 0.0 0.6 194 4.7 0.8 0.2 193 0.5 0.0 10.0 0.5 0.7 193
18-23 2.3 2.3 0.4 169 5.6 3.3 0.0 157 0.0 0.0 6.1 2.9 0.7 152
24-35 0.7 0.0 0.2 411 8.4 0.8 -0.4 392 0.4 0.3 7.4 0.8 0.6 388
36-47 2.3 0.3 0.2 419 7.4 25 -0.4 412 0.0 0.0 6.7 0.8 0.6 407
48-59 25 0.0 0.1 449 5.5 0.7 -0.5 450 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.5 0.5 442
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Table TC.8.1: Nutritional status of children

Percentage of children under age 5 by nutritional status according to three anthropometric indices: weight for age, height for age, and weight for height, 2018 Georgia MICS

Weight for age Number Height for age Number Weight for height Number of
- of of - children
Underweight children Stunted children Wasted Overweight with
Percent below with Percent below with Percent below Percent above weight
Mean Z- weight Mean Z- height Mean Z- and
-2SD* -3SD? Score (SD) andage® -2SD® -3SD* Score(SD) andage® -2SD° -3SD° +2SD’” +3SD® Score(SD) height*
Total 2.1 0.3 0.3 2,011 5.8 1.3 -0.1 1,969 0.6 0.1 6.0 0.8 0.5 1,948
Mother’s education®
Kindergarten - - - 0 - - - 0 - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 7.0 1.9 -0.2 206 14.5 4.1 -0.7 204 2.3 0.0 6.9 0.0 0.3 202
Upper Secondary 0.9 0.1 0.1 491 5.9 0.5 -0.3 488 0.4 0.2 4.2 0.8 0.4 480
Vocational Education 3.8 0.1 0.2 437 4.7 15 -0.2 421 1.0 0.0 7.2 14 0.5 422
Higher 0.7 0.2 0.5 876 4.2 11 0.1 856 0.2 0.0 6.2 0.6 0.6 843
Mother's age at birth
Less than 20 0.8 0.0 0.2 208 4.2 0.8 -0.3 210 0.0 0.0 4.8 11 0.6 205
20-34 25 0.4 0.3 1,548 6.2 14 -0.1 1,506 0.8 0.1 5.9 0.8 0.5 1,494
35-49 0.6 0.3 0.4 239 4.5 13 0.0 237 0.0 0.0 7.4 0.2 0.6 233
mthar aten on biological CIENG CIECHNCEN G CIEECEEN O RN C' CIENC ¢ 15
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 54 2.4 -0.1 167 8.5 3.2 -0.4 161 5.1 0.6 1.8 0.5 0.1 161
Has no functional difficulty 1.8 0.1 0.3 1,808 5.6 1.2 -0.1 1,772 0.2 0.0 6.4 0.8 0.5 1,752
No information (1.0) (0.0) 0.2) 35 (4.0) (0.0) (-0.3) 35 (0.0) (0.0) (6.1) (0.0) (0.6) 35
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 21 0.3 0.3 1,772 5.4 14 -0.1 1,729 0.7 0.1 6.1 0.7 0.5 1,713
Azerbaijani 11 0.0 -0.1 122 12.8 1.2 -0.7 120 0.0 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.4 122
Armenian 14 0.7 0.4 64 4.7 0.0 0.0 69 0.0 0.0 11.7 4.4 0.5 62
Other 2.6 0.0 0.2 53 2.8 14 0.1 51 13 0.0 25 0.0 0.3 51
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 6.9 0.0 0.2 108 4.4 0.6 -0.2 103 0.0 0.0 4.0 11 0.4 103
Non-IDP 1.8 0.3 0.3 1,903 5.8 14 -0.1 1,866 0.7 0.1 6.1 0.7 0.5 1,846
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Table TC.8.1: Nutritional status of children

Percentage of children under age 5 by nutritional status according to three anthropometric indices: weight for age, height for age, and weight for height, 2018 Georgia MICS

Weight for age Number Height for age Number Weight for height Number of
- of of - children
Underweight children Stunted children Wasted Overweight with
Percent below with Percent below with Percent below Percent above weight
Mean Z- weight Mean Z- height Mean Z- and
-2SD* -3SD? Score (SD) andage® -2SD® -3SD* Score(SD) andage® -2SD° -3SD° +2SD’” +3SD® Score(SD) height*
Total 2.1 0.3 0.3 2,011 5.8 1.3 -0.1 1,969 0.6 0.1 6.0 0.8 0.5 1,948
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 2.3 0.0 0.0 364 7.9 0.6 -0.4 362 0.8 0.3 3.4 0.2 0.4 356
Second 1.4 0.1 0.3 393 5.7 1.7 -0.2 385 0.6 0.0 8.9 1.1 0.6 380
Middle 2.8 0.3 0.2 423 7.8 2.6 -0.3 415 0.7 0.0 6.4 1.5 0.5 415
Fourth 4.1 1.0 0.3 379 4.8 1.4 -0.1 372 0.0 0.0 5.9 1.0 0.5 365
Richest 0.2 0.2 0.5 452 2.9 0.4 0.2 435 1.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 0.6 433

1 MICS indicator TC.44a - Underweight prevalence (moderate and severe)
2 MICS indicator TC.44b - Underweight prevalence (severe)

8 MICS indicator TC.45a - Stunting prevalence (moderate and severe); SDG indicator 2.2.1
4 MICS indicator TC.45b - Stunting prevalence (severe)

5 MICS indicator TC.46a - Wasting prevalence (moderate and severe); SDG indicator 2.2.2
& MICS indicator TC.46b - Wasting prevalence (severe)

" MICS indicator TC.47a - Overweight prevalence (moderate and severe); SDG indicator 2.2.2
8 MICS indicator TC.47b - Overweight prevalence (severe); SDG indicator 2.2.2

A Denominators for weight for age, height for age, and weight for height may be different. Children are excluded from one or more of the anthropometric indicators when their weights and heights
have not been measured or are implausible (flagged), or their age is not available, whichever applicable. See Appendix D: Data quality, Tables DQ.3.4-3.6.

BDon't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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6.6 EARLY CHILDHOOD DEVELOPMENT

It is well recognized that a period of rapid brain development occurs in the first years of life, and the quality of
children’s home environment and their interactions with caregivers is a major determinant of their development
during this period. 77 Children’s early experiences with responsive caregiving serves an important neurological
function and these interactions can boost cognitive, physical, social and emotional development.”® In this
context, engagement of adults in activities with children, presence of books and playthings in the home for the
child, and the conditions of care are important indicators.

Information on a number of activities that provide children with early stimulation and responsive care was
collected in the survey. These included the involvement of adults in the household with children in the following
activities: reading books or looking at picture books, telling stories, singing songs, taking children outside the
home, compound or yard, playing with children, and spending time with children naming, counting, or drawing
things.

Exposure to books in early years not only provides children with greater understanding of the nature of print,
but may also give them opportunities to see others reading, such as older siblings doing school work. Presence
of books is important for later school performance. The mothers/caretakers of all children under 5 were asked
about the number of children’s books or picture books they have for the child, and the types of playthings that
are available at home.

Some research has found that leaving children without adequate supervision is a risk factor for unintentional
injuries.” In MICS, two questions were asked to find out whether children age 0-59 months were left alone
during the week preceding the interview, and whether children were left in the care of other children under 10
years of age. This is presented in Table TC.10.3.

77 Black, M. et al. "Early Childhood Development Coming of Age: Science through the Life Course." The Lancet 389, no.
10064 (2016): 77-90. doi:10.1016/50140-6736(16)31389-7; Shonkoff J. et al. "The Lifelong Effects of Early Childhood
Adversity and Toxic Stress." Pediatrics 129, no. 1 (2011): 232-46. doi:10.1542/peds.2011-2663.

78 Britto, P. et al. “Nurturing Care: Promoting early childhood development.” The Lancet 389, no. 10064 (2017): 91-102.
doi: 10.1016/50140-6736(16)31390-3; Milteer R. et al. “The Importance of Play in Promoting Healthy Child Development
and Maintaining Strong Parent-Child Bond: Focus on children in poverty” American Academy of Pediatrics 1129, no. 1
(2012): 183-191. doi: 10.1542/peds.2011-2953.

72 Howe, L., S. Huttly and T. Abramsky. “Risk Factors for Injuries in Young Children in Four Developing Countries: The Young
Lives Study.” Tropical Medicine and International Health 11, no. 10 (2006): 1557-1566. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-
3156.2006.01708.x.; Morrongiello, B. et al. “Understanding Unintentional Injury Risk in Young Children Il. The Contribution
of Caregiver Supervision, Child Attributes, and Parent Attributes.” Journal of Pediatric Psychology 31, no. 6 (2006): 540-551.
doi: 10.1093/jpepsy/jsj073.
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Table TC.10.1: Support for learning

Percentage of children age 2-4 years with whom adult household members engaged in activities that promote learning and school readiness during the last three days, and engagement in such
activities by fathers and mothers, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of
children living
Adult household members with their: Father Mother
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of Percentage
children with Mean children with children with Mean of children Mean
whom adult number of whom no adult whom fathers number with whom number
household activities household have of mothers have of Number of
members have with adult member have engaged in activities engaged in activities children
engaged in four household  engaged in any four or more with four or more with age 2-4
or more activities!  members activity Father Mother activities? fathers activities® mothers years
Total 77.6 4.6 1.0 87.0 97.8 8.1 1.1 60.3 3.9 1,606
Sex
Male 78.5 4.6 1.2 86.9 97.8 6.8 1.1 61.5 3.9 818
Female 76.7 4.6 0.8 87.2 97.7 9.4 11 59.0 3.8 788
Area
Urban 79.5 4.7 0.8 85.7 98.3 8.8 1.2 62.8 4.0 986
Rural 74.7 45 1.2 89.2 96.9 6.9 11 56.2 3.7 620
Region
Thilisi 81.3 4.7 0.5 86.6 99.0 11.8 1.3 61.0 4.0 545
Adjara A.R 80.6 4.6 2.0 92.1 98.1 8.7 11 62.2 3.9 198
Guria 87.4 5.1 0.0 89.7 99.1 8.0 1.3 56.7 3.6 30
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and 81.2 4.7 0.4 819 943 33 1.0 57.7 3.7 202
Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 68.2 4.4 0.0 87.5 97.7 6.1 1.2 56.0 3.9 111
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 83.9 5.0 0.2 88.3 96.7 6.9 1.2 714 4.4 40
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 73.5 4.4 0.9 82.6 95.5 6.0 0.9 51.6 35 98
Samtskhe-Javakheti 76.5 4.6 25 79.8 97.5 2.7 0.7 64.9 4.0 48
Kvemo Kartli 59.6 3.9 2.6 90.5 98.6 5.1 0.9 54.3 35 212
Shida Kartli 89.2 5.0 0.5 87.9 97.8 9.3 1.3 74.5 4.3 123
Age
2 79.8 4.8 0.5 87.4 98.4 10.9 1.3 64.5 4.0 511
78.6 4.6 14 89.0 97.9 5.6 11 60.7 3.9 542
74.6 4.4 1.0 84.8 97.0 7.9 1.0 55.9 3.7 554
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Table TC.10.1: Support for learning

Percentage of children age 2-4 years with whom adult household members engaged in activities that promote learning and school readiness during the last three days, and engagement in such
activities by fathers and mothers, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of
children living

Adult household members with their: Father Mother
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of Percentage
children with Mean children with children with Mean of children Mean
whom adult number of whom no adult whom fathers number with whom number
household activities household have of mothers have of Number of
members have with adult member have engaged in activities engaged in activities children
engaged in four household  engaged in any four or more with four or more with age 2-4
or more activities!  members activity Father Mother activities? fathers activities® mothers years
Total 77.6 4.6 1.0 87.0 97.8 8.1 1.1 60.3 3.9 1,606
Mother's education”®
Kindergarten - - - - - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 58.8 3.8 2.2 88.1 99.4 2.3 0.6 39.0 3.1 157
Upper Secondary 73.3 4.3 15 88.7 96.4 4.0 0.9 55.7 3.7 387
Vocational Education 74.0 45 0.0 87.5 96.0 6.6 1.0 58.9 3.7 332
Higher 85.6 5.0 0.9 85.7 98.9 12.2 15 68.0 4.2 729
Father's education®
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 56.6 3.7 3.1 100.0 100.0 2.6 0.7 42.0 3.0 163
Upper Secondary 75.3 4.4 0.8 100.0 98.8 6.4 1.0 60.4 3.8 427
Vocational Education 77.4 4.7 0.5 100.0 99.1 5.1 1.2 61.8 4.1 171
Higher 86.6 4.9 0.1 100.0 99.1 14.3 1.7 69.9 4.2 627
hoi'soe'ﬁg'lfja' father notin the 71.4 45 2.8 na 89.1 na na 43.0 3.3 208
Functional difficulties
Has functional difficulty (82.9) (4.6) (2.6) (89.4) (97.7) 0.2) (0.6) (57.1) (3.7) 29
Has no functional difficulty 77.5 4.6 1.0 87.0 97.8 8.2 1.1 60.3 3.9 1,577
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 81.2 4.7 0.6 86.8 97.6 8.5 1.2 62.8 4.0 1,393
Azerbaijani 44.4 3.3 4.5 88.7 98.1 9.1 0.9 32.7 2.7 124
Armenian 66.2 4.3 1.9 84.4 100.0 14 0.6 57.9 3.6 62
Other (71.4) (4.5) (2.7) (94.6)  (100.0) (0.0 (0.6) (61.8) (4.2) 28
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Table TC.10.1: Support for learning

Percentage of children age 2-4 years with whom adult household members engaged in activities that promote learning and school readiness during the last three days, and engagement in such
activities by fathers and mothers, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of
children living
Adult household members with their: Father Mother
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of Percentage
children with Mean children with children with Mean of children Mean
whom adult number of whom no adult whom fathers number with whom number
household activities household have of mothers have of Number of
members have with adult member have engaged in activities engaged in activities children
engaged in four household  engaged in any four or more with four or more with age 2-4
or more activities!  members activity Father Mother activities? fathers activities® mothers years
Total 77.6 4.6 1.0 87.0 97.8 8.1 1.1 60.3 3.9 1,606
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 82.5 4.7 22 90.4 99.1 13.8 1.6 61.3 3.8 74
Non-IDP 77.4 4.6 0.9 86.9 97.7 7.8 1.1 60.2 3.9 1,533
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 67.7 4.2 1.2 87.0 96.4 4.1 0.9 48.1 34 285
Second 77.9 4.6 1.6 86.6 96.6 5.7 1.0 57.7 3.7 308
Middle 73.9 45 1.0 89.1 97.0 8.6 1.1 59.1 3.8 335
Fourth 82.2 4.7 13 83.5 98.3 9.9 1.2 64.4 4.0 325
Richest 84.5 4.9 0.0 88.7 100.0 11.2 1.4 69.6 4.2 354
1 MICS indicator TC.49a - Early stimulation and responsive care by any adult household member
2MICS Indicator TC.49b - Early stimulation and responsive care by father
3MICS Indicator TC.49c - Early stimulation and responsive care by mother
A In this table and throughout the report, mother's education refers to educational attainment of mothers as well as caretakers of children under 5, who are the respondents to the under-5
questionnaire if the mother is deceased or is living elsewhere
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table TC.10.2: Learning materials

Percentage of children under age 5 by the number of children's books present in the household, and by the type and number of playthings that child plays with, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children living in
households that have for the child: Percentage of children who play with:
Toys from a Household Two or more Number
3 or more 10 or more Homemade shop/manufactured objects/objects types of of
children's books* children's books toys toys found outside playthings? children
Total 56.5 30.0 11.7 93.5 64.0 66.3 2,540
Sex
Male 57.6 30.4 10.8 93.8 61.9 63.7 1,293
Female 55.3 29.7 12.6 93.3 66.2 69.0 1,247
Area
Urban 68.3 38.5 11.6 94.2 64.9 67.5 1,552
Rural 37.8 16.8 11.8 92.4 62.7 64.4 988
Region
Thilisi 70.6 39.3 11.5 94.1 62.9 66.5 876
Adjara A.R 53.6 317 135 94.6 61.1 61.4 291
Guria 51.0 22.8 121 94.2 72.1 71.6 53
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 60.5 32.7 114 92.2 62.4 63.1 320
Kakheti 52.7 27.0 10.7 91.5 68.1 69.1 186
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 57.8 24.6 8.6 89.9 63.8 63.3 61
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 55.3 22.1 3.9 94.7 62.7 63.2 162
Samtskhe-Javakheti 30.5 16.8 211 91.5 58.2 62.1 82
Kvemo Kartli 335 17.0 12.2 94.2 65.8 70.8 330
Shida Kartli 44.7 21.4 14.0 92.8 71.1 71.8 179
Age
0-1 31.1 15.0 7.8 85.6 52.2 52.0 934
2-4 71.2 38.8 14.0 98.1 70.9 74.6 1,606
Mother’s education®
Kindergarten * * * * * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 20.2 2.7 10.0 91.1 58.7 60.2 254
Upper Secondary 37.5 14.0 12.1 92.5 63.6 66.4 619
Vocational Education 56.5 26.0 13.7 93.3 65.3 69.1 519
Higher 74.8 46.6 10.9 94.8 64.9 66.3 1,146
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Table TC.10.2: Learning materials

Percentage of children under age 5 by the number of children's books present in the household, and by the type and number of playthings that child plays with, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children living in
households that have for the child: Percentage of children who play with:
Toys from a Household Two or more Number
3 or more 10 or more Homemade shop/manufactured objects/objects types of of
children's books* children's books toys toys found outside playthings? children
Total 56.5 30.0 11.7 93.5 64.0 66.3 2,540
Functional difficulties (age 2-4 years)
Has functional difficulty (72.1) (40.1) (2.0) (95.0) (60.1) (60.1) 29
Has no functional difficulty 71.2 38.8 14.2 98.2 711 74.8 1,577
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 61.5 33.2 11.0 93.5 64.5 66.2 2,194
Azerbaijani 11.6 1.8 15.1 92.6 64.5 71.3 192
Armenian 35.0 13.7 19.5 94.7 51.8 55.5 101
Other 49.0 31.8 145 95.5 64.7 70.5 53
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 62.8 32.8 13.3 87.1 64.7 67.2 137
Non-IDP 56.1 29.9 11.6 93.9 64.0 66.2 2,403
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 26.2 7.9 10.7 89.6 59.9 61.0 449
Second 42.8 20.7 10.7 94.2 66.9 68.6 492
Middle 62.0 30.2 16.0 94.5 63.4 68.6 522
Fourth 69.6 38.7 8.5 95.2 58.6 61.5 505
Richest 75.4 47.8 121 93.6 70.1 70.5 571
1 MICS indicator TC.50 - Availability of children’s books
2 MICS indicator TC.51 - Availability of playthings
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table TC.10.3: Inadequate supervision

Percentage of children under age 5 left alone or under the supervision of another child younger than 10 years of age for
more than one hour at least once during the past week, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children:
Left alone Left under the supervision of Left with inadequate Number

inthe  another child younger than 10  supervision in the of
past week years of age in the past week past week! children
Total 1.3 3.2 3.8 2,540
Sex
Male 0.6 2.4 3.0 1,293
Female 21 4.1 46 1,247
Residence
Urban 1.5 3.2 3.6 1,552
Rural 1.0 3.3 4.1 988
Region
Thilisi 21 3.6 3.9 876
Adjara A.R 0.5 2.7 2.9 291
Guria 0.0 15 15 53
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 0.5 33 33 320
Kakheti 1.7 3.9 4.7 186
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 1.4 25 3.2 61
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 8.4 8.4 162
Samtskhe-Javakheti 1.5 11 2.6 82
Kvemo Kartli 2.0 0.9 2.9 330
Shida Kartli 0.4 2.4 2.8 179
Age
0-1 1.0 3.2 33 934
2-4 1.5 3.2 4.1 1,606
Mother’s education®
Kindergarten *) *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.0 4.7 5.4 254
Upper Secondary 15 3.0 4.1 619
Vocational Education 1.2 2.7 2.8 519
Higher 1.4 3.2 3.6 1,146
Functional difficulties (age 2-4 years)
Has functional difficulty (0.0) (7.7) (7.7) 29
Has no functional difficulty 1.6 3.1 40 1,577
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 1.3 3.5 3.8 2,194
Azerbaijani 2.8 0.9 3.6 192
Armenian 1.2 0.5 1.7 101
Other 0.0 5.8 5.8 53
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 4.0 5.3 5.4 137
Non-IDP 1.2 31 3.7 2,403
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.8 2.9 4.2 449
Second 0.4 4.4 4.8 492
Middle 3.3 3.8 5.0 522
Fourth 0.3 25 25 505
Richest 1.0 2.6 2.6 571

IMICS indicator TC.52 - Inadequate supervision
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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6.7 EARLY CHILD DEVELOPMENT INDEX

Early childhood development is multidimensional and involves an ordered progression of motor, cognitive,
language, socio-emotional and regulatory skills and capacities across the first few years of life.®. Physical
growth, literacy and numeracy skills, socio-emotional development and readiness to learn are vital domains of
a child’s overall development, which build the foundation for later life and set the trajectory for health, learning
and well-being. &

A 10-item module was used to calculate the Early Child Development Index (ECDI). The primary purpose of the
ECDI is to inform public policy regarding the developmental status of children in Georgia. The index is based on
selected milestones that children are expected to achieve by ages 3 and 4. The 10 items are used to determine
if children are developmentally on track in four domains:

e Literacy-numeracy: Children are identified as being developmentally on track based on whether they
can identify/name at least ten letters of the alphabet, whether they can read at least four simple,
popular words, and whether they know the name and recognize the symbols of all numbers from 1 to
10. If at least two of these are true, then the child is considered developmentally on track.

e  Physical: If the child can pick up a small object with two fingers, like a stick or a rock from the ground
and/or the mother/caretaker does not indicate that the child is sometimes too sick to play, then the
child is regarded as being developmentally on track in the physical domain.

e Social-emotional: Children are considered to be developmentally on track if two of the following are
true: If the child gets along well with other children, if the child does not kick, bite, or hit other children
and if the child does not get distracted easily.

e Learning: If the child follows simple directions on how to do something correctly and/or when given
something to do, is able to do it independently, then the child is considered to be developmentally on
track in this domain.

ECDI is then calculated as the percentage of children who are developmentally on track in at least three of these
four domains. The findings are presented in Table TC.11.1.

80 UNICEF et al. Advancing Early Childhood Development: From Science to Scale. Executive Summary, The Lancet, 2016.
https://www.thelancet.com/pb-assets/Lancet/stories/series/ecd/Lancet ECD Executive Summary.pdf.

81 Shonkoff, J. and D. Phillips. From Neurons to Neighborhoods: The Science of Early Childhood Development. Washington,
D.C.: National Academy Press, 2000.; United Nations Children’s Fund, Early Moments Matter, New York: UNICEF, 2017.
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Table TC.11.1: Early child development index

Percentage of children age 3-4 years who are developmentally on track in literacy-numeracy, physical, social-emotional, and

learning domains, and the early child development index score, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children age 3-4 years who are Number of
developmentally on track for indicated domains Early child children
Literacy- Social- development age 3-4
numeracy Physical Emotional  Learning index scoret! years

Total 25.4 99.1 89.2 98.7 89.6 1,095
Sex

Male 24.8 99.6 89.9 98.3 90.8 543

Female 26.0 98.6 88.4 99.0 88.5 552
Area

Urban 25.3 98.9 90.6 99.4 91.1 678

Rural 255 99.4 86.9 97.5 87.3 418
Region

Thilisi 29.1 98.4 92.3 99.9 92.5 372

Adjara A.R 19.7 98.9 83.0 97.5 814 147

Guria 24.5 100.0 83.9 100.0 85.3 21
cumeret, Radha-Lechihumi and 317 100.0 935 99.2 95.6 125

Kakheti 34.4 98.9 88.0 96.0 89.6 72

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 19.2 97.4 90.4 99.8 89.1 28

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 25.5 99.2 86.0 98.9 88.1 71

Samtskhe-Javakheti 15.2 100.0 84.9 100.0 84.9 34

Kvemo Kartli 20.5 100.0 84.2 96.4 85.8 143

Shida Kartli 16.7 100.0 94.3 99.2 93.6 84
Age

3 18.6 98.5 92.3 97.8 90.9 542

4 32.0 99.7 86.1 99.5 88.4 554
Attendance to early childhood education

Attending 25.1 99.8 89.3 99.4 90.6 853

Not attending 26.6 96.5 88.8 96.1 86.2 242
Mother’s education®

Kindergarten

Primary or Lower Secondary 12.9 100.0 83.6 97.0 81.4 115

Upper Secondary 23.2 99.6 88.9 98.1 89.6 263

Vocational Education 25.1 100.0 86.8 99.3 89.8 246

Higher 29.8 98.1 91.9 99.1 91.6 470
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 25.9 99.0 89.9 99.0 90.1 954

Azerbaijani 20.3 100.0 85.0 93.9 82.8 84

Armenian (24.3) (100.0) (84.9) (100.0) (91.0) 39

Other * * * * * 19
IDP Status of Household Head

IDP 29.7 99.7 94.7 99.0 96.6 39

Non-IDP 25.2 99.1 89.0 98.7 894 1,056
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 24.1 99.7 88.2 96.0 87.5 193

Second 22.5 99.1 88.5 98.7 88.6 212

Middle 24.6 99.5 89.4 99.1 91.6 246

Fourth 27.7 100.0 86.2 99.2 88.0 235

Richest 27.9 97.1 93.8 100.0 92.1 209

IMICS indicator TC.53- Early child development index; SDG Indicator 4.2.1
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

Thrive — Child Health, Nutrition and Development| page 200




6.8 ACCESS ON ELECTRONIC DEVICES

Media usage, including television, computer, laptop, mobile phone and internet, among children is becoming
widespread. 0 to 5 years of age is time of critical brain development, building secure relationships, and
establishing healthy behaviors. Technological innovation has transformed media and its role in the lives of
infants and young children.

The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) published two policy statements: ‘Media and Young Minds’ and
‘Media Use in School Aged Children and Adolescents’. Supported by a number of linked resources, they aim to
address some of these issues, provide recommendations on managing the use of media and encourage parents
to work together with paediatricians and schools.®?

Children younger than 2 years need hands-on exploration and social interaction with trusted caregivers to
develop their cognitive, language, motor, and social-emotional skills. Because of their immature symbolic,
memory, and attentional skills, infants and toddlers cannot learn from traditional digital media as they do from
interactions with caregivers, and they have difficulty transferring that knowledge to their 3-dimensional
experience.

Increased duration of media exposure and the presence of a television, computer, or mobile device in the
bedroom in early childhood have been associated with fewer minutes of sleep per night. Even infants exposed
to screen media in the evening hours show significantly shorter night-time sleep duration than those with no
evening screen exposure. Mechanisms underlying this association include arousing content and suppression
of endogenous melatonin by blue light emitted from screens.®?

Population-based studies continue to show associations between excessive television viewing in early childhood
and cognitive, language, and social/emotional delays.®

In 2016, the American Academy of Paediatrics (AAP) released policy recommendations for children media use.
The AAP recommends parents:

e  For children younger than 18 months, avoid use of screen media other than video-chatting;

e Parents of children 18 to 24 months of age who want to introduce digital media should choose high-
quality programming, and watch it with their children to help them understand what they're seeing;

e  For children ages 2 to 5 years, limit screen use to 1 hour per day of high-quality programs. Parents
should co-view media with children to help them understand what they are seeing and apply it to the
world around them.

In the MICS, mothers or caretakers were asked whether their child under age five years had played with
electronic devices, such as a computer, mobile, tablet or watched TV during the 7 days prior to the survey. In
cases where mothers reported that the child had used electronic devices, they were asked additional question
about how many hours the child had spent on these activities on average a day during the past 7 days.

Table TC.12.1CS presents the percent distribution of children under 5 years of age using electronic devices or
watching TV and the percentage of children who used electronic devices for more than 1 hour a day during a

82 AAP. Guram, S., & Heinz, P. (2017). Media use in children: American Academy of Pediatrics recommendations 2016.
Archives of Disease in Childhood - Education & Practice Edition, 103(2), 99-101. doi:10.1136/archdischild-2017-312969
https://ep.bmj.com/content/103/2/99

83 AAP. Media and Young Minds. 2016 by the American Academy of Pediatrics
https://pediatrics.aappublications.org/content/pediatrics/early/2016/10/19/peds.2016-2591.full.pdf
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week preceding the survey. These results are not measures of true prevalence, and should not be used as such,
but rather the period-prevalence of access on electronic devices over a week time window.

Table TC.12CS: Children using electronic devices or watching TV

Percent distribution of children under age 5 who used electronic devices such as a computer, mobile phone, tablet or TV,
during the last seven days, and the percentage of children who used electronic devices for more than 1 hour a day, 2018
Georgia MICS
Percent distributi(_)n of c_hildren using Percentage
electronic devices of children
5 Sf $E o3 o electroni
fcf g — S g g g % devices for
82 ¢z 83 3 = Thoura ot
Total day* Children
Total 39.2 20.5 14.5 25.6 0.2 100.0 35.0 2,540
Sex
Male 39.8 194 14.7 26.0 0.1 100.0 34.1 1,293
Female 38.7 21.6 14.3 25.1 0.3 100.0 35.9 1,247
Area
Urban 38.4 23.2 16.9 21.3 0.3 100.0 40.1 1,552
Rural 40.6 16.2 10.8 32.3 0.1 100.0 27.0 988
Region
Thilisi 36.9 22.3 18.1 22.3 0.3 100.0 40.5 876
Adjara A.R 34.8 17.7 20.7 26.8 0.0 100.0 38.4 291
Guria 51.3 17.2 7.6 23.9 0.0 100.0 24.8 53
S\/';]Zrt?t" Racha-LechkhumiandKvemo 395 504 145 256 00 100.0 34.9 320
Kakheti 40.7 16.0 8.2 34.7 0.4 100.0 24.2 186
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 50.5 17.7 6.6 25.2 0.0 100.0 24.3 61
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 46.8 16.5 10.4 26.4 0.0 100.0 26.9 162
Samtskhe-Javakheti 31.7 18.7 10.3 38.8 0.4 100.0 29.1 82
Kvemo Kartli 40.5 21.8 12.6 24.7 0.4 100.0 34.4 330
Shida Kartli 429 24.4 7.4 25.3 0.0 100.0 31.8 179
Age in months
0-11 22.9 29 0.5 73.4 0.3 100.0 34 479
12-23 479 12.2 10.6 29.2 0.1 100.0 22.8 456
24-35 44.1 22.8 17.0 16.1 0.0 100.0 39.9 510
36-47 44.8 25.9 20.9 8.3 0.1 100.0 46.8 542
48-59 36.4 34.9 21.3 6.8 0.5 100.0 56.2 554
Mother’s education”®
Kindergarten *) *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 35.9 16.7 16.4 30.3 0.7 100.0 33.2 254
Upper Secondary 415 15.9 12.9 29.7 0.0 100.0 28.8 619
Vocational Education 425 21.1 12.8 23.6 0.0 100.0 33.9 519
Higher 374 235 15.7 23.1 0.3 100.0 39.3 1,146
Child's functional difficulties (age 2-4 years)
Has functional difficulty (36.9) (13.5) (355) (11.5) (2.7) 100.0 (49.0) 29
Has no functional difficulty 41.7 28.4 19.5 10.2 0.2 100.0 47.9 1,577
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 24.8 29.3 18.0 27.9 0.0 100.0 47.3 195
Has no functional difficulty 40.6 19.6 14.1 25.5 0.2 100.0 33.7 2,291
No information 334 25.9 21.2 19.5 0.0 100.0 47.1 54
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Table TC.12CS: Children using electronic devices or watching TV

Percent distribution of children under age 5 who used electronic devices such as a computer, mobile phone, tablet or TV,
during the last seven days, and the percentage of children who used electronic devices for more than 1 hour a day, 2018
Georgia MICS

Percent distribution of children using

: : Percentage
electronic devices .
of children
s N> N> who used
3 e3 c3 § = electronic
£ — S E=! g = @ devices for
25 €5 e s 5 £ more than  Number
g L2 =8 o 1 hour a of
Total day* Children
Total 39.2 20.5 14.5 25.6 0.2 100.0 35.0 2,540
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 39.6 20.9 14.0 25.3 0.2 100.0 349 2,194
Azerbaijani 42.7 17.2 16.7 22.7 0.7 100.0 33.9 192
Armenian 27.7 134 21.3 37.6 0.0 100.0 34.7 101
Other 32.1 27.5 16.2 24.3 0.0 100.0 43.7 53
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 30.0 19.4 21.6 29.0 0.0 100.0 40.9 137
Non IDP 39.8 20.5 14.1 254 0.2 100.0 34.7 2,403
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 385 14.3 10.6 36.7 0.0 100.0 24.8 449
Second 40.8 19.2 11.3 28.5 0.2 100.0 30.5 492
Middle 40.6 19.9 19.0 20.3 0.3 100.0 38.8 522
Fourth 434 23.9 14.6 18.1 0.0 100.0 385 505
Richest 33.6 23.9 16.3 25.6 0.5 100.0 40.3 571

1 MICS indicator TC.17CS - Percentage of children who used electronic devices for more than 1 hour a day

A In this table and throughout the report, mother's education refers to educational attainment of mothers as well as
caretakers of children under 5, who are the respondents to the under-5 questionnaire if the mother is deceased or is living
elsewhere

BDon't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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7 LEARN

7.1  KINDERGARTEN

Readiness of children for primary school can be improved through attendance to kindergarten. Kindergarten
programmes include programmes for children that have organised learning components as opposed to baby-
sitting and day-care which do not typically have organised education and learning.

Corresponding to the legislation, children are supplied with free education and catering in public kindergartens.
The kindergarten and school readiness program is voluntary, universal and accessible for all children of
corresponding age.

Table LN.1.1 shows the percent of children age 3 and 4 years currently attending kindergarten: MICS indicator
LN.1. This is based on question UB8 in the Questionnaire for Children under 5. If the child was currently on a
school break, but regularly attends, the interviewer is asked to record this as currently attending.

In Georgia, kindergarten programmes are provided by public and private, as well other (for example religious)
types of institutions.

Table LN.1.3CS presents the percentage distribution of children age 36-59 months who are attending
kindergarten, by type of kindergarten management. Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics
are not fully presented in table LN.1.3CS.

Table LN.1.2 is similar to Table LN.1.1, but looks only at children who were 5 years old at the beginning of the
school year. In Georgia, the school year begins in September.

Specifically, the table presents the percent distribution of children age one year younger than the official primary
school entry age at the beginning of the school year, by attendance to education. This table utilises question
UB7 for attendance. The indicator captured is the adjusted net attendance ratio, which corresponds to SDG
indicator 4.2.2: Participation rate in organised learning (adjusted®). The official primary school entry age in
Georgia is age 6 years.

84 The ratio is termed "adjusted" since it also includes children attending primary education. All children age one year
before official primary school entry age (at the beginning of the school year) are included in the denominator.
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Table LN.1.1: Kindergarten

Percentage of children age 36-59 months who are attending kindergarten, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children age 36-59 Number of children
months attending kindergarten* age 36-59 months
Total 77.9 1,095
Sex
Male 76.5 543
Female 79.3 552
Area
Urban 84.2 678
Rural 67.7 418
Region
Thilisi 88.1 372
Adjara A.R 75.3 147
Guria 88.0 21
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 83.3 125
Kakheti 87.5 72
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 80.1 28
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 87.6 71
Samtskhe-Javakheti 58.9 34
Kvemo Kartli 41.0 143
Shida Kartli 80.5 84
Age (in months)
36-47 72.7 542
48-59 83.1 554
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 51.2 115
Upper Secondary 73.7 263
Vocational Education 83.0 246
Higher 84.1 470
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 83.0 954
Azerbaijani 29.4 84
Armenian (60.0) 39
Other * 19
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 94.1 39
Non-IDP 77.3 1,056
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 61.0 193
Second 74.4 212
Middle 80.8 246
Fourth 84.0 235
Richest 86.8 209
I MICS indicator LN.1 - Attendance to early childhood education
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table LN. 1.3CS: Kindergarten Management

Percentage distribution of children age 36-59 months who are attending kindergarten, by type of kindergarten management,
2018 Georgia MICS

Kindergarten Management Number of children age 36-
59 months attending
Public* Private Other Total kindergarten
Total 94.2 5.7 0.1 100.0 853
Sex
Male 97.0 3.0 0.0 100.0 416
Female 91.6 8.2 0.2 100.0 438
Area
Urban 92.4 7.6 0.0 100.0 571
Rural 97.8 1.8 0.3 100.0 283
Region
Thilisi 93.6 6.4 0.0 100.0 328
Adjara A.R 82.7 16.5 0.9 100.0 111
Guria 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 18
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 95.2 4.8 0.0 100.0 104
Kakheti 99.0 1.0 0.0 100.0 63
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 98.4 1.6 0.0 100.0 22
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 97.7 2.3 0.0 100.0 62
Samtskhe-Javakheti (98.2) (2.8) (0.0) 100.0 20
Kvemo Kartli (97.4) (2.6) (0.0) 100.0 59
Shida Kartli 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 67
Age (in months)
36-47 93.1 6.9 0.0 100.0 394
48-59 95.2 4.6 0.2 100.0 460
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 93.3 6.7 0.0 100.0 59
Upper Secondary 97.5 25 0.0 100.0 194
Vocational Education 98.5 11 0.5 100.0 204
Higher 90.6 9.4 0.0 100.0 396
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 98.8 1.2 0.0 100.0 37
Non-IDP 94.0 5.9 0.1 100.0 817
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 98.5 15 0.0 100.0 118
Second 98.8 0.6 0.6 100.0 157
Middle 96.6 3.4 0.0 100.0 199
Fourth 91.6 8.4 0.0 100.0 198
Richest 87.8 12.2 0.0 100.0 182

1 MICS indicator LN.16CS- Children attending public kindergarten
ADon't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table LN.1.2: Participation rate in organised learning

Percent distribution of children age one year younger than the official primary school entry age at the beginning of the
school year, by attendance to education, and attendance to kindergarten or primary education (adjusted net attendance
ratio), 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent of children: Number of
children age 5
Not attending years at the
Attending kindergarten Net beginning of
Attending primary or primary attendance the school
kindergarten  education education Total ratio* year
Total 89.6 0.0 10.4 100.0 89.6 564
Sex
Male 87.5 0.0 12.5 100.0 87.5 312
Female 92.2 0.0 7.8 100.0 92.2 252
Area
Urban 95.4 0.0 4.6 100.0 95.4 334
Rural 81.2 0.0 18.8 100.0 81.2 230
Region
Thilisi 93.6 0.0 6.4 100.0 93.6 169
Adjara A.R 934 0.0 6.6 100.0 93.4 54
Guria 94.5 0.0 5.5 100.0 94.5 16
eretl, Racha-Lechikhumi 93.6 0.0 64 1000 93.6 92
Kakheti 98.2 0.0 1.8 100.0 98.2 44
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 89.9 0.0 10.1 100.0 89.9 14
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 98.0 0.0 2.0 100.0 98.0 44
Samtskhe-Javakheti (78.0) 0.0 (22.0) 100.0 (78.0) 21
Kvemo Kartli (64.2) 0.0 (35.8) 100.0 (64.2) 71
Shida Kartli 88.9 0.0 11.1 100.0 88.9 39
Mother's education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 69.1 0.0 30.9 100.0 69.1 63
Upper Secondary 83.2 0.0 16.8 100.0 83.2 119
Vocational Education 96.7 0.0 3.3 100.0 96.7 132
Higher 94.1 0.0 5.9 100.0 94.1 250
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (91.1) 0.0 (8.9) 100.0 (91.1) 40
Has no functional difficulty 89.0 0.0 11.0 100.0 89.0 444
No information 91.9 0.0 8.1 100.0 91.9 79
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 93.5 0.0 6.5 100.0 93.5 495
Azerbaijani (48.0) 0.0 (52.0) 100.0 (48.0) 39
Armenian (76.1) 0.0 (23.9) 100.0 (76.1) 24
Other *) 0.0 *) 100.0 * 6
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Table LN.1.2: Participation rate in organised learning

Percent distribution of children age one year younger than the official primary school entry age at the beginning of the
school year, by attendance to education, and attendance to kindergarten or primary education (adjusted net attendance
ratio), 2018 Georgia MICS

Percent of children: Number of
children age 5
Not attending years at the
Attending kindergarten Net beginning of
Attending primary or primary attendance the school
kindergarten  education education Total ratio* year
Total 89.6 0.0 10.4 100.0 89.6 564
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 93.2 0.0 6.8 100.0 93.2 30
Non-IDP 89.4 0.0 10.6 100.0 89.4 534
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 74.4 0.0 25.6 100.0 74.4 91
Second 86.4 0.0 13.6 100.0 86.4 138
Middle 95.3 0.0 4.7 100.0 95.3 109
Fourth 96.3 0.0 3.7 100.0 96.3 110
Richest 93.5 0.0 6.5 100.0 93.5 117
Parity indices
Sex
Female/male? 1.05 0.0 0.62 na 1.05 na
Wealth
Poorest/Richest? 0.80 0.0 3.96 na 0.80 na
Area
Rural/Urban* 0.85 0.0 4.05 na 0.85 na

1 MICS indicator LN.2- Participation rate in organised learning (adjusted); SDG indicator 4.2.2
2MICS indicator LN.11a - Parity indices - organised learning (gender); SDG indicator 4.5.1
SMICS indicator LN.11b - Parity indices - organised learning (wealth); SDG indicator 4.5.1
4MICS indicator LN.11c - Parity indices - organised learning (area); SDG indicator 4.5.1

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator

na: not applicable
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7.2 ATTENDANCE

Attendance to pre-primary education is important for the readiness of children to school. Table LN.2.1 shows
the proportion of children in the first grade of primary school (regardless of age) who attended any kindergarten
the previous year®.

Ensuring that all girls and boys complete primary and secondary education is a target of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development. Education is a vital prerequisite for combating poverty, empowering women,
economic growth, protecting children from hazardous and exploitative labour and sexual exploitation,
promoting human rights and democracy, protecting the environment, and influencing population growth.

In Georgia children enter primary school at age 6, lower secondary at age 12 and upper secondary school at age
15. There are 6 grades in primary school and 3 + 3 grades in secondary school. In primary school, grades are
referred to as year 1 to year 6. For lower secondary school, grades are referred to as year 7 to year 9 and in
upper secondary to year 10 to year 12. The school year typically runs from September of one year to June of the
following year.

Table LN.2.2 presents the percentage of children of primary school entry age entering year 1.

Table LN.2.3 provides the percentage of children of primary school age 6 to 11 years who are attending primary
or secondary school®, and those who are out of school. Similarly, the lower secondary school adjusted net
attendance ratio is presented in Table LN.2.4% for children age 12 to 14 years.

In Table LN.2.5, children are distributed according to their age against current grade of attendance (age-for-
grade). For example, an 8-year-old child (at the beginning of the school year) is expected to be in 3" grade, as
per the official age-for-grade. If this child is currently in 1% grade, he/she will be classified over-age by 2 years.
The table includes both primary and lower secondary levels.

The upper secondary school adjusted net attendance ratio, and out of school children ratio are presented in
Table LN.2.688,

The gross intake rate to the last grade of primary school, primary school completion rate and transition rate to
secondary education are presented in Table LN.2.7. The gross intake rate is the ratio of the total number of
students, regardless of age, entering the last grade of primary school for the first time, to the number of children
of the primary graduation age at the beginning of the current (or most recent) school year.

Completion rate of primary education represents the percentage of a cohort of children aged 3 to 5 years above
the official age of the last grade of primary education, that is, the percentage of children who are 14 to 16 years
old, who completed primary education in Georgia.

85 The computation of the indicator does not exclude repeaters, and therefore is inclusive of both children who are
attending primary school for the first time, as well as those who were in the first grade of primary school the previous
school year and are repeating. Children repeating may have attended pre-primary education prior to the school year during
which they attended the first grade of primary school for the first time; these children are not captured in the numerator
of the indicator.

86 Ratios presented in this table are "adjusted" since they include not only primary school attendance, but also secondary
school attendance in the numerator.

87 Ratios presented in this table are "adjusted" since they include not only lower secondary school attendance, but also
attendance to higher levels in the numerator.

88 Ratios presented in this table are "adjusted" since they include not only upper secondary school attendance, but also
attendance to higher levels in the numerator.
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The table also provides the “effective” transition rate which takes account of the presence of repeaters in the
final grade of primary school. This indicator reflects situations in which pupils repeat the last grade of primary
education but eventually make the transition to the secondary level.®

Table LN.2.8 focusses on the ratio of girls to boys attending primary and secondary education. These ratios are
better known as the Gender Parity Index (GPI). Note that the ratios included here are obtained from adjusted
net attendance ratios rather than gross attendance ratios. The latter provide an erroneous description of the

GPI mainly because, in most cases, the majority of over-age children attending primary education tend to be
boys.

89 The simple transition rate, which is no longer calculated in MICS, tends to underestimate pupils’ progression to
secondary school as it assumes that the repeaters never reach secondary school.
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Table LN.2.1: School readiness

Percentage of children attending first grade of primary school who attended kindergarten the previous year, 2018 Georgia
MICS

Percentage of children attending first Number of children
grade who attended kindergarten in attending first grade of
previous yeart primary school
Total 87.3 608
Sex
Male 89.4 319
Female 84.9 289
Area
Urban 92.7 388
Rural 77.7 220
Region
Thilisi 93.2 239
Adjara A.R 89.2 58
Guria (95.0) 12
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 92.9 74
Kakheti 82.1 42
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 88.6 15
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 84.0 36
Samtskhe-Javakheti (78.4) 17
Kvemo Kartli (66.9) 67
Shida Kartli 83.1 47
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 67.7 64
Upper Secondary 83.5 133
Vocational Education 91.5 115
Higher 91.4 291
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 85.3 71
Has no functional difficulty 86.7 456
No information 92.0 81
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 90.8 515
Azerbaijani (59.2) 57
Armenian (73.5) 23
Other *) 14
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 93.6 26
Non-IDP 87.0 583
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 73.1 100
Second 78.7 117
Middle 91.9 127
Fourth 97.4 144
Richest 90.5 120

1 MICS indicator LN.3 - School readiness
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table LN.2.2: Primary school entry

Percentage of children of primary school entry age entering grade 1 (net intake rate), 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children of primary Number of children of
school entry age entering grade 1* primary school entry age
Total 92.0 596
Sex
Male 92.3 302
Female 91.6 294
Area
Urban 93.6 379
Rural 89.1 217
Region
Thilisi 95.2 230
Adjara A.R 98.2 52
Guria (84.8) 14
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 92.3 73
Kakheti 86.0 43
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 94.1 14
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 86.5 37
Samtskhe-Javakheti (84.7) 19
Kvemo Kartli (85.1) 67
Shida Kartli 92.9 48
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 80.8 60
Upper Secondary 88.3 138
Vocational Education 92.8 111
Higher 95.7 282
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 97.8 62
Has no functional difficulty 93.1 442
No information 82.5 93
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 92.6 516
Azerbaijani (83.8) 48
Armenian (91.1) 23
Other * 9
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 87.6 25
Non-IDP 92.2 571
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 89.3 104
Second 87.4 109
Middle 91.9 131
Fourth 99.4 133
Richest 90.2 120
1 MICS indicator LN.4 - Net intake rate in primary education
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table LN.2.3: Primary school attendance and out of school children

Percentage of children of primary school age attending primary or lower secondary school (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending kindergarten, and percentage out of school, 2018

Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
= children: 2 children: = children:
© Number of © © Number of
Q= i Q= [0 < i
85 < children of 835 < Number of 8 < children of
s o8 3 primary g >3 8  children of g3 > <] primary
(%2} c e < [%2] c e Rt . 0 c £ [e]
ez 5 8 (3] school age T 3 5 8 3] primary =1 5 8 S school age
° (<) o o)) [&]
gs S5 2 at 23 55 2 school age ) S5 o at
£ Lo 5 28 L0 5 g 28 Lo “—
© = T b H H © = T b H B © = O (o] b H H
- <c = eginning - <c = atbeginning - <c et eginning
2 ~ ©  of school 2 = o of school 2 x 3  of school
year year year
Total 97.8 0.6 1.6 1,782 98.0 11 0.9 1,666 97.9 0.9 1.2 3,449
Area
Urban 98.1 0.6 1.2 1,124 98.3 11 0.6 1,075 98.2 0.9 0.9 2,199
Rural 97.2 0.7 2.1 659 97.5 11 14 501 97.3 0.9 1.8 1,250
Region
Thilisi 98.7 0.4 0.9 639 99.1 0.9 0.0 631 98.9 0.6 0.5 1,269
Adjara A.R 97.4 0.0 2.6 180 99.5 0.0 0.5 179 98.4 0.0 1.6 360
Guria 94.9 2.9 2.2 42 97.9 21 0.0 42 96.4 25 11 83
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 97.5 1.2 1.3 225 97.8 0.7 15 188 97.6 1.0 1.4 412
Kakheti 99.5 0.5 0.0 98 92.0 5.6 2.4 98 95.8 3.0 1.2 196
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 97.9 1.2 0.9 36 98.9 0.0 11 41 98.4 0.6 1.0 77
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 95.2 15 3.3 133 96.7 1.7 1.6 118 95.9 1.6 2.5 251
Samtskhe-Javakheti 94.3 2.4 3.3 66 98.7 0.7 0.7 66 96.5 15 2.0 132
Kvemo Kartli 98.3 0.0 1.7 228 96.2 0.9 2.8 187 97.4 0.4 2.2 415
Shida Kartli 97.6 0.5 1.9 136 98.9 0.6 0.6 117 98.2 0.5 1.3 253
Age at beginning of school year
6 92.3 3.7 4.0 302 91.6 6.3 2.1 294 92.0 5.0 3.0 596
7 98.7 0.0 1.3 329 99.6 0.0 0.4 318 99.1 0.0 0.9 647
8 99.1 0.0 0.9 340 99.0 0.0 1.0 302 99.0 0.0 1.0 642
9 98.5 0.0 15 290 99.7 0.0 0.3 296 99.1 0.0 0.9 586
10 99.3 0.0 0.7 268 98.7 0.0 1.3 264 99.0 0.0 1.0 532
11 99.1 0.0 0.9 254 100.0 0.0 0.0 192 99.5 0.0 0.5 446
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Table LN.2.3: Primary school attendance and out of school children

Percentage of children of primary school age attending primary or lower secondary school (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending kindergarten, and percentage out of school, 2018

Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
= children: 2 children: = children:
s Number of [ s Number of
Q= i Q= [0 < i
85 < children of 835 < Number of 8 < children of
s o8 3 primary g >3 8  children of g3 > <] primary
(%2} c e < [%2] c e Rt . 0 c £ [e]
ez 5 8 (3] school age T 3 5 8 3] primary =1 5 8 S school age
k=i o %] © o 7] =) [
£8 83 5 at £8 s «  school age £T 55 ? at
E~ 23 S hae E~ £3 S - 52 £3 s hae
- I c = beginning - < c +«  at beginning - I c - beginning
[ g =] [} g = ] g S
Z = o of school z = O of school z = e} of school
year year year
Total 97.8 0.6 1.6 1,782 98.0 1.1 0.9 1,666 97.9 0.9 1.2 3,449
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) 4 *) *) *) 1 *) *) *) 5
Primary or Lower Secondary 95.2 0.7 4.1 218 96.7 0.4 29 201 95.9 0.6 35 419
Upper Secondary 98.2 0.6 11 360 96.0 2.8 1.2 379 97.1 1.7 1.2 739
Vocational Education 98.6 0.7 0.6 377 97.8 1.3 0.9 325 98.3 1.0 0.8 702
Higher 98.1 0.6 1.3 823 99.4 0.4 0.2 754 98.7 0.5 0.8 1,576
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 97.3 0.0 2.7 175 98.3 0.9 0.7 151 97.8 0.4 1.8 326
Has no functional difficulty 98.2 0.7 11 1,304 98.7 0.7 0.6 1,241 98.4 0.7 0.9 2,545
No information 96.5 0.8 2.7 303 94.6 3.2 21 275 95.6 2.0 2.4 578
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 98.4 0.7 0.9 1,546 98.1 1.3 0.6 1,435 98.3 0.9 0.8 2,981
Azerbaijani 96.5 0.0 35 134 96.5 0.0 35 111 96.5 0.0 35 245
Armenian 93.6 1.8 4.6 65 98.2 0.5 1.2 81 96.2 11 2.7 147
Other (88.6) (0.0) (11.4) 35 (98.3) (0.0) 1.7) 39 93.7 0.0 6.3 74

Learn| page 214




Table LN.2.3: Primary school attendance and out of school children

Percentage of children of primary school age attending primary or lower secondary school (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending kindergarten, and percentage out of school, 2018
Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
= children: 2 children: = children:
s Number of [ s Number of
Q= i Q= [0 < i
85 < children of 835 < Number of 8 < children of
s o8 3 primary g >3 8  children of g3 > <] primary
(%2} c e < [%2] c e Rt . 0 c £ [e]
ez 5 8 (3] school age T 3 5 8 3] primary =1 5 8 S school age
o c D 7] k=] c 2 7} S c D o
28 535 ° at 238 55 «  school age 28 ©& < at
< £ T o beginni © £0 ° [ c £ T © P
- <c = eginning - <c £ atbeginning - <c - beginning
2 ~ ©  of school 2 = o of school 2 x 3  of school
year year year
Total 97.8 0.6 1.6 1,782 98.0 1.1 0.9 1,666 97.9 0.9 1.2 3,449
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 97.6 2.3 0.1 106 98.5 0.7 0.8 96 98.0 15 0.4 202
Non-IDP 97.8 0.5 1.7 1,677 98.0 1.1 0.9 1,570 97.9 0.8 1.3 3,247
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 97.4 1.1 15 284 96.4 1.1 25 268 96.9 11 2.0 553
Second 96.5 0.4 3.1 345 97.5 1.7 0.8 301 97.0 1.0 2.0 646
Middle 98.3 1.1 0.6 341 97.9 1.2 0.8 329 98.1 1.2 0.7 669
Fourth 97.6 0.2 2.2 374 99.6 0.0 0.4 375 98.6 0.1 1.3 749
Richest 98.8 0.5 0.7 439 98.0 1.7 0.3 393 98.4 11 0.5 832
IMICS indicator LN.5a - Primary school net attendance ratio (adjusted)
2MICS indicator LN.6a - Out-of-school rate for children of primary school age
A The percentage of children of primary school age out of school are those not attending earlly childhood education, primary or lower secondary education.
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table LN.2.4: Lower secondary school attendance and out of school adolescents

Percentage of children of lower secondary school age attending lower secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending primary school, and percentage out of
school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
° Percgntagg of o Percgntag(-? of Number of ° Percgntagg of
§  __children:  number of §  __children: cpildren of g children: Number of
o — < children of © — < lower o — < children of
< 8 S lower 2 8 S secondary < 3 S lower
© < o © < o © < o
T~ [} < secondary T~ [} < school age o =~ 3] < secondary
c o 2 0 [3] c o D 0 [3) c T =27} [3)
o9 ._g > o school age [I] ._g > o at o9 ._g > o school age
® 3 g8 S} at beginning © 3 g8 S} beginning < 4 g8 S} at beginning
3T =< 5 of school o) = 5 of school o=} =R = of school
< = < = < =
zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year
Total 96.1 2.4 1.5 720 96.0 3.2 0.8 635 96.0 2.8 1.2 1,355
Area
Urban 97.0 15 1.4 433 94.2 5.0 0.8 372 95.7 3.2 1.2 805
Rural 94.7 3.7 1.6 287 98.6 0.7 0.7 263 96.5 2.3 1.2 550
Region
Thilisi 97.6 1.2 1.2 245 94.8 5.2 0.0 191 96.4 3.0 0.7 436
Adjara A.R 95.5 45 0.0 61 93.3 6.7 0.0 71 94.3 5.7 0.0 131
Guria 92.3 4.6 3.1 20 98.2 1.8 0.0 18 95.1 3.3 1.6 38
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 98.1 0.0 1.9 98 98.3 1.7 0.0 86 98.2 0.8 1.0 184
Kakheti 91.3 6.5 2.3 58 96.5 35 0.0 43 93.5 5.2 1.3 101
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 97.8 0.0 2.2 17 100.0 0.0 0.0 14 98.8 0.0 1.2 32
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 95.0 1.8 3.2 59 99.4 0.6 0.0 51 97.0 1.3 1.7 109
Samtskhe-Javakheti 97.0 3.0 0.0 30 97.3 2.7 0.0 31 97.1 2.9 0.0 61
Kvemo Kartli 93.1 4.8 2.2 89 95.1 1.5 35 89 94.1 3.1 2.8 178
Shida Kartli 98.3 1.7 0.0 44 95.4 0.0 4.6 41 96.9 0.9 2.2 85
Age at beginning of school year
12 92.0 5.6 24 273 91.9 7.6 0.6 220 92.0 6.5 1.6 493
13 97.3 11 1.6 205 96.8 1.6 1.6 233 97.0 14 1.6 438
14 99.5 0.0 0.5 242 100.0 0.0 0.0 182 99.7 0.0 0.3 424
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Table LN.2.4: Lower secondary school attendance and out of school adolescents

Percentage of children of lower secondary school age attending lower secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending primary school, and percentage out of

school, 2018 Georgia MICS

Male Female Total
° Percgntagg of o Percgntag(-? of Number of ° Percgntagg of
g children: Number of & children: children of g children: Number of
o — < children of © — < lower o — < children of
< 8 S lower 2 8 S secondary < 3 S lower
© < o © < o © < o
T~ [} < secondary T~ [} < school age o =~ 3] < secondary
c o 2 n [3] c o D 0 [3) c T =27} [3)
o9 ._g > o school age [I] ._g > o at o9 ._g > o school age
® 3 g8 S} at beginning © 3 g8 S} beginning < 4 g8 S} at beginning
3T =< 5 of school o) = 5 of school o=} =R = of school
< = < = < =
zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year
Total 96.1 2.4 1.5 720 96.0 3.2 0.8 635 96.0 2.8 1.2 1,355
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none *) *) *) 0 *) *) *) 0 *) *) *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 93.7 3.3 3.1 112 90.3 6.7 3.0 86 92.2 4.7 3.0 198
Upper Secondary 93.6 3.8 2.7 151 94.8 4.4 0.9 131 94.1 4.0 1.8 283
Vocational Education 98.7 0.8 0.4 134 99.1 0.9 0.0 132 98.9 0.9 0.2 266
Higher 97.0 2.2 0.9 322 98.1 1.5 0.4 281 97.5 1.8 0.7 603
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 98.0 15 0.5 63 (92.2) (7.8) (0.0) 51 95.4 43 0.3 114
Has no functional difficulty 98.0 1.3 0.7 471 97.9 15 0.6 404 97.9 1.4 0.7 875
No information® 90.6 5.6 3.8 186 92.8 5.7 14 180 91.7 5.6 2.7 366
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 96.7 2.0 1.3 613 96.7 3.0 0.2 552 96.7 25 0.8 1,165
Azerbaijani (88.3) (6.5) (5.2) 60 (94.3) (0.0) (5.7) 54 91.1 34 5.4 114
Armenian (96.6) (3.4) (0.0) 29 (82.2) (17.8) (0.0) 21 90.6 9.4 0.0 50
Other ) * ) 18 ) ) * 8 (97.5) (000 (29 26
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 87.1 10.7 2.3 28 98.3 1.7 0.0 18 91.5 7.1 1.4 47
Non-IDP 96.4 21 1.5 692 95.9 3.3 0.8 617 96.2 2.6 1.2 1,308
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Table LN.2.4: Lower secondary school attendance and out of school adolescents

Percentage of children of lower secondary school age attending lower secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending primary school, and percentage out of
school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
° Percgntagg of o Percgntag(-? of Number of ° Percgntagg of
g children: Number of §  __children: cpildren of g children: Number of
o — < children of © — < lower o — < children of
< 8 S lower 2 8 S secondary < 3 S lower
© < o © < o © < o
T~ [} < secondary T~ [} < school age o =~ 3] < secondary
c o 2 0 [3] c o D 0 [3) c T =27} [3)
o9 ._g > o school age [I] ._g > o at o9 ._g > o school age
® 3 g8 S} at beginning © 3 g8 S} beginning < 4 g8 S} at beginning
3T =< 5 of school o) = 5 of school o=} =R = of school
< = < = < =
zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year zZ < a e} year
Total 96.1 2.4 1.5 720 96.0 3.2 0.8 635 96.0 2.8 1.2 1,355
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 93.5 34 3.1 141 96.8 1.5 1.7 117 95.0 25 24 258
Second 97.6 1.7 0.6 147 98.9 1.1 0.0 132 98.2 15 0.3 279
Middle 94.3 4.6 1.1 128 92.1 6.1 1.8 134 93.2 5.4 1.5 263
Fourth 94.8 2.4 2.9 145 92.1 7.9 0.0 114 93.6 4.8 1.6 259
Richest 99.5 0.5 0.0 159 99.6 0.0 0.4 138 99.5 0.3 0.2 297
IMICS indicator LN.5b - Lower secondary school net attendance ratio (adjusted)
2MICS indicator LN.6b - Out-of-school rate for adolescents of lower secondary school age
AThe percentage of children of lower secondary school age out of school are those who are not attending primary, secondary or higher education.
B Children age 15 or higher identified as emancipated.
¢ Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table LN.2.5: Age for grade

Percentage of children attending primary and lower secondary school who are underage, at official age and overage by 1 and by 2 or more years for grade, MICS GEORGIA, 2018
Primary school Lower secondary school
Number of
Percent of children by grade of attendance: Number of Percent of children by grade of attendance: children
Over-age children Over-age attending
by 2 or attending by 2 or lower
Under- At official  Over-age more primary Under- At official  Over-age more secondary
age age by 1 year years* Total school age age by 1 year years? Total school
Total 0.0 98.8 1.0 0.2 100.0 3,260 10.6 85.5 33 0.6 100.0 1,451
Sex
Male 0.0 99.0 0.9 0.1 100.0 1,663 125 84.1 2.7 0.7 100.0 780
Female 0.0 98.7 1.0 0.2 100.0 1,597 8.4 87.1 4.0 0.5 100.0 672
Area
Urban 0.0 98.8 1.0 0.2 100.0 2,098 10.1 86.2 33 0.4 100.0 861
Rural 0.0 98.9 1.0 0.1 100.0 1,162 114 84.5 33 0.9 100.0 591
Region
Thilisi 0.0 98.9 0.8 0.3 100.0 1,221 10.0 85.9 35 0.7 100.0 471
Adjara A.R 0.0 97.8 22 0.0 100.0 344 124 81.0 6.6 0.0 100.0 140
Guria 0.0 98.4 12 0.4 100.0 77 124 83.6 4.0 0.0 100.0 40
Kv'énnfgeg{/;?;?a"‘ed‘kh“m' and 0.0 99.6 0.4 0.0  100.0 395 4.7 93.8 15 0.0  100.0 182
Kakheti 0.0 97.1 21 0.8 100.0 184 8.1 86.6 31 2.3 100.0 107
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 71 11.9 85.6 15 0.9 100.0 35
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 99.4 0.6 0.0 100.0 226 13.7 83.5 2.7 0.0 100.0 121
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 98.6 0.7 0.7 100.0 122 10.7 84.5 4.8 0.0 100.0 63
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 98.6 14 0.0 100.0 382 13.8 81.9 34 0.8 100.0 200
Shida Kartli 0.0 99.7 0.3 0.0 100.0 236 13.3 84.5 14 0.8 100.0 93
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Table LN.2.5: Age for grade

Percentage of children attending primary and lower secondary school who are underage, at official age and overage by 1 and by 2 or more years for grade, MICS GEORGIA, 2018
Primary school Lower secondary school
Number of
Percent of children by grade of attendance: Number of Percent of children by grade of attendance: children
Over-age children Over-age attending
by 2 or attending by 2 or lower
Under- At official  Over-age more primary Under- At official  Over-age more secondary
age age by 1 year years* Total school age age by 1 year years? Total school
Total 0.0 98.8 1.0 0.2 100.0 3,260 10.6 85.5 33 0.6 100.0 1,451
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none 0.0 *) *) *) 100.0 3 * *) *) *) 100.0 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.0 97.6 2.0 0.4 100.0 390 10.2 85.1 2.8 1.9 100.0 210
Upper Secondary 0.0 98.4 12 0.5 100.0 699 10.1 84.2 5.8 0.0 100.0 297
Vocational Education 0.0 99.6 0.4 0.0 100.0 645 155 81.4 2.7 0.4 100.0 300
Higher 0.0 99.3 0.6 0.1 100.0 1,512 8.7 88.1 2.7 0.5 100.0 643
Grade
1 (primary/lower secondary) 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 608 33.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 463
2 (primary/lower secondary) 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 631 0.0 96.9 3.1 0.0 100.0 510
3 (primary/lower secondary) 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 623 0.0 91.5 6.7 1.7 100.0 479
4 (primary) 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 487 na na na na na na
5 (primary) 0.0 99.8 0.2 0.0 100.0 450 na na na na na na
6 (primary) 0.0 92.0 6.7 1.3 100.0 461 na na na na na na
Mother's functional difficulties
(age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 0.0 98.4 13 0.3 100.0 316 6.4 89.6 33 0.7 100.0 117
Has no functional difficulty 0.0 99.5 0.3 0.2 100.0 2,403 11.9 85.2 2.6 0.3 100.0 960
No information 0.0 96.2 3.7 0.1 100.0 541 8.7 84.9 5.1 1.3 100.0 374
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Table LN.2.5: Age for grade

Percentage of children attending primary and lower secondary school who are underage, at official age and overage by 1 and by 2 or more years for grade, MICS GEORGIA, 2018
Primary school Lower secondary school
Number of
Percent of children by grade of attendance: Number of Percent of children by grade of attendance: children
Over-age children Over-age attending
by 2 or attending by 2 or lower
Under- At official  Over-age more primary Under- At official  Over-age more secondary
age age by 1 year years* Total school age age by 1 year years? Total school
Total 0.0 98.8 1.0 0.2 100.0 3,260 10.6 85.5 33 0.6 100.0 1,451
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.0 99.0 0.9 0.2 100.0 2,828 105 86.4 2.7 0.4 100.0 1,238
Azerbaijani 0.0 98.3 1.7 0.0 100.0 227 10.8 82.9 4.4 2.0 100.0 124
Armenian 0.0 96.7 2.6 0.7 100.0 140 8.4 775 141 0.0 100.0 57
Other 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 64 (17.0) (75.9) (2.4) 4.7) 100.0 32
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 0.0 98.2 1.8 0.0 100.0 184 29.7 70.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 58
Non-IDP 0.0 98.9 0.9 0.2 100.0 3,076 9.8 86.1 3.4 0.6 100.0 1,393
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.0 98.7 1.0 0.3 100.0 517 9.2 84.9 5.0 0.9 100.0 269
Second 0.0 99.3 0.6 0.1 100.0 597 11.0 84.6 35 0.9 100.0 308
Middle 0.0 97.8 15 0.7 100.0 643 10.1 85.7 4.2 0.0 100.0 269
Fourth 0.0 98.3 1.7 0.0 100.0 728 8.5 88.0 34 0.0 100.0 265
Richest 0.0 99.9 0.1 0.0 100.0 774 134 84.8 0.9 0.9 100.0 341
IMICS indicator LN.10a - Over-age for grade (Primary)
2MICS indicator LN.10b - Over-age for grade (Lower secondary)
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
na: not applicable
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Table LN.2.6: Upper secondary school attendance and out of school youth

Percentage of children of upper secondary school age attending upper secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending lower secondary school, and percentage
out of school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of _ Percentage of _ Percentage of —
o children: 58w o children: 58w o children: 5 S w
£ _ 5% o E _ 5% o £ _ §8 o
85 58 & ¢ ZS2EF 85 88 § <« Z2£§ 8% 58 & S Z2E§
e @ = c c Escf cQ < £ g ESc > =] =5 S o £J-c>
[T QO = o] O T 5= T O (_30 = ] 0T 5= © + QU = o C T 5=
o35 o 50° £ <~ S g0o S 5 n 870 £ < g0 2 @ [SlKs) c <« cgo
c = o > o 5] ISR e] c = o > o 5] ©cQ 8o c =2 D > o 3] ©c 038 o
ST £§5 2& 2 5855 &R £§ P& 2 385 £ £§5 P& 8 38%s
8§~ 8= 58 6 2awy 8~ B2 £8 5 20w Q 82 B2 58 5 Saw®3
= [TIES] < 5 E£E5% = [TIS] < 5 Epd = [Tl < = E5g
7] E 0 Q o S 8_ %’ ) 20 o 3 5 8 % 7] £ 0 Q 5 5 GC)L %
= 1§ Z Zg £ <8 =z Zg £ <8 Z © 25
Total 82.9 3.4 0.0 13.6 768 86.8 5.0 0.0 8.2 601 84.6 4.1 0.0 11.3 1,369
Area
Urban 84.8 25 0.0 12.7 474 87.2 5.3 0.0 7.5 370 85.8 3.8 0.0 10.4 843
Rural 79.9 4.9 0.0 15.2 295 86.2 45 0.0 9.4 231 82.7 4.7 0.0 12.7 526
Region
Thilisi 85.3 0.9 0.0 13.8 273 83.9 8.6 0.0 7.6 199 84.7 4.1 0.0 11.2 473
Adjara A.R 82.7 4.3 0.0 13.0 74 82.5 8.8 0.0 8.7 68 82.6 6.4 0.0 10.9 142
Guria 74.2 45 0.0 21.3 21 88.1 4.2 0.0 7.7 16 80.2 4.4 0.0 155 36
o mereti, Racha-Lechihumi and Kvemo 902 27 00 71 100 999 00 00 01 82 946 15 00 39 181
Kakheti 82.0 7.9 0.0 10.2 62 (89.6) (22) (0.00 (8.2 38 84.9 5.7 0.0 9.4 100
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 74.9 3.6 0.0 215 15 81.7 2.2 0.0 16.0 14 78.2 2.9 0.0 18.9 30
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 81.0 43 0.0 14.6 53 91.1 2.2 0.0 6.8 45 85.6 3.3 0.0 11.0 98
Samtskhe-Javakheti 84.7 7.7 0.0 7.7 34 94.9 1.7 0.0 3.3 24 89.0 5.2 0.0 5.8 58
Kvemo Kartli 71.2 5.7 0.0 23.1 83 (75.3) (5.7) (0.0) (19.0) 66 73.0 5.7 0.0 21.3 150
Shida Kartli 83.4 3.9 0.0 12.7 53 89.0 0.0 0.0 11.0 49 86.1 21 0.0 11.9 101
Age at beginning of school year
15 79.1 9.4 0.0 11.6 226 79.4 11.6 0.0 9.0 231 79.2 10.5 0.0 10.3 457
16 85.5 1.9 0.0 12.6 272 94.8 1.9 0.0 3.3 170 89.1 1.9 0.0 9.0 442
17 83.6 0.0 0.0 16.4 270 88.5 0.0 0.0 11.5 199 85.6 0.0 0.0 14.4 470
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Table LN.2.6: Upper secondary school attendance and out of school youth

Percentage of children of upper secondary school age attending upper secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending lower secondary school, and percentage
out of school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of _ Percentage of _ Percentage of —
o children: 58w o children: 58w o children: 5 S w
£ _ 5% o E _ 5% o £ _ §8 o
85 58 & ¢ ZS2EF 85 88 § <« Z2£§ 8% 58 & S Z2E§
c 9 =5 1S g £8c > c9 =5 1S g £8c > S a =5 IS s £8c >
T O o3 = o O T 5= T 9 3] = o C T 5= < 3 28 = ° C T 5=
T 5 - [olEe) < — S g 0 T > - a o < — S g 0 =t - o < — S g O
= D > o 2 o0 0a o c = D > o 2 O 08O c .= D > o O 008 0O
S8 £§ 25 2 58=5 28 £x 25 2 58=5 238 £s 25 2 535
B 2T 350 © g unu®gqg s~ B2 S o © gu©gqg s~ B8 5o B S 0%ag
g 25 S 5 Ez 3 g s 5 5 Ez 3 o g8 5 5 Ego
2 £ 0 e o So& 2 £ 0 e o So& 2 £ 0 e 8 So&
<8 = zg <8 = zg <8 = Zg
Total 82.9 3.4 0.0 13.6 768 86.8 5.0 0.0 8.2 601 84.6 4.1 0.0 11.3 1,369
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none * * * * 0 * * * * 3 * * * * 4
Primary or Lower Secondary 53.5 9.1 0.0 37.4 95 80.6 1.9 0.0 17.6 61 64.1 6.3 0.0 29.6 157
Upper Secondary 79.7 21 0.0 18.3 140 83.2 9.5 0.0 7.3 150 81.5 5.9 0.0 12.6 290
Vocational Education 78.6 45 0.0 16.9 167 82.7 1.4 0.0 15.9 123 80.3 3.2 0.0 16.5 290
Higher 94.7 2.2 0.0 3.1 334 93.8 5.7 0.0 0.4 225 94.3 3.6 0.0 2.0 559
No information® (85.1) (0.0) (0.0) (14.9) 30 (87.2) (0.0) (0.0) (12.8) 37 86.3 0.0 0.0 13.7 67
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 66.3 2.7 0.0 31.0 66 (91.1) (6.2) (0.0)0 (2.7) 47 76.7 4.1 0.0 19.1 113
Has no functional difficulty 85.6 3.7 0.0 10.7 415 90.5 4.0 0.0 55 310 87.7 3.8 0.0 8.5 725
No information® 82.9 3.3 0.0 13.9 288 81.2 6.0 0.0 12.8 243 82.1 45 0.0 134 531
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 86.3 24 0.0 11.3 665 89.9 4.3 0.0 5.8 512 87.9 3.2 0.0 8.9 1,177
Azerbaijani (61.1) (11.3) (0.0) (27.6) 57 (57.8) (3.1) (0.0) (39.2) 46 59.6 7.6 0.0 32.8 103
Armenian (58.6) (6.0) (0.0) (35.4) 27 (82.1) (17.9) (0.0) (0.0 36 72.1 12.8 0.0 15.1 63
Other * * * * 19 * * * * 7 (66.4) (8.8) (0.0) (24.8) 26
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Table LN.2.6: Upper secondary school attendance and out of school youth

Percentage of children of upper secondary school age attending upper secondary school or higher (adjusted net attendance ratio), percentage attending lower secondary school, and percentage
out of school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Male Female Total
Percentage of — Percentage of — Percentage of —
o children: 58w o children: 58w o children: 58w
o 5 = 832, o 5 = 582, s = 582,
Y5 T8 B <« ZB>t£8 Y5 ©8 & <« ZB>t£8 Y% 38 B S ZBT2>£8
ca R IS o ©£®&8c S c 9 25 e o E®8c X c =5 £ s £8c >
§2 23 55 £ ZB9s €2 2% 83 £ Zegs f% % £ £ %3
c = o > 23 o ©o8o c = o > 28 o T olo c 3 o > 28 S5 ©9o%o
S £§5 25 2 38t  EE £§5 P& 2 855 & £§5 2& 8 58:=s
8§~ 8= 58 & 3aTG 8~ B2 £8 & 3aw®g 82 B2 58 5 2883
5 28 3 5 5z% 5 23 & 5 5g¢% 5 28 & 5 52%
z <3 Z zZg = <3 Z zZg = <8 Z © zg
Total 82.9 3.4 0.0 13.6 768 86.8 5.0 0.0 8.2 601 84.6 4.1 0.0 11.3 1,369
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 83.5 0.0 0.0 16.5 32 95.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 19 87.8 0.0 0.0 12.2 51
Non-IDP 82.9 3.6 0.0 13.5 736 86.5 5.2 0.0 8.3 582 84.5 4.3 0.0 11.2 1,318
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 70.3 7.8 0.0 219 135 77.9 4.8 0.0 17.3 111 73.7 6.5 0.0 19.8 246
Second 83.1 6.8 0.0 10.0 135 93.5 3.8 0.0 2.7 119 88.0 5.4 0.0 6.6 254
Middle 84.4 1.3 0.0 14.3 169 80.0 7.2 0.0 12.8 128 82.5 3.8 0.0 13.6 297
Fourth 83.1 0.9 0.0 16.0 154 82.1 7.5 0.0 10.4 104 82.7 35 0.0 13.8 257
Richest 90.8 1.8 0.0 7.4 176 97.7 2.3 0.0 0.0 140 93.9 2.0 0.0 4.1 316
IMICS indicator LN.5c - Upper secondary school net attendance ratio (adjusted)
2MICS indicator LN.6c¢ - Out-of-school rate for youth of upper secondary school age
AThe percentage of children of upper secondary school age out of school are those who are not attending primary, secondary or higher education.
B Children age 18 or higher at the time of the interview.
¢ Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table LN.2.7: Gross intake, completion and effective transition rates

Gross intake rate and completion rate for primary school, effective transition rate to lower secondary school, gross intake rate and completion rate for lower secondary school and completion rate
for upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS
2 5 2, 2% 25 8§ 2 53 g S
sf 5=y =% o EE Z82SE- owy £te 2w Bb  En B
g5, 3z5ge g8 32 57 £53&8EL g6 Tx® 28 8§ o2& 24
558 585 25 ES 38 zEsy58 52 585 85 85 95 28
202 528 > Sg S ©,0828 £82 S5% 83 Nl 83 Se
£33 °ss5 85 c £g ©22>,%¢ ¢Es3o Sg 43 22 5 © 3 £z
£ g SEE Eg 5 v® F-S8205 Eo55 83E e 53 € =N
o2 -29-8 a8 Q- 22 DEE-E%U g2 'ELS 39 a3 XS] I
8 3 - 8¢ E£gB8g g 8=8 3¢ - -
g z z 58 z2 =%2: © 5 z 3
Total 102.9 446 99.9 1,324 99.6 458 112.8 424 97.7 1,243 80.9 1,289
Sex
Male 92.9 254 99.9 740 99.4 272 99.1 242 97.6 732 79.1 676
Female 116.0 192 99.9 584 100.0 186 130.9 182 97.8 511 82.9 613
Area
Urban 103.3 268 99.9 796 100.0 256 117.5 252 99.1 805 87.7 836
Rural 102.2 178 100.0 528 99.1 202 105.9 172 95.1 437 68.3 453
Region
Thilisi 105.6 136 100.0 430 100.0 143 116.2 139 100.0 547 89.8 530
Adjara A.R (101.2) 47 100.0 147 (100.0) 46 (106.3) 45 99.2 123 86.4 115
Guria (96.5) 14 100.0 36 (97.4) 13 (113.1) 12 97.0 21 75.2 28
SV';TE??“’ Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo (129.9) 46 1000 174 (100.0) 56 (104.8) 55 100.0 123 79.8 177
Kakheti (107.9) 26 99.5 103 (100.0) 26 (125.7) 32 90.5 64 60.4 71
Mtskheta-Mtianeti (100.6) 10 99.8 32 100.0 13 100.3 12 94.5 30 79.6 30
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (86.2) 33 100.0 100 96.8 44 (122.3) 32 99.0 73 68.8 62
Samtskhe-Javakheti 95.6 23 100.0 59 (100.0) 18 (105.9) 21 99.1 44 85.2 36
Kvemo Kartli 91.2 79 100.0 153 (100.0) 67 (107.8) 51 88.9 137 69.1 158
Shida Kartli 105.4 32 99.3 90 100.0 31 (116.0) 25 96.5 81 68.1 82
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Table LN.2.7: Gross intake, completion and effective transition rates

Gross intake rate and completion rate for primary school, effective transition rate to lower secondary school, gross intake rate and completion rate for lower secondary school and completion rate
for upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS
O m Y— = — '
() — [} == [=I] L ® [} “ O %) o
2 S 2 28 S0928Y S.. ©Bo £ X
28 5sg  BL 5« £ -gEwo5s 223 5%y E: 8t oz %
2E,. Sed as L£e §2 So53&8BE 88§ 3zZxc R 23 =R e,
€55 585 35 E¢ 2§ zTgesth S50 Eg5 35 22 35 ER:
[J] o = - ) c o U_Um@u (OO U; D= ﬂjo’ D= oo
$3c ©ZZ g5 =9 85 2SSE x3§ 550 S35 S 85 e
St3 °8= Sg S < S8 522,82 Egz 298= NS Sy Ca 5
EC SEE EE 5 < 08 5283395 E55 BIE S e 5 g g °q
w2 288 g o o 2% S8E£EEZDO 0wy O 2.8 3 o oy Sl 2
g8 3 M- §g Egsece 283 5% g8 €2 58 &
e z me z=z %2 O =2 = =
Total 102.9 446 99.9 1,324 99.6 458 112.8 424 97.7 1,243 80.9 1,289
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none *) 0 *) 3 - 0 - 0 *) 1 na na
Primary or Lower Secondary 94.9 68 100.0 173 100.0 70 101.7 62 96.0 45 na na
Upper Secondary 1151 92 100.0 284 98.8 94 104.8 95 97.4 101 na na
Vocational Education 82.5 113 100.0 291 99.7 97 102.4 93 97.9 94 na na
Higher 109.7 173 99.8 558 99.8 197 126.7 174 99.3 176 na na
No information® na na na na na na na na 97.5 825 80.9 1,289
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (142.6) 37 100.0 113 (100.0) 28 (123.2) 37 (98.3) 38 na na
Has no functional difficulty 97.1 315 99.8 787 99.6 326 111.6 263 99.1 203 na na
No information® 106.5 95 100.0 425 99.7 104 112.2 124 97.4 1,002 80.9 1,289
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 105.7 373 99.9 1,143 99.6 396 114.0 367 99.0 1,051 85.1 1,083
Azerbaijani (96.6) 39 100.0 91 (100.0) 40 * 26 81.6 87 45.0 96
Armenian (102.4) 19 100.0 57 *) 11 (108.3) 20 100.0 79 75.1 77
Other *) 15 (100.0) 33 *) 11 * 11 (91.3) 26 *) 33
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 82.7 32 99.8 43 (100.0) 29 (77.9) 11 98.6 62 74.2 60
Non-IDP 104.4 414 99.9 1,281 99.6 429 113.7 413 97.7 1,181 81.2 1,229
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Table LN.2.7: Gross intake, completion and effective transition rates

Gross intake rate and completion rate for primary school, effective transition rate to lower secondary school, gross intake rate and completion rate for lower secondary school and completion rate
for upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS

O m Y— = — '

) - ) = o6 o @ ) w“ © %) o

< > 5 > 08 £ LT O < S o € N

= N g - O S0 og E > = oy . ©

e g 53 Y 5L c< €65 cgSwos 223 §8g £ 3% g% =]
g5 2@ 2e £e §2 L255882 885 zZxc oE 38 ©F s
So5 £35 ® S 293 E% gv;g“*s-‘% S5 g5 o c g8 > S c 5%
o 08 S 9.8 S 5 > g S0 J oo ® o> C T .S g8 R gS 23
X o< 520 S e © 8E 20?2>c¢ X5 g 5650 o B - 5 » T > 5
€88 -89 g5 S < 58 Sc2aBf EgT S0 55 on 5o N
Ea ggg = £ o< [ Tce383 =295 L3E s € 3 o o £ = N

0 €83 g o o 2 SEELGO R €+ 3 3 o ag [SaS] o

2 G 5-° © € 58 EvS5o-Q 232 Eg° S0 Ea 50 4

o = 5 2=z Sp 58 e=o 3z S g

O z =3 2% ez O 3 z 3
Total 102.9 446 99.9 1,324 99.6 458 112.8 424 97.7 1,243 80.9 1,289

Wealth index quintile

Poorest 104.6 80 100.0 252 98.3 82 96.7 86 93.2 209 55.8 220
Second 92.0 90 100.0 250 100.0 104 116.1 83 97.2 216 74.9 239
Middle 112.9 80 99.8 294 99.6 80 100.8 88 97.9 248 85.4 251
Fourth 122.6 93 100.0 229 100.0 69 128.5 71 98.8 278 87.2 321
Richest 85.4 103 99.8 298 100.0 123 (124.0) 96 100.0 291 95.7 258

IMICS indicator LN.7a - Gross intake rate to the last grade (Primary)
2MICS indicator LN.8a - Completion rate (Primary)
3MICS indicator LN.9 - Effective transition rate to lower secondary school
4MICS indicator LN.7b - Gross intake rate to the last grade (Lower secondary)

SMICS indicator LN.8b - Completion rate (Lower secondary)

SMICS indicator LN.8c - Completion rate (Upper secondary)
A Total number of children age 3-5 years above the intended age for the last grade, for primary, lower and upper secondary, respectively.
B Includes emancipated children age 15-17 years and children age 18 or higher at the time of the interview.
€ Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
na: not applicable
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Table LN.2.8: Parity indices

Ratio of adjusted net attendance ratios of girls to boys, in primary, lower and upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Primary school Lower secondary school Upper secondary school
— o — o — o éa-c E‘Eo E‘go E‘?o 3 © E‘Eo E‘Eo E‘Eo éhﬁ
S38e S3Fe S9wEL £88 ScEe SvEe ScEL E282% ScEe SvBe SuEY EZ2F
£c-= £c=2 £c=-g8 S EQ c Q== c2-2 c£8=g S29< cQ== cQ-3 c2-®@ S a9
Co_ 0D Os w8 COSws 25 2 chod ohowd ohewyg 2202 Chod oBhwd ooy 2502
nYo T 9PoC aPoL ST agx 0650 03502 035082 T >3 0650 . 03530° 035308 T I >3
2358 Z55c Zuss S5°% $95E 8957 $95p 52§58 395% 8955 8955 2858
85Tv<g 85Tg SSTX =0Z - %o g =~ S5 g ST - ~TC Qg -85 -ty T =T0o
Eg$Z ET5Z2 ETgS 858 8552 ¢Co5=2 $o5$S 2as2 8552 895> 855% 8a§52
E8LE S glE EcBZ TofH 208S =208 206082 TBOooT 202" Z2ole 202Z Brpoo
aTET 278 LUET 5§88 S5% 835%  858T §Tgc 558 558 558 g=g°©
O] 7] 7] %] O] @ 7] 7] 7] O] @
Total® 98.0 97.8 97.9 1.00 96.0 96.1 96.0 1.00 86.8 82.9 84.6 1.05
Area
Urban 98.3 98.1 98.2 1.00 94.2 97.0 95.7 0.97 87.2 84.8 85.8 1.03
Rural 97.5 97.2 97.3 1.00 98.6 94.7 96.5 1.04 86.2 79.9 82.7 1.08
Region
Thilisi 99.1 98.7 98.9 1.00 94.8 97.6 96.4 0.97 83.9 85.3 84.7 0.98
Adjara A.R 99.5 97.4 98.4 1.02 93.3 95.5 94.3 0.98 82.5 82.7 82.6 1.00
Guria 97.9 94.9 96.4 1.03 98.2 92.3 95.1 1.06 88.1 74.2 80.2 1.19
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 97.8 97.5 97.6 1.00 98.3 98.1 98.2 1.00 99.9 90.2 94.6 111
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 92.0 99.5 95.8 0.92 96.5 91.3 93.5 1.06 (89.6) 82.0 84.9 (1.09)
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 98.9 97.9 98.4 1.01 100.0 97.8 98.8 1.02 81.7 74.9 78.2 1.09
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 96.7 95.2 95.9 1.02 99.4 95.0 97.0 1.05 91.1 81.0 85.6 112
Samtskhe-Javakheti 98.7 94.3 96.5 1.05 97.3 97.0 97.1 1.00 94.9 84.7 89.0 112
Kvemo Kartli 96.2 98.3 97.4 0.98 95.1 93.1 94.1 1.02 (75.3) 71.2 73.0 (1.06)
Shida Kartli 98.9 97.6 98.2 1.01 95.4 98.3 96.9 0.97 89.0 83.4 86.1 1.07
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Table LN.2.8: Parity indices

Ratio of adjusted net attendance ratios of girls to boys, in primary, lower and upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Primary school Lower secondary school Upper secondary school
— o — o — o éa-c E‘Eo E‘go E‘?o 3 © E‘Eo E‘Eo E‘Eo éhﬁ
S5Ee 88EL 8BEL 28 S§cEe SgEe SgEL ECEE S§cEe SgEe SgEL E322%
£EctE £c=3 £c=-8 S EQ c Q== cQ =3 c0 -3 ~39< cCQ-T Q= Q- T a0
[ oD 9Q v 9 Ly £5 =2« on VD O’ VS onm VB =22 0Z OCMOVD Onvays Oy &£50Z2
nZo T 0Pol 0Pol T oTx 0650 03502 035082 T >3 0650 . 03530° 035308 T I >3
2USE 2usE Zusp Sbo3  5%8E 8%5F 895y L858 95T 3957 3955 L85F
85T 85Tg 85TE —=0Z - %o g =~ S5 g ST =80 -85 -ty T =T0o
Eg$Z ET5Z2 ETgS 858 8552 ¢Co5=2 $o5$S 2as2 8552 895> 855% 8a§52
E8LS S gLE S22 TAa§ 208S =208 206082 TBOooT 202" Z2ole 202Z Brpoo
= e I sl 96w 95 ®w 95w o=~ 9 ® 55 ® 55 ® 55 ® o= 90 ®
O] 7] 7] %] O] 7] 7] 7] O]
Total® 98.0 97.8 97.9 1.00 96.0 96.1 96.0 1.00 86.8 82.9 84.6 1.05
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * * * *
Primary or Lower Secondary 96.7 95.2 95.9 1.02 90.3 93.7 92.2 0.96 80.6 53.5 64.1 151
Upper Secondary 96.0 98.2 97.1 0.98 94.8 93.6 94.1 1.01 83.2 79.7 81.5 1.04
Vocational Education 97.8 98.6 98.3 0.99 99.1 98.7 98.9 1.00 82.7 78.6 80.3 1.05
Higher 99.4 98.1 98.7 1.01 98.1 97.0 97.5 1.01 93.8 94.7 94.3 0.99
No information® na na na na na na na na (87.2) (85.1) 86.3 (1.02)
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 98.3 97.3 97.8 1.01 (92.2) 98.0 95.4 (0.94) (91.1) 66.3 76.7 (1.37)
Has no functional difficulty 98.7 98.2 98.4 1.01 97.9 98.0 97.9 1.00 90.5 85.6 87.7 1.06
No information® 94.6 96.5 95.6 0.98 92.8 90.6 91.7 1.02 81.2 82.9 82.1 0.98
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 98.1 98.4 98.3 1.00 96.7 96.7 96.7 1.00 89.9 86.3 87.9 1.04
Azerbaijani 96.5 96.5 96.5 1.00 (94.3) (88.3) 91.1 (1.07) (57.8) (61.1) 59.6 (0.95)
Armenian 98.2 93.6 96.2 1.05 (82.2) (96.6) 90.6 (0.85) (82.1) (58.6) 72.1 (1.40)
Other (98.3) (88.6) 93.7 (1.11) * *) (97.5) *) ™* * (66.4) *)
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 98.5 97.6 98.0 1.01 98.3 87.1 91.5 1.13 95.0 83.5 87.8 1.14
Non-IDP 98.0 97.8 97.9 1.00 95.9 96.4 96.2 0.99 86.5 82.9 84.5 1.04
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Table LN.2.8: Parity indices

Ratio of adjusted net attendance ratios of girls to boys, in primary, lower and upper secondary school, 2018 Georgia MICS
Primary school Lower secondary school Upper secondary school
— o — o — o éa-c E‘Eo E‘go E‘go 3 © E‘Eo E‘Eo E‘Eo éhﬁ
S8sFe 8sFyo 8wEL £8¢ S§cEe ScEe SgEi EC8% ScEe SgEe SuEL £82%
£c== £c=3 £c=-8 S EB c Q== c0 =2 cQ =g ~30<Z cQ== cQ-3 c2-®@ S a9
OS5 WD Q50 Q508 25 .2 SCh D OB O ISR 220z Ch VD 0LV OBVE =2£5902
nYo T 9PoC aPoL ST agx 0650 03502 035082 T >3 0650 . 03530° 035308 T I >3
2USE 2usE Zusp Sbo3  5%8E 8%5F 895y L858 95T 3957 3955 L85F
85T 85Tg 85TE —=0Z - %o g =~ S5 g ST =80 -85 -ty T =T0o
Eg$Z ET5Z2 ETgS 858 8552 ¢Co5=2 $o5$S 2as2 8552 895> 855% 8a§52
E8LS S gLE S22 TAa§ 208S =208 206082 TBOooT 202" Z2ole 202Z Brpoo
o3 a3 o3 csQ o SS®w 95w S9§5®w o=~ 9 ® 55 ® 55 ® 55 ® o= 90 ®
O] 7] 7] %] O] 7] 7] 7] O]
Total® 98.0 97.8 97.9 1.00 96.0 96.1 96.0 1.00 86.8 82.9 84.6 1.05
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 96.4 97.4 96.9 0.99 96.8 93.5 95.0 1.04 77.9 70.3 73.7 111
Second 97.5 96.5 97.0 1.01 98.9 97.6 98.2 1.01 93.5 83.1 88.0 1.12
Middle 97.9 98.3 98.1 1.00 92.1 94.3 93.2 0.98 80.0 84.4 825 0.95
Fourth 99.6 97.6 98.6 1.02 92.1 94.8 93.6 0.97 82.1 83.1 82.7 0.99
Richest 98.0 98.8 98.4 0.99 99.6 99.5 99.5 1.00 97.7 90.8 93.9 1.08
Parity indices
Wealth
Poorest/Richest* 0.98 0.99 0.98 na 0.97 0.94 0.95 na 0.80 0.77 0.79 na
Area
Rural/Urban? 0.99 0.99 0.99 na 1.05 0.98 1.01 na 0.99 0.94 0.96 na
1 MICS indicator LN.11b - Parity indices - primary, lower and upper secondary attendance (wealth); SDG indicator 4.5.1
2 MICS indicator LN.11c - Parity indices - primary, lower and upper secondary attendance (area); SDG indicator 4.5.1
8 MICS indicator LN.11a - Parity indices - primary, lower and upper secondary attendance (gender); SDG indicator 4.5.1
Alncludes emancipated children age 15-17 years and children age 18 or higher at the time of the interview.
B Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
na: not applicable
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7.3 PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT

Parental involvement in their children’s education is widely accepted to have a positive effect on their child’s
learning performance. For instance, reading activities at home have significant positive influences on reading
achievement, language comprehension and expressive language skills.®® Research also shows that parental
involvement in their child’s literacy practices is a positive long-term predictor of later educational attainment.*!

Beyond learning activities at home, parental involvement that occurs in school (like participating in school
meetings, talking with teachers, attending school meetings and volunteering in schools) can also benefit a
student’s performance.®? Research studies have shown that, in the primary school age range, the impact of
parental involvement in school activities can even be much bigger than differences associated with variations in
the quality of schools, regardless of social class and ethnic group.®?

The PR module included in the Questionnaire for children age 5-17 years was developed and tested for inclusion
in MICS6. The work is described in detail in MICS Methodological Papers (Paper No. 5).%*

Table LN.3.1 presents percentages of children age 7-14 years for whom an adult household member received a
report card and was involved in school management and school activities in the last year, including discussion
with teachers on children’s progress.

In Table LN.3.2 reasons for children unable to attend class due to a school-related reasons are presented.
Reasons include natural and man-made disaster, teacher strike and teacher absenteeism.

Lastly, Table LN.3.3 shows learning environment at home, i.e., percentage of children with 3 or more books to
read, percentage of children who have homework, and percentage of children who receive help with homework.

% Gest, D. et al. "Shared Book Reading and Children’s Language Comprehension Skills: The Moderating Role of Parental
Discipline Practices." Early Childhood Research Quarterly19, no. 2 (2004): 319-36. doi:10.1016/j.ecresq.2004.04.007.

91 Fluori, E. and A. Buchanan. "Early Father's and Mother's Involvement and Child's Later Educational

Outcomes." Educational Psychology74, no. 2 (2004): 141-53. doi:10.1348/000709904773839806.

92 pomerantz, M., E. Moorman and S. Litwack. "The How, Whom, and Why of Parents’ Involvement in Children’s Academic
Lives: More Is Not Always Better." Review of Educational Research77, no. 3 (2007): 373-410.
doi:10.3102/003465430305567.

93 Desforges, C. and A, Abouchaar. The Impact of Parental Involvement, Parental Support and Family Education on Pupil
Achievements and Adjustment: A Literature Review. Research report. Nottingham: Queen’s Printer, 2003.
https://www.nationalnumeracy.org.uk/sites/default/files/the impact of parental involvement.pdf.

94 Hattori, H., M. Cardoso and B. Ledoux. Collecting data on foundational learning skills and parental involvement in
education. MICS Methodological Papers. New York: UNICEF, 2017.
http://mics.unicef.org/files?job=W1siZilsljlwMTcvMDYVMTUVMTYvMjcvMDAVNzMxLO1JQINFfTWV0aG9kb2xvZ2IiYWxfUGF
WZXJFNS5WZGYiXV0&sha=39f5¢31dbb91df26.

Learn| page 231


https://www.nationalnumeracy.org.uk/sites/default/files/the_impact_of_parental_involvement.pdf
http://mics.unicef.org/files?job=W1siZiIsIjIwMTcvMDYvMTUvMTYvMjcvMDAvNzMxL01JQ1NfTWV0aG9kb2xvZ2ljYWxfUGFwZXJfNS5wZGYiXV0&sha=39f5c31dbb91df26
http://mics.unicef.org/files?job=W1siZiIsIjIwMTcvMDYvMTUvMTYvMjcvMDAvNzMxL01JQ1NfTWV0aG9kb2xvZ2ljYWxfUGFwZXJfNS5wZGYiXV0&sha=39f5c31dbb91df26

Table LN.3.1: Support for child learning at school

Percentage of children age 7-14 attending school and, among those, percentage of children for whom an adult member of the household received a report card for the child, and involvement of
adults in school management and school activities in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS
- c Percentage of  Involvement by adult in school management Involvement by adult in c
5 £ o children for in last year school activities in last year 209
k] k=] T g
o S Z < Whom an adult zZ05
DL S © o S o o 5 o G > 0
S = 0 ] household = Qe ol = ©c o T,
2 © O 5 ™~ . N D - BTG E ox c = T_c 0 o= =% 53 o
ScS o member in the SE GO © 8§ Eq £ 508 B o = =Swnt QP o c
[3] Frie)) a8 € ° oD D O=0C o Tags O S50 SN S
S Q3 last year S5 60 cC o370 o0 8Cc S cC2® e 22y = g -
ol £ : 8¢ .= 2E 238 S 8o 8GC50 8628 2809
oz E received a 23z¢g Zg5 02 E33ce g088 =838 EQs
3 z report card for &§°s8 ez <a o D o La= z ©
1 © © ©
the child
Total 99.4 3,686 67.5 57.5 32.9 14.9 75.2 77.9 3,664
Sex
Male 99.2 1,946 65.4 57.7 30.8 13.9 73.9 79.4 1,931
Female 99.6 1,740 69.8 57.2 35.2 16.0 76.7 76.2 1,733
Area
Urban 99.6 2,257 70.6 57.6 30.9 14.6 73.3 75.6 2,247
Rural 99.2 1,429 62.6 57.3 36.0 154 78.2 81.7 1,417
Region
Thilisi 99.8 1,253 74.0 53.1 25.8 14.1 72.9 75.7 1,250
Adjara A.R 99.6 386 67.7 53.2 38.5 19.8 74.4 78.2 384
Guria 98.3 98 70.7 61.4 39.0 22.6 85.8 95.0 96
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 99.3 449 59.5 63.9 46.2 145 66.8 71.2 446
Kakheti 98.5 243 69.4 54.6 23.2 11.1 67.7 85.7 239
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 99.2 81 76.2 53.2 30.3 135 72.7 72.4 81
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 97.5 294 69.7 67.5 44.4 24.3 80.5 63.0 287
Samtskhe-Javakheti 100.0 150 66.9 64.4 45.0 22.0 88.7 86.8 150
Kvemo Kartli 100.0 489 54.8 55.6 32.3 6.3 80.6 83.6 489
Shida Kartli 99.5 243 65.3 65.6 23.8 14.9 82.4 89.5 242
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Table LN.3.1: Support for child learning at school

Percentage of children age 7-14 attending school and, among those, percentage of children for whom an adult member of the household received a report card for the child, and involvement of
adults in school management and school activities in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS
- c Percentage of  Involvement by adult in school management Involvement by adult in c
5 £ o children for in last year school activities in last year 209
k] k=] T g
o S Z < Whom an adult zZ05
DL S © o S o o 5 o G > 0
g =9 o household . 22 o2 = o5 oT, 23
%2 ST memberinthe STESY B8 Eq £3558Y 8553 2053 S g
858 55 Ccd8E S5y ©BoRSQ R 5909 g~ T
Lo L last year 5500 cCo3T on8ES cCew®e Q= Q' c
ol £ : 8¢ .= 2E 238 S 8o 8GC50 G208 2809
oz E received a 23z¢g Zg5 02 E33ce g088 =838 EQs
3 z report card for &§°s8 ey <g¢ T g E%Q z ©
the child*
Total 99.4 3,686 67.5 57.5 32.9 14.9 75.2 77.9 3,664
Age at beginning of school year
6 (100.0) 43 (19.1) (39.4) (19.6) (8.4) (39.5) (59.0) 43
7 99.7 653 58.1 51.5 313 17.6 86.0 77.3 651
8 99.5 551 56.3 55.3 33.6 13.8 88.0 81.1 548
9 99.2 467 68.4 58.3 30.1 125 82.6 85.9 463
10 99.3 435 65.4 55.9 30.1 15.3 79.4 76.4 433
11 99.2 408 76.5 60.7 375 20.4 68.1 79.3 405
12 98.6 435 78.5 66.0 35.6 10.9 66.3 76.8 429
13 99.8 406 79.0 60.5 37.1 16.9 58.3 71.8 405
14 99.8 289 73.6 57.8 29.4 105 60.6 74.0 288
Mother's education
Kindergarten or none *) 1 *) *) *) *) *) *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 98.8 498 53.5 33.9 25.3 11.4 69.9 70.9 492
Upper Secondary 98.9 774 62.4 52.4 32.0 124 76.4 77.7 766
Vocational Education 99.5 796 70.2 63.1 34.0 15.7 76.8 78.1 792
Higher 99.8 1,616 72.9 64.4 35.1 16.8 75.5 80.1 1,612
School Management®©
Public 100.0 3,312 65.9 57.2 32.9 15.1 74.9 78.4 3,312
Religious (100.0) 35 (86.6) (58.8) (33.0) (20.2) (79.6) (98.3) 35
Private 100.0 309 83.4 60.0 314 11.1 77.5 70.2 309
Other * 3 ) ) * @) ) * 3
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Table LN.3.1: Support for child learning at school

Percentage of children age 7-14 attending school and, among those, percentage of children for whom an adult member of the household received a report card for the child, and involvement of
adults in school management and school activities in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS
- c Percentage of  Involvement by adult in school management Involvement by adult in c
5 £ o children for in last year school activities in last year 209
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the child*
Total 99.4 3,686 67.5 57.5 32.9 14.9 75.2 77.9 3,664
Child's functional difficulties
Has functional difficulty 97.0 360 59.7 44.8 21.8 11.9 69.1 78.9 349
Has no functional difficulty 99.7 3,326 68.3 58.8 34.0 15.2 75.9 77.8 3,315
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 99.1 395 63.1 47.0 23.2 13.7 70.8 71.1 391
Has no functional difficulty 99.6 2,993 68.0 58.4 33.9 15.6 76.2 79.3 2,980
No information 98.3 298 68.7 62.8 34.9 8.9 71.0 72.7 293
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 99.5 3,189 70.1 60.5 34.1 16.3 74.7 77.1 3,172
Azerbaijani 98.7 283 42.5 39.9 28.8 45 78.0 86.2 279
Armenian 99.6 138 65.5 33.9 21.7 8.6 92.1 90.5 137
Other (99.2) 77 (54.2) (39.9) (18.0) (5.3) (56.8) (57.9) 76
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 98.9 197 67.0 56.3 32.0 19.6 79.9 73.0 195
Non-IDP 99.4 3,489 67.5 57.6 32.9 14.6 74.9 78.2 3,469

Learn| page 234



Table LN.3.1: Support for child learning at school

Percentage of children age 7-14 attending school and, among those, percentage of children for whom an adult member of the household received a report card for the child, and involvement of
adults in school management and school activities in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS

- c Percentage of  Involvement by adult in school management Involvement by adult in c
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the child*
Total 99.4 3,686 67.5 57.5 32.9 14.9 75.2 77.9 3,664
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 99.2 628 59.1 53.3 35.6 11.6 70.9 77.8 623
Second 98.9 746 62.9 58.0 34.9 16.8 79.9 85.2 738
Middle 99.5 663 67.9 63.4 37.4 18.7 79.5 74.0 660
Fourth 99.3 753 67.2 59.7 33.6 15.8 69.8 725 748
Richest 100.0 895 77.0 53.8 25.3 121 75.6 79.4 895

IMICS indicator LN.12 - Availability of information on children's school performance
2MICS indicator LN.13 - Opportunity to participate in School Management
3MICS indicator LN.14: Participation in school management
4MICS indicator LN.15 - Effective participation in school management

SMICS indicator LN.16 - Discussion with teachers regarding children’s progress

A Attendance to school here is not directly comparable to net attendance ratios reported in preceding tables, which utilise information on all children in the sample. This and subsequent tables
present results of the Parental Participation and Foundational Learning Skills modules administered to mothers of a randomly selected subsample of children age 7-14 years.

B School management sector was collected for children attending primary education or higher. Children out of school or attending kindergarten are not shown.
¢ Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table LN.3.2: School-related reasons for inability to attend class

Percentage of children age 7-14 not able to attend class due to absence of teacher or school closure, by reason for inability, and percentage of adult household members contacting school
officials or governing body representatives on instances of teacher strike or absence, 2018 Georgia MICS

Learn| page 236

Percentage of children unable to attend class Number of Percentage of
in the last year due to a school-related reason: children adult household Number of
age members children age
Percentage of %) I 5 7-14 who contacting 7-14 years
children who in &;) @ § S Q could not school officials who could
the last year o B a—uj 7 5 2 T 8 attend class or governing not attend
could not attend Number of 5 1S ‘g 5 < © G in the last body class in the
class due to children age © S0 S o L 2 % year due to representatives last year due
absence of 7-14 years % =° 3 & & a school- on instances of to teacher
teacher or attending zZ = A h related teacher strike or strike or
school closure school reason absence! absence
Total 16.9 3,664 26.6 6.0 2.8 15.6 60.1 61.7 619 13.9 382
Sex
Male 16.0 1,931 25.7 7.6 3.2 19.3 55.2 56.1 308 115 173
Female 18.0 1,733 27.6 4.4 25 12.0 64.9 67.3 311 15.9 210
Area
Urban 17.5 2,247 17.3 6.6 4.0 19.6 60.9 63.1 394 10.6 249
Rural 15.9 1,417 429 4.9 0.7 8.6 58.6 59.4 225 20.1 134
Region
Thilisi 194 1,250 9.7 10.2 34 16.6 70.0 70.6 243 (8.1) 172
Adjara A.R 22.1 384 (72.6) (22) (2.0) (43) (47.5) (49.6) 85 * 42
Guria 24.3 96 (21.5) (0.0) (0.00) (3.3) (77.4) (77.4) 23 (16.2) 18
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 20.1 446 (28.1) (5.8) (4.7 (34.3) (3290 (37.6) 90 *) 34
Kakheti 16.0 239 (30.3) (6.3) (3.4) (21.6) (50.9) (54.3) 38 *) 21
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 23.6 81 (195) (87) (1.9 (5.3) (77.2) (79.1) 19 (17.4) 15
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 9.9 287 (42.6) (0.0) (4.3) (17.1) (40.2) (44.6) 28 *) 13
Samtskhe-Javakheti 14.7 150 (22.7) (0.0) (2.0) (13.5) (68.6) (68.6) 22 *) 15
Kvemo Kartli 49 489 * * * *) * *) 24 *) 17
Shida Kartli 19.4 242  (23.9) (2.8) (0.0) (0.00 (78.1) (78.1) 47 (5.5) 37




Table LN.3.2: School-related reasons for inability to attend class

Percentage of children age 7-14 not able to attend class due to absence of teacher or school closure, by reason for inability, and percentage of adult household members contacting school
officials or governing body representatives on instances of teacher strike or absence, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children unable to attend class ~ Numberof  Percentage of
in the last year due to a school-related reason: children adult household Number of
age members children age
Percentage of %) I 5 7-14 who contacting 7-14 years
children who in &Uj @ _qz_’ S Q could not school officials who could
the last year o B a—"_: 7 5 2 T 8 attend class or governing not attend
could not attend Number of 5 1S ‘g 5 < © G in the last body class in the
class due to children age © S0 S o L 2 % year due to representatives last year due
absence of 7-14 years % =° 3 & & a school- on instances of to teacher
teacher or attending zZ = A h related teacher strike or strike or
school closure school reason absence! absence
Total 16.9 3,664 26.6 6.0 2.8 15.6 60.1 61.7 619 13.9 382
Age at beginning of school year
6 (2.0) 43 * * * * * * 1 * 1
7 121 651 (28.8) (7.8) (0.5) (18.4) (58.2) (58.7) 79 *) 46
8 13.3 548 (33.9) (18.2) (1.9) (13.8) (46.6) (48.6) 73 (28.5) 35
9 14.2 463 (42.0) (15.0) (4.6) (5.9 (351 (39.8) 66 *) 26
10 15.9 433 (31.9) (0.0) (0.0) (26.5) (45.9) (45.9) 69 *) 31
11 24.4 405 23.9 25 7.4 11.6 77.0 77.0 99 (8.0) 76
12 20.1 429 (19.4) (1.5) (0.0) (28.6) (64.0) (64.0) 86 (25.9) 55
13 18.5 405 (12.3) (4.0) (7.3) (7.9) (69.4) (76.7) 75 (7.9) 57
14 25.3 288 (25.5) 1.7) 0.00 (11.1) (73.7) (73.7) 73 (11.2) 54
Mother's education
Kindergarten or none *) 1 - - - - - - 0 - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 12.5 492 (56.2) (0.0) (6.9) (4.6) (50.0) (56.9) 61 (18.3) 35
Upper Secondary 15.6 766 35.6 3.2 2.4 12.3 56.3 58.7 119 10.6 70
Vocational Education 18.1 792 248 13.2 4.8 16.7 59.9 59.9 144 20.2 86
Higher 18.3 1,612 17.8 49 1.2 18.7 63.8 64.9 295 11.5 191
Child's functional difficulties
Has functional difficulty 21.4 349 (23.7) (14.9) (3.7) (8.9) (65.5) (69.2) 75 (10.0) 52
Has no functional difficulty 16.4 3,315 27.0 4.8 2.7 16.5 59.3 60.7 545 145 331
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Table LN.3.2: School-related reasons for inability to attend class

Percentage of children age 7-14 not able to attend class due to absence of teacher or school closure, by reason for inability, and percentage of adult household members contacting school
officials or governing body representatives on instances of teacher strike or absence, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children unable to attend class ~ Numberof  Percentage of
in the last year due to a school-related reason: children adult household Number of
age members children age
Percentage of %) I 5 7-14 who contacting 7-14 years
children who in &Uj @ _qz_’ S Q could not school officials who could
the last year o B a—"j 7 5 2 T 8 attend class or governing not attend
could not attend Number of 5 1S ‘g 5 < © G in the last body class in the
class due to children age © S0 S o L 2 % year due to representatives last year due
absence of 7-14 years % =° 3 & & a school- on instances of to teacher
teacher or attending zZ = A h related teacher strike or strike or
school closure school reason absence! absence
Total 16.9 3,664 26.6 6.0 2.8 15.6 60.1 61.7 619 13.9 382
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 14.8 391 (14.0) (15.3) 0.0) (@117) (711.2) (71.2) 58 ™* 41
Has no functional difficulty 17.7 2,980 28.8 3.9 2.0 15.9 58.6 60.6 526 15.7 319
No information 12.1 293 (14.3) (22.6) (19.5) (18.3) (63.1) (63.1) 35 ™* 22
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 14.9 195 (34.1) (4.4) (0.0) (21.5) (52.5) (52.5) 29 *) 15
Non-IDP 17.0 3,469 26.3 6.1 3.0 15.3 60.4 62.2 590 14.1 367
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 16.7 623 46.9 1.1 6.5 2.5 60.7 67.2 104 19.0 70
Second 16.2 738 38.3 4.0 0.4 15.0 52.6 52.6 120 20.5 63
Middle 15.3 660 26.9 10.0 1.8 23.1 58.3 60.1 101 20.1 61
Fourth 19.8 748 12.6 7.1 1.2 15.9 69.3 70.5 148 (9.0) 104
Richest 16.4 895 16.5 7.2 4.7 20.0 57.6 57.6 146 *) 84
IMICS indicator LN.17 - Contact with school concerning teacher strike or absence
A School management sector was collected for children attending primary education or higher. Children attending kindergarten are not shown.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table LN.3.3: Learning environment at home

Percentage of children age 7-14 years with 3 or more books to read, percentage of children age 7-14 years who have
homework among children who attend school, and percentage of children who receive help with homework among those

who have homework, 2018 Georgia MICS

g% T k=
S35+, Sg 32
S8 E G g S @ X
5 o8 s & <0 Number
© O = o< Number of o © 3 of children
g ES g % children FTE  age7-14
S g § Number of g g age 7-14 S © <  attending
SR children S years 2 e school
& § age 7-14 g = attending i and have
years old school homework
Total 79.9 3,686 99.5 3,664 59.7 3,645
Sex
Male 79.8 1,946 99.8 1,931 62.1 1,926
Female 80.1 1,740 99.2 1,733 56.9 1,719
Area
Urban 89.0 2,257 99.3 2,247 58.2 2,231
Rural 65.6 1,429 99.8 1,417 62.0 1,414
Region
Thilisi 92.0 1,253 99.1 1,250 61.1 1,238
Adjara A.R 69.8 386 99.4 384 50.9 382
Guria 80.7 98 100.0 96 52.2 96
S\/I;(—:‘;rt(ietl, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 85.8 449 99.8 446 59.9 445
Kakheti 74.1 243 99.4 239 57.5 238
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 80.6 81 98.4 81 54.6 80
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 82.8 294 100.0 287 61.2 287
Samtskhe-Javakheti 69.9 150 99.1 150 60.6 149
Kvemo Kartli 54.8 489 100.0 489 61.6 489
Shida Kartli 81.3 243 100.0 242 66.2 242
Age at beginning of school year
6 (79.6) 43 (100.0) 43 (67.5) 43
7 79.8 653 99.8 651 79.2 649
8 81.9 551 99.5 548 76.5 545
9 81.3 467 100.0 463 67.8 463
10 79.9 435 97.3 433 63.7 421
11 80.7 408 100.0 405 47.4 405
12 80.1 435 99.9 429 44.6 429
13 75.2 406 100.0 405 38.9 405
14 79.8 289 99.0 288 32.3 285
Mother's education
Kindergarten or none *) 1 *) 1 *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 40.9 498 99.5 492 61.5 490
Upper Secondary 65.6 774 99.9 766 61.4 765
Vocational Education 86.1 796 98.4 792 58.2 780
Higher 95.9 1,616 99.8 1,612 59.1 1,609
Child's functional difficulties
Has functional difficulty 73.9 360 96.1 349 69.8 335
Has no functional difficulty 80.6 3,326 99.8 3,315 58.6 3,309
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 76.8 395 100.0 391 63.4 391
Has no functional difficulty 80.6 2,993 99.4 2,980 59.8 2,961
No information 77.8 298 100.0 293 53.1 293
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Table LN.3.3: Learning environment at home

Percentage of children age 7-14 years with 3 or more books to read, percentage of children age 7-14 years who have
homework among children who attend school, and percentage of children who receive help with homework among those

who have homework, 2018 Georgia MICS

[e]
& 5 g
S¥. s ¢ 5=
58¢ 52 58%
N - £ e 2%  Number
s C =] o B .
o Sz © i Number of o £ 3 ofchildren
g EZ &z  children FTE  age7-14
S g 8 Number of S<  age7-14 S © <  attending
SR children ce years o9 school
T = T = : T <
a's age 7-14 o attending a3 and have
years old school homework
Total 79.9 3,686 99.5 3,664 59.7 3,645
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 87.1 3,189 99.4 3,172 59.0 3,153
Azerbaijani 14.5 283 100.0 279 65.3 279
Armenian 63.8 138 99.4 137 67.3 136
Other (52.3) 77 (100.0) 76 (51.9) 76
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 92.4 197 100.0 195 70.5 195
Non-IDP 79.2 3,489 99.4 3,469 59.1 3,450
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 50.1 628 99.8 623 62.9 622
Second 72.1 746 99.9 738 60.5 737
Middle 84.0 663 97.6 660 57.7 645
Fourth 86.4 753 99.8 748 55.3 746
Richest 99.0 895 100.0 895 61.8 895

IMICS indicator LN.18 - Availability of books at home

2MICS indicator LN.21 - Support with homework
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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8 PROTECTED FROM VIOLENCE AND EXPLOITATION

8.1 CHILD DISCIPLINE

Teaching children self-control and acceptable behaviour is an integral part of child discipline in all cultures.
Positive parenting practices involve providing guidance on how to handle emotions or conflicts in manners that
encourage judgment and responsibility and preserve children's self-esteem, physical and psychological integrity
and dignity. Too often however, children are raised using punitive methods that rely on the use of physical force
or verbal intimidation to obtain desired behaviours. Studies®® have found that exposing children to violent
discipline has harmful consequences, which range from immediate impacts to long-term harm that children
carry forward into adult life. Violence hampers children’s development, learning abilities and school
performance; it inhibits positive relationships, provokes low self-esteem, emotional distress and depression;
and, at times, it leads to risk taking and self-harm.

In the 2018 Georgia MICS mothers or caretakers of children under age five and of one randomly selected child
aged 5-17 were asked a series of questions on the methods adults in the household used to discipline the child
during the past month and if the respondent believes that physical punishment is a necessary part of child-
rearing. Tables PR.2.1 and PR.2.2 present the results.

95 Straus, M. and M. Paschall. "Corporal Punishment by Mothers and Development of Children’s Cognitive Ability: A
Longitudinal Study of Two Nationally Representative Age Cohorts." Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma 18, no.
5 (2009): 459-83. doi:10.1080/10926770903035168.; Erickson, M. and B. Egeland. "A Developmental View of the
Psychological Consequences of Maltreatment." School Psychology Review 16, no. 2 (1987): 156-68.
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/1987-29817-001.; Schneider, M. et al. "Do Allegations of Emotional Maltreatment Predict
Developmental Outcomes beyond That of Other Forms of Maltreatment?" Child Abuse & Neglect 29, no. 5 (2005): 513-32.
doi:10.1016/j.chiabu.2004.08.010.
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Table PR.2.1: Child discipline

Percentage of children age 1-14 years by child disciplining methods experienced during the last one month, 2018 Georgia

MICS
Percentage of children age 1-14 years who experienced:
Physical Any Number of
Only non- punishment violent children
violent Psychological discipline  age 1-14
discipline aggression Any Severe®  method* years

Total 28.2 66.3 30.6 4.6 68.8 6,797
Sex

Male 26.0 68.3 32.0 4.5 71.0 3,507

Female 30.5 64.1 29.2 4.7 66.5 3,290
Area

Urban 28.4 66.8 28.6 4.1 68.9 4,192

Rural 27.8 65.5 34.0 5.4 68.7 2,605
Region

Thilisi 304 65.8 26.0 4.6 67.8 2,329

Adjara A.R 24.8 68.4 33.0 3.6 71.5 725

Guria 20.1 74.6 33.6 2.7 77.3 164
S\/I;(—:‘;rt(ietl, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 346 60.0 236 28 62.3 859

Kakheti 24.5 66.5 37.4 6.8 69.0 463

Mtkheta-Mtianeti 315 62.9 24.9 2.7 64.9 154

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 28.1 63.3 33.0 49 68.7 496

Samtskhe-Javakheti 36.1 56.3 255 3.0 59.9 247

Kvemo Kartli 239 71.2 40.2 7.5 73.4 881

Shida Kartli 20.3 74.1 39.2 3.2 75.9 480
Age

1-2 36.0 47.6 26.1 2.9 52.3 966

34 27.0 67.4 43.0 4.8 71.4 1,095

5-9 25.2 72.0 35.7 6.1 74.0 2,698

10-14 29.0 66.9 19.5 3.2 68.4 2,037
Mother's education®

Kindergarten or none *) * *) *) *) 3

Primary or Lower Secondary 19.4 75.6 41.0 6.1 77.5 809

Upper Secondary 25.2 67.2 36.4 5.5 71.1 1,486

Vocational Education 31.3 63.4 28.4 35 66.0 1,426

Higher 304 64.8 26.2 4.3 66.7 3,072
Child's functional difficulties (age 2-14 years)?®

Has functional difficulty 18.8 75.5 37.2 134 77.4 493

Has no functional difficulty 28.2 67.9 31.3 4.1 70.3 5,849
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)

Has functional difficulty 19.5 76.6 36.4 10.1 78.4 664

Has no functional difficulty 28.7 65.5 31.0 4.1 68.2 5,756

No information 34.7 59.8 14.4 2.9 60.5 378
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 29.1 65.2 28.5 4.1 67.7 5,907

Azerbaijani 15.9 815 53.3 11.9 83.5 512

Armenian 331 61.7 34.5 2.7 64.8 253

Other 24.4 63.8 324 3.1 70.7 125
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Table PR.2.1: Child discipline

Percentage of children age 1-14 years by child disciplining methods experienced during the last one month, 2018 Georgia
MICS
Percentage of children age 1-14 years who experienced:
Physical Any Number of
Only non- punishment violent children
violent Psychological discipline  age 1-14
discipline aggression Any Severe®  method* years
Total 28.2 66.3 30.6 4.6 68.8 6,797
IDP status of household head
IDP 24.3 71.2 36.6 7.4 74.9 343
Non-IDP 28.4 66.0 30.3 4.4 68.5 6,454
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 26.4 67.1 37.9 6.7 70.7 1,163
Second 29.4 63.6 31.0 4.6 66.4 1,353
Middle 26.3 68.1 30.2 3.9 70.9 1,307
Fourth 259 67.9 30.0 4.1 71.0 1,396
Richest 32.0 65.1 259 4.1 65.8 1578
1 MICS indicator PR.2 - Violent discipline; SDG 16.2.1
A Severe physical punishment includes: 1) Hit or slapped on the face, head or ears or 2) Beat up, that is, hit over and over as
hard as one could
B Children age 1 year are excluded, as functional difficulties are only collected for age 2-14 years
€ Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table PR.2.2: Attitudes toward physical punishment

Percentage of mothers/caretakers of children age 1-14 years who believe that physical punishment is needed to bring up,
raise, or educate a child properly, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of mothers/caretakers Number of mothers/ caretakers
who believe that a child needs to responding to a child discipline
be physically punished module
Total 8.1 3,883
Sex
Male 1.6 51
Female 8.2 3,832
Area
Urban 7.4 2,446
Rural 9.3 1,437
Region
Thilisi 7.2 1,376
Adjara A.R 13.1 421
Guria 4.9 85
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 5.8 512
Kakheti 11.7 273
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 5.7 85
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 5.6 275
Samtskhe-Javakheti 3.5 143
Kvemo Kartli 8.1 473
Shida Kartli 12.8 240
Age
<25 6.7 282
25-34 7.7 1,909
35-49 9.0 1,470
50+ 7.1 222
Mother's Education®
Kindergarten or none *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 12.0 405
Upper Secondary 8.5 863
Vocational Education 9.6 840
Higher 6.3 1,772
Caretaker's Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 16.3 358
Has no functional difficulty 7.3 3,261
No information 6.9 264
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 7.9 3,404
Azerbaijani 12.2 259
Armenian 5.1 151
Other 10.7 69
IDP status of household head
IDP 5.9 194
Non-IDP 8.2 3,689
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 10.4 637
Second 7.6 756
Middle 7.6 762
Fourth 7.0 839
Richest 8.4 889

A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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8.2 CHILD MARRIAGE

Marriage®® before the age of 18 is violation of human rights, yet remains a reality for many children. The right
to 'free and full' consent to a marriage is recognized in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights - with the
recognition that consent cannot be 'free and full' when one of the parties involved is not sufficiently mature to
make an informed decision about a life partner. In the Sustainable Development Goals, child marriage has been
identified as a harmful practice which the world should aim to eliminate by 2030.

Child marriage is more common among girls than boys, but does occur around the world among children of both
sexes. The impacts specific to boys married in childhood are not yet well understood, but marriage does place
boys in an adult role accompanied by responsibilities for which they may not be prepared.

In many parts of the world parents encourage the marriage of their daughters while they are still children in
hopes that the marriage will benefit them both financially and socially, while also relieving financial burdens on
the family. In actual fact, child marriage compromises the development of girls and often results in early
pregnancy and social isolation, with little education and poor vocational training reinforcing the gendered nature
of poverty.®’

Closely related to the issue of child marriage is the age at which sexual activity — and for females, childbearing —
may begin. Women who were married before the age of 18 tend to have more children than those who marry
later in life and are less likely to receive maternal health care services.’®% In addition, pregnancy related deaths
are known to be a leading cause of mortality for both married and unmarried girls between the ages of 15 and
19.

Tables PR.4.1W and PR.4.1M present the percentage of women and men married before ages 15 and 18 years
and the percentage of adolescent girls and boys aged 15-19 and 15-49 who are currently married.

Tables PR.4.2W and PR.4.2M present, respectively, the proportion of women and men who were first married
or entered into a marital union before age 15 and 18 by area and age groups. Examining the percentages married
before ages 15 and 18 across different age groups allow for trends to be observed in child marriage over time.

Another component is the spousal age difference with the indicator being the percentage of married/in union
women 10 or more years younger than their current spouse. Table PR.4.3 presents the results of the age
difference between women and their husband or partner. Due to the small number of unweighted cases, the
results except total are not reported by age groups 15-19 and 20-24. Background characteristics for age group
15-24 are presented in Table PR.4.3CS.

% All references to marriage in this chapter include cohabiting unions as well.

97 Bajracharya, A. and N. Amin, S. Poverty, marriage timing, and transitions to adulthood in Nepal: A longitudinal analysis
using the Nepal living standards survey. Poverty, Gender, and Youth Working Paper No. 19. New York: Population Council,
2010. http://www.popcouncil.org/uploads/pdfs/wp/pgy/019.pdf.;

Godha, D. et al. 2011. The influence of child marriage on fertility, fertility-control, and maternal health care utilization.
MEASURE/Evaluation PRH Project Working paper 11-124.

98 Godha D., D. Hotchkiss and A. Gage. "Association Between Child Marriage and Reproductive Health Outcomes and
Service Utilization: A Multi-Country Study from South Asia." Journal of Adolescent Health 52, no. 5 (2013): 552-58.
doi:10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.01.021.

99 Nour, N. "Health Consequences of Child Marriage in Africa." Emerging Infectious Diseases 12, no. 11 (2006): 1644-649.
doi:10.3201/eid1211.060510.
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Table PR.4.1W: Child marriage (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of women age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a
marital union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of women age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Women age 15-49

Women age 15-19

Women age 15-49

years Women age 20-49 years Women age 20-24 years years years
] () () () ]
L5 — 0¥ 05 05 — 0¥ 05 5 — O ¥ ) c — V¥ 9] c — OV
385 E£9 S8% 589 EE£9 88y 88y ELY BEEs  EEQ SEES E22
g 284 &5 &3z 2gg &5 &5° 2gg  &°E7  2g4 g°E 289
£ £ £ £ £
Total 15 6,812 14 17.3 6,279 0.3 13.9 783 11.2 533 72.2 6,812
Area
Urban 0.9 4,392 1.0 13.8 4,049 0.0 8.0 512 7.0 343 68.0 4,392
Rural 24 2,420 2.2 23.8 2,230 0.8 25.0 271 18.8 190 79.9 2,420
Region
Thilisi 0.8 2,621 0.9 12.2 2,415 0.0 4.9 317 9.0 205 65.2 2,621
Adjara A.R 2.1 736 1.9 19.6 679 0.0 13.9 81 8.7 57 72.1 736
Guria 1.6 155 15 22.5 143 0.0 17.7 17 (19.8) 12 79.5 155
«umeret], Racha-Lechkhumi and 1.4 826 1.4 17.3 766 00 187 105 8.8 60 77.4 826
Kakheti 2.5 412 2.6 24.0 378 1.6 345 43 (12.2) 34 78.8 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 0.6 154 0.7 15.6 141 0.5 14.2 13 16.4 13 72.2 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 1.6 454 1.6 15.7 416 0.3 16.5 33 15.1 37 74.8 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 1.2 238 1.2 21.6 222 0.0 14.3 23 (14.0) 16 81.8 238
Kvemo Kartli 1.7 780 15 24.5 723 0.0 23.1 104 (18.1) 58 79.7 780
Shida Kartli 3.0 436 3.0 235 394 2.8 21.3 46 9.6 41 74.7 436
Age
15-19 1.7 533 na na na na na na 11.2 533 11.2 533
15-17 1.2 324 na na na na na na 7.2 324 7.2 324
18-19 2.5 209 na na na na na na 17.4 209 17.4 209
20-24 0.3 783 0.3 13.9 783 0.3 13.9 783 na na 49.7 783
25-29 1.2 1,177 1.2 15.6 1,177 na na na na na 78.8 1,177
30-34 1.3 1,207 1.3 13.6 1,207 na na na na na 81.4 1,207
35-39 15 1,153 15 18.9 1,153 na na na na na 83.7 1,153
40-44 3.1 1,010 3.1 26.5 1,010 na na na na na 81.3 1,010
45-49 11 950 11 15.4 950 na na na na na 81.6 950
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Table PR.4.1W: Child marriage (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of women age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a
marital union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of women age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Women age 15-49

Women age 15-19

Women age 15-49

years Women age 20-49 years Women age 20-24 years years years
] () () () ]
[N P ] 5 5 — 0¥ 5 5 — 0¥ ) c — 0¥ ) c — 0¥
8% tf9 8BY% 83% E29 83y 98By efy 8EfE Ef;  ZEtE Eg9
g 284 &5 &3z 2gg &5 &5° 2gg  &°E7  2g4 g°E 289
£ £ £ £ £
Total 15 6,812 14 17.3 6,279 0.3 13.9 783 11.2 533 72.2 6,812
Education
Kindergarten or none *) 7 *) *) 7 *) *) 1 - 0 *) 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 7.7 631 6.8 48.3 589 1.7 46.5 82 51.1 42 76.9 631
Upper Secondary 1.6 1,718 2.1 29.1 1,343 0.1 24.6 183 6.8 375 68.8 1,718
Vocational Education 0.6 1,308 0.5 13.5 1,289 0.5 11.3 120 (19.1) 19 81.8 1,308
Higher 0.4 3,148 0.4 7.8 3,051 0.0 3.1 397 9.3 97 69.2 3,148
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 1.8 639 1.9 19.8 625 (0.4) (119 30 *) 14 72.4 639
Has no functional difficulty 1.4 5,849 1.4 17.1 5,654 0.3 14.0 753 18.2 195 75.8 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 1.2 5,957 1.2 16.0 5,495 0.2 12.4 679 9.0 462 71.5 5,957
Azerbaijani 49 397 4.2 40.8 360 (0.0 (37.6) 59 (39.8) 37 87.6 397
Armenian 15 330 1.6 16.6 308 (0.0 (4.5) 33 (10.0) 22 71.9 330
Other 3.9 128 4.2 12.4 116 * *) 12 * 12 59.6 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 12 350 0.8 10.6 313 0.7 3.1 25 24.6 37 68.5 350
Non-IDP 15 6,462 15 17.7 5,966 0.3 14.3 757 10.2 496 72.4 6,462
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Table PR.4.1W: Child marriage (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of women age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a
marital union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of women age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Women age 15-49
years

Women age 20-49 years

Women age 15-19

Women age 15-49

Women age 20-24 years years years
(0] 8 [ () 9 () 9 [ () 9 () 8 [ () [ () [
oL S og oL oL S o5 o2, oL, ©Tojz o> £ S o5 o> £ S o5
£489 gc & £a9 289 §5c¢ 288 £83 pcoe 2E8E 5oL £E85 58
oD O 2 ¢ g ST O CT O 2 05 Ty OTo 20« o <2 Q045 o L€ Q05
°c9 2 Eeg S ©0Q2B EEY o9 925 EEJ oS5 ES EEX o555 EEY
g E© S S GE® GFES 354 PE® SES 35¢ SO g 2 S b SO g =R
o g Zz3 o g o g Z:x o g o g Z:2x o Zz4 o Z=z4
£ £ £ £ £
Total 15 6,812 1.4 17.3 6,279 0.3 13.9 783 11.2 533 72.2 6,812
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 3.3 1,055 2.9 27.2 957 0.6 33.2 116 24.9 98 78.1 1,055
Second 1.6 1,284 1.6 21.6 1,189 0.5 19.7 153 11.7 95 78.5 1,284
Middle 1.3 1,332 1.4 16.6 1,237 0.5 12.5 148 16.6 95 74.0 1,332
Fourth 1.3 1,509 1.3 14.7 1,397 0.0 7.2 204 6.8 112 64.6 1,509
Richest 0.5 1,632 0.5 10.8 1,500 0.0 4.4 162 0.5 133 69.0 1,632

na: not applicable

I MICS indicator PR.4a - Child marriage (before age 15); SDG 5.3.1
2 MICS indicator PR.4b - Child marriage (before age 18); SDG 5.3.1

3MICS indicator PR.5 - Young women age 15-19 years currently married or in union
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table PR.4.1M: Child marriage (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of men age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a marital

union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of men age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Men age 15-49 years Men age 20-49 years Men age 20-24 years Men age 15-19 years Men age 15-49 years
g5 55 £29 883 5o E8% £8% 55 EE3t 5o g2 3 Bo
8%% 54 8B% 83% 53 8By 83y Eg 8tEc Za 83 &4
85" Ep &5° 85" Ey &s5° &5° Ey &°E Ey £°% 5%
E zg E E zg E E zg zg £ zg
Total 0.3 2,697 0.3 2.7 2,338 0.5 0.5 340 0.1 359 56.1 2,697
Area
Urban 0.2 1,652 0.2 2.6 1,405 0.0 0.0 209 0.0 247 55.5 1,652
Rural 0.4 1,045 0.4 3.0 933 1.3 1.3 131 0.4 112 57.0 1,045
Region
Thilisi 0.2 988 0.3 2.4 822 (0.0) (0.0) 136 0.0 166 54.1 988
Adjara A.R 0.2 275 0.2 2.1 250 *) *) 16 (0.3) 24 65.2 275
Guria 0.4 66 0.4 6.2 58 (0.0) (0.0) 7 (0.0) 8 56.7 66
Kv'énnfgeg;/;fgt?a"‘ed‘kh“m' and 0.5 347 0.6 2.6 307 (36)  (3.6) 49 (0.0) 41 55.6 347
Kakheti 0.0 185 0.0 3.3 162 (0.0 (0.0 16 (0.0 24 56.3 185
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 0.0 63 0.0 4.5 57 (0.0 (0.0 7 (6.3) 6 54.7 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.3 204 0.4 2.0 184 (0.0) (0.0) 22 (0.0) 20 49.9 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 90 0.0 0.5 80 * *) 10 *) 10 58.9 90
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 297 0.0 1.7 259 (0.0 (0.0 55 *) 38 60.2 297
Shida Kartli 0.7 181 0.8 6.7 159 (0.0 (0.0 22 (0.0 22 53.1 181
Age
15-19 0.0 359 na na na na na na 0.1 359 0.1 359
15-17 0.0 242 na na na na na na 0.0 242 0.0 242
18-19 0.0 117 na na na na na na 0.4 117 0.4 117
20-24 0.5 340 0.5 0.5 340 0.5 0.5 340 na na 21.0 340
25-29 0.0 397 0.0 25 397 na na na na na 49.7 397
30-34 0.7 451 0.7 1.9 451 na na na na na 68.3 451
35-39 0.2 357 0.2 2.3 357 na na na na na 7.7 357
40-44 0.2 405 0.2 3.7 405 na na na na na 81.6 405
45-49 0.2 388 0.2 5.2 388 na na na na na 84.3 388
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Table PR.4.1M: Child marriage (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of men age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a marital

union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of men age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Men age 15-49 years Men age 20-49 years Men age 20-24 years Men age 15-19 years Men age 15-49 years
o g g o o g g o o S % S % S g g
o5 o5 (O] (Ol (Ol [) [) =
28w Eg 8w F8« E£2 88w 8w E£2  gzs. E£S 225 EgS
29 o o 2.9« 29 oo 2949 2949 o < ECBS o o 2¢c c oo
0T W 55 0T L ©TO 5y T e 0T o 5o o L2 5 o L3 55
[T aw QLD SN a9 CL o Q2o 890 o555 aw 55 gty
g EC = g EC T E® c N cE® oL@ s N o0 g = O o= =
[N S o [ o © S o [N o ® S o o S o o T S o
E zg E E zg E E zg zg £ zg
Total 0.3 2,697 0.3 2.7 2,338 0.5 0.5 340 359 56.1 2,697
Education
Kindergarten or none *) 2 *) *) 2 *) *) 1 0 *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.2 307 1.5 6.6 251 3.4 34 52 56 47.7 307
Upper Secondary 0.0 891 0.0 3.2 659 0.0 0.0 110 232 46.7 891
Vocational Education 0.0 410 0.0 2.0 403 0.0 0.0 57 7 67.3 410
Higher 0.2 1,087 0.2 1.7 1,023 0.0 0.0 120 64 61.9 1,087
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 0.4 166 0.4 6.5 166 ™* ™* 25 0 60.2 166
Has no functional difficulty 0.3 2,289 0.3 24 2,172 0.6 0.6 315 117 61.7 2,289
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.2 2,387 0.3 25 2,072 0.6 0.6 293 315 56.2 2,387
Azerbaijani 11 126 1.2 10.0 112 ™* ™* 18 15 74.5 126
Armenian 0.0 117 0.0 0.0 100 ™* ™* 13 18 49.4 117
Other 0.0 66 0.0 0.0 54 ™* ™* 15 12 28.0 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 2.0 117 2.3 2.8 101 (0.0) (0.0 22 15 56.0 117
Non-IDP 0.2 2,580 0.2 2.7 2,237 0.6 0.6 317 344 56.1 2,580
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Table PR.4.1M: Child marriage (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who first married or entered a marital union before their 15th birthday, percentages of men age 20-49 and 20-24 years who first married or entered a marital

union before their 15th and 18th birthdays, percentage of men age 15-19 and 15-49 years currently married or in union, 2018 Georgia MICS

Men age 15-49 years

Men age 20-49 years

Men age 20-24 years

Men age 15-49 years
c

Men age 15-19 years
c 0

) c 2 ) ) c o o o c @ o c®
o= [T o= o = [T o = o = O @ o [T o 2 [Tl
28w Eg 8w F8« E£2 88w 8w E£2  gzs. E£S 225 EgS
29 o o 2.9« 29 oo 2949 2949 o < ECBS o o 2¢c c oo
©T O sy ©T O 0T O sy T o BT o 5N o L2 5 o L35 55
[T aw QLD SN a9 CL o Q2o 890 o555 aw 55 gty
g EC = g EC T E® c N cE® oL@ s N o0 g = O o= =
[N S o [ o © S o [N o ® S o o S o o T S o

E zg E E zg E E zg zg £ zg

Total 0.3 2,697 0.3 2.7 2,338 0.5 0.5 340 0.1 359 56.1 2,697
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.3 485 0.3 3.2 436 0.0 0.0 62 0.8 49 54.0 485
Second 0.5 552 0.5 2.7 500 2.6 2.6 67 0.0 52 57.0 552
Middle 0.0 547 0.0 2.7 478 0.0 0.0 83 0.0 69 55.8 547
Fourth 0.1 530 0.1 35 443 0.0 0.0 58 0.1 87 53.8 530
Richest 0.4 584 0.5 1.6 482 0.0 0.0 70 0.0 101 59.3 584

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator

na: not applicable

L MICS indicator PR.4a - Child marriage (before age 15)
2 MICS indicator PR.4b - Child marriage (before age 18)
3MICS indicator PR.5 - Young men age 15-19 years currently married or in union
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Table PR.4.2W: Trends in child marriage (women)

Percentage of women who were first married or entered into a marital union before their 15th and 18th birthday, by area and age groups, 2018 Georgia MICS
Urban Rural All
Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage
of women Number of of women Number of of women Number of of women Number of of women Number of of women Number of
married women married women married women married women married women married women
before age age 15-49 before age age 20-49 before age age 15-49 before age age 20-49 before age age 15-49 before age age 20-49
15 years 18 years 15 years 18 years 15 years 18 years
Total 0.9 4,392 13.8 4,049 24 2,420 23.8 2,230 15 6,812 17.3 6,279
Age
15-19 0.2 343 na na 4.4 190 na na 1.7 533 na na
15-17 0.1 209 na na 3.3 115 na na 1.2 324 na na
18-19 0.4 134 na na 6.2 75 na na 2.5 209 na na
20-24 0.0 512 8.0 512 0.8 271 25.0 271 0.3 783 13.9 783
25-29 0.5 745 13.0 745 2.6 432 20.2 432 1.2 1,177 15.6 1,177
30-34 0.6 794 8.7 794 2.6 413 22.9 413 1.3 1,207 13.6 1,207
35-39 0.7 817 15.8 817 3.2 335 26.4 335 15 1,153 18.9 1,153
40-44 3.2 620 23.2 620 3.0 390 318 390 3.1 1,010 26.5 1,010
45-49 11 561 13.7 561 0.9 388 17.8 388 11 950 15.4 950
na: not applicable
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Table PR.4.2M: Trends in child marriage (men)

Percentage of men who were first married or entered into a marital union before their 15th and 18th birthday, by area and age groups, 2018 Georgia MICS

Urban Rural All
Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage Percentage
of men of men of men of men of men of men
married Number of married Number of married Number of married Number of married Number of married Number of
before age men age before age men age before age men age before age men age before age men age before age men age
15 15-49 years 18 20-49 years 15 15-49 years 18 20-49 years 15 15-49 years 18 20-49 years
Total 0.2 1,652 2.6 1,405 0.4 1,045 3.0 933 0.3 2,697 2.7 2,338
Age
15-19 0.0 247 na na 0.0 112 na na 0.0 359 na na
15-17 0.0 162 na na 0.0 80 na na 0.0 242 na na
18-19 (0.0) 85 na na (0.0) 31 na na 0.0 117 na na
20-24 0.0 209 0.0 209 1.3 131 1.3 131 0.5 340 0.5 340
25-29 0.0 243 2.7 243 0.0 154 2.2 154 0.0 397 25 397
30-34 0.9 272 0.9 272 0.4 179 35 179 0.7 451 1.9 451
35-39 0.3 219 2.4 219 0.0 138 21 138 0.2 357 2.3 357
40-44 0.0 242 3.6 242 0.4 163 3.8 163 0.2 405 3.7 405
45-49 0.1 220 6.0 220 0.4 168 4.2 168 0.2 388 5.2 388

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
na: not applicable

Table PR.4.3: Spousal age difference

Percent distribution of women currently married/in union age 15-19 and 20-24 years according to the age difference with their husband or partner, MICS6 Georgia, 2018

Percentage of currently married/in union women age 20-24

Percentage of currently married/in union women age 15- Number of Number of
19 years whose husband or partner is: women age years whose husband or partner is: women age
15-19 years 20-24 years
0-4 5-9 currently 0-4 5-9 currently
years years 10+ years married/in years years 10+ years married/in
Younger older older older! Total union Younger older older older? Total union
Total 0.6 59.4 29.7 10.2 100.0 60 13.0 52.5 27.8 6.7 100.0 389

1 MICS indicator PR.7a - Spousal age difference (among women age 15-19)
2 MICS indicator PR.7b - Spousal age difference (among women age 20-24)
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Table PR.4.3CS: Spousal age difference

Percent distribution of women currently married/in union age 15-24 years according to the age difference with their husband
or partner, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of currently married/in union

women age 15-24 years yvhose husband or vtlctjnrwneb:;gg
partner is: 15-24 years
5-9 10+ currently
O-4years years years married/ in
Younger older older older*  Total union
Total 11.4 53.4 28.1 7.2 100.0 449
Area
Urban 15.9 57.6 22.4 4.1 100.0 235
Rural 6.3 48.8 34.3 10.5 100.0 214
Region
Thilisi (19.6) (56.8) (23.1) (0.4) 100.0 138
Adjara A.R (5.0) (50.0) (27.8) (17.2) 100.0 37
Guria 9.3 52.3 22.7 15.7  100.0 14
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 16.8 53.5 21.8 7.9 100.0 69
Kakheti (3.9) (44.8) (42.5) (8.8) 100.0 33
Mtkheta-Mtianeti (12.9) (55.9) (21.4) (9.8) 100.0 9
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti (11.5) (71.1) (9.8) (7.6) 100.0 25
Samtskhe-Javakheti 2.7) (49.1) (36.9) (11.4) 100.0 16
Kvemo Kartli 4.0 42.1 44.2 9.7 100.0 77
Shida Kartli 1.7 67.1 23.2 8.0 100.0 32
Education
Kindergarten or none - - - - - 0
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.4 41.9 42.7 15.0 100.0 73
Upper Secondary 6.5 51.5 34.1 8.0 100.0 164
Vocational Education 26.0 43.9 26.1 4.0 100.0 84
Higher 14.3 68.6 13.4 3.7 100.0 129
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty (10.12) (63.1) (26.8) (0.0) 100.0 12
Has no functional difficulty 12.0 52.8 28.5 6.7 100.0 413
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 13.3 57.7 22.2 6.7 100.0 359
Azerbaijani (3.9 (24.2) (62.4) (9.9) 100.0 64
Armenian (2.2) (69.9) (23.0) (5.00 100.0 20
Other *) *) * (*) 100.0 7
IDP status of household head
IDP (34.8) (55.6) (4.3) (5.3) 100.0 21
Non-IDP 10.2 53.3 29.2 7.2 100.0 428
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 5.1 45.2 36.9 12.8 100.0 99.7
Second 7.6 50.3 335 8.6 100.0 105.6
Middle 7.3 61.6 23.7 7.4 100.0 87.3
Fourth 16.3 57.5 24.0 2.1 100.0 92.4
Richest (25.7) (54.4) (17.1) (2.8) 100.0 63.9

IMICS indicator PR.7CS - Spousal age difference (among women age 15-24)
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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8.3 VICTIMISATION

Crime can have a large impact the lives of victims and the wider community in which they live. Those who are
victims of crimes can suffer physically and psychologically and experience loss of assets and income. Crime can
also carry significant economic costs to the community through the provision of preventative measures as well
as corrective services%,

Tables PR.6.1W and PR.6.1M present the percentage of women and men who were victims of robbery or assault
in the last 3 and 1 year prior to the survey, by various background characteristics. Table PR.6.3W expands on the
circumstances of the latest assault experienced by women, indicating where it took place and type of weapon
used. Finally, Table PR.6.4W indicates if the last robbery or assault experienced by women was reported to the
police.

Due to few unweighted cases background characteristics for tables PR.6.3W and PR.6.4W are not presented,
furthermore the same tables for man PR.6.3M and PR.6.4M are not reported at all.

100 United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, and United Nations Economic Commission for Europe. Manual on
Victimization Surveys. Geneva: UN. https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/Crime-
statistics/Manual _on Victimization surveys 2009 web.pdf.
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Table PR.6.1W: Victims of robbery and assault (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who were victims of robbery, assault and either robbery or assault in the last 3
years, last 1 year and multiple times in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of
women age 15-49
years who
experienced
physical violence
of robbery or

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who
were victims of:

Robbery” Assault® assault:
Q Q ()
w < 88 & o 38 o 2 38
g B Eo gz 8 E£o g § E-
g £ g8 2 2 38 2 g g8
< £ g c £ g c c g Number of
women
Total 15 06 01 08 04 01 22 09 03 6,812
Area
Urban 19 08 02 08 03 01 26 12 03 4,392
Rural 08 02 00 08 04 02 1.5 06 03 2,420
Region
Thilisi 26 10 02 09 03 00 34 13 02 2,621
Adjara A.R 08 07 04 01 01 01 1.0 08 05 736
Guria 1.0 05 03 04 04 02 1.3 08 05 155
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and
Kvemo Svanefi 05 01 00 04 01 00 08 01 01 826
Kakheti 1.1 00 00 1.2 05 04 21 05 04 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 1.7 07 02 16 06 05 30 13 08 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.8 0.8 0.1 1.0 0.5 0.4 1.6 1.1 0.5 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 06 04 00 08 06 0.2 1.2 08 04 238
Kvemo Kartli 09 06 00 09 04 04 1.8 09 04 780
Shida Kartli 03 00 00 1.3 08 01 1.5 08 01 436
Age
15-19 44 33 02 1.3 05 05 52 37 07 533
15-17 45 34 04 1.9 06 06 56 40 1.0 324
18-19 43 30 0.0 03 03 03 46 33 03 209
20-24 1.6 07 00 1.5 08 03 31 14 03 783
25-29 03 02 02 08 02 01 1.2 04 03 1,177
30-34 24 07 03 1.2 05 01 34 12 05 1,207
35-39 1.1 03 00 06 04 00 1.6 07 01 1,153
40-44 1.3 00 00 02 01 01 15 01 01 1,010
45-49 07 05 01 04 01 0.0 1.0 05 03 950
Education
Kindergarten * * * * * * * * * 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 06 02 01 1.3 06 04 1.9 08 05 631
Upper Secondary 1.5 08 01 07 03 02 20 11 03 1,718
Vocational Education 05 03 01 06 02 00 1.0 04 0.2 1,308
Higher 21 07 02 08 04 01 28 11 03 3,148
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Table PR.6.1W: Victims of robbery and assault (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who were victims of robbery, assault and either robbery or assault in the last 3
years, last 1 year and multiple times in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of
women age 15-49
years who
experienced
physical violence
of robbery or

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who
were victims of:

Robbery” Assault® assault:
] ] ]
& o 88 & < 88 & 2 3¢
7 8 £o 7 8 £o Z & E£-q
g £ g8 2 2 38 2 g g8
< £ g c £ g c c g Number of
women
Total 15 0.6 0.1 0.8 0.4 0.1 2.2 0.9 0.3 6,812
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 2.6 0.7 0.1 3.3 11 0.2 5.7 1.6 0.5 639
Has no functional difficulty 1.2 0.5 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.1 1.6 0.7 0.2 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 15 0.7 0.1 0.7 0.3 0.1 21 1.0 0.3 5,957
Azerbaijani 14 0.5 0.0 2.0 1.0 0.5 2.8 15 0.5 397
Armenian 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.1 330
Other 5.5 0.3 0.0 3.2 0.1 0.1 8.8 0.4 0.1 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 3.3 25 0.2 0.9 0.2 0.0 4.2 2.7 0.2 350
Non-IDP 14 0.5 0.1 0.8 0.4 0.1 21 0.8 0.3 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.2 0.5 0.0 1.2 0.7 0.4 2.3 1.2 0.5 1,055
Second 0.9 0.3 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.1 1.3 0.4 0.2 1,284
Middle 1.7 1.1 0.2 0.8 0.3 0.2 25 14 0.4 1,332
Fourth 25 0.9 0.4 11 0.3 0.0 3.6 1.2 0.4 1,509
Richest 1.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.1 1.3 0.6 0.1 1,632

IMICS indicator PR.12 - Experience of robbery and assault
A A robbery is here defined as "taking or trying to take something, by using force or threatening to use force".
B An assault is here defined as a physical attack.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

Protected from Violence and Exploitation | page 257




Table PR.6.1M: Victims of robbery and assault (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who were victims of robbery, assault and either robbery or assault in the last 3 years,
last 1 year and multiple times in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who
were victims of:

Percentage of
men age 15-49

years who

experienced
physical violence
of robbery or

Robbery” Assault® assault:
(2] — Q (2] — Q (2] Al 2
o o 89 o o 88 o o 88
z 8§ £o z 8§ £o 7 Z £-
2 £ 3¢ 2 2 28 g g 28
c £ 3 c £ 3 c c S Numberof
- = - = - - = men
Total 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.2 1.0 0.6 0.3 2,697
Area
Urban 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.5 0.4 0.2 0.9 0.7 0.3 1,652
Rural 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.1 1.2 0.5 0.1 1,045
Region
Thilisi 0.9 0.7 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.9 0.4 988
Adjara A.R 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 275
Guria 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.8 0.8 0.4 66
Kv'énn?geg;/;fgt?a"‘emkh“m' and 55 00 00 1.0 05 00 10 05 00 347
Kakheti 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 185
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.9 0.1 2.3 0.9 0.1 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.4 0.0 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 90
Kvemo Kartli 19 0.6 0.0 11 0.6 0.0 2.4 0.6 0.6 297
Shida Kartli 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 0.6 1.0 1.0 0.6 181
Age
15-19 11 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.0 1.8 0.2 0.0 359
15-17 1.6 0.0 0.0 11 0.3 0.0 2.6 0.3 0.0 242
18-19 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 117
20-24 14 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.9 0.9 14 0.9 0.9 340
25-29 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.1 397
30-34 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.8 0.1 0.0 1.8 1.2 0.1 451
35-39 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 357
40-44 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.7 0.6 0.6 405
45-49 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.7 0.7 0.2 1.0 1.0 0.2 388
Education
Kindergarten or none * * * * * * * * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.5 0.2 2.5 0.5 0.2 307
Upper Secondary 0.9 0.8 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 11 0.9 0.3 891
Vocational Education 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.5 0.0 410
Higher 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.5 0.3 0.1 0.8 0.4 0.3 1,087
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Table PR.6.1M: Victims of robbery and assault (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who were victims of robbery, assault and either robbery or assault in the last 3 years,
last 1 year and multiple times in the last year, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of men age 15-49 years who Percentage of
were victims of: men age 15-49
years who

experienced
physical violence
of robbery or

Robbery” Assault® assault:
3] 3] ()
2 g £ 2 5 £ 2 5 5
o £ o o S = 9} [T =
> > L@ > > 53 > > 58
™ - o 9 ™ - o 9 ™ — o 9
% 5 £ % 5 EX % 5 EX
3 8 =7 3 s =g 3 8 =3z
- 3] - 3] - ()
2 £ g=& 2 £ gé& 2 2 38
c £ 3 c £ 3 c c S Numberof
— = — = — - = men
Total 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.2 1.0 0.6 0.3 2,697
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 2.6 2.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.6 2.6 0.0 166
Has no functional difficulty 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 2,289
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.9 0.6 0.2 2,387
Azerbaijani 4.4 1.3 0.0 19 19 0.0 49 19 1.3 126
Armenian 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 117
Other 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.7 0.1 117
Non-IDP 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.2 11 0.6 0.3 2,580
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.0 0.2 0.0 1.0 0.7 0.2 2.0 0.9 0.2 485
Second 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0 552
Middle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 547
Fourth 1.2 11 0.0 0.8 0.6 0.1 1.7 14 0.5 530
Richest 0.8 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.5 584

IMICS indicator PR.12 - Experience of robbery and assault

A A robbery is here defined as "taking or trying to take something, by using force or threatening to use force".
B An assault is here defined as a physical attack.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table PR.6.3W: Location and circumstances of latest incident of assault (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years by classification of the location and circumstances of the latest assault, 2018 Georgia MICS

Location of last incident of assault

Use of weapon during last assault Number of
women
In On Public experiencing
At another  Inthe public restaurant/  Other At school/ No Any assault in the
home home street  transport café/bar public  workplace  Total weapon  Knife Gun Other  weapon last 3 years
Total 48.0 8.3 28.9 1.1 5.6 13 6.8  100.0 91.0 6.2 0.0 2.7 9.0 54

Table PR.6.4W: Reporting of robbery and assault in the last one year (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who experienced robbery in the last year, by type of last robbery, percentage who experienced assault in the last 1 year, by type of last assault, and
percentage whose last experience of either robbery or assault was reported to the police, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of women for whom

Percentage of women for whom Number of
last incident of robbery was last incident of assault was Percentage of women for women

reported to the police Number of reported to the police Number of whom the last incident of experiencing
women women physical violence of physical violence

Robbery Robbery experiencing Assault Assault experiencing  robbery and/or assault in of robbery or
with no with any Any robbery in with no with any Any assault in the last year was assault in the last

weapon weapon robbery the last year weapon weapon assault the last year reported to the policel year

Total (28.5) (0.0) (28.5) 42.4 (58.3) (2.2) (60.6) 24.2 18.9 64

1 MICS indicator PR.13 - Crime reporting; SDG indicator 16.3.1
AThis indicator is constructed using both last incidents of robbery and assault, as respondents may have experienced 1) no incident, 2) one last incident of either robbery or assault or 3) both

robbery and assault.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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8.4 FEELINGS OF SAFETY

Questions about fear, such as feelings of safety and perceptions of crime as a problem, indicate respondents’
level of perceived safety in everyday life. This is important as such perceptions limit people’s freedom of
movement and influence how they manage threats to their safety.°

Tables PR.7.1W and PR.7.1M present data for women and men on their feelings of safety for walking alone in
their neighbourhood after dark and for being at home alone after dark.
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Table PR.7.1W: Feelings of safety (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women who _ _ N
walking alone in their neighbourhood g Percent distribution of women who 8. 2 = ]
after dark feel: S o X being home alone after dark feel: i © -3
e 25 2% 3
o et 5 =3 ss£2 5
£ 5o £ 5% 5838 §
] o _ ES§5@ =l —_ Eo E0F5 2
@ o = S GCgdT ) Q = < Sc 5c22 -
L S 5 ) IS] 258 2L ® o a2 ° 20 SS2E o
I o n o 2 = < 209 5 Qo » = @ E <= ® >c28 st
n Q S c T < s © £ £ n Q S c © x g Sy BHELS @
> @© 1%} = ~ @ o X > S © 0 = [N ) oo Q
- n c =7 T O - (7] c ET o E L~ cc I
Q D > [ g =8 o =) > 5 Qo 0% = 5
> o 2 2 =< > o 2 =< Sgp£5 >
> - coOO > - S o c =
o Q Ha o o O = O X <]
> o O © o= <
@) o< 3 gv &8O
z o = a o=
Total 53.9 28.1 13.0 0.9 3.8 0.2 100.0 82.1 65.1 26.1 6.3 0.5 1.8 0.2 100.0 913 1.2 6,812
Area
Urban 48.4 31.0 16.8 1.3 23 0.2 100.0 79.4 64.6 27.1 6.4 0.5 1.2 0.2 100.0 916 1.6 4,392
Rural 64.1 22.8 6.2 0.3 6.5 0.1 100.0 86.9 66.2 24.4 6.1 0.3 2.9 0.1 100.0 90.6 0.6 2,420
Region
Thilisi 40.3 334 22.0 1.3 29 0.1 100.0 73.8 61.4 29.0 7.7 0.6 1.2 0.1 100.0 904 16 2,621
Adjara A.R 68.6 19.3 7.3 1.0 3.1 0.6 100.0 88.0 72.4 18.3 6.4 0.6 1.8 0.6 100.0 90.6 15 736
Guria 63.4 26.9 8.0 0.5 1.2 0.0 100.0 90.3 59.3 27.1 10.2 0.9 2.6 0.0 100.0 86.3 1.2 155
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi
and Kvemo Svaneti 72.0 20.9 5.8 0.3 1.0 0.0 100.0 92.9 77.2 175 4.1 0.0 11 0.2 100.0 94.7 0.3 826
Kakheti 74.7 16.5 5.0 0.6 3.3 0.0 100.0 91.2 80.7 12.2 5.6 0.2 1.3 0.0 100.0 928 0.6 412
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 76.7 16.5 5.0 0.2 16 0.0 100.0 93.2 78.1 13.8 7.3 0.0 0.8 0.0 100.0 919 0.2 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 61.0 29.9 7.9 0.2 0.7 0.4 100.0 91.0 65.9 27.8 4.2 0.6 1.2 0.2 100.0 93.8 0.6 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 39.8 47.4 7.2 1.2 41 0.2 100.0 87.3 38.4 49.9 8.8 0.7 19 0.2 100.0 88.3 1.7 238
Kvemo Kartli 43.9 32.2 8.5 0.8 145 0.2 100.0 76.1 56.7 35.2 3.8 0.0 4.1 0.2 100.0 919 0.8 780
Shida Kartli 64.2 20.3 11.7 1.7 19 0.1 100.0 84.6 64.7 245 6.2 0.8 3.8 0.0 100.0 89.2 2.3 436
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Table PR.7.1W: Feelings of safety (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women who _ _ N
walking alone in their neighbourhood g Percent distribution of women who 8. 2 = ]
after dark feel: S o X being home alone after dark feel: i © -3
e 25 2% 3
o et 5 =3 ss£2 5
g 5ol £ 55 £23S &
© o —_ EG&® o o - Eo0 E95Ho 2
o 3 = I S®T ) o = 5] sc ossgg -
L ] 5 a 5 =259 R © S a 5 =9 232 S
@ L 0 =2 2 E =22 © 2 7] = 2 [ S >c28 =
n Q S c T < s © £ £ n Q S c © x g Sy BHELS @
> @ 4] S ~ @ X S = © ) S 0 o 20 o Ra)
- " c =7 T O c 9] c ET o E g- £ < I
o - > 3 g o o) > 5 Fe 2= 5 5
> o 2 2 =< > o 2 =< Sgp£5 >
> - coOO > - S o c =
o Q Ha o o O = O X <]
> o O © o= <
[} o< > gv &8O
P4 a = a Q T T
Total 53.9 28.1 13.0 0.9 3.8 0.2 100.0 82.1 65.1 26.1 6.3 0.5 1.8 0.2 100.0 913 1.2 6,812
Age
15-19 53.6 23.8 17.0 0.1 53 0.1 100.0 77.4 63.9 27.8 4.9 0.1 3.2 0.1 100.0 917 0.1 533
15-17 53.3 21.3 19.7 0.2 5.3 0.2 100.0 74.6 62.8 28.4 5.2 0.1 3.3 0.2 100.0 912 0.2 324
18-19 54.1 27.6 12.8 0.0 55 0.0 100.0 81.7 65.6 26.8 45 0.0 3.0 0.0 100.0 924 0.0 209
20-24 49.4 28.6 154 0.3 58 0.5 100.0 78.0 63.0 26.0 7.4 0.9 2.2 0.4 100.0 89.0 1.2 783
25-29 48.0 30.0 14.3 1.7 58 0.2 100.0 78.0 57.1 335 6.4 0.9 2.0 0.2 100.0 90.6 23 1,177
30-34 49.9 29.5 154 1.3 39 0.1 100.0 79.4 63.1 25.4 9.5 0.3 1.7 0.1 100.0 885 1.5 1,207
35-39 54.6 28.6 13.1 0.6 28 0.2 100.0 83.2 68.4 233 6.3 0.1 1.6 0.3 100.0 917 0.7 1,153
40-44 59.7 28.2 10.2 0.9 1.0 0.0 100.0 87.8 69.8 24.4 4.8 0.5 0.5 0.0 100.0 94.2 1.0 1,010
45-49 63.6 25.3 7.3 0.8 3.0 0.0 100.0 88.9 71.4 22.2 3.9 0.3 21 0.0 100.0 93.6 1.0 950
Education
Kindergarten or none ) @) ) ) * (9 100.0 * * * * * * () 100.0 * * 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 52.0 24.6 125 0.5 9.9 05 100.0 76.6 60.0 27.0 8.3 11 3.2 0.5 100.0 87.0 14 631
Upper Secondary 57.2 25.9 11.1 0.7 50 0.1 100.0 83.2 63.9 27.3 5.7 0.4 2.6 0.1 100.0 912 0.8 1,718
Vocational Education 60.2 25.4 9.1 1.1 40 0.2 100.0 85.7 67.8 24.9 5.5 0.3 14 0.1 100.0 92.6 1.3 1,308
Higher 49.8 31.1 15.9 1.1 19 0.1 100.0 81.0 65.7 25.9 6.6 0.4 1.2 0.2 100.0 916 14 3,148
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 51.9 20.8 23.2 0.5 3.6 0.1 100.0 72.6 59.2 24.7 125 1.2 2.3 0.0 100.0 839 1.7 639
Has no functional difficulty 54.2 29.3 11.6 1.0 3.7 0.2 100.0 83.5 65.9 26.1 5.7 0.4 1.6 0.2 100.0 921 1.2 5,849
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Table PR.7.1W: Feelings of safety (women)

Percent distribution of women age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of women who _ _ N
walking alone in their neighbourhood g Percent distribution of women who 8. 2 = ]
after dark feel: ST ¥ being home alone after dark feel: o & -3 3
£ES £° 2BWo c
o et 5 =3 ss£2 5
g 5ol £ 5% 5288 5
© o —_ EG&® o o - Eo0 E95Ho 2
o 3 = I S®T ) o S 5] sc ossgg -
L ] 5 a 5 =259 R © S a 5 =9 232 S
@ L 0 =2 2 E =22 © 2 7] = 2 [ S >c28 =
n Q S c T < s © £ £ n Q S c © x g Sy BHELS @
- < 0 S ~ @ X S = ] 0 =] [ORE] ) oo 2
S n S > ©© D@ O 5 n S > ET o2E {-sSc £
D g =9 o ) 1] Q2 S D [) =]
> ) s = > c > o < = C S o £ b4
> - coOO > - S o c =
o 8T o 8w ox
> o O © o= <
3 < 3 5o $89
z o = a o=
Total 53.9 28.1 13.0 0.9 3.8 0.2 100.0 82.1 65.1 26.1 6.3 0.5 1.8 0.2 100.0 913 1.2 6,812
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 55.5 27.8 13.3 0.8 24 0.1 100.0 83.3 66.7 25.1 6.2 0.4 14 0.1 100.0 918 1.2 5,957
Azerbaijani 43.3 22.0 8.0 0.0 259 0.8 100.0 65.3 58.0 30.4 5.0 0.0 5.8 0.8 100.0 884 0.0 397
Armenian 35.7 46.1 11.7 3.6 29 0.0 100.0 81.7 41.4 42.1 10.7 2.0 3.8 0.0 100.0 834 4.1 330
Other 61.8 14.8 19.5 0.5 34 0.0 100.0 76.6 77.0 175 4.7 0.0 0.8 0.0 100.0 945 0.5 128
IDP status of household head
IDP 54.7 26.4 15.9 0.4 26 0.0 100.0 81.1 71.6 19.8 6.0 1.8 0.7 0.0 100.0 914 2.2 350
Non-IDP 53.9 28.2 12.9 1.0 39 0.2 100.0 82.1 64.8 26.5 6.3 0.4 1.8 0.2 100.0 913 1.2 6,462
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 62.0 23.4 7.5 0.2 6.7 0.1 100.0 85.4 64.3 26.5 5.8 0.5 2.7 0.1 100.0 90.8 0.7 1,055
Second 63.2 25.2 5.5 0.3 5.7 0.1 100.0 88.4 66.4 23.8 6.5 0.4 2.9 0.1 100.0 90.2 0.7 1,284
Middle 58.6 27.4 10.4 1.1 23 0.2 100.0 86.0 65.3 26.0 7.4 0.2 1.0 0.1 100.0 913 12 1,332
Fourth 47.4 31.0 17.6 2.0 1.7 04 100.0 78.4 63.9 29.1 5.2 0.4 1.0 0.5 100.0 93.0 21 1,509
Richest 43.7 314 20.5 0.7 3.6 0.1 100.0 75.1 65.7 25.1 6.7 0.7 1.8 0.1 100.0 90.7 1.2 1,632
! MICS indicator PR.14 - Safety; SDG indicator 16.1.4
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table PR.7.1M: Feelings of safety (men)

Percent distribution of men age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of men who _ _ o
walking alone in their neighbourhood j,_’ % Percent distribution of men who being ﬁ,_’ ‘% £ £ K]
after dark feel: ot 8 home alone after dark feel: o © g © g @
Se . £ £356 c
= 3] g (3] = ‘%‘ 3 o 2 © o
g 2 _ ¢ 5§05 S 24 — Ty 53O0 E
» O £ T E£Eg7o o) ° £ S ESc gcTE <]
& o T ®X 2 5 58 & o ®  S¥ 2 5 w58 S-3E2 3
3 o s g =38 = F ocEE 3 o kS 2 g8 = F2S 98T o
> < 4] S < oX 5 - < ) = S = o2 | £
2 n c 2 g @0 2 n c 23 TE RB=2%=73 =
o 5 el = £8%3 ] S > £ £6 ESgei z
> T 0 ® % = > o 5 ®© % < € 0g s
> 3 oL > > cw 8= 2o
2 550 g 5§ $%5
R zZ o v & g o]
Total 81.6 15.9 2.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 97.5 87.9 11.4 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 2,697
Area
Urban 79.5 17.4 2.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 97.0 88.6 10.7 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.1 1,652
Rural 84.8 135 1.1 0.1 0.5 0.0 100.0 98.3 86.8 125 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 1,045
Region
Thilisi 75.6 20.8 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 96.3 88.1 11.6 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 100.0 99.7 0.0 988
Adjara A.R 90.4 7.6 1.3 0.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.0 92.0 7.0 0.9 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.9 0.7 275
Guria 82.2 16.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 04 100.0 98.9 82.6 155 1.1 0.3 0.0 04 100.0 98.2 0.3 66
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi
and Kvemo Svaneti 89.4 9.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.0 92.2 7.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.6 0.0 347
Kakheti 89.4 8.8 1.4 0.0 0.4 0.0 100.0 98.2 92.0 7.2 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.2 0.4 185
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 89.4 7.8 0.3 1.2 1.3 0.0 100.0 97.2 89.7 9.0 0.1 1.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.7 1.2 63
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 81.7 16.2 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 97.9 85.8 13.2 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.1 0.0 204
Samtskhe-Javakheti 61.9 34.7 25 0.0 1.0 0.0 100.0 96.6 63.7 35.8 0.0 0.0 05 0.0 100.0 99.5 0.0 90
Kvemo Kartli 84.1 145 0.5 0.0 0.8 0.0 100.0 98.7 89.6 9.8 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 100.0 99.4 0.0 297
Shida Kartli 80.5 16.6 2.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 97.1 81.7 16.5 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.2 0.3 181
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Table PR.7.1M: Feelings of safety (men)

Percent distribution of men age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of men who _ _ o
walking alone in their neighbourhood E % Percent distribution of men who being ﬁ,_’ ‘% £ £ K]
after dark feel: ot ® home alone after dark feel: o © g T2
2co €5 £=3565 c
o ) _ §5% g o 88 s850 E
» O £ T E£Eg7o o) ° £ S ESc gcTE <]
& o T ®X 2 5 58 & o ®  S¥ 2 5 w58 S-3E2 3
5 2 ki g =8 = F o gE€ 8 2 T g g8 = FoeS °2%o o
> © n =} N oOX S > ®© %2 =} O = (o)) o > E £ £
c n < =g ST o c n = 2Q TE BZ2Y® E]
o 5 el = £8%3 ] S > £ £6 ESgei z
> o o ® S>< > o 5 ® c c [=E R
> > oo > Q 8y alos
() = 5 [ = v O x
z o352 Z T8 =29
o a® 48T
Total 81.6 15.9 2.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 97.5 87.9 11.4 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 2,697
Age
15-19 77.3 17.6 4.9 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 94.9 88.3 10.9 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.2 0.0 359
15-17 80.4 13.7 5.6 0.0 0.3 0.0 100.0 94.1 90.5 8.2 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.8 0.0 242
18-19 71.0 25.7 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 96.6 83.5 16.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1000 100.0 0.0 117
20-24 78.1 19.6 1.9 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 97.8 86.7 121 0.0 0.2 09 01 100.0 98.8 0.2 340
25-29 85.2 14.0 0.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.2 90.5 9.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1000 100.0 0.1 397
30-34 81.5 15.2 24 0.3 0.7 0.0 100.0 96.7 89.3 10.3 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 99.6 0.3 451
35-39 86.6 11.4 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.0 90.0 9.2 0.2 0.0 05 0.0 100.0 99.2 0.0 357
40-44 75.4 21.3 2.9 0.2 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.8 82.6 16.0 1.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.6 0.4 405
45-49 86.7 124 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.1 88.2 11.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.7 0.0 388
Education
Kindergarten or none ) @) ) ) * (9 100.0 ) ) ) @) * * (9 1000 ) * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 86.1 12.8 0.7 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 98.9 86.7 11.7 0.3 0.2 1.0 0.0 100.0 98.4 0.2 307
Upper Secondary 82.3 14.6 25 0.0 04 0.0 100.0 97.0 88.0 11.4 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 891
Vocational Education 81.9 145 34 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.4 86.0 134 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.4 0.0 410
Higher 79.6 18.4 1.9 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.0 88.9 10.6 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.5 0.2 1,087
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 74.7 16.0 8.4 0.3 05 0.1 100.0 90.7 80.6 17.9 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.1 100.0 98.4 0.7 166
Has no functional difficulty 82.2 16.1 1.4 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 98.3 88.2 11.2 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.4 0.1 2,289
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Table PR.7.1M: Feelings of safety (men)

Percent distribution of men age 15-49 years by feeling of safety walking alone in their neighbourhood after dark and being home alone after dark, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percent distribution of men who _ _ o
walking alone in their neighbourhood j,_’ % Percent distribution of men who being ﬁ,_’ ‘% % £ K]
after dark feel: ot ® home alone after dark feel: 0T omLY
2co €5 £=3565 c
258 o % 222w g
o > _ §5% g o _ 8¢ 535e E
» O £ T EgmT o =2 £ 5} Ec gc@E S
& o T ®X 2 5 58 & o ®  S¥ 2 5 w58 S-3E2 3
5 2 ki g =8 = F o gE€ 8 2 T g g8 = FoeS °2%o o
> © 4} S g - oX S > © 4} = S = o e o>+ £ £
& @ 5 > S £g8§ & ? 5 > £2 g S3c8 2
=4 =9 = = £ =0Lto z
> S O©W $>< > o g 3C $losxs
> q>_, oL D > > o 8 ; c O
z s 32 2 T8 w2
o a® 48T
Total 81.6 15.9 2.2 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 97.5 87.9 11.4 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 2,697
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 82.2 155 21 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 97.7 88.3 11.0 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.1 2,387
Azerbaijani 76.9 18.9 1.1 0.6 26 0.0 100.0 95.7 86.6 124 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.0 0.6 126
Armenian 70.1 24.0 5.6 0.0 0.4 0.0 100.0 94.1 79.7 20.0 0.0 0.0 04 0.0 100.0 99.6 0.0 117
Other 87.9 10.7 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.7 90.4 8.3 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.7 0.0 66
IDP status of household head
IDP 77.8 16.6 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 94.4 90.1 8.9 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.0 0.0 117
Non-IDP 81.8 15.9 2.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 97.6 87.8 11.5 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.3 0.2 2,580
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 81.6 17.0 1.0 0.1 0.2 0.1 100.0 98.6 85.3 13.7 0.7 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 99.0 0.3 485
Second 85.5 11.6 21 0.2 0.6 0.0 100.0 97.1 86.1 13.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.5 0.2 552
Middle 87.1 11.7 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.0 100.0 98.8 89.4 8.8 0.9 0.0 09 0.0 100.0 98.2 0.3 547
Fourth 77.1 19.8 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 96.8 89.4 10.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 530
Richest 76.9 19.5 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 96.3 89.2 10.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.9 0.0 584
L MICS indicator PR.14 - Safety; SDG indicator 16.1.4
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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9 LIVEIN A SAFE AND CLEAN ENVIRONMENT

9.1 DRINKING WATER

Access to safe drinking water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) is essential for good health, welfare and
productivity and is widely recognised as a human right'%l, Inadequate WASH is primarily responsible for the
transmission of diseases such as cholera, diarrhoea, dysentery, hepatitis A, typhoid and polio. Diarrhoeal
diseases exacerbate malnutrition and remain a leading global cause of child deaths.

Drinking water may be contaminated with human or animal faeces containing pathogens, or with chemical and
physical contaminants with harmful effects on child health and development. While improving water quality is
critical to prevent disease, improving the accessibility and availability of drinking water is equally important,
particularly for women and girls who usually bear the primary responsibility for carrying water, often for long
distances. 2

The SDG targets relating to drinking water are much more ambitious than the MDGs and variously aim to achieve
universal access to basic services (SDG 1.4) and universal access to safely managed services (SDG 6.1). For more
information on global targets and indicators please visit the website of the WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring
Programme for Water Supply, Sanitation and Hygiene. 1%

The distribution of the population by main source of drinking water is shown in Table WS.1.1. The population
using improved sources of drinking water are those using any of the following types of supply: piped water (into
dwelling, yard or plot, to neighbour, public tap/standpipe), borehole, protected dug well, protected spring,
rainwater collection, and packaged or delivered water%,

Table WS 1.2 shows the amount of time taken per round trip to collect water for users of improved and
unimproved sources. Household members using improved water sources located on premises or requiring up to
and including 30 minutes per trip for water collection meet the SDG criteria for a ‘basic’ drinking water service.

Table WS.1.3 presents the sex and age of the household member usually responsible for water collection among
household members without water sources on premises. Table WS 1.4 shows the average time spent each day
by the household member mainly responsible for collecting drinking water. Due to few unweighted cases
background characteristics are not fully presented in tables WS.1.3 and WS.1.4.

Table WS.1.5 shows the proportion of household members with sufficient water available when needed from
their main source of drinking water and the main reasons household members are unable to access water in
sufficient quantities when needed.

Table WS.1.6 presents the proportion of household members with an indicator of faecal contamination detected
in their drinking water source. The risk of faecal contamination is shown based on the number of Escherichia coli
(E. coli) bacteria detected, ranging from low (<1 E. coli per 100 mL), to moderate (1-10 E. coli per 100 mL), high
(11-100 E. coli per 100 mL) and very high risk (>100 E. coli per 100 mL). Table WS.1.7 shows the proportion of

101 The human rights to water and sanitation were explicitly recognised by the UN General Assembly and Human Rights
Council in 2010 and in 2015.

102\WHO, and UNICEF. Safely Managed Drinking Water: thematic report on drinking water. Geneva: WHO Press, 2017.
https://data.unicef.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/safely-managed-drinking-water-JMP-2017-1.pdf.

103 "Home." JMP. Accessed September 06, 2018. https://washdata.org/.

104 packaged water (bottled water) and delivered water (tanker truck and cart with small drum/tank) are treated as
improved based in new SDG definition.

Live in a Safe and Clean Environment | page 268


https://data.unicef.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/safely-managed-drinking-water-JMP-2017-1.pdf
https://washdata.org/

household members with E. coli detected in their household drinking water. Contamination may occur between
the source and the household during transport, handling and storage.

Table WS.1.8 shows the proportion of household population with improved and unimproved drinking water
sources located on premises, available when needed, and free from contamination. Households with improved
sources accessible on premises, with sufficient quantities of water available when needed, and free from
contamination meet the SDG criteria for ‘safely managed’ drinking water services.

Table WS.1.9 presents the main methods by which households report treating water in order to make it safer to
drink. Boiling water, adding bleach or chlorine, using a water filter, and using solar disinfection are considered
appropriate methods of water.
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Table WS.1.1: Use of improved and unimproved water sources

Percent distribution of household population according to main source of drinking water and percentage of household population using improved drinking water sources, 2018 Georgia MICS
Main source of drinking water
Improved sources Unimproved sources
P|pjied water‘_ _— % qu, E e x t% % % . ) o PerLtj:Seirr:tgage
EQ Eg F 5 = % S g Dg_ o 3 £ 2 5 50 o s sources of  Number of
S = o g 8 S S drinking household
Total water? members
Total 72.4 11.0 0.7 1.0 14 5.7 3.2 0.0 2.0 15 0.5 0.3 0.1 100.0 97.5 42,013
Area
Urban 90.0 3.0 0.3 0.3 0.6 1.7 0.9 0.0 25 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 99.3 24,968
Rural 46.7 22.7 14 2.1 27 117 6.5 0.0 1.2 3.2 1.0 0.7 0.1 100.0 95.0 17,045
Region
Thilisi 96.2 2.3 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 14,264
Adjara A.R 83.8 5.1 0.5 0.0 0.7 1.7 3.8 0.0 3.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.5 100.0 98.8 4,134
Guria 60.6 9.0 1.1 0.6 1.0 153 5.9 0.0 1.3 3.9 11 0.0 0.0 100.0 95.0 1,150
Kv'g“nfgeg;/;f‘;?a"ﬂhkh“m' and 65.4 8.9 07 01 15 123 59 00 18 20 14 00 00 1000 96.6 5,813
Kakheti 44.8 23.2 19 3.9 8.1 6.8 6.4 0.0 2.6 0.5 0.4 1.6 0.1 100.0 97.4 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 65.2 12.4 0.5 0.6 2.8 4.7 8.5 0.0 1.6 0.3 2.7 0.7 0.1 100.0 96.3 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 50.9 13.2 1.0 0.1 39 136 2.3 0.1 11 12.0 15 0.2 0.0 100.0 86.2 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 70.5 18.2 11 11 0.3 2.4 2.2 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.6 1.2 1.5 100.0 96.6 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 50.3 27.9 15 3.8 0.1 6.3 5.0 0.0 4.4 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 100.0 99.2 4,728
Shida Kartli 52.5 20.2 1.7 2.4 1.8 134 4.3 0.0 1.7 0.8 0.6 0.6 0.0 100.0 97.9 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 40.8 44.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 3.2 6.4 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 100.0 96.1 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 54.3 22.7 1.8 2.1 1.8 9.0 4.0 0.0 0.7 2.4 0.5 0.5 0.1 100.0 96.5 3,999
Upper Secondary 66.4 14.2 0.9 1.3 1.9 7.8 35 0.0 11 1.8 0.6 0.4 0.1 100.0 97.1 11,676
Vocational Education 68.7 11.9 0.7 1.2 1.9 6.4 4.1 0.0 1.6 2.0 0.9 0.4 0.1 100.0 96.6 11,203
Higher 85.8 4.0 0.3 0.3 0.6 25 19 0.0 3.4 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.1 100.0 98.8 14,321
DK/Missing 73.8 8.5 0.9 0.3 0.8 9.2 4.0 0.0 14 0.8 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 99.0 584
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Table WS.1.1: Use of improved and unimproved water sources

Percent distribution of household population according to main source of drinking water and percentage of household population using improved drinking water sources, 2018 Georgia MICS
Main source of drinking water
Improved sources Unimproved sources
P|pjied water‘_ _— % qu, E e x t% % % . ) o PerLtj:Seirr:tgage
Bg 9%— oé %% 8 §?§ f—".jg i% 5 %E %g £ % improved
EQ Eg F 5 = % S g Dg_ o 3 £ 2 5 50 o s sources of  Number of
S = o g 8 S S drinking household
Total water? members
Total 72.4 11.0 0.7 1.0 14 5.7 3.2 0.0 2.0 1.5 0.5 0.3 0.1 100.0 97.5 42,013
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 74.5 8.9 0.7 0.9 1.6 5.4 3.2 0.0 21 1.7 0.6 0.4 0.1 100.0 97.3 36,352
Azerbaijani 271.7 47.4 1.1 3.0 04 127 5.7 0.0 14 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.4 2,504
Armenian 87.9 6.0 0.9 0.6 0.3 23 1.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.5 100.0 99.3 2,139
Other 77.0 7.4 0.6 0.9 0.6 7.6 0.5 0.0 4.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.0 100.0 98.8 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 88.1 4.8 0.5 0.3 15 1.8 0.2 0.0 11 1.3 0.0 0.2 0.1 100.0 98.3 1,938
Non-IDP 71.7 11.3 0.7 1.0 14 5.9 3.3 0.0 2.0 1.5 0.6 0.4 0.1 100.0 97.5 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 18.4 34.2 2.8 35 41 188 9.3 0.0 0.4 5.9 1.7 0.6 0.1 100.0 91.6 8,403
Second 60.7 17.3 0.6 14 2.3 8.2 4.9 0.0 1.8 1.4 0.4 1.0 0.0 100.0 97.2 8,404
Middle 89.0 3.2 0.2 0.1 0.7 1.7 1.7 0.0 2.4 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.4 100.0 98.9 8,393
Fourth 95.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 4.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,418
Richest 99.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,396
IMICS indicator WS.1 - Use of improved drinking water sources
ADelivered and packaged water considered improved sources of drinking water based on new SDG definition.
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
Rainwater, Tanker-truck and Surface water are not shown because there were no cases.
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Table WS.1.2: Use of basic and limited drinking water services

Percent distribution of household population according to time to go to source of drinking water, get water and return, for users of improved and unimproved drinking water sources and
percentage using basic drinking water services, 2018 Georgia MICS
Time to source of drinking water
Users of improved drinking water Users of unimproved drinking water
sources sources
Up to Up to Percentage
and and using basic Number
including More including More drinking of
Water on 30 than 30 DK/ Water on 30 than 30 DK/ water household
premises minutes® minutes  Missing premises minutes® minutes Missing  Total services! members

Total 91.6 4.9 1.0 0.0 1.6 0.7 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.5 42,013
Area

Urban 97.7 1.2 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.9 24,968

Rural 82.6 10.4 1.9 0.1 3.3 1.3 0.4 0.0 100.0 93.0 17,045
Region

Thilisi 99.7 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.8 14,264

Adjara A.R 96.2 24 0.2 0.1 1.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.6 4,134

Guria 82.3 11.4 1.3 0.0 3.1 19 0.0 0.0 100.0 93.7 1,150

Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 88.2 7.3 1.0 0.1 1.6 15 0.3 0.0 100.0 95.5 5,813

Kakheti 77.8 16.7 2.8 0.1 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.1 100.0 94.4 3,030

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 83.3 10.4 25 0.0 0.2 2.3 11 0.1 100.0 93.8 998

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 80.9 4.7 0.6 0.0 12.2 1.4 0.1 0.0 100.0 85.6 3,385

Samtskhe-Javakheti 92.1 3.8 0.7 0.0 1.4 15 0.3 0.2 100.0 95.9 1,549

Kvemo Kartli 89.5 7.0 2.6 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.0 100.0 96.5 4,728

Shida Kartli 88.2 8.2 1.4 0.1 0.8 1.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 96.4 2,963
Education of household head

Kindergarten or None 89.0 4.4 2.7 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 100.0 93.4 231

Primary or Lower Secondary 87.8 7.2 15 0.0 2.4 1.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 95.0 3,999

Upper Secondary 89.7 6.3 1.1 0.0 1.8 0.7 0.3 0.0 100.0 96.0 11,676

Vocational Education 89.3 6.1 1.1 0.0 21 1.0 0.3 0.0 100.0 95.4 11,203

Higher 96.0 2.3 0.5 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.2 14,321

DK/Missing 93.3 4.0 1.7 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 97.3 584
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Table WS.1.2: Use of basic and limited drinking water services

Percent distribution of household population according to time to go to source of drinking water, get water and return, for users of improved and unimproved drinking water sources and
percentage using basic drinking water services, 2018 Georgia MICS

Time to source of drinking water

Users of improved drinking water Users of unimproved drinking water
sources sources
Up to Up to Percentage
and and using basic Number
including More including More drinking of
Water on 30 than 30 DK/ Water on 30 than 30 DK/ water household
premises minutes® minutes  Missing premises minutes® minutes Missing  Total services! members
Total 91.6 4.9 1.0 0.0 1.6 0.7 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.5 42,013
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 91.3 5.0 0.9 0.0 1.7 0.8 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.3 36,352
Azerbaijani 89.4 7.3 2.7 0.0 0.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 96.7 2,504
Armenian 97.9 1.2 0.1 0.0 0.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.2 2,139
Other 95.8 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.9 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.7 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 96.4 1.7 0.3 0.0 1.1 0.4 0.1 0.1 100.0 98.0 1,938
Non-IDP 91.3 5.1 1.0 0.0 1.6 0.7 0.2 0.0 100.0 96.4 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 72.4 16.2 2.9 0.1 6.0 19 0.4 0.0 100.0 88.6 8,403
Second 88.8 7.2 1.2 0.1 1.3 1.0 0.4 0.0 100.0 95.9 8,404
Middle 96.9 1.3 0.8 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.1 8,393
Fourth 99.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,418
Richest 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,396

IMICS indicator WS.2 - Use of basic drinking water services; SDG Indicator 1.4.1
AIncludes cases where household members do not collect.
B Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table WS.1.3: Person collecting water

Percentage of household members without drinking water on premises, and percent distribution of household members without drinking water on premises according to the person usually
collecting drinking water used in the household, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of

Person usually collecting drinking water

Number of household

household members Number of Female Male child DK/Missing/ members without
without drinking water  household Woman Man child under  under age Members do not drinking water on
on premises members (15+) (15+) age 15 15 collect Total premises

Total 7.0 42,013 42.7 51.8 1.1 1.8 2.6 100.0 2,956
Area

Urban 2.1 24,968 31.7 57.8 1.2 1.3 8.0 100.0 514

Rural 14.3 17,045 45.0 50.6 1.1 1.9 14 100.0 2,442
Region

Thilisi 0.3 14,264 ™* ™* ™* * ™* 100.0 41

Adjara A.R 3.3 4,134 (27.0) (53.5) (0.0) (5.2) (14.4) 100.0 136

Guria 14.5 1,150 44.3 53.1 0.8 1.7 0.0 100.0 167
Kv'énrﬁgeg{/;f‘;?a"‘ed‘kh“m' and 103 5,813 36.7 60.3 1.0 1.1 0.8 100.0 600

Kakheti 21.5 3,030 415 54.6 1.6 1.6 0.8 100.0 650

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 16.6 998 375 58.2 0.8 24 1.0 100.0 166

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 6.9 3,385 36.8 57.8 0.0 5.4 0.0 100.0 234

Samtskhe-Javakheti 7.7 1,549 33.7 43.0 21 4.4 16.7 100.0 119

Kvemo Kartli 10.7 4,728 59.1 35.9 2.3 0.0 2.7 100.0 506

Shida Kartli 11.4 2,963 47.1 49.4 0.0 1.0 2.6 100.0 336
Education of household head”

Kindergarten or None 11.0 231 *) *) *) * *) 100.0 26

Primary or Lower Secondary 10.3 3,999 54.0 36.8 0.3 4.9 4.1 100.0 411

Upper Secondary 8.6 11,676 50.5 47.0 0.4 0.8 1.3 100.0 1,005

Vocational Education 8.7 11,203 36.7 58.6 1.7 1.7 1.3 100.0 980

Higher 35 14,321 28.8 62.2 2.3 14 5.3 100.0 500
Source of drinking water

Improved 6.2 40,972 44.8 51.1 1.0 1.7 1.3 100.0 2,528

Unimproved 41.0 1,042 30.0 56.0 1.8 2.0 10.2 100.0 427
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Table WS.1.3: Person collecting water

Percentage of household members without drinking water on premises, and percent distribution of household members without drinking water on premises according to the person usually
collecting drinking water used in the household, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of

Person usually collecting drinking water

Number of household

household members Number of Female Male child DK/Missing/ members without
without drinking water  household Woman Man child under  under age Members do not drinking water on
on premises members (15+) (15+) age 15 15 collect Total premises
Total 7.0 42,013 42.7 51.8 1.1 1.8 2.6 100.0 2,956
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 22.0 8,403 52.1 44.0 1.2 0.8 2.0 100.0 1,852
Second 9.9 8,404 32.1 63.0 0.6 3.9 0.3 100.0 835
Middle 31 8,393 11.4 70.7 2.3 1.7 13.8 100.0 264
Fourth 0.1 8,418 * *) *) *) * 100.0 5
Richest 0.0 8,396 - - - - - - 0

A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.

() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table WS.1.4: Time spent collecting water

Average time spent collecting water by person usually responsible for water collection, 2018 Georgia MICS
Average time spent collecting water per
day
- ™ Number of household
ER 2 g =3 members without
£ E ‘g = e @ drinking water on
o 4= £3 ) s premises and where
2 2 - < § > ho_usehold memb_ers are
o S g 6 o primarily responsible for
S u o Total collecting water
Total 83.8 7.1 2.9 0.5 5.8 100.0 2,880
Area
Urban 86.2 6.0 0.6 0.0 7.3 100.0 473
Rural 83.4 7.3 3.3 0.6 5.5 100.0 2,407
Region
Thilisi * * * * * 100.0 38
Adjara A.R (94.9) (0.0) (3.1) (0.0) (2.0) 100.0 117
Guria 94.5 35 1.3 0.0 0.7 100.0 167
Kv'énnfgeg;/:rfgt?a"‘“hkh“m' and 893 46 08 00 53 100.0 595
Kakheti 84.2 7.5 4.6 0.9 2.7 100.0 645
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 86.6 8.7 1.6 1.1 1.9 100.0 164
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 84.7 6.3 0.1 15 7.4 100.0 234
Samtskhe-Javakheti 742 144 25 0.5 8.3 100.0 99
Kvemo Kartli 76.0 10.7 3.8 0.0 9.6 100.0 492
Shida Kartli 74.7 7.9 5.6 05 113 100.0 328
Education®
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) *) * 100.0 18
Primary or Lower Secondary 83.6 6.1 3.0 0.3 7.0 100.0 490
Upper Secondary 82.6 7.9 4.7 0.2 4.6 100.0 980
Vocational Education 83.3 7.6 2.4 0.7 5.9 100.0 873
Higher 87.4 5.9 0.2 0.8 5.7 100.0 508
Age
<15 * * * * * 100.0 86
15-49 815 8.2 4.0 0.4 5.9 100.0 1,358
50+ 85.9 6.4 2.0 0.6 5.2 100.0 1,436
Sex
Male 84.6 7.3 2.8 0.3 5.1 100.0 1,584
Female 83.0 6.8 2.9 0.7 6.6 100.0 1,296
Source of drinking water
Improved 83.9 7.1 2.8 0.5 5.7 100.0 2,496
Unimproved 834 7.0 3.3 0.4 5.9 100.0 384
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 81.7 7.7 3.9 0.5 6.2 100.0 1,815
Second 86.3 6.5 14 0.6 5.2 100.0 832
Middle 91.4 4.3 0.0 0.0 4.3 100.0 227
Fourth ™* ™* ™* * ™* 100.0 5
Richest - - - - - - 0
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table WS.1.5: Availability of sufficient drinking water when needed

Percentage of household members with drinking water available when needed and percent distribution of the main reasons household members unable to access water in sufficient quantities

when needed, 2018 Georgia MICS

Main reason that the household members are unable to

access water in sufficient quantities

Number of
Percentage of household
household members
population with unable to
drinking water access water
available in Number of Water not in sufficient
sufficient household available Water too Source not DK/ quantities
guantities® members from source expensive accessible Other Missing Total when needed
Total 775 42,013 80.0 0.1 6.7 4.5 8.7 100.0 9,304
Area
Urban 775 24,968 81.7 0.0 3.7 2.9 11.7 100.0 5,512
Rural 77.6 17,045 77.7 0.1 11.1 6.7 4.4 100.0 3,792
Region
Thilisi 72.3 14,264 835 0.1 0.9 2.0 13.6 100.0 3,922
Adjara A.R 79.7 4,134 68.5 0.0 5.7 20.4 5.3 100.0 810
Guria 82.5 1,150 86.3 0.0 4.9 6.2 2.6 100.0 201
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 84.1 5,813 79.4 0.0 19.3 0.5 0.8 100.0 921
Kakheti 70.9 3,030 58.7 0.1 24.8 6.4 10.0 100.0 874
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 72.2 998 83.3 0.2 25 7.0 7.0 100.0 275
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 90.1 3,385 93.5 0.0 4.8 1.6 0.1 100.0 329
Samtskhe-Javakheti 83.5 1,549 87.3 0.7 1.8 5.2 5.0 100.0 226
Kvemo Kartli 76.5 4,728 78.3 0.0 10.1 4.3 7.3 100.0 1,091
Shida Kartli 77.7 2,963 93.3 0.4 0.7 2.2 35 100.0 655
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 62.2 231 *) *) *) *) *) 100.0 78
Primary or Lower Secondary 73.1 3,999 75.5 0.0 13.4 4.6 6.5 100.0 1,059
Upper Secondary 78.9 11,676 76.9 0.1 8.2 7.6 7.2 100.0 2,426
Vocational Education 77.6 11,203 81.3 0.1 6.0 3.9 8.7 100.0 2,474
Higher 77.8 14,321 84.2 0.1 3.8 2.1 9.8 100.0 3,125
DK/Missing 75.8 584 (75.8) (0.0) (8.9) (0.0 (15.3) 100.0 141
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Table WS.1.5: Availability of sufficient drinking water when needed

Percentage of household members with drinking water available when needed and percent distribution of the main reasons household members unable to access water in sufficient quantities
when needed, 2018 Georgia MICS
Main reason that the household members are unable to
access water in sufficient quantities
Number of
Percentage of household
household members
population with unable to
drinking water access water
available in Number of Water not in sufficient
sufficient household available Water too Source not DK/ quantities
guantities® members from source expensive accessible Other Missing Total when needed
Total 775 42,013 80.0 0.1 6.7 4.5 8.7 100.0 9,304
Source of drinking water
Improved 77.3 40,972 80.1 0.1 6.7 4.3 8.8 100.0 9,211
Unimproved 86.7 1,042 (70.4) (0.0) (11.8) a7.7) (0.0) 100.0 93
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 77.2 36,352 79.8 0.1 6.7 4.5 8.9 100.0 8,203
Azerbaijani 81.2 2,504 76.9 0.1 13.0 4.2 5.7 100.0 463
Armenian 77.4 2,139 86.6 0.0 0.3 2.3 10.8 100.0 461
Other 82.0 1,005 81.4 0.0 6.2 8.9 35 100.0 176
IDP Status of household head
IDP 73.0 1,938 77.8 0.0 2.9 14 17.9 100.0 520
Non-IDP 77.8 40,075 80.2 0.1 6.9 4.6 8.2 100.0 8,785
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 78.5 8,403 76.3 0.1 12.3 7.1 4.1 100.0 1,783
Second 78.7 8,404 77.0 0.2 11.0 7.1 4.8 100.0 1,771
Middle 79.5 8,393 78.0 0.0 6.1 6.3 9.6 100.0 1,655
Fourth 78.2 8,418 78.7 0.1 3.4 25 15.3 100.0 1,817
Richest 72.8 8,396 87.9 0.0 2.2 0.6 9.4 100.0 2,278
I MICS indicator WS.3 - Availability of drinking water
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table WS.1.6: Quality of source drinking water

Percentage of household population at risk of faecal contamination based on the number of E. coli colonies detected in

source drinking water, 2018 Georgia MICS

Risk level based on number of E. coli colonies Percentage
per 100 mL of household
population
Low Moderate High Very high with E. coli Number of
(0 per (2-10 per  (11-100 per  (>100 per in source household
100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) Total water* members
Total 75.1 10.7 8.2 6.0 100.0 24.9 8,462
Area
Urban 94.4 2.7 1.8 1.2 100.0 5.6 5,025
Rural 46.9 22.4 17.6 13.1 100.0 53.1 3,437
Region

Thilisi 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 2,846

Adjara A.R 65.7 7.8 20.8 5.6 100.0 34.3 874

Guria 30.8 15.3 20.7 33.3 100.0 69.2 213

an'(;“g‘;%?gf/gi'e"t?mkh“m' 60.8 143 12.8 121 100.0 39.2 1,180

Kakheti 64.0 19.7 11.5 4.8 100.0 36.0 607

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 65.3 19.2 11.6 3.9 100.0 34.7 198

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 44.3 16.0 14.4 25.4 100.0 55.7 670

Samtskhe-Javakheti 62.2 25.1 11.3 1.5 100.0 37.8 322

Kvemo Kartli 77.7 16.6 5.1 0.6 100.0 22.3 943

Shida Kartli 66.2 22.1 6.8 49 100.0 33.8 609

Education of household head®
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 49
Sezgﬁ‘;;’yor Lower 62.8 18.8 10.9 75  100.0 37.2 860

Upper Secondary 65.4 15.3 11.9 7.5 100.0 34.6 2,299

Vocational Education 72.2 111 9.2 7.4 100.0 27.8 2,145

Higher 87.8 4.9 3.8 3.5 100.0 12.2 2,975

Main source of drinking water”

Improved sources 76.0 10.6 8.0 5.3 100.0 24.0 8,109
Piped water 79.3 9.7 6.9 4.2 100.0 20.7 7,332
Borehole (71.3) (10.7) (0.0) (18.1) 100.0 (28.7) 127
Protected well or spring 40.5 21.1 22.8 15.6 100.0 59.5 650
Cart with small tank - - - - - - 0
Bottled water - - - - - - 0

Unimproved sources 53.7 12.9 115 21.9 100.0 46.3 353

. ph’:gmte‘:ted well or 18.9 21.0 19.1 411 100.0 81.1 188
Other (93.6) (3.5) (2.9) (0.0) 100.0 (6.4) 165
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Table WS.1.6: Quality of source drinking water

Percentage of household population at risk of faecal contamination based on the number of E. coli colonies detected in
source drinking water, 2018 Georgia MICS

Risk level based on number of E. coli colonies Percentage
per 100 mL of household
population
Low Moderate High Very high with E. coli Number of
(0 per (2-10 per  (11-100 per  (>100 per in source household
100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) Total water* members
Total 75.1 10.7 8.2 6.0 100.0 24.9 8,462
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 74.1 10.5 8.5 6.9 100.0 25.9 7,286
Azerbaijani 81.9 11.8 5.4 0.9 100.0 18.1 526
Armenian 79.3 13.8 6.7 0.2 100.0 20.7 502
Other 87.9 3.9 6.8 1.4 100.0 121 149
IDP Status of household head
IDP 80.7 125 4.0 2.8 100.0 19.3 382
Non-IDP 74.8 10.6 8.4 6.2 100.0 25.2 8,080
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 44.2 25.1 16.2 145 100.0 55.8 1,688
Second 54.1 18.6 16.3 11.0 100.0 45.9 1,703
Middle 79.1 8.5 8.0 4.4 100.0 20.9 1,652
Fourth 98.2 0.9 0.6 0.3 100.0 1.8 1,689
Richest 99.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.5 1,730

1 MICS indicator WS.4 - Faecal contamination of source water
A As collected in the Household Questionnaire; may be different than the source drinking water tested.
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator

Live in a Safe and Clean Environment | page 280




Table WS.1.7: Quality of household drinking water

Percentage of household population at risk of faecal contamination based on the number of E. coli colonies detected in

source drinking water, 2018 Georgia MICS

Risk level based on number of E. coli colonies Percentage
per 100 mL of household
population Number
with E. coli of
Low Moderate High Very high in household  househol
(0 per 100 (1-10 per  (11-100 per  (>100 per drinking d
mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) Total water? members
Total 69.2 13.2 11.3 6.3 100.0 30.8 9,355
Area
Urban 89.2 5.7 3.6 1.5 100.0 10.8 5,544
Rural 40.0 24.2 22.4 13.4 100.0 60.0 3,811
Region

Thilisi 96.3 2.2 1.4 0.1 100.0 3.7 3,149

Adjara A.R 56.4 135 22.6 7.4 100.0 43.6 970

Guria 22.6 22.3 23.3 31.8 100.0 77.4 241

pmeretl, Racha-Lechkhumi 58.2 14.2 15.2 124 100.0 418 1,292

Kakheti 54.4 30.4 11.6 3.6 100.0 45.6 674

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 50.3 28.3 15.9 5.5 100.0 49.7 221

Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 35.8 18.8 22.3 23.1 100.0 64.2 745

Samtskhe-Javakheti 52.4 26.4 18.9 2.4 100.0 47.6 350

Kvemo Kartli 74.6 14.3 8.6 2.5 100.0 25.4 1,037

Shida Kartli 56.9 22.3 15.2 5.6 100.0 43.1 676

Education of household head®
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 43
Seig’;‘;gyor Lower 57.7 18.7 16.7 70  100.0 42.3 967

Upper Secondary 58.8 17.7 154 8.2 100.0 41.2 2,530

Vocational Education 65.0 13.1 13.3 8.5 100.0 35.0 2,366

Higher 83.4 8.6 5.2 2.9 100.0 16.6 3,302

Main source of drinking water”

Improved sources 70.7 12.8 10.8 5.7 100.0 29.3 9,112
Piped water 74.2 11.4 10.0 45 100.0 25.8 7,979
Borehole 53.5 15.2 14.6 16.8 100.0 46.5 161
Protected well or spring 36.1 25.3 20.7 17.8 100.0 63.9 746
Cart with small tank *) *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 1
Bottled water (75.9) (21.7) .7) (0.8) 100.0 (24.1) 225

Unimproved sources 11.5 27.7 30.2 30.6 100.0 88.5 243

Spti’r’:gmte‘:te‘j well or 8.6 23.6 33.0 347 100.0 91.4 214
Other * * * (*) 100.0 * 29
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Table WS.1.7: Quality of household drinking water

Percentage of household population at risk of faecal contamination based on the number of E. coli colonies detected in
source drinking water, 2018 Georgia MICS

Risk level based on number of E. coli colonies Percentage
per 100 mL of household
population Number
with E. coli of
Low Moderate High Very high in household  househol
(0 per 100 (1-10 per  (11-100 per  (>100 per drinking d
mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) 100 mL) Total water? members

Total 69.2 13.2 11.3 6.3 100.0 30.8 9,355
Ethnicity of household head

Georgian 67.8 13.3 11.9 7.0 100.0 32.2 8,115

Azerbaijani 79.1 125 6.6 1.9 100.0 20.9 565

Armenian 78.2 13.6 7.1 1.0 100.0 21.8 519

Other 76.5 8.5 10.7 4.3 100.0 235 156
IDP Status of household head

IDP 75.6 8.9 131 2.4 100.0 24.4 419

Non-IDP 68.9 13.4 11.2 6.5 100.0 31.1 8,936
Wealth index quintile

Poorest 36.0 24.9 25.4 13.7 100.0 64.0 1,884

Second 46.8 229 17.0 13.3 100.0 53.2 1,887

Middle 74.8 10.9 9.9 4.4  100.0 25.2 1,798

Fourth 91.9 4.6 3.3 0.2 100.0 8.1 1,900

Richest 96.5 2.8 0.8 0.0 100.0 35 1,885

1 MICS indicator WS.5 - Faecal contamination of household drinking water
A As collected in the Household Questionnaire; may be different than the household drinking water tested.
B Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table WS.1.8: Safely managed drinking water services

Percentage of household population with drinking water free from faecal contamination, available when needed, and
accessible on premises, for users of improved and unimproved drinking water sources and percentage of household
members with an improved drinking water source located on premises, free of E. coli and available when needed, 2018

Georgia MICS
Main source of drinking water Percentage
- of household
Improved sources Unimproved sources members
o 0 o [ with an
c S £5 2 c S £5 2 improved
=3 = e o £ =35 = = = £ o
=2 =3 [ =5 <£3 <5 drinking
8s S2sg Ss Sy 2235 S5 watersource  Number of
g &8 % o5 g &5 % o5 located on household
55 2S¢ ) 55 2S¢ o premises, members
22 5% g2 22 38 £ free of E. coli with
=€ = % oy =€ = % 0O ¢ andavailable information
5 =3 3] 5 =3 3 when on water
© © needed* quality
Total 76.4 77.8 95.8 20.4 94.8 68.2 56.2 8,462
Area
Urban 94.7 76.2 99.0 27.2 86.3 49.6 70.3 5,025
Rural 48.4 80.2 90.8 19.2 96.2 71.3 35.4 3,437
Region

Thilisi 100.0 69.5 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 69.5 2,846

Adjara A.R 65.4 82.5 98.8 100.0 100.0 100.0 56.2 874

Guria 32.3 82.1 86.9 0.0 100.0 66.4 23.6 213

Imereti, Racha-

Lechkhumi and Kvemo 62.1 83.8 93.3 18.7 100.0 64.4 48.2 1,180
Svaneti

Kakheti 64.7 73.9 85.6 0.0 45.6 0.0 41.1 607

Mtskheta-Mtianeti 67.5 72.4 91.3 20.9 70.5 0.0 45.6 198

Samegrelo-Zemo 49.7 88.2 97.1 180 968  84.2 36.9 670

Svaneti

Samtskhe-Javakheti 62.6 83.3 97.1 235 100.0 0.0 51.4 322

Kvemo Kartli 77.7 80.5 95.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 64.2 943

Shida Kartli 67.1 85.8 89.6 225 100.0 225 50.4 609

Education of household head®
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) *) * *) *) 49
Primary or Lower

Secondary 64.6 72.9 93.3 20.6 93.3 64.3 42.0 860

Upper Secondary 66.6 79.7 93.7 18.1 89.3 61.7 50.2 2,299

Vocational Education 74.2 75.7 95.4 17.0 98.0 63.2 51.4 2,145

Higher 88.3 78.9 98.1 33.0 100.0 98.2 67.8 2,975

Main source of drinking water”

Improved sources 76.4 77.8 95.8 na na na 57.5 8,263
Piped water 79.3 76.6 99.1 na na na 60.7 7,332
Borehole (71.3) (85.3) (61.5) na na na (35.3) 127
Protected well or

spring 40.5 88.9 64.2 na na na 20.4 650
Bottled water (96.6) (81.7) (98.7) na na na (78.7) 154
Cart with small tank - - - na na na - 0

Unimproved sources na na na 20.4 94.8 68.2 0.0 199
Unprotected well or na na na 189 957  69.3 0.0 188

spring
Other na na na *) *) *) *) 10
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Table WS.1.8: Safely managed drinking water services

Percentage of household population with drinking water free from faecal contamination, available when needed, and
accessible on premises, for users of improved and unimproved drinking water sources and percentage of household
members with an improved drinking water source located on premises, free of E. coli and available when needed, 2018
Georgia MICS

Main source of drinking water Percentage
- of household
Improved sources Unimproved sources members
o 0 o [ with an
c S £5 2 c S £5 2 improved
=3 = e o £ =35 = = = £ o
=2 =3 [ =5 <£3 <5 drinking
8y Teg Ss 8. 3S2&5 S35 watersource  Number of
. @ c2 o c - O c2 o c
ug o839 o5 g o839 o5 located on household
55 2S¢ ) 55 2S¢ o premises, members
22 5% g2 22 38 £ free of E. coli with
=€ o2 og =< <8 O @ andavailable information
5 =3 3] 5 =3 3 when on water
© © needed* quality
Total 76.4 77.8 95.8 20.4 94.8 68.2 56.2 8,462
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 75.5 77.4 95.6 20.7 95.7 69.3 54.7 7,286
Azerbaijani 82.1 91.1 95.4 0.0 100.0 0.0 76.2 526
Armenian 79.3 67.0 97.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 49.8 502
Other 89.0 84.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 76.2 149
IDP Status of household head
IDP 82.8 71.7 99.3 0.0 87.4 58.4 60.4 382
Non-IDP 76.1 78.1 95.6 21.4 95.2 68.7 56.0 8,080
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 47.0 81.6 85.6 12.8 96.5 72.2 32.6 1,688
Second 54.8 80.2 94.3 31.8 90.0 60.4 40.9 1,703
Middle 79.1 80.7 98.1 100.0 100.0 42.3 62.5 1,652
Fourth 98.2 78.1 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 76.3 1,689
Richest 99.5 68.9 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 68.5 1,730

I MICS indicator WS.6 - Use of safely managed drinking water services; SDG indicator 6.1.1
A As collected in the Household Questionnaire; may be different than the household drinking water tested.
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
na: not applicable.
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Table WS.1.9: Household water treatment

Percentage of household population by drinking water treatment method used in the household and the percentage who are using an appropriate treatment method, 2018 Georgia MICS
Water treatment method used in the household Percentage of
household members
Add Strain in households using Number of
bleach/ through a Use water Solar Let it stand DK/ an appropriate water  household
None Boil chlorine cloth filter disinfection  and settle Other Missing treatment method members
Total 82.7 3.0 0.8 1.2 3.1 0.0 8.2 2.0 0.0 6.9 42,013
Area
Urban 81.6 3.2 0.3 11 3.8 0.0 9.1 2.0 0.1 7.2 24,968
Rural 84.3 2.8 1.6 14 2.1 0.0 6.8 21 0.0 6.4 17,045
Region
Thilisi 81.3 2.6 0.0 0.9 4.7 0.0 9.3 2.2 0.1 7.3 14,264
Adjara A.R 76.3 5.2 1.3 4.2 3.2 0.0 8.4 35 0.1 9.7 4,134
Guria 82.8 14 3.7 0.2 1.7 0.0 2.4 8.3 0.0 6.6 1,150
Kv'g:ﬁgeg{/;?;?a"'“hkh“m' and 87.8 3.2 0.7 0.8 14 0.0 55 1.2 0.0 5.3 5,813
Kakheti 84.6 2.3 0.1 1.0 5.9 0.1 6.9 0.7 0.0 8.4 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 89.9 2.2 0.0 11 15 0.1 3.8 2.4 0.0 3.7 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 88.1 2.1 2.7 1.1 2.3 0.0 2.4 2.1 0.1 6.7 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 81.1 6.0 0.3 1.9 25 0.0 8.8 1.7 0.0 8.7 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 78.3 3.2 0.0 0.8 1.2 0.0 15.7 1.2 0.0 4.4 4,728
Shida Kartli 85.6 25 3.3 0.5 1.0 0.0 6.5 1.2 0.0 6.8 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 92.0 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.0 0.0 3.7 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 83.4 3.8 0.7 1.4 2.5 0.0 8.5 1.9 0.0 7.0 3,999
Upper Secondary 85.5 3.0 11 1.3 1.8 0.0 6.9 1.3 0.0 6.0 11,676
Vocational Education 82.5 3.0 1.0 1.2 3.3 0.0 7.8 2.3 0.0 7.0 11,203
Higher 80.2 3.0 0.5 11 4.3 0.0 9.5 2.2 0.1 7.7 14,321
DK/Missing 82.8 0.6 0.3 0.2 2.7 0.0 5.5 9.7 0.0 3.3 584
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Table WS.1.9: Household water treatment

Percentage of household population by drinking water treatment method used in the household and the percentage who are using an appropriate treatment method, 2018 Georgia MICS
Water treatment method used in the household Percentage of
household members
Add Strain in households using Number of
bleach/ through a Use water Solar Let it stand DK/ an appropriate water  household
None Boil chlorine cloth filter disinfection  and settle Other Missing treatment method members
Total 82.7 3.0 0.8 1.2 3.1 0.0 8.2 2.0 0.0 6.9 42,013
Source of drinking water
Improved 825 3.1 0.7 1.2 3.1 0.0 8.3 2.1 0.0 6.9 40,972
Unimproved 90.9 2.7 3.0 0.3 1.3 0.1 2.8 0.5 0.3 5.8 1,042
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 82.6 2.9 0.9 1.3 3.2 0.0 8.0 2.2 0.1 7.0 36,352
Azerbaijani 84.0 3.2 0.2 1.0 0.5 0.0 11.5 0.2 0.0 3.9 2,504
Armenian 83.6 3.9 0.1 0.5 4.3 0.0 8.2 0.3 0.0 8.2 2,139
Other 81.3 4.3 0.0 0.7 25 0.0 7.4 4.7 0.0 6.9 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 81.7 3.0 0.0 11 2.9 0.0 10.4 15 0.0 5.8 1,938
Non-IDP 82.7 3.0 0.8 1.2 3.1 0.0 8.1 21 0.1 6.9 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 86.2 3.1 14 0.8 1.0 0.0 6.6 1.6 0.0 5.3 8,403
Second 835 3.1 1.6 1.8 2.4 0.0 7.0 1.8 0.0 7.1 8,404
Middle 82.8 3.8 1.0 1.0 35 0.0 7.3 1.9 0.0 8.3 8,393
Fourth 81.2 2.9 0.0 14 2.4 0.0 10.7 2.6 0.2 5.4 8,418
Richest 79.8 2.2 0.0 1.0 6.1 0.0 9.3 2.2 0.0 8.4 8,396
ADon’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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9.2 HANDWASHING

Handwashing with water and soap is the most cost-effective health intervention to reduce both the incidence
of diarrhoea and pneumonia in children under five'®. It is most effective when done using water and soap after
visiting a toilet or cleaning a child, before eating or handling food and before feeding a child. Direct observation
of handwashing behaviour at these critical times is challenging. A reliable alternative to observations is assessing
the likelihood that correct handwashing behaviour takes place by asking to see the place where people wash
their hands and observing whether water and soap (or other local cleansing materials) are available at this
place1°6'1°7.

Hygiene was omitted from the MDGs but has been included in the SDG targets which aim to achieve universal
access to a basic handwashing facility at home (SDG 1.4 and 6.2).

Table WS.2.1 shows the proportion of household members with fixed or mobile handwashing facilities observed
on premises (in the dwelling, yard or plot). It also shows the proportion of handwashing facilities where water
and soap were observed. Household members with a handwashing facility on premises with soap and water
available meet the SDG criteria for a ‘basic’ handwashing facility.

105 Cairncross, S. and V. Valdmanis. “Water supply, sanitation and hygiene promotion Chapter 41.” in Disease Control
Priorities in Developing Countries. 2" Edition, edited by Jameson et al. Washington (DC): The International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development / The World Bank.

106 Ram, P. Practical Guidance for Measuring Handwashing Behavior: 2013 Update. Global Scaling Up Handwashing.
Washington DC: World Bank Press, 2013.

107 Handwashing place or facilities may be fixed or mobile and include a sink with tap water, buckets with taps, tippy-taps,
and jugs or basins designated for handwashing. Soap includes bar soap, liquid soap, powder detergent, and soapy water
but does not include ash, soil, sand or other handwashing agents.
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Table WS.2.1: Handwashing facility with soap and water on premises

Percent distribution of household members by observation of handwashing facility and percentage of household members by availability of water and soap or detergent at the handwashing
facility, 2018 Georgia MICS
>0
= £
23 [
553 S5
Eo0 =22 Number of Percentage of Number of household
k=R g [S) Handwashing household household members where
Handwashing facility g ] s E facility observed members members with handwashing facility
observed R S R7] and where handwashing was observed or with
Fixed Mobile = a—>_, § Number of handwashing facility where no handwashing
facility object 2 2 household water soap facility was water and soap facility in the dwelling,
observed  observed ° Total members available available observed are present* yard, or plot
Total 93.2 3.4 1.3 2.2 100.0 42,013 96.3 98.6 40,576 93.9 41,103
Area
Urban 95.1 0.9 11 2.8 100.0 24,968 97.8 99.2 23,972 95.9 24,257
Rural 90.3 7.1 14 1.2 100.0 17,045 94.2 97.6 16,604 91.0 16,846
Region
Thilisi 95.4 0.3 1.0 3.3 100.0 14,264 99.3 99.4 13,649 97.6 13,797
Adjara A.R 96.9 1.3 0.3 1.5 100.0 4,134 98.8 98.4 4,060 97.1 4,072
Guria 92.7 55 1.4 0.4 100.0 1,150 95.3 97.7 1,129 91.9 1,145
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi 93.1 2.4 2.9 1.6  100.0 5,813 94.6 97.9 5,551 90.1 5,721
and Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 91.6 7.0 0.7 0.7  100.0 3,030 91.1 97.9 2,988 88.8 3,009
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 88.4 5.5 3.0 3.1 100.0 998 89.4 97.3 937 84.8 968
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 92.7 5.3 11 0.9 100.0 3,385 95.0 97.6 3,316 92.3 3,355
Samtskhe-Javakheti 86.2 7.4 0.9 5.5 100.0 1,549 96.7 99.0 1,449 94.9 1,463
Kvemo Kartli 89.6 8.6 0.0 1.9 100.0 4,728 95.2 99.3 4,638 94.5 4,640
Shida Kartli 90.9 5.6 2.6 1.0 100.0 2,963 93.2 97.4 2,858 88.6 2,934
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 88.0 7.1 1.0 3.9 1000 231 (98.1) (99.6) 220 (97.1) 222
Primary or Lower Secondary 90.4 7.4 1.3 0.9 100.0 3,999 94.0 96.8 3,910 90.4 3,964
Upper Secondary 91.2 5.2 1.3 2.3 100.0 11,676 95.2 98.1 11,259 92.3 11,405
Vocational Education 93.8 3.0 1.4 1.8 100.0 11,203 95.4 98.3 10,846 92.6 11,005
Higher 95.0 1.0 1.2 2.8 100.0 14,321 98.5 99.6 13,760 97.0 13,925
DK/Missing 94.9 4.6 0.2 0.2 100.0 584 98.7 99.6 582 98.1 583
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Table WS.2.1: Handwashing facility with soap and water on premises

Percent distribution of household members by observation of handwashing facility and percentage of household members by availability of water and soap or detergent at the handwashing

facility, 2018 Georgia MICS

>0
= £
e 2
553 S5
Eo0 =22 Number of Percentage of Number of household
k=R g [S) Handwashing household household members where
Handwashing facility g ] s E facility observed members members with handwashing facility
observed R 20 and where handwashing was observed or with
Fixed Mobile = g § Number of handwashing facility where no handwashing
facility object 2 2 household water soap facility was water and soap facility in the dwelling,
observed  observed ° Total members available available observed are present* yard, or plot
Total 93.2 3.4 1.3 2.2 100.0 42,013 96.3 98.6 40,576 93.9 41,103
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 94.1 2.6 1.3 2.0 100.0 36,352 96.3 98.5 35,161 93.7 35,641
Azerbaijani 85.1 14.1 0.4 0.4  100.0 2,504 94.4 99.1 2,484 93.1 2,495
Armenian 88.3 4.1 1.0 6.6  100.0 2,139 98.8 99.4 1,976 97.2 1,998
Other 90.0 4.7 1.6 3.7 100.0 1,005 97.4 98.1 952 94.0 968
IDP Status of household head
IDP 94.0 1.9 1.2 29 100.0 1,938 95.5 98.8 1,858 93.3 1,882
Non-IDP 93.1 35 1.3 2.1 100.0 40,075 96.4 98.5 38,718 93.9 39,222
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 82.9 13.3 2.6 1.2 100.0 8,403 91.0 95.5 8,082 85.3 8,301
Second 94.7 29 0.6 1.7 100.0 8,404 96.0 98.7 8,202 94.2 8,257
Middle 95.7 0.4 1.0 29 100.0 8,393 97.6 99.0 8,065 95.7 8,146
Fourth 95.0 0.1 0.9 4.0 100.0 8,418 97.2 99.5 8,006 95.9 8,082
Richest 97.6 0.3 1.2 0.9 100.0 8,396 99.6 100.0 8,220 98.4 8,319

I MICS indicator WS.7 - Handwashing facility with water and soap; SDG indicators 1.4.1 & 6.2.1
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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9.3 SANITATION

Unsafe management of human excreta and poor personal hygiene are closely associated with diarrhoea as well
as parasitic infections, such as soil transmitted helminths (worms). Improved sanitation and hygiene can reduce
diarrhoeal disease by more than a third'%, and can substantially reduce the health impact of soil-transmitted
helminth infection and a range of other neglected tropical diseases which affect over 1 billion people
worldwide %,

The SDG targets relating to sanitation are much more ambitious than the MDGs and variously aim to achieve
universal access to basic services (SDG 1.4) and universal access to safely managed services (SDG 6.2).

An improved sanitation facility is defined as one that hygienically separates human excreta from human contact.
Improved sanitation facilities include flush or pour flush to piped sewer systems, septic tanks or pit latrines and
pit latrines with slabs. Table WS.3.1 shows the population using improved and unimproved sanitation facilities.
It also shows the proportion who dispose of faeces in fields, forests, bushes, open water bodies of water,
beaches or other open spaces, or with solid waste, a practice known as ‘open defecation’.

Table WS.3.2 presents the distribution of household population using improved and unimproved sanitation
facilities which are private, shared with other households or public facilities. Those using shared or public
improved sanitation facilities are classed as having a ‘limited’ service for the purpose of SDG monitoring.
Households using improved sanitation facilities that are not shared with other households meet the SDG criteria
for a ‘basic’ sanitation service, and may be considered ‘safely managed’ depending on how excreta are managed.

Table WS.3.3 shows the methods used for emptying and removal of excreta from improved pit latrines and septic
tanks. Excreta from improved pit latrines and septic tanks that is never emptied (or don’t know if ever emptied)
or is emptied and buried in a covered pit is classed as ‘safely disposed in situ” and meets the SDG criteria for a
‘safely managed’ sanitation service. Excreta from improved pit latrines and septic tanks that is removed by a
service provider to treatment may also be safely managed, depending on the type of treatment received. Other
methods of emptying and removal are not considered ‘safely managed’.

Table WS.3.4 summarises the main ways in which excreta is managed from households with improved on-site
sanitation systems (improved pit latrines and septic tanks) and compares these with the proportion with sewer
connections, unimproved sanitation or practicing open defecation.

Table WS.3.5 shows the main methods used for disposal of child faeces among households with children aged
0-2 years. Appropriate methods for disposing of the stool include the child using a toilet or latrine and putting
or rinsing the stool into a toilet or latrine. Putting disposable diapers with solid waste, a very common practice
throughout the world, is only considered an appropriate means of disposal if there is also a system in place for
hygienic collection and disposal of the solid waste itself. This classification is currently under review. In the case
of Georgia, appropriate methods for disposing of the stool were adjusted and children's faeces thrown into
garbage is included in the percentage of children whose last stools were disposed of safely.

The JMP has produced regular estimates of national, regional and global progress on drinking water, sanitation
and hygiene (WASH) since 1990. The JMP service ‘ladders’ enable benchmarking and comparison of progress
across countries at different stages of development. As of 2015, updated water and sanitation ladders have been

108 Cairncross, S. et al. "Water, Sanitation and Hygiene for the Prevention of Diarrhoea." International Journal of
Epidemiology39, no. Suppll (2010): 193-205. doi:10.1093/ije/dyq035.

109 WHO. Water, sanitation and hygiene for accelerating and sustaining progress on Neglected Tropical Diseases. A Global
Strategy 2015-2020. Geneva: WHO Press, 2015.

http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/182735/WHO FWC WSH 15.12 eng.pdf;jsessionid=7F7C38216E04E69E
7908AB6E8B63318F?sequence=1.
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introduced which build on established indicators and establish new rungs with additional criteria relating to
service levels. A third ladder has also been introduced for handwashing hygiene®°. Table WS.3.6 summarises
the percentages of household population meeting the SDG criteria for ‘basic’ drinking water, sanitation and

handwashing services.

110 WHO, UNICEF and JMP. Progress on Drinking Water, Sanitation and Hygiene. Geneva: WHO Press, 2017.
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/258617/9789241512893-eng.pdf?sequence=1.
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Table WS.3.1: Use of improved and unimproved sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household population according to type of sanitation facility used by the household, 2018 Georgia MICS
Type of sanitation facility used by household 5 =
Improved sanitation facility Unimproved sanitation facility = el g g L BT n
> 9OE73 T235 -9g
Flush/Pour flush to: © o s o, = T 2 2358 £52 5e£8
£ S £5.%8 © CSoo 5 o g&c SEZS E€0E
85 g2x -2 (2 82 2 8285 § 22¢ < S co¢ 5§25 338
£33 &5 &of 0B6& =% g =592 & 8§88 O S 8=° ago <
& 2 %) < = o o o a © Total >
Total 59.3 3.1 7.1 0.3 23.8 1.2 4.8 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 93.6 42,013
Area
Urban 89.0 1.8 2.7 0.2 4.9 0.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 100.0 98.6 24,968
Rural 15.8 5.0 135 0.4 51.5 2.7 10.6 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 86.2 17,045
Region
Thilisi 97.4 0.1 0.3 0.1 14 0.2 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.3 14,264
Adjara A.R 54.8 4.3 21.2 0.0 11.0 1.7 6.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 100.0 91.2 4,134
Guria 11.0 7.6 30.7 0.7 28.6 12.5 8.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 78.7 1,150
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and
Kvemo S{/aneti 49.1 7.5 13.6 0.6 25.1 1.5 25 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 95.9 5,813
Kakheti 14.8 3.7 7.5 0.5 49.5 0.7 23.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 100.0 76.0 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 46.8 1.0 8.9 0.2 30.3 1.4 114 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 87.2 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 26.4 9.6 9.7 0.4 45.6 0.9 6.4 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 91.9 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 38.6 0.9 2.7 0.6 38.6 1.7 14.9 0.1 0.3 0.0 1.6 0.1 100.0 81.3 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 45.3 1.7 22 0.0 49.3 0.7 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 100.0 98.4 4,728
Shida Kartli 41.7 1.6 4.7 0.5 42.9 25 5.5 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.2 100.0 91.4 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 36.6 1.4 4.0 0.0 51.5 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.4 100.0 93.6 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 35.9 2.3 8.6 0.3 40.6 2.0 9.5 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.4 100.0 87.7 3,999
Upper Secondary 49.7 2.8 8.2 0.2 30.8 15 6.5 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 91.6 11,676
Vocational Education 51.2 3.9 9.2 0.5 28.0 1.3 55 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 92.9 11,203
Higher 80.6 3.0 4.2 0.1 9.6 0.7 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 97.5 14,321
DK/Missing 56.5 1.2 7.8 0.7 25.4 2.8 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 91.6 584
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Table WS.3.1: Use of improved and unimproved sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household population according to type of sanitation facility used by the household, 2018 Georgia MICS
Type of sanitation facility used by household 5 =
Improved sanitation facility Unimproved sanitation facility = =5 g % Tt BT o
Flush/Pour flush to: o o £ o, = L o 2 838 £52 5e£8
= € (<] o 9} gc_:) S ESBQ e -g,%qc_) o} 8 %E% ggg Eg%
883 B§E¥ =£ xg3 =S¢ s B£ct§ S €358 = 522 s2g 22¢
£32 o8 0gFg 0g =% S g6 @ £== T & g
“e O o a © Total
Total 59.3 3.1 7.1 0.3 23.8 1.2 4.8 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 93.6 42,013
Location of sanitation facility®
In dwelling 90.0 2.8 5.4 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 na 100.0 98.8 24,943
In plot/yard 13.9 3.6 9.7 0.5 58.6 1.8 11.6 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 na 100.0 86.3 16,800
Elsewhere 67.9 0.0 13 0.0 17.8 0.9 2.6 0.0 0.0 9.4 0.0 na 100.0 87.1 196
No facility/Bush/Field na na na na na na na na na na na (*) 100.0 * 22
No response (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (1.8) (0.9) (0.0) 2.7) (0.0) (0.0) (1.4) (93.2) (0.0) 100.0 2.7) 53
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 60.7 34 7.7 0.3 21.2 1.3 5.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 93.4 36,352
Azerbaijani 234 1.7 3.7 0.0 69.8 0.3 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.6 2,504
Armenian 70.1 0.8 25 0.5 18.4 1.3 5.1 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.3 100.0 92.2 2,139
Other 75.5 0.9 2.6 0.0 13.2 0.8 7.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 92.2 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 84.0 1.2 15 0.1 10.3 1.3 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 97.2 1,938
Non-IDP 58.1 3.2 7.4 0.3 24.4 1.2 5.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 100.0 93.4 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 55 3.2 8.2 0.2 64.8 2.2 15.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.3 100.0 81.8 8,403
Second 22.3 6.3 15.8 0.7 44.6 2.3 7.7 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 89.7 8,404
Middle 69.9 54 111 0.4 9.6 1.7 1.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.5 0.0 100.0 96.4 8,393
Fourth 98.8 0.6 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,418
Richest 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 8,396
1 MICS indicator WS.8 - Use of improved sanitation facilities; SDG indicator 3.8.1
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
na: not applicable.
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Table WS.3.2: Use of basic and limited sanitation services

Percent distribution of household population by use of private and public sanitation facilities and use of shared facilities, by users of improved and unimproved sanitation facilities, 2018 Georgia
MICS
Users of improved sanitation facilities Users of unimproved sanitation facilities e _
3 Shared by o 3 Shared by o < Té’ SB ;:2 § s
-2 22 £ 3 22 <2 82F% Sgg
253 5 S3 88 G 5 S3 58 ©0gs3g E3g
@ households More than 5 - = B households Morethan5 &= = @ 2 Z <
or less households = or less households © Total
Total 92.0 11 0.4 0.2 0.0 6.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 42,013
Area
Urban 96.5 1.2 0.6 0.3 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 24,968
Rural 85.2 0.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 13.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 17,045
Region
Thilisi 97.0 1.8 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 14,264
Adjara A.R 89.5 0.2 0.2 14 0.0 8.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 100.0 4,134
Guria 78.1 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.2 20.9 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 100.0 1,150
o mereti, Racha-Lechikhumi and Kvemo 95.6 03 00 00 00 41 0.0 00 00 00 00 1000 5813
Kakheti 75.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 23.6 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 86.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 12,5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 90.5 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.0 7.9 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 80.9 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.5 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 97.3 11 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 4,728
Shida Kartli 86.8 2.4 2.0 0.1 0.0 8.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 100.0 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 92.1 0.4 1.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 100.0 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 85.4 1.3 0.9 0.1 0.0 11.6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.4 100.0 3,999
Upper Secondary 88.9 2.0 0.4 0.3 0.0 8.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 11,676
Vocational Education 91.1 0.9 0.5 0.3 0.0 7.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 11,203
Higher 97.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 25 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 14,321
DK/Missing 90.5 11 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 584

Location of sanitation facility®
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Table WS.3.2: Use of basic and limited sanitation services

Percent distribution of household population by use of private and public sanitation facilities and use of shared facilities, by users of improved and unimproved sanitation facilities, 2018 Georgia
MICS
Users of improved sanitation facilities Users of unimproved sanitation facilities e _
3 Shared by o 3 Shared by o < gég ;:2 § s
-3 L2 S < S 22 £ 2=z = SgE
25 5 S3 88 G 5 Sg 88 OgE% E3g
@  households More than 5 = = 8  households More than 5 h = @ 2 z£
or less households = or less households © Total
Total 92.0 11 0.4 0.2 0.0 6.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 42,013
In dwelling 98.1 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 na 100.0 24,943
In plot/yard 84.0 2.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 135 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 na 100.0 16,800
Elsewhere 29.9 26.5 30.3 0.3 0.1 11 3.0 45 4.3 0.0 na 100.0 196
No facility/Bush/Field na na na na na na na na na na (*) 100.0 22
No response (2.7) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (97.3) (0.0) 0.0) (0.0) (0.0 (0.0) 100.0 53
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 91.9 1.0 0.3 0.2 0.0 6.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 36,352
Azerbaijani 95.4 2.3 0.8 0.2 0.0 11 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 2,504
Armenian 91.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 100.0 2,139
Other 88.8 25 0.7 0.2 0.0 7.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 93.5 21 1.5 0.0 0.0 2.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 1,938
Non-IDP 91.9 1.0 0.3 0.2 0.0 6.4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 79.5 2.0 0.2 0.1 0.0 17.6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.3 100.0 8,403
Second 87.7 12 0.6 0.1 0.0 10.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 100.0 8,404
Middle 92.8 21 0.9 0.6 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,393
Fourth 99.8 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,418
Richest 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,396
1 MICS indicator WS.9 - Use of basic sanitation services; SDG indicators 1.4.1 & 6.2.1
A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
na: not applicable.
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Table WS.3.3: Emptying and removal of excreta from on-site sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household members in households with improved pit latrines and septic tanks by method of emptying, 2018 Georgia MICS

Emptying and disposal of wastes from other improved = 2 £
Emptying and disposal of wastes from septic tanks on-site sanitation facilities g @ 2 £ 9
s o i N s e i o s 5 gz, 2%
5 5 2 5 5 5 2 5 b § gg =25
je! o = 39 2 k! S - 39 S sg 29 53 gg 2
3 3 s 5 2 - 3 3 = 52 2 o SE S22 98 Ez=
a <% 3 c 2 B ° 2 a a 3 c = 3 ° 2 o8 LT CTc TETD
Vo W 5 A I 2 =3 Do W 5 A < 2 =3 = 5 c 28 88 OCogs
SE 2 2 oT . s 8 E Lt ¢ 2 o3 . s 8 £ g & 3% TR <EC
> 2 2 S 5o [] o % IS o =2 c 9 S o [} <] % 1S @ o 2= “— O P % < o
sE oX o £5 = 52 5 5 gE axX o £5 < o2 5 5 = 38 ©O5 Q0c SES
ng 0 © - 5 £ = 2 ng 0 © - o £ T = g cE T8 o8 o=3g
© O © < kel =+ g ) © D © < e B g ) = a 0w e éw < 0nE
>~ > i = 2 o = >~ > - = 8 = o = c ¥ 8 G & o0I2a
2 = @ 2 3 b4 v 2 2 9] 2 3 z w ] ¥ OS¢ 29
3 3 = o a [ &) o o = SR} c &) oG 5 T 95
32 < 9] @ 5 o = i~ ) 56 ag
= =3 m c QS - = = [} c g - = ) 3 =
o o S5 = = o o S5 =2 = © b £ S5 5
e 5 ° 5 £ 5 ° : e & 5 2E
@ i = o o = 3 =) 12
Total 0.5 2.9 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1 4.3 0.2 1.3 21.6 128 6.2 0.3 22 44.1 2.4 100.0 64.2 7.2 28.6 14,277
Area
Urban 1.3 7.4 0.7 1.1 0.0 0.5 7.8 0.4 3.4 22.8 7.9 4.2 0.8 4.0 323 5.4 100.0 54.5 6.0 395 2,344
Rural 0.3 2.0 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.0 3.6 0.2 0.9 21.3 138 6.6 0.2 1.8 46.4 1.8 100.0 66.1 7.4 26.4 11,933
Region
Thilisi (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (4.8) (0.0) (8.6) (24.4) (10.2) (0.0) (3.6) (0.0) (48.4) (0.0) 100.0 (63.4) (3.6) (33.0) 250
Adjara A.R 0.4 1.1 0.2 4.2 0.0 0.7 4.3 0.7 0.4 3.1 3.4 353 0.0 6.5 34.9 4.6 100.0 48.2 395 12.3 1,507
Guria 0.0 5.9 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.2 4.5 0.1 0.3 19.0 11.0 7.9 0.0 0.0 49.0 1.3 100.0 66.3 8.2 25.4 770
Imereti, Racha-
Lechkhumi and 0.8 6.9 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 7.1 0.6 0.6 199 113 0.7 0.0 2.7 46.7 1.9 100.0 68.0 1.1 30.9 2,686
Kvemo Svaneti
Kakheti 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.9 0.1 2.6 9.6 3.4 0.5 0.0 1.5 753 1.1 100.0 84.9 0.5 146 1,841
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 1.4 31.8 1.8 2.0 0.0 22 575 0.9 100.0 62.4 2.0 35.6 401
Sviﬁg‘tfgre'o'zemo 06 48 19 07 00 00 68 00 34 132 205 96 08 28 314 35 1000 641 111 248 2,200
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 1.1 0.0 1.1 9.7 46.7 3.3 0.0 0.6 34.7 1.8 100.0 84.5 3.3 12.2 653
Kvemo Kartli 0.3 1.4 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.3 25.3 18.8 0.3 0.0 1.4 48.0 2.8 100.0 71.0 0.3 28.7 2,512
Shida Kartli 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.3 0.1 68.4 4.8 1.6 0.9 0.4 187 1.7 100.0 26.8 2.6 70.6 1,458
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Table WS.3.3: Emptying and removal of excreta from on-site sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household members in households with improved pit latrines and septic tanks by method of emptying, 2018 Georgia MICS

Emptying and disposal of wastes from other improved = 2 £
Emptying and disposal of wastes from septic tanks on-site sanitation facilities g @ 2 £ 9
: 5 3 o 2 2 ; o s S gz, 29
5 5 2 5 5 5 = 5 = § 22 585
S S p 30 S S S o 39 S sg 29 53 53 2
3 3 s 52 2 - 3 3 s 58 2 o SE S22 98 Ez=
a <% D c 2 B ° 2 a a 2 c = 3 ° 2 o8 LT CTc TETD
Vo W 5 A I 2 =3 Do W 5 A < 2 =3 = 5 c 28 88 OCogs
SE 2 2 oT . s 8 E Lt ¢ 2 o3 . s 8 £ g & 3% TR <EC
=g = 8 2 o) 5 £ @ =S¢ = 8 .25 g5 £ @ S 22 25 88 ¢c5§
gE g8 o 8% £ o X @ 5 gE axX © £5 £ 59 S et = 28 58 BE Q£
n g n © - 5 T s 2 n® n © - o c® - g cE =8 o8 02®
©9 © £ Bt Bl o o ©T0 £ 3B Bl o @ =8 aT 3 SuE
> = > i = 2 [ = > = > - = 8 = [ = c 9 o] .2 vITa
2 = @ 2 3 b4 v 2 2 9] 2 3 z w 28 H¥ B L9099
3 3 = o a [ &) o o = SR} c &) oG 5 T 95
32 < ) @ 5 o = ~ ) S6 g
= =3 m c QS - = = [} c g - = ) 3 =
o o S5 = = o o S5 =2 = © b £ S5 5
= 5 E § = £ E 5 e 5 22
o % = o o = > =) 12
Total 0.5 20 05 06 00 01 43 02 13 216 128 62 03 22 441 24 1000 642 7.2 286 14277
Education of household head
Kindergarten or 0.0
None (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (25) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (2.2) (25.4) (16.9) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (42.5) (10.5) 100.0 (69.9) (2.5 (27.7) 131
Primary or Lower 03 13 07 07 00 00 10 06 05 189 175 66 06 15 469 29 1000 69.6 7.9 224 2,059
Secondary
Upper Secondary 0.2 22 05 04 00 01 32 01 12 209 135 78 03 21 453 23 1000 649 84 267 4,868
Vocational 0.7 36 04 04 01 01 41 02 16 214 127 48 03 25 452 19 1000 645 56 299 4,608
Education
Higher 0.9 48 03 14 00 02 101 03 18 252 76 58 00 25 373 17 1000 573 7.2 355 2,409
DK/Missing (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (1.2) (0.0) (0.0) (0.0) (2.3) (1.2) (22.4) (12.4) (5.9) (0.0) (2.0) (40.5) (12.0) 100.0 (67.3) (7.1) (25.6) 201
Type of sanitation facility
Flush to septic tank 52 320 51 69 04 11 466 27 00 00 OO0 00 00 00 00 00 1000 545 7.3 383 1302
imb?ctfv"éﬁs and other na ha na na na hna na na 15 237 141 69 03 24 485 26 1000 652 7.2 276 12,975
Flush to pit latrine na na na na na na na na 1.7 1838 83 117 0.1 47 52.0 2.8 100.0 63.0 118 252 2,986
o aFl;'t latrine with na na na na na na na na 14 252 159 54 04 17 474 26 1000 659 58 283 9,990
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Table WS.3.3: Emptying and removal of excreta from on-site sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household members in households with improved pit latrines and septic tanks by method of emptying, 2018 Georgia MICS

Emptying and disposal of wastes from other improved = 2 £
Emptying and disposal of wastes from septic tanks on-site sanitation facilities g @ 2 £ 9
s o i N s e i o s 5 gz, 2%
5§ B g 5 5§ & g 5 ch E g& 85
S S p 30 S S S o 39 S sg 29 53 53 2
3 3 s 5 2 - 3 3 = 52 2 o SE S22 98 Ez=
a <% 3 c 2 B ° 2 a a 3 c = 3 ° 2 o8 LT CTc TETD
9. @ s 23 g€ & B g. g 5 23 ¢ & B 5 5: o8& 5§ ggs
S c O > o . = o S Lc Q9 > Sl = = o IS 3 S 3 c®R S$S=¢
=22 2 S P [} 05 £ o =22 2> 9Q P © [ £ o ° 2= -6 =22 $c 5
s E oX o =5 < gL 5} = cE oX o =5 < gL @ = = B 8 o5 Qc SES
ng o0 © o = Q% o ng nOo I o = 2% o E & o B
@ >~ O £S5 5 > © > O £S5 5 > £ ©WE 24 222
©9 « £ 35 2 o o ©9 £ 35 2 o o =8 wE B ot
> + > = O P “— > + > = O P y— T 9 (ol Q =T g
g7 3 8 g2 8 z ¢ £ = B g2 8 2 < 20 gv 5% 290
T 8 5 38¢8 g 5 3§ 3 T 3% g & 8% s 35 8%
32 < 9] 9] 5 o = i~ ) 56 o
> > m c g - 2 2 m cg = 5 o S E S
o 9] 52 = [S] [S] 5 2 = © ‘S < ERe)
e 5 ° 5 £ 5 ° : e & 5 2E
o % = o o = > =) 12
Total 0.5 29 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1 4.3 0.2 1.3 216 1238 6.2 0.3 22 441 2.4 100.0 64.2 7.2 28.6 14,277
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 0.5 3.3 0.5 0.8 0.0 0.1 5.0 0.3 1.2 223 110 7.4 0.3 25 424 2.4 100.0 61.5 8.5 30.0 11,761
Azerbaijani 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 1.6 19.7 16.3 0.2 0.0 0.8 56.9 2.3 100.0 76.5 0.2 23.3 1,884
Armenian 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 15 8.2 474 3.3 0.0 0.0 342 1.9 100.0 85.5 3.3 11.2 463
Other 0.0 29 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.4 0.0 4.6 27.1 9.7 1.1 0.0 1.7 447 5.7 100.0 61.6 11 37.3 167
IDP Status of household head
IDP 0.0 2.1 0.1 1.3 0.0 0.0 5.9 0.0 0.5 18.0 9.9 6.1 0.0 72 426 6.3 100.0 64.8 7.4 27.8 253
Non-IDP 0.5 29 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1 4.2 0.3 1.3 216 129 6.2 0.3 21 441 2.3 100.0 64.2 7.2 28.6 14,024

Wealth index quintile
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Table WS.3.3: Emptying and removal of excreta from on-site sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household members in households with improved pit latrines and septic tanks by method of emptying, 2018 Georgia MICS

Emptying and disposal of wastes from other improved = 2 £

Emptying and disposal of wastes from septic tanks on-site sanitation facilities g @ 2 £ 9

s o i N s e i o s 5 gz, 2%

S S — S S — ] =

o} 9] 2 9] [0} o} 2 9] st 5 g2 9o
S S p 30 S S S o 39 2 38 2g¢g =3 53 2
3 3 s 52 2 s 3 3 s 58 9 © 95 S= 08 EzE
a a 5 sz b o 2 = = 5 sz b o 2 o8 2T Tc TED
e 9 5] o n g 3 2 8= g 5] o 0 g 2 e I e £& L2828 ©2og8
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=2 2 S o @ 05 £ o =22 2> I St @ 05 £ o < 22 <6 82 $c5
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@ >~ O £S5 5 > © > O £S5 5 > £ ©WE 24 222
«cg <« £ 25 2 Q o ©o w© £ 25 2 g ] = ® NE g =—o0E
> = > i = 2 [ = > = > - = 8 = [ = c 9 8®8 ~= ©BEG
2 = @ 2 3 b4 v 2 2 9] 2 3 z w ] ¥ OS¢ 29

8 8 g o o c &) ko] ko] = o) c &) 2% 5 T < 0] %

32 < 9] 9] 5 o = i~ ) 56 o

> > m c g - 2 2 m cg = 5 o S E S

o o S5 = = o o S5 =2 = © b £ S5 5

- > 8 55 ° 8 e E 5 2%

@ i = o o = 3 =) 12

Total 0.5 2.9 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1 43 0.2 1.3 216 128 6.2 0.3 22 441 2.4 100.0 64.2 7.2 28.6 14,277
Poorest 0.1 1.3 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.1 0.7 19.0 17.2 6.4 0.4 23 475 2.3 100.0 69.7 70 234 6,392
Second 0.5 2.9 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.0 4.7 0.1 14 237 112 6.1 0.2 15 446 1.8 100.0 62.8 71 301 5,599
Middle 1.3 7.4 0.7 1.5 0.0 0.6 8.2 11 29 238 4.7 6.0 0.0 34 345 4.0 100.0 53.1 75 394 2,189
Fourth @) ® ) ) * ® * ® ) ) ) * * * * (*) 100.0 * ) * 97
Richest - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 0

1 MICS indicator WS.10 - Safe disposal in situ of excreta from on-site sanitation facilities; SDG indicator 6.2.1

A Don't know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases

"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator

na: not applicable.

Live in a Safe and Clean Environment | page 299




Table WS.3.4: Management of excreta from household sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household population by management of excreta from household sanitation facilities, 2018 Georgia MICS

Using improved on-site sanitation systems
(including shared)

Safe disposal Unsafe
in situ of disposal of
excreta from excreta from Removal of Using Number
on-site on-site excreta for unimproved Practising of
sanitation sanitation treatment off-  Connected sanitation open household
facilities facilities site* to sewer facilities defecation Missing Total members
Total 21.8 2.4 9.7 59.6 6.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 42,013
Area
Urban 51 0.6 3.7 89.2 1.2 0.0 0.2 100.0 24,968
Rural 46.3 5.2 18.5 16.2 13.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 17,045
Region
Thilisi 11 0.1 0.6 97.5 0.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 14,264
Adjara A.R 17.6 14.4 4.5 54.8 8.1 0.0 0.6 100.0 4,134
Guria 44.5 5.5 17.0 11.7 21.2 0.1 0.0 100.0 1,150
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 31.4 0.5 14.3 49.7 4.1 0.0 0.0 100.0 5,813
Kakheti 51.5 0.3 8.9 15.2 23.9 0.1 0.0 100.0 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 25.1 0.8 14.3 47.0 12.8 0.0 0.1 100.0 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 41.7 7.2 16.1 26.9 8.1 0.1 0.0 100.0 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 35.6 14 51 39.2 17.0 0.1 1.6 100.0 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 37.7 0.2 15.2 45.3 1.4 0.1 0.0 100.0 4,728
Shida Kartli 13.2 13 34.7 42.2 8.4 0.2 0.0 100.0 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 39.8 1.4 15.7 36.6 2.2 0.4 3.9 100.0 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 35.9 4.1 11.6 36.3 11.8 0.4 0.1 100.0 3,999
Upper Secondary 27.1 35 111 49.9 8.3 0.0 0.1 100.0 11,676
Vocational Education 26.5 2.3 12.3 51.7 7.0 0.0 0.1 100.0 11,203
Higher 9.6 1.2 6.0 80.6 24 0.0 0.1 100.0 14,321
DK/Missing 23.2 25 8.8 57.2 8.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 584
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Table WS.3.4: Management of excreta from household sanitation facilities

Percent distribution of household population by management of excreta from household sanitation facilities, 2018 Georgia MICS
Using improved on-site sanitation systems
(including shared)
Safe disposal Unsafe
in situ of disposal of
excreta from excreta from Removal of Using Number
on-site on-site excreta for unimproved Practising of
sanitation sanitation treatment off-  Connected sanitation open household
facilities facilities site* to sewer facilities defecation Missing Total members
Total 21.8 2.4 9.7 59.6 6.2 0.1 0.1 100.0 42,013
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 19.9 2.8 9.7 61.0 6.5 0.0 0.1 100.0 36,352
Azerbaijani 57.6 0.1 17.5 234 1.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 2,504
Armenian 18.5 0.7 24 70.6 6.8 0.3 0.6 100.0 2,139
Other 10.2 0.2 6.2 75.5 7.8 0.1 0.0 100.0 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 8.5 1.0 3.6 84.1 2.6 0.1 0.1 100.0 1,938
Non-IDP 225 25 10.0 58.4 6.4 0.1 0.1 100.0 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 53.0 5.3 17.8 5.7 17.8 0.3 0.1 100.0 8,403
Second 41.9 4.7 20.0 23.1 10.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,404
Middle 13.9 19 10.3 70.3 3.1 0.0 0.5 100.0 8,393
Fourth 0.5 0.2 0.5 98.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,418
Richest 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8,396
1 MICS indicator WS.11 - Removal of excreta for treatment off-site; SDG indicator 6.2.1
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table WS.3.5: Disposal of child's faeces

Percent distribution of children age 0-2 years according to place of disposal of child's faeces, and the percentage of children age 0-2 years whose stools were disposed of safely the last time the
child passed stools, 2018 Georgia MICS
Place of disposal of child's faeces Percentage
Put/ Put/ of children Number
Child rinsed rinsed whose last of
used into into Thrown Left in stools were children
toilet/ toilet or drain or into the DK/ disposed of age 0-2
latrine latrine ditch garbage Buried open Other Missing  Total safely® years
Total 5.3 231 1.9 69.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 100.0 97.3 1,445
Area
Urban 5.2 19.2 1.9 73.2 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 100.0 97.6 874
Rural 54 28.9 1.9 62.4 0.0 0.1 1.0 0.2 100.0 96.7 570
Region
Thilisi 45 20.3 1.0 74.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.0 504
Adjara A.R 4.7 14.9 1.4 79.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.6 144
Guria 6.7 15.3 1.0 76.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.0 32
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 6.3 22.8 2.6 67.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 100.0 96.7 195
Kakheti 9.6 25.2 0.0 64.6 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.4 114
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 16.0 18.7 1.8 63.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.2 33
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 1.6 34.2 3.9 53.5 0.0 0.0 6.8 0.0 100.0 89.3 91
Samtskhe-Javakheti 6.7 26.3 11.9 48.2 0.0 0.0 43 2.6 100.0 81.2 48
Kvemo Kartli 2.0 31.6 1.7 64.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.3 187
Shida Kartli 7.7 233 21 66.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 97.9 96
Mother’s education
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) *) 0.0 *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 3.7 22.5 1.7 71.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 100.0 97.3 140
Upper Secondary 6.0 23.0 2.0 67.7 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.4 100.0 96.7 356
Vocational Education 45 23.0 0.9 71.0 0.0 0.3 0.4 0.0 100.0 98.5 272
Higher 5.5 23.2 24 68.4 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 100.0 97.1 675
Type of sanitation facility
Improved 4.7 233 1.3 69.8 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 100.0 97.9 1,348
Unimproved 12.6 19.8 10.3 56.5 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 100.0 88.9 96
Open defecation (no facility, bush, field) *) *) *) *) 0.0 *) *) (*) 100.0 *) 1
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Table WS.3.5: Disposal of child's faeces

Percent distribution of children age 0-2 years according to place of disposal of child's faeces, and the percentage of children age 0-2 years whose stools were disposed of safely the last time the
child passed stools, 2018 Georgia MICS
Place of disposal of child's faeces Percentage
Put/ Put/ of children Number
Child rinsed rinsed whose last of
used into into Thrown Left in stools were children
toilet/ toilet or drain or into the DK/ disposed of age 0-2
latrine latrine ditch garbage Buried open Other Missing  Total safely® years
Total 5.3 23.1 1.9 69.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 100.0 97.3 1,445
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 5.7 22.4 1.7 69.4 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.1 100.0 97.5 1,240
Azerbaijani 15 29.0 15 67.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.5 108
Armenian 4.4 29.5 7.2 55.6 0.0 0.0 1.3 2.0 100.0 89.5 62
Other (3.3) (18.0) (0.0) (78.8) 0.0 (0.0 (0.0 (0.0) 100.0 (200.0) 34
IDP Status of household head
IDP 14.2 18.2 7.5 58.0 0.0 0.0 2.2 0.0 100.0 90.4 97
Non-IDP 4.6 23.4 15 69.7 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.2 100.0 97.8 1,347
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 3.9 28.5 1.2 64.9 0.0 0.3 1.2 0.0 100.0 97.3 256
Second 5.6 30.0 2.9 59.6 0.0 0.0 11 0.8 100.0 95.1 280
Middle 9.5 18.7 4.2 66.6 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.2 100.0 94.8 276
Fourth 4.8 15.9 1.7 77.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 98.3 270
Richest 3.1 22.5 0.0 74.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 362
A In many countries, disposal of children's faeces with solid waste is common. The risks vary between and within countries depending on whether solid waste is regularly collected and well
managed; therefore, for the purposes of international comparability, solid waste is not considered safely disposed, but in case of Georgia it was adjusted and children's faeces with solid waste
“thrown into garbage” is included here.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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Table WS.3.6: Drinking water, sanitation and handwashing ladders

Percentage of household population by drinking water, sanitation and handwashing ladders, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household population using:
Drinking water Sanitation Handwashing*
Hg ° % N?.a_" k] c % E > .é 2153 Basic
= 38 3 2 = 38 3 cg S & = drinking
6 £ s 8 & £ s &8 3 e 8 ES water,
g 3§ = 8 g 53 E OF b pS 2 83 sanitation  Number of
= =) a 3 =) © = % 22 and hygiene household
Total Total Total service members
Total 96.5 1.0 25 0.0 100.0 92.0 1.6 6.4 0.1 100.0 91.8 4.7 1.3 2.2 100.0 82.7 42,013
Area
Urban 98.9 0.3 0.7 0.0 100.0 96.5 2.1 14 0.0 100.0 931 2.9 11 2.8 100.0 89.4 24,968
Rural 93.0 2.0 5.0 0.0 100.0 85.2 1.0 13.7 0.1 100.0 90.0 7.4 14 1.2 100.0 72.8 17,045
Region
Thilisi 99.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 97.0 2.2 0.7 0.0 100.0 944 1.3 1.0 3.3 100.0 914 14,264
Adjara A.R 98.6 0.2 1.2 0.0 100.0 89.5 1.8 8.8 0.0 100.0 95.7 25 0.3 1.5 100.0 85.8 4,134
Guria 93.7 1.3 5.0 0.0 100.0 78.1 0.6 21.2 0.1 100.0 915 6.7 14 0.4 100.0 68.7 1,150
Kv'énrﬁgeg{/;f‘;?a"‘ed‘kh“m' and 955 11 34 00 1000 956 03 41 00 1000 887 68 29 1.6 100.0 81.8 5,813
Kakheti 94.4 3.0 2.6 0.0 100.0 75.5 0.5 23.9 0.1 100.0 882 104 0.7 0.7 100.0 63.7 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 93.8 25 3.7 0.0 100.0 86.3 0.9 12.8 0.0 1000 822 11.7 3.0 3.1 100.0 68.7 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 85.6 0.6 13.8 0.0 100.0 90.5 1.3 8.1 0.1 1000 914 6.5 1.1 0.9 100.0 72.9 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 95.9 0.7 34 0.0 100.0 80.9 0.5 18.6 0.1 100.0 89.7 3.9 0.9 5.5 100.0 72.0 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 96.5 2.6 0.8 0.0 100.0 97.3 11 15 0.1 100.0 928 5.3 0.0 1.9 100.0 88.1 4,728
Shida Kartli 96.4 15 2.1 0.0 100.0 86.8 4.6 8.4 0.2 100.0 87.7 8.7 2.6 1.0 100.0 75.7 2,963
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 934 2.7 3.9 0.0 100.0 92.1 14 6.1 0.4 100.0 933 1.8 1.0 3.9 100.0 89.1 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 95.0 15 35 0.0 100.0 854 24 11.9 0.4 100.0 89.6 8.2 1.3 0.9 100.0 74.6 3,999
Upper Secondary 96.0 11 2.9 0.0 100.0 88.9 2.7 8.4 0.0 100.0 90.2 6.2 1.3 2.3 100.0 78.2 11,676
Vocational Education 95.4 12 34 0.0 100.0 91.1 1.7 7.1 0.0 100.0 90.9 5.9 14 1.8 100.0 80.1 11,203
Higher 98.2 0.6 1.2 0.0 100.0 97.0 0.5 25 0.0 100.0 943 1.8 1.2 2.8 100.0 90.2 14,321
DK/Missing 97.3 1.7 1.0 0.0 100.0 90.5 11 8.4 0.0 100.0 97.9 1.7 0.2 0.2 100.0 87.5 584
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Table WS.3.6: Drinking water, sanitation and handwashing ladders

Percentage of household population by drinking water, sanitation and handwashing ladders, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household population using:
Drinking water Sanitation Handwashing”
H& ° % N?.a_" k] c % E > .é E Basic
= 38 3 2 = 38 3 cg S & = drinking
6 £ s @ & £ s 28 8 o 8 ES water,
o 58 % 8 o 353 g o g 3 2 29 sanitation  Number of
= =) a 3 =) © = % 22 and hygiene household
Total Total Total service members
Total 96.5 1.0 25 0.0 100.0 92.0 1.6 6.4 0.1 100.0 918 4.7 1.3 2.2 100.0 82.7 42,013
Ethnicity of household head®
Georgian 96.3 1.0 2.7 0.0 100.0 91.9 1.5 6.6 0.0 100.0 91.9 4.8 1.3 2.0 100.0 82.4 36,352
Azerbaijani 96.7 2.7 0.6 0.0 100.0 95.4 3.2 14 0.0 100.0 9238 6.4 0.4 0.4 100.0 86.7 2,504
Armenian 99.2 0.2 0.7 0.0 100.0 91.6 0.6 7.4 0.3 100.0 90.8 1.6 1.0 6.6 100.0 83.8 2,139
Other 98.7 0.0 12 0.0 100.0 88.8 3.4 7.8 0.1 100.0 905 4.2 1.6 3.7 100.0 80.2 1,005
IDP Status of household head
IDP 98.0 0.3 1.7 0.0 100.0 935 3.7 2.8 0.1 100.0 90.6 5.2 1.2 2.9 100.0 83.4 1,938
Non-IDP 96.4 1.1 25 0.0 100.0 91.9 1.5 6.6 0.1 100.0 91.9 4.7 1.3 2.1 100.0 82.6 40,075
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 88.6 3.0 8.4 0.0 100.0 79.5 2.3 18.0 0.3 100.0 843 11.9 2.6 1.2 100.0 60.9 8,403
Second 95.9 1.3 2.8 0.0 100.0 87.7 1.9 10.3 0.0 100.0 925 5.1 0.6 1.7 100.0 77.9 8,404
Middle 98.1 0.8 11 0.0 100.0 92.8 3.6 3.6 0.0 100.0 92.9 3.2 1.0 2.9 100.0 85.2 8,393
Fourth 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 99.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0 92.0 31 0.9 4.0 100.0 91.8 8,418
Richest 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 975 0.4 1.2 0.9 100.0 97.5 8,396
IMICS indicator WS.2 - Use of basic drinking water services; SDG Indicator 1.4.1
2MICS indicator WS.9 - Use of basic sanitation services; SDG indicators 1.4.1 & 6.2.1
AFor the purposes of calculating the ladders, "No permission to see / other" is included in the denominator.
B Differs from the MICS indicator WS.7 "Handwashing facility with water and soap" (SDG indicators 1.4.1 & 6.2.1) as it includes "No permission to see / other". See table WS2.1 for MICS
indicator WS.7
¢ Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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10 EQUITABLE CHANCE IN LIFE

10.1 CHILD FUNCTIONING

The Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities!'! outlines States Parties’ obligations to ensure the full
realization of rights for children with disabilities on an equal basis with other children. The presence of functional
difficulties may place children at risk of experiencing limited participation in an unaccommodating environment,
and limit the fulfilment of their rights.

2018 Georgia MICS included child functioning modules intended to provide an estimate of the
number/proportion of children with functional difficulties as reported by their mothers or primary caregivers.
The module included in the Questionnaire for Children Under Five covered children between 2 and 4 years of
age while a similar module is also included in the Questionnaire for Children Age 5-17.

Functional domains covered in Questionnaire for Children Under Five are as follows: Seeing, hearing, walking,
fine motor, communication, learning, playing, and controlling behaviour while functional domains covered in
Questionnaire for Children Age 5-17 are as follows: Seeing, hearing, walking, self-care, communication, learning,
remembering, concentrating, accepting change, controlling behaviour, making friends, anxiety, and depression.

Tables EQ.1.1 and EQ.1.2 present the percentage of children by age group with functional difficulty by domain.

Table EQ.1.3 presents the percentage of children age 2-17 who use assistive devices and still have difficulty
within the relevant functional domains.

Table EQ.1.4 is a summary table presenting the percentage of children by age group with functional difficulty.

111 "Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities." United Nations. Accessed August 31, 2018.
https://www.un.org/development/desa/disabilities/convention-on-the-rights-of-persons-with-disabilities/convention-on-
the-rights-of-persons-with-disabilities-2.html.
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Table EQ.1.1: Child functioning (children age 2-4 years)

Percentage of children age 2-4 years who have functional difficulty, by domain, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children aged 2-4 years with functional
difficulty” in the domain of: Percentage
= of children
2 g g g E g 2 g 3 ysg?s%/vﬁh Number
o 5 = § é = z g E functional of
2 I = = g g o gg difficultyin  children
8 at leastone  age 2-4
domain years
Total 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 1.2 0.9 0.1 0.2 1.8 1,606
Sex
Male 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 1.7 1.0 0.1 0.1 22 818
Female 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2 14 788
Area
Urban 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 13 1.2 0.0 0.2 2.0 986
Rural 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 1.0 0.3 0.3 0.0 15 620
Region
Thilisi 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.5 545
Adjara A.R 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 25 1.3 0.5 1.2 4.8 198
Guria 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8 1.0 1.0 0.0 5.8 30
cumeret, RachacLechihumiand o 06 00 00 13 13 00 00 13 202
Kakheti 0.7 0.0 0.7 0.7 2.7 1.9 0.7 0.0 4.0 111
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.3 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.9 40
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 1.8 1.8 0.0 0.0 2.5 98
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 48
Kvemo Kartli 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.5 0.0 0.0 13 212
Shida Kartli 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.6 123
Age
2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.0 22 1.4 0.0 0.2 3.2 511
3 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.1 1.2 1.1 0.3 0.0 1.6 542
4 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.8 554
Early childhood education attendance®
Attending 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.2 0.9 853
Not attending 0.1 0.0 0.6 0.3 11 1.1 0.8 0.0 2.0 242
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 11 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.4 157
Upper Secondary 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.0 0.4 1.6 387
Vocational Education 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.4 0.3 0.0 11 332
Higher 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.1 1.6 1.4 0.1 0.1 2.4 729
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Table EQ.1.1: Child functioning (children age 2-4 years)

Percentage of children age 2-4 years who have functional difficulty, by domain, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children aged 2-4 years with functional
difficulty” in the domain of:
Percentage
= of children
S b o 25 age 2-4
2 g’ g g 2 s 2 =€ yearswith Number
] g T ° 2 5 & £8 functional of
n T = = g 9 O oo (difficultyin  children
[ O Q
8 at leastone  age 2-4
domain years
Total 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.0 1.2 0.9 0.1 0.2 1.8 1,606
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)®
Has functional difficulty 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.8 0.9 0.6 3.6 127
Has no functional difficulty 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.8 0.1 0.1 1.7 1,448
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 1.9 1,393
Azerbaijani 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 124
Armenian 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 62
Other (0.0) (0.00 (0.0) (0.0) (21) (21) (0.00 (0.0 (2.1) 28
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 0.2 0.0 1.0 0.0 11 1.0 0.1 0.1 2.2 74
Non-IDP 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.2 0.9 0.1 0.2 1.8 1,533
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.2 0.2 0.4 0.0 1.9 285
Second 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.3 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 14 308
Middle 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 11 1.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 335
Fourth 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.6 14 0.0 0.3 2.1 325
Richest 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11 11 0.0 0.2 1.6 354
AFunctional difficulty for children age 2-4 years are defined as having responded "A lot of difficulty” or "Cannot at all" to
questions within all listed domains, except the last domain of controlling behaviour, for which the response category "A lot
more" is considered a functional difficulty.
B Children age 2 are excluded, as early childhood education attendance is only collected for age 3-4 years.
¢ Don't know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.1.2: Child functioning (children age 5-17 years)

Percentage of children age 5-17 years who have functional difficulty, by domain, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children aged 5-17 years with functional difficulty” in the domain of:
é o = o 8 c Percentage of
o o > g 8 2 E K g’ o £3 § 2 S children age 5-17
g = i ° = I g £ 8¢ 93 = 2 @ years with
s oy g g g § g § 85 ‘g S £ g ;5)_ functional _Number of
g oy s < S} & a difficulty in at' children age 5-17
o x © = least one domain years
Total 0.6 0.5 1.3 0.4 0.6 1.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.6 4.4 1.6 9.5 5,827
Sex
Male 0.8 0.6 1.7 0.5 0.8 1.0 0.8 0.8 1.1 1.1 0.5 4.4 1.5 9.4 3,117
Female 0.4 0.4 0.9 0.3 0.5 1.9 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.9 0.8 45 1.8 9.6 2,710
Area
Urban 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.3 0.4 1.5 0.9 11 0.9 1.0 0.7 4.0 1.6 9.0 3,616
Rural 0.6 0.3 1.9 0.5 1.0 1.2 0.5 0.5 0.8 1.0 0.5 5.0 1.6 10.4 2,211
Region
Thilisi 0.5 1.0 0.6 0.1 0.4 2.2 13 14 0.9 1.0 0.6 4.9 2.0 10.8 2,030
Adjara A.R 0.0 0.2 1.4 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.5 0.4 3.6 0.8 6.3 588
Guria 2.4 0.7 1.3 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.2 0.2 1.3 0.7 1.7 4.6 1.3 10.1 151
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 0.8 0.0 0.3 0.3 13 1.3 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.8 0.9 3.7 1.0 7.4 748
Kakheti 1.7 1.0 4.1 13 19 1.9 0.5 1.6 2.7 2.8 14 5.3 4.0 15.8 381
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.5 0.5 1.4 11 25 3.0 1.8 0.5 2.3 3.7 11 5.2 2.6 11.3 127
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.6 0.1 1.8 13 0.3 1.4 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.6 0.3 2.3 21 6.5 436
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.7 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.4 1.7 0.9 13 0.7 1.1 0.5 6.7 1.3 8.5 234
Kvemo Kartli 0.3 0.4 21 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 4.1 0.5 8.2 714
Shida Kartli 0.9 0.0 25 0.7 0.9 0.8 0.3 0.5 0.6 1.5 0.8 4.9 1.4 10.9 418
Age
5-9 0.4 0.5 1.6 0.4 0.9 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.9 1.1 0.5 4.6 1.3 10.0 2,698
10-14 0.3 0.7 1.4 0.5 0.5 1.6 1.2 18 0.7 1.2 0.9 4.2 2.3 9.5 2,037
15-17 1.8 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 1.2 0.3 0.4 45 1.1 8.3 1,091
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Table EQ.1.2: Child functioning (children age 5-17 years)

Percentage of children age 5-17 years who have functional difficulty, by domain, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children aged 5-17 years with functional difficulty” in the domain of:
é o = o 8 c Percentage of
o o > g 8 2 E K g’ o £3 § 2 S children age 5-17
g = i ° = I g £ 8¢ 93 = 2 @ years with
s oy g g g § g § 85 ‘g S £ g ;5)_ functional _Number of
g oy s < S} & a difficulty in at' children age 5-17
o x © = least one domain years
Total 0.6 0.5 1.3 0.4 0.6 1.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.6 4.4 1.6 9.5 5,827
School attendance
Attending 0.5 0.5 1.1 0.2 0.5 1.2 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.9 0.4 4.2 1.5 9.2 5,608
Not attending 3.8 19 7.6 6.3 5.5 6.8 5.4 6.0 6.3 3.7 5.8 9.3 4.6 16.2 219
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 0.5 1.0 1.2 0.7 1.6 1.4 1.4 0.7 0.8 1.2 0.9 5.9 3.0 12.7 718
Upper Secondary 0.9 0.4 1.5 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.5 0.6 0.9 0.5 1.2 4.1 1.4 7.8 1,244
Vocational Education 0.7 0.7 1.9 0.3 0.8 21 1.2 1.3 0.8 1.2 0.4 4.0 21 9.9 1,210
Higher 0.5 0.4 1.0 0.3 0.3 1.4 0.6 0.8 0.9 1.1 0.4 4.4 1.2 9.3 2,623
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 15 0.7 4.0 0.0 0.1 3.2 1.2 11 1.5 1.6 0.5 6.9 4.1 19.7 602
Has no functional difficulty 0.3 0.5 0.9 0.4 0.7 11 0.7 0.8 0.6 0.8 0.6 4.3 13 8.2 4,614
No information 2.3 0.5 1.5 0.8 0.7 1.7 0.9 1.0 24 1.9 0.8 3.1 1.9 9.5 610
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 0.7 0.6 1.3 0.4 0.7 1.5 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.1 0.7 4.2 1.7 9.4 5,059
Azerbaijani 0.0 0.6 2.3 0.9 0.5 18 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 8.7 0.9 13.7 431
Armenian 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 3.0 1.6 4.7 232
Other 19 0.0 25 0.0 0.0 0.0 13 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 25 0.7 7.1 105
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Table EQ.1.2: Child functioning (children age 5-17 years)

Percentage of children age 5-17 years who have functional difficulty, by domain, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children aged 5-17 years with functional difficulty” in the domain of:

5 o = o 8 c Percentage of
b= = = [e)) = c .
o 2 2 % 8 2 g 8 £g £3 k] z 2 children age 5-17
g = i o = I g £ 8¢ 93 = 2 @ years with
o oy g 3 I= 8 @ 8 3 S ‘g 5 f= Z s functional Number of
@ 5 - 5 & < o0& ¥ 8 difficulty in at children age 5-17
o x © = least one domain years
Total 0.6 0.5 1.3 0.4 0.6 1.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.6 4.4 1.6 9.5 5,827
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 0.7 11 2.9 0.1 1.2 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.4 1.2 0.4 7.3 1.4 121 281
Non-IDP 0.6 0.5 1.2 0.4 0.6 1.5 0.8 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.6 43 1.6 9.4 5,546
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 0.4 0.2 1.2 0.6 11 0.7 0.4 0.7 1.0 1.2 0.8 6.6 1.3 10.5 988
Second 0.5 0.3 2.7 0.6 1.0 1.8 0.7 0.4 0.8 0.9 0.6 4.8 21 111 1,136
Middle 15 0.1 1.6 0.5 0.3 1.6 19 14 1.0 0.8 0.4 34 1.3 9.1 1,138
Fourth 0.2 1.3 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.8 1.8 0.3 3.0 15 7.3 1,160
Richest 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.3 1.8 0.1 0.7 0.9 0.5 0.9 45 1.8 9.6 1,404

AFunctional difficulty for children age 5-17 years are defined as having responded "A lot of difficulty” or "Cannot at all" to questions within all listed domains, except the last domains of anxiety

and depression, for which the response category "Daily" is considered a functional difficulty.

B Don’'t know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.

(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.1.3: Use of assistive devices (children age 2-17 years)

Percentage of children age 2-17 years who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of assistive
devices, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children age 2-17 years who:

Number of
Use Use equipment or children
Wear hearing receive assistance for age 2-17
glasses aid walking years
Total 4.0 0.3 0.7 7,433
Sex
Male 4.1 0.3 0.7 3,935
Female 4.0 0.2 0.7 3,498
Area
Urban 5.4 0.2 0.5 4,602
Rural 1.9 0.4 0.9 2,831
Region
Thilisi 6.4 0.1 0.3 2,575
Adjara A.R 2.7 1.0 11 786
Guria 2.6 0.0 0.6 181
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo Svaneti 3.3 0.0 0.4 950
Kakheti 2.0 0.9 2.0 492
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 2.3 0.1 0.7 167
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 4.8 0.1 1.2 533
Samtskhe-Javakheti 1.3 0.2 1.3 282
Kvemo Kartli 1.6 0.0 0.4 925
Shida Kartli 35 0.3 11 540
Age
2-4 1.0 0.3 0.7 1,606
5-9 4.1 0.3 0.5 2,698
10-14 4.6 0.2 1.2 2,037
15-17 7.2 0.1 0.3 1,091
School attendance*
Attending 45 0.3 0.4 6,461
Not attending 15 0.0 3.4 461
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None *) *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.0 0.6 15 875
Upper Secondary 2.7 0.3 0.9 1,632
Vocational Education 4.0 0.3 0.5 1,542
Higher 5.4 0.1 0.5 3,352
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 5.2 0.2 0.2 729
Has no functional difficulty 3.7 0.3 0.7 6,062
No information 5.7 0.0 0.9 643
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Table EQ.1.3: Use of assistive devices (children age 2-17 years)

Percentage of children age 2-17 years who use assistive devices and have functional difficulty within domain of assistive
devices, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of children age 2-17 years who:

Number of
Use Use equipment or children
Wear hearing receive assistance for age 2-17
glasses aid walking years
Total 4.0 0.3 0.7 7,433
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 4.4 0.3 0.7 6,452
Azerbaijani 1.9 0.0 0.8 555
Armenian 0.2 0.1 0.3 293
Other 2.7 11 11 133
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 8.7 0.9 0.4 355
Non-IDP 3.8 0.2 0.7 7,079
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 1.2 0.2 1.1 1,273
Second 2.4 0.6 1.0 1,444
Middle 3.2 0.1 0.5 1,473
Fourth 5.1 0.1 0.7 1,485
Richest 7.2 0.2 0.2 1,758

A Children age 2 are excluded, as early childhood education attendance is only collected for age 3-4 years.
B Don't know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.1.4: Child functioning (children age 2-17 years)

Percentage of children age 2-4, 5-17 and 2-17 years with functional difficulty, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of Percentage of Number Percentage of
children age Number children age of children age 2-17 Number
2-4 years with of 5-17 years with  children years with of
functional difficulty children functional age functional children
in at least one age 2-4 difficulty in at 5-17 difficulty inat  age 2-17
domain years least one domain  years least one domain® years
Total 1.8 1,606 9.5 5,827 7.8 7,433
Sex
Male 2.2 818 9.4 3,117 7.9 3,935
Female 14 788 9.6 2,710 7.8 3,498
Area
Urban 2.0 986 9.0 3,616 7.5 4,602
Rural 15 620 10.4 2,211 8.5 2,831
Region
Thilisi 0.5 545 10.8 2,030 8.7 2,575
Adjara A.R 4.8 198 6.3 588 5.9 786
Guria 5.8 30 10.1 151 9.4 181
Imereti, Racha-Lechkhumi and
Kvemo S{/aneti 13 202 7.4 748 6.1 950
Kakheti 4.0 111 15.8 381 13.1 492
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 0.9 40 11.3 127 8.8 167
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 2.5 98 6.5 436 5.8 533
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.9 48 8.5 234 7.2 282
Kvemo Kartli 1.3 212 8.2 714 6.6 925
Shida Kartli 1.6 123 10.9 418 8.8 540
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None - 0 *) 2 *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 1.4 157 12.7 718 10.7 875
Upper Secondary 1.6 387 7.8 1,244 6.3 1,632
Vocational Education 11 332 9.9 1,210 8.0 1,542
Higher 2.4 729 9.3 2,623 7.8 3,352
Mother's functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 3.6 127 19.7 602 16.9 729
Has no functional difficulty 1.7 1,448 8.2 4,614 6.6 6,062
No information (0.0) 32 9.5 610 9.1 643
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 19 1,393 9.4 5,059 7.8 6,452
Azerbaijani 14 124 13.7 431 11.0 555
Armenian 0.7 62 4.7 232 3.9 293
Other (2.1) 28 7.1 105 6.0 133
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 2.2 74 121 281 10.0 355
Non-IDP 1.8 1,533 9.4 5,546 7.7 7,079
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 19 285 10.5 988 8.6 1,273
Second 14 308 11.1 1,136 9.0 1,444
Middle 2.1 335 9.1 1,138 7.5 1,473
Fourth 2.1 325 7.3 1,160 6.2 1,485
Richest 1.6 354 9.6 1,404 8.0 1,758
1 MICS indicator EQ.1 - Children with functional difficulty
A Don't know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
"-" Denotes 0 unweighted cases in the denominator
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10.2 SOCIAL TRANSFERS

Social protection is the set of public and private policies and programmes aimed at preventing, reducing and
eliminating economic and social vulnerabilities to poverty and deprivation. Increasing volatility at the macro and
household level, the persistence of inequalities and exclusion, threats posed to sustainable development by
climate change and changing population trends have heightened the relevance and political momentum for
social protection globally.!?

Social transfers or external economic support can be defined as ‘free economic help’ and includes various social
protection schemes — examples in Georgia include targeted social assistance, retirement pension, school tuition
or other school-related support, universal health care program or any other external assistance program
excluding transfers or assistance from family members, relatives or neighbours. External assistance is regular
support that comes from the government or from non-governmental organizations such as religious, charitable,
or community-based organizations.

Health insurance is one protection scheme and tables EQ.2.1W and EQ.2.1M present the percentage of women
and men age 15-49 years who have a health insurance and among those with an insurance, the percentage
insured by type of insurance. Tables EQ.2.2 and EQ.2.3 further elaborates the existence of health insurance for
children under age five and 5-17 separately.

Table EQ.2.4 presents the percentage of households who are aware and have received external economic
support, as reported by the respondent to the Household Questionnaire. The percentage of household members
living in households that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months is further shown in Table
EQ.2.5, by type of transfers and benefits. The benefits also include school tuition or school related other support
available for any household member age 5-24. SDG indicator 1.3.1, the proportion of population covered by
social protection floors/systems is presented in this table.

It is well known that social and economic shocks affect the health conditions of individuals and undermine
household resilience. These shocks affect the capacity of families to care for their children and place barriers to
services that stand in the way of achieving goals and progress for children. In particular poor households are
vulnerable to the impacts of these shocks through the increased burden of health costs; the illness and death of
household members, leading to labour constraints in the household and the further impoverishment of children
who have lost one or both parents, or their primary caregiver; and other vulnerable children, cause them to drop
out of school and engage in harmful child labour and other risky behaviours. As an attempt to measure coverage
of social protection programmes, a global indicator, ‘Proportion of the poorest households that received
external economic support in the past three months’, was proposed to measure the extent to which economic
support is reaching households severely affected by various shocks.*** Table EQ.2.6 presents the percentage of
households in the lowest two quintiles that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by type of
transfers or benefits.

Finally, Table EQ.2.7 presents the percentage of children under age 18 living in households that received social
transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by type of transfers or benefits, while Table EQ.2.8 presents the

112 UNICEF. Collecting Data to Measure Social Protection Programme Coverage: Pilot-Testing the Social Protection Module
in Viet Nam. A methodological report. New York: UNICEF, 2016.
http://mics.unicef.org/files?job=W1siZilsljlwMTgvMDcvMTkvMiAvMzcvMzAVNzQOL1ZpZXRuYW1fUmVwb3J0X1BpbG90X1
RIc3RpbmdfU1BfTWIOkdWxIXORIY2VtYmVyXzIwMTZfRkKIOQUwWUUERGI1d&sha=3df47c3a17992c8f

113 UNAIDS, UNICEF, and WHO. Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS, Global AIDS Response Progress Reporting
2014: Construction of core indicators for monitoring the 2011 United Nations Political Declaration on HIV and AIDS. Geneva:
UNAIDS/WHO Press, 2014. http://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/media_asset/GARPR 2014 guidelines en 0.pdf.
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percentage of children and young people age 5-24 years in all households who are currently attending school
and received support for school tuition and other school related support during the current school year.

Table EQ.2.9CS presents percentage of households who have ever applied for an assistance program by type of
transfers and benefits and households who have never applied for any social transfers or benefits, as reported
by the respondent to the household questionnaire.
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Table EQ.2.1W: Health insurance coverage (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by

various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS

Among women covered by health insurance,
percentage reporting they were insured by

Other privately Number
Percentage Health purchased Universal of women
covered by  Number insurance commercial health covered
any health of through health care by health
insurance* women employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 94.5 6,812 9.1 7.6 82.5 2.6 6,437
Area
Urban 95.4 4,392 11.6 10.1 77.6 3.0 4,190
Rural 92.9 2,420 4.5 3.1 91.6 1.9 2,248
Region
Thilisi 95.0 2,621 13.3 12.3 73.7 35 2,490
Adjara A.R 85.7 736 11.0 3.8 83.4 3.9 631
Guria 99.1 155 3.8 3.9 91.3 1.8 154
an'(;“gi%?gf/gi;?“"““”" 98.1 826 6.3 4.2 89.0 0.9 811
Kakheti 99.2 412 3.9 1.8 90.4 4.6 408
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 94.7 154 45 5.6 89.5 1.3 146
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 91.9 454 5.3 6.2 89.4 1.6 417
Samtskhe-Javakheti 92.9 238 7.5 3.6 89.8 0.2 221
Kvemo Kartli 96.4 780 5.9 6.9 86.9 11 752
Shida Kartli 93.5 436 5.7 45 88.4 2.6 407
Age
15-19 92.3 533 5.8 3.2 88.7 4.0 492
20-24 96.1 783 5.0 7.4 86.7 3.1 752
25-29 93.5 1,177 10.1 7.4 80.4 2.9 1,101
30-34 95.3 1,207 10.6 8.5 79.5 3.6 1,150
35-39 93.9 1,153 11.2 10.8 78.4 1.6 1,082
40-44 95.2 1,010 10.3 7.2 82.5 2.9 962
45-49 94.6 950 7.6 5.9 86.7 0.8 898
Education
Kindergarten or None * 7 *) *) *) *) 6
Primary or Lower Secondary 90.2 631 0.2 1.0 97.0 2.0 569
Upper Secondary 93.5 1,718 4.8 3.3 91.2 1.7 1,607
Vocational Education 95.0 1,308 6.3 4.2 87.5 3.3 1,242
Higher 95.7 3,148 14.3 12.6 73.0 3.0 3,014
Marital status®
Ever married/in union 94.6 5,483 8.8 7.9 82.6 2.4 5,186
Never married/in union 94.1 1,317 10.7 6.5 81.7 35 1,239
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 93.8 639 5.7 6.0 87.2 2.4 599
Has no functional difficulty 94.6 5,849 9.6 8.0 81.7 2.6 5,535
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Table EQ.2.1W: Health insurance coverage (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS

Among women covered by health insurance,
percentage reporting they were insured by

Other privately Number
Percentage Health purchased Universal of women
covered by  Number insurance commercial health covered
any health of through health care by health
insurance* women employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 94.5 6,812 9.1 7.6 82.5 2.6 6,437
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 94.9 5,957 10.0 8.3 80.9 2.8 5,653
Azerbaijani 92.7 397 0.4 0.4 99.2 0.0 369
Armenian 92.9 330 6.1 6.2 87.3 1.9 307
Other 85.6 128 3.2 0.5 92.5 3.8 110
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 97.7 350 7.5 11.4 82.8 1.0 342
Non-IDP 94.3 6,462 9.2 7.4 82.4 2.7 6,096
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 91.7 1,055 2.0 1.9 93.9 2.9 967
Second 93.3 1,284 5.6 3.0 91.1 1.4 1,199
Middle 95.2 1,332 8.1 7.1 85.2 2.3 1,268
Fourth 95.3 1,509 9.5 9.2 79.4 2.7 1,438
Richest 96.0 1,632 16.6 13.6 69.4 3.7 1,567

L MICS indicator EQ.2a - Health insurance coverage

A Don’'t know/Missing/no information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.1M: Health insurance coverage (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS
Among men covered by health insurance,
percentage reporting they were insured by
Other privately Number
Percentage Health purchased Universal of men
covered by insurance commercial health covered
any health Number through health care by health
insurance! of men employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 92.8 2,697 11.0 6.0 81.1 3.0 2,502
Area
Urban 93.2 1,652 13.6 8.4 75.9 3.3 1,540
Rural 92.0 1,045 6.8 21 89.4 2.4 962
Region
Thilisi 93.2 988 134 9.6 745 3.7 921
Adjara A.R 83.1 275 13.6 4.8 78.9 3.7 228
Guria 99.2 66 4.9 2.4 91.9 15 65
pmeretl, Racha-Lechkhumi 98.5 347 9.3 2.6 851 3.0 342
Kakheti 99.3 185 4.1 2.2 92.1 19 184
Mtkheta-Mtianeti 91.7 63 11.1 8.3 81.0 35 58
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 86.2 204 5.3 4.1 91.9 2.6 176
Samtskhe-Javakheti 92.3 90 9.8 2.2 89.6 0.5 83
Kvemo Kartli 93.9 297 12.9 6.5 77.7 2.9 279
Shida Kartli 91.1 181 10.4 25 85.9 1.0 165
Age
15-19 90.5 359 5.8 4.4 85.5 5.1 325
20-24 95.1 340 8.0 3.2 87.0 33 323
25-29 93.4 397 8.3 7.2 82.1 2.9 371
30-34 91.2 451 13.6 6.2 79.5 1.4 412
35-39 91.1 357 14.3 12.7 70.5 4.7 325
40-44 94.5 405 13.9 45 80.0 2.8 382
45-49 93.6 388 11.9 4.1 83.3 1.2 363
Education
Kindergarten or None *) 2 *) *) *) *) 1
Primary or Lower Secondary 84.6 307 3.8 0.9 93.9 1.4 260
Upper Secondary 92.0 891 5.2 3.0 89.9 2.7 820
Vocational Education 92.5 410 12.1 2.9 83.7 1.9 379
Higher 95.8 1,087 16.9 10.7 70.0 4.0 1,042
Marital status
Ever married/in union 93.1 1,614 134 7.3 77.9 2.5 1,503
Never married/in union 92.2 1,083 7.3 4.0 85.9 3.6 999
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 92.0 166 6.3 6.2 87.8 0.5 153
Has no functional difficulty 93.4 2,289 11.8 6.3 79.9 3.0 2,137
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Table EQ.2.1M: Health insurance coverage (men)

Percentage of men age 15-49 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS
Among men covered by health insurance,
percentage reporting they were insured by
Other privately Number
Percentage Health purchased Universal of men
covered by insurance commercial health covered
any health Number through health care by health
insurance! of men employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 92.8 2,697 11.0 6.0 81.1 3.0 2,502
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 92.7 2,387 12.2 6.5 79.1 3.3 2,214
Azerbaijani 95.3 126 0.0 0.0 99.6 0.4 120
Armenian 92.4 117 2.7 4.8 92.9 0.0 108
Other 89.5 66 2.9 0.0 94.4 2.7 59
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 94.7 117 12.6 5.5 78.7 1.3 110
Non-IDP 92.7 2,580 10.9 6.0 81.2 3.0 2,391
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 89.4 485 21 0.9 95.0 25 434
Second 94.3 552 6.7 2.3 89.8 2.0 520
Middle 90.8 547 134 5.6 80.9 2.0 496
Fourth 94.3 530 13.2 9.4 72.4 5.4 500
Richest 94.5 584 17.7 10.7 69.9 3.0 551
I MICS indicator EQ.2a - Health insurance coverage
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.2: Health insurance coverage (children age 5-17 years)

Percentage of children age 5-17 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS
Among children age 5-17 years covered by
health insurance, percentage reported they Number
were insured by of
Number children
of Other privately age 5-17
Percentage  children Health purchased Universal years
covered by age insurance commercial health covered
any health 5-17 through health care by health
insurance! years employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 96.3 5,827 54 7.5 87.0 21 5,613
Area
Urban 97.0 3,616 7.3 10.4 83.1 2.0 3,506
Rural 95.3 2,211 2.2 2.7 93.4 2.3 2,107
Region
Thilisi 96.8 2,030 8.5 141 79.4 21 1,964
Adjara A.R 89.7 588 4.6 2.7 89.8 34 528
Guria 99.6 151 1.6 31 92.9 2.4 151
an'é“gi%?g%gijt?mkh“m' 99.1 748 3.0 37 924 14 742
Kakheti 99.6 381 3.9 14 90.0 5.1 380
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 96.3 127 3.7 6.3 89.1 19 123
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 95.0 436 4.7 5.1 91.3 1.8 414
Samtskhe-Javakheti 94.0 234 3.8 4.2 92.4 0.0 220
Kvemo Kartli 97.0 714 3.9 4.4 91.7 0.4 692
Shida Kartli 95.8 418 34 6.1 89.0 2.8 400
Age
5-11 96.4 2,698 6.5 8.7 85.5 19 2,602
12-14 96.1 2,037 4.4 7.3 87.7 2.4 1,958
15-17 96.4 1,091 45 5.0 89.4 2.0 1,052
School attendance
Attending # 96.5 5,608 5.6 7.7 86.6 21 5,412
Not attending 91.6 219 0.8 2.8 96.4 1.0 201
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None *) 2 *) *) *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 94.1 718 0.4 1.0 95.9 2.7 676
Upper Secondary 95.3 1,244 29 3.0 93.6 2.2 1,187
Vocational Education 97.4 1,210 4.0 2.6 91.7 2.4 1,178
Higher 97.1 2,623 8.6 13.7 79.2 1.8 2,548
Child's functional difficulties
Has functional difficulty 93.9 554 4.7 4.9 88.6 1.9 520
Has no functional difficulty 96.6 5,273 5.5 7.8 86.8 2.1 5,092

Equitable Chance in Life | page 321



Table EQ.2.2: Health insurance coverage (children age 5-17 years)

Percentage of children age 5-17 years covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS

Among children age 5-17 years covered by
health insurance, percentage reported they

were insured by Nur(r)]fber
Number children
of Other privately age 5-17
Percentage  children Health purchased Universal years
covered by age insurance commercial health covered
any health 5-17 through health care by health
insurance! years employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 96.3 5,827 54 7.5 87.0 21 5,613
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 96.7 5,059 5.7 8.2 85.7 22 4,894
Azerbaijani 94.3 431 0.7 0.0 99.3 0.0 407
Armenian 96.9 232 7.9 8.3 89.8 19 224
Other 83.6 105 25 0.0 93.0 4.8 88
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 97.3 281 4.6 12.9 85.1 0.8 274
Non-IDP 96.3 5,546 5.5 7.2 87.1 22 5,339
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 94.5 988 1.4 21 94.6 2.9 934
Second 95.8 1,136 2.9 25 93.2 2.0 1,089
Middle 96.3 1,138 4.3 6.3 89.2 1.7 1,096
Fourth 97.9 1,160 7.0 7.4 84.4 15 1,136
Richest 96.7 1,404 9.8 16.3 77.1 25 1,358

1 MICS indicator EQ.2b - Health insurance coverage (children age 5-17)
A Includes attendance to early childhood education.
B Don't know/Missing/No information has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.3: Health insurance coverage (children under age 5)

Percentage of children under age 5 covered by health insurance, and, among those covered, percentage covered by
various health insurance plans, 2018 Georgia MICS

Among children under age 5 covered by
health insurance, percentage reported they

were insured by Nur:fber
children
Number Other privately under
Percentage of Health purchased Universal age 5
covered by  children  insurance commercial health covered
any health under through health care by health
insurance! age 5 employer insurance program  Other insurance
Total 96.3 2,540 4.2 6.6 91.0 2.2 2,445
Area
Urban 97.2 1,552 5.6 9.5 87.6 25 1,508
Rural 94.8 988 2.0 2.1 96.3 1.8 937
Region
Thilisi 97.6 876 7.0 13.4 84.4 2.4 856
Adjara A.R 87.3 291 1.0 3.3 94.4 2.7 254
Guria 97.8 53 1.3 3.0 94.6 1.1 51
an'(;“gi%?gf/gi;?“"““”" 99.5 320 3.4 2.1 952 1.2 318
Kakheti 100.0 186 2.8 2.1 93.1 4.7 186
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 99.1 61 2.3 4.8 95.2 1.0 60
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 95.4 162 2.2 6.1 93.1 1.7 154
Samtskhe-Javakheti 94.8 82 2.0 2.1 97.4 0.0 77
Kvemo Kartli 94.7 330 2.5 1.4 95.9 0.9 313
Shida Kartli 97.3 179 5.9 5.2 91.8 4.9 175
Age
0-11 months 95.8 479 2.3 7.0 91.8 2.4 459
12-23 months 98.4 456 4.2 5.6 91.7 2.1 448
24-35 months 97.7 510 5.8 6.8 91.9 2.1 498
36-47 months 94.8 542 4.2 7.7 90.5 2.3 514
48-59 months 94.9 554 4.4 6.0 89.1 2.3 526
Mother's education®
Kindergarten or None *) 2 *) * *) *) 2
Primary or Lower Secondary 93.9 254 0.0 0.3 97.1 2.6 239
Upper Secondary 95.7 619 4.6 2.9 93.6 29 592
Vocational Education 96.5 519 1.8 2.6 94.4 2.8 500
Higher 97.0 1,146 6.1 11.8 86.7 1.6 1,112
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 96.8 2,194 4.9 7.2 90.1 2.2 2,123
Azerbaijani 91.8 192 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 177
Armenian 94.2 101 0.0 10.1 91.9 5.2 95
Other 94.5 53 0.0 0.0 94.5 7.6 50
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 99.9 137 45 4.6 91.1 0.3 136
Non-IDP 96.0 2,403 4.2 6.8 91.0 2.3 2,308
Wealth index quintile
Poorest 94.2 449 1.1 0.4 96.9 3.3 423
Second 96.4 492 29 2.8 95.3 1.0 474
Middle 97.2 522 2.5 6.8 93.5 2.1 508
Fourth 95.7 505 4.0 4.7 91.3 1.6 484
Richest 97.3 571 9.6 16.2 80.1 3.1 556

1 MICS indicator EQ.2c - Health insurance coverage (children under age 5)
AChildren age 0-1 years are excluded, as functional difficulties are only collected for age 2-4 years
B Don’'t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.4: Awareness and ever use of external economic support

Percentage of household questionnaire respondents who are aware of and report having received external economic
support, 2018 Georgia MICS

Percentage of Percentage of household
household guestionnaire respondents
questionnaire who are aware of and
respondents who are report household having
aware of economic ever received
assistance assistance/external Number of
programmes economic support households
Total 99.6 64.8 12,270
Sex of household head
Male 99.6 59.9 8,345
Female 99.6 75.4 3,925
Area
Urban 99.5 59.2 7,287
Rural 99.8 73.0 4,983
Region
Thilisi 99.6 56.2 4,147
Adjara A.R 98.6 62.4 1,024
Guria 100.0 74.5 360
Svlar::]e;rtciau, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 100.0 71.0 1,819
Kakheti 99.9 70.7 964
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 100.0 77.3 299
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 99.9 77.6 1,078
Samtskhe-Javakheti 97.7 62.9 450
Kvemo Kartli 99.5 58.9 1,238
Shida Kartli 99.9 74.7 892
Age of household head
15-19 * * 38
20-24 99.0 27.9 153
25-49 99.2 42.4 3,423
50+ 99.8 74.5 8,657
Household with orphans
With at least one orphan 100.0 88.8 175
With no orphans 99.6 64.5 12,095
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 99.9 64.9 10,664
Azerbaijani 99.3 55.9 578
Armenian 98.6 70.9 639
Other 95.4 68.2 383
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 99.8 93.7 586
Non-IDP 99.6 63.4 11,684
Wealth index quintiles
Poorest 99.7 79.2 2,865
Second 99.8 70.2 2,282
Middle 99.5 64.5 2,355
Fourth 99.6 55.9 2,583
Richest 99.4 51.5 2,185

A Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.5: Coverage of social transfers and benefits: All household members

Percentage of household members living in households that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by
type of transfers and benefits, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of household members living in
households receiving specific types of support in 5 5 o
the last 3 months: % 0 2
_ School tuition or ‘%Hm -% " § )
8 o = L school related = § % g
g e s Z2weE other support for 3 2 b= 5 &
- 8 53 BES £  any household 5 38 835 5 £
g2 S5 2%2S memberage5-24 ? 2 2
o9 g <®82  yearsattending 2> o 5
& primary school or < z z
higher
Total 8.8 49.6 12.7 43.9 79.1 209 42,013
Sex of household head
Male 7.6 45.3 124 44.8 77.3 22.7 31,022
Female 12.0 61.7 13.8 41.2 84.1 15.9 10,991
Area
Urban 6.9 45.4 12.9 44.7 77.0 23.0 24,968
Rural 115 55.8 125 42.6 82.3 17.7 17,045
Region
Thilisi 6.9 42.9 13.7 44.4 75.6 24.4 14,264
Adjara A.R 5.8 53.9 7.8 45.9 78.4 21.6 4,134
Guria 10.7 58.2 14.1 40.5 81.3 18.7 1,150
_pmeretl, Racha-Lechkhumi 0.8 56.2 11.8 394 804 196 5813
Kakheti 121 53.6 9.8 41.5 80.5 195 3,030
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 13.6 51.9 25.7 43.0 83.1 16.9 998
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 11.3 58.8 20.9 38.4 85.3 14.7 3,385
Samtskhe-Javakheti 4.8 50.7 8.2 49.0 81.3 18.7 1,549
Kvemo Kartli 7.5 46.8 6.0 49.1 79.9 20.1 4,728
Shida Kartli 15.4 48.3 18.8 46.5 81.8 18.2 2,963
Education household head
Kindergarten or None 19.5 79.4 15.6 55.9 92.3 7.7 231
Primary or Lower Secondary 19.9 64.3 14.0 45.1 89.2 10.8 3,999
Upper Secondary 12.3 48.9 13.6 43.6 79.8 20.2 11,676
Vocational Education 8.1 49.5 114 42.6 78.7 21.3 11,203
Higher 34 45.9 12.7 44.0 75.7 243 14,321
DK/Missing 25 42.4 11.0 57.0 84.1 15.9 584
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 8.9 49.3 13.3 43.9 79.2 20.8 36,352
Azerbaijani 6.3 43.3 8.0 53.3 78.0 22.0 2,504
Armenian 7.4 61.7 6.9 38.5 81.1 18.9 2,139
Other 11.9 51.5 17.2 30.2 77.6 22.4 1,005
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 19.2 42.8 68.2 41.1 94.4 5.6 1,938
Non-IDP 8.3 49.9 10.0 44.0 78.4 21.6 40,075
Wealth quintile
Poorest 21.0 54.6 13.0 36.8 83.8 16.2 8,403
Second 7.4 57.2 11.7 45.4 81.6 18.4 8,404
Middle 7.9 49.5 13.7 45.5 79.7 20.3 8,393
Fourth 5.7 43.6 13.3 43.6 75.2 24.8 8,418
Richest 19 43.1 12.0 48.0 75.2 24.8 8,396
1 MICS indicator EQ.3 - Population covered by social transfers; SDG indicator 1.3.1
A Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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Table EQ.2.6: Coverage of social transfers and benefits: Households in the lowest two

wealth quintiles

Percentage of households in the lowest two wealth quintiles that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by
type of transfers or benefits, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of households receiving specific types = = "
of supportin the last 3 months: ; g % _—
_ School tuition or k) o o0
k) o = e school related % B iz @ g E £
g8 s 8weE other support for 5% g “a:-) 2 g 2
- 8 E5 B ts g any household T 5 T3 BEg
2z £S5 2£28 memberage524 g o s° 58%
o9 g2 <?292  yearsattending 2 @ £cs
8 primary school or g S 3
higher
Total 13.0 57.4 11.2 26.2 78.5 21.5 5,147
Sex of household head
Male 11.9 51.6 11.4 28.3 75.7 24.3 3,648
Female 15.4 71.6 10.6 21.1 85.5 14.5 1,499
Area
Urban 18.7 54.9 13.4 27.7 80.3 19.7 799
Rural 11.9 57.9 10.8 259 78.2 21.8 4,348
Region
Thilisi 23.9 58.6 16.7 24.1 82.7 17.3 179
Adjara A.R 12.0 53.1 4.7 38.0 77.5 22.5 421
Guria 10.4 60.2 13.5 23.0 78.1 21.9 280
_pmeretl, Racha-Lechkhumi 12.3 62.4 10.0 209 789 21.1 995
Kakheti 12.6 56.1 9.5 24.9 76.3 23.7 735
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 15.6 59.0 19.6 22.6 79.9 20.1 197
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 14.1 59.9 171 22.3 82.4 17.6 810
Samtskhe-Javakheti 5.7 54.6 7.7 31.8 77.2 22.8 297
Kvemo Kartli 9.0 53.4 5.2 33.6 76.5 23.5 674
Shida Kartli 18.9 53.8 14.8 25.9 7.7 22.3 560
Age of household head
15-19 * * * * * * 2
20-24 8.1 37.3 34 13.8 47.5 52.5 13
25-29 23.5 29.3 12.9 24.6 65.1 349 76
30-34 28.2 21.1 14.0 59.0 79.1 20.9 142
35-39 22.3 25.2 10.0 56.2 78.3 21.7 175
40-44 24.1 33.8 12.1 52.7 76.2 23.8 280
45-49 13.1 29.2 10.3 42.3 67.1 329 390
50-59 12.9 18.2 14.7 24.8 53.3 46.7 1,306
60-69 9.6 74.0 10.7 21.9 85.6 14.4 1,295
70+ 10.7 98.7 8.3 154 99.2 0.8 1,469
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None 29.0 86.6 12.1 42.1 94.2 5.8 39
Primary or Lower Secondary 19.0 72.2 11.2 26.9 89.0 11.0 795
Upper Secondary 15.1 53.5 11.3 28.2 77.8 22.2 1,753
Vocational Education 111 53.5 10.7 23.1 74.7 25.3 1,681
Higher 6.1 58.1 111 26.2 76.8 23.2 822
No information 4.2 57.2 20.0 38.5 82.8 17.2 58
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Table EQ.2.6: Coverage of social transfers and benefits: Households in the lowest two

wealth quintiles

Percentage of households in the lowest two wealth quintiles that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by
type of transfers or benefits, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of households receiving specific types = = "
of supportin the last 3 months: 3 g % -
B School tuition or 3 © S 3838
g _ school related @, Q9 9 =
S 8 Sc Tg8g othersupport for gE S5 293
| €S £ cSa = c Zc <2
- 8 5o BE58§ av household 85 S0 ©Beg
2z £§5 »$28 memberage5-24 g o s 5279
=] e g8 a3 years attending @ @ 2c =2
5 x © { > o SRS
- primary school or 5( > =}
! z
higher
Total 13.0 57.4 11.2 26.2 78.5 215 5,147
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 13.9 58.3 11.9 24.7 78.8 21.2 4,366
Azerbaijani 6.1 45.4 7.2 41.1 74.9 25.1 455
Armenian 6.6 62.2 4.8 30.2 80.5 19.5 218
Other * * * * ) * 106
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 25.6 58.7 58.3 20.4 93.9 6.1 165
Non-IDP 12.5 57.4 9.6 26.4 78.0 22.0 4,982
Wealth quintile
Poorest 17.9 58.4 11.2 21.3 80.1 19.9 2,865
Second 6.8 56.1 11.2 324 76.6 23.4 2,282
1 MICS indicator EQ.4 - External economic support to the poorest households
A Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.7: Coverage of social transfers and benefits: Children in all households

Percentage of children under age 18 living in households that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by
type of transfers or benefits, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children living in households .
receiving specific 5 5 §
types of support in the last 3 months: 0 0 S
_ School tuition or £ 2 " o
g o = LW school related é % 5 % % @
82 35 ZELE Thoierod 58 s3 o
g2 S5 228 memberage5-24 3 g 5
2 g% <®gsS  yearsattending > o 2
= primary school or < e
higher
Total 11.7 38.8 14.2 72.4 86.2 13.8 9,725
Sex of household head
Male 9.9 35.1 135 71.4 84.7 15.3 7,332
Female 17.1 50.2 16.4 75.4 90.9 9.1 2,393
Area
Urban 9.2 34.3 14.0 70.7 83.3 16.7 6,009
Rural 15.7 46.1 14.4 75.1 90.9 9.1 3,716
Region
Thilisi 9.6 30.6 14.9 69.9 81.7 18.3 3,385
Adjara A.R 7.0 50.0 7.4 69.1 85.9 14.1 1,027
Guria 15.9 51.0 16.6 75.6 89.8 10.2 236
an'(;“;\r/‘ztr'ﬁ?gf/g?];"tfcr‘kh“m' 12.6 44.6 15.2 72.1 87.4 126 1,241
Kakheti 19.9 42.3 12.0 72.7 88.7 11.3 658
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 19.5 41.4 29.0 79.1 93.4 6.6 222
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 14.2 46.4 26.3 73.5 91.2 8.8 693
Samtskhe-Javakheti 7.1 41.2 9.0 82.0 91.7 8.3 367
Kvemo Kartli 9.0 37.7 5.6 74.5 88.3 11.7 1,206
Shida Kartli 19.9 36.8 21.2 76.4 89.6 10.4 689
Age of household head
15-19 * * * * * * 9
20-24 (0.8) 1.3) (28.0) (12.5) (36.9) (63.1) 69
25-29 21.0 12.5 20.7 52.3 71.3 28.7 461
30-34 19.5 9.0 111 65.7 73.0 27.0 816
35-39 12.3 13.9 12.0 81.0 85.1 14.9 1,000
40-44 145 19.8 14.4 80.6 88.1 11.9 1,175
45-49 13.8 247 15.4 745 82.2 17.8 935
50-59 9.5 17.1 16.2 71.6 82.5 175 2,053
60-69 8.3 74.2 12.4 73.6 94.0 6.0 1,875
70+ 8.1 97.4 12.8 70.8 99.0 1.0 1,331
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None (12.9) (71.8) (12.1) (78.8) (92.7) (7.3) 63
Primary or Lower Secondary 28.3 47.0 16.9 73.7 92.5 7.5 1,011
Upper Secondary 16.2 39.8 14.4 72.8 87.5 125 2,722
Vocational Education 10.3 41.4 134 74.7 88.1 11.9 2,338
Higher 4.6 33.4 14.0 70.0 81.9 18.1 3,429
DK/Missing 2.3 35.6 10.1 72.1 86.7 13.3 163
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Table EQ.2.7: Coverage of social transfers and benefits: Children in all households

Percentage of children under age 18 living in households that received social transfers or benefits in the last 3 months, by
type of transfers or benefits, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of children living in households .
receiving specific 5 5 §
types of support in the last 3 months: 0 0 S
_ School tuition or £ 2 o
g, - . school related 52 c 2 ]
S 8 Sc &gog othersupport for =g 52 So
2 g g-% EE8 8  anyhousehold g z8 = &
g2 =5 >£28 memberage5-24 3 5 5
c = . (2]
>4 S <®gS  yearsattending > o 2
ﬁ primary school or < z e
higher
Total 11.7 38.8 14.2 72.4 86.2 13.8 9,725
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 12.0 38.4 14.8 72.3 86.2 13.8 8,393
Azerbaijani 7.3 37.6 9.2 73.9 86.4 13.6 728
Armenian 7.1 54.8 6.1 73.0 87.9 12.1 406
Other 24.2 30.0 22.0 68.5 84.9 15.1 197
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 22.4 31.7 71.2 69.5 97.0 3.0 478
Non-IDP 111 39.2 11.2 72.5 85.7 14.3 9,247
Wealth quintile
Poorest 29.8 40.6 155 74.8 92.7 7.3 1,654
Second 11.7 48.8 12.9 75.8 89.3 10.7 1,892
Middle 9.8 40.6 15.9 74.5 89.2 10.8 1,961
Fourth 8.0 31.8 13.2 69.6 81.6 18.4 1,987
Richest 3.2 33.7 13.6 68.2 80.4 19.6 2,232
1 MICS indicator EQ.5 - Children in the households that received any type of social transfers
A Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
(*) Figures that are based on fewer than 25 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.8: Coverage of school support programmes: Members age 5-24 in all households

Percentage of children and young people age 5-24 years in all households who are currently attending school who received
support for school tuition and other school related support during the current school year, 2018 Georgia MICS
Education related financial or material support Number of household
School tuition members age 5-24
or other school No years currently
School tuition Other school related school attending primary
support related support support* support education or higher
Total 5.9 76.6 81.9 18.1 6,874
Sex of household head
Male 5.6 76.9 81.9 18.1 3,584
Female 6.3 76.2 81.8 18.2 3,291
Area
Urban 6.2 714 76.8 23.2 4,487
Rural 5.5 86.3 91.5 8.5 2,388
Region
Thilisi 7.6 67.9 74.4 25.6 2,657
Adjara A.R 2.0 71.9 73.8 26.2 720
Guria 0.2 93.3 93.3 6.7 150
Kakheti 3.8 87.2 90.9 9.1 405
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 3.9 83.7 87.4 12.6 152
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.0 89.2 89.2 10.8 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 2.2 93.6 95.3 4.7 254
Kvemo Kartli 17.7 70.1 87.3 12.7 789
Shida Kartli 3.6 88.4 914 8.6 456
Age
5-9 2.7 87.8 90.3 9.7 2,325
10-14 2.8 88.1 90.5 9.5 2,342
15-19 7.8 70.8 77.8 22.2 1,610
20-24 25.7 3.2 26.5 73.5 597
School management”
Public 5.7 84.5 89.8 10.2 6,096
Religious 0.8 41.6 42.4 57.6 62
Private 8.1 11.8 18.0 82.0 701
Education of household head
Kindergarten or None (18.4) (68.3) (86.7) (13.3) 51
Primary or Lower Secondary 4.0 89.5 93.5 6.5 612
Upper Secondary 51 81.4 86.1 13.9 1,766
Vocational Education 4.5 81.6 85.8 14.2 1,641
Higher 7.3 67.4 73.7 26.3 2,715
DK/Missing 12.4 82.0 91.2 8.8 90

Equitable Chance in Life | page 330



Table EQ.2.8: Coverage of school support programmes: Members age 5-24 in all households

Percentage of children and young people age 5-24 years in all households who are currently attending school who received
support for school tuition and other school related support during the current school year, 2018 Georgia MICS
Education related financial or material support Number of household
School tuition members age 5-24
or other school No years currently
School tuition Other school related school attending primary
support related support support* support education or higher
Total 5.9 76.6 81.9 18.1 6,874
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 53 76.0 80.7 19.3 6,040
Azerbaijani 16.8 78.2 94.8 5.2 425
Armenian 2.7 86.4 89.1 10.9 276
Other 5.0 76.4 81.5 185 132
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 7.4 735 79.8 20.2 335
Non-IDP 5.9 76.7 82.0 18.0 6,540
Wealth quintile
Lowest 7.1 87.2 94.1 5.9 1,031
Second 3.0 87.9 90.5 9.5 1,240
Middle 4.6 78.8 82.6 17.4 1,351
Fourth 6.3 69.8 75.7 24.3 1,509
Highest 8.0 66.4 73.3 26.7 1,743
1 MICS indicator EQ.6 - Support for school-related support
A Don’t know/Missing/no information/Other has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
() Figures that are based on 25-49 unweighted cases
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Table EQ.2.9CS: Percentage of households who have ever applied for assistance

Percentage of households who have ever applied for assistance program(s), 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of households who have Applied Never
ever applied for assistance to any applied to
program(s): social any social
Targeted Any other external transfers transfers  Number of
social Retirement assistance or or household
assistance  pension program benefits! benefits S
Total 36.1 51.1 14.2 71.6 28.4 12,270
Sex of household head
Male 33.3 45.2 13.9 67.3 32.7 8,345
Female 41.9 63.8 14.9 80.8 19.2 3,925
Area
Urban 27.4 46.6 14.8 64.8 35.2 7,287
Rural 48.8 57.8 13.4 81.5 18.5 4,983
Region
Thilisi 23.7 445 15.4 61.4 38.6 4,147
Adjara A.R 37.0 51.6 9.8 70.3 29.7 1,024
Guria 58.9 58.8 13.7 85.3 14.7 360
S\/I;(—:‘;rt(ietl, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 429 574 1.6 78.4 216 1,819
Kakheti 47.8 55.9 12.5 79.1 20.9 964
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 46.9 55.2 28.9 82.0 18.0 299
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 44.8 59.2 20.7 84.5 155 1,078
Samtskhe-Javakheti 25.6 52.6 8.9 68.4 31.6 450
Kvemo Kartli 29.1 49.1 7.9 65.5 34.5 1,238
Shida Kartli 57.8 51.2 20.1 83.6 16.4 892
Education household head
Kindergarten or None 42.7 80.3 14.0 85.4 14.6 55
Primary or Lower Secondary 55.6 67.3 15.2 88.2 11.8 1,143
Upper Secondary 45.5 51.1 15.0 76.5 23.5 3,270
Vocational Education 42.8 51.8 13.8 75.8 24.2 3,372
Higher 18.9 46.0 13.7 60.4 39.6 4,311
DK/Missing 21.0 46.3 16.3 56.4 43.6 121
Ethnicity of household head”
Georgian 37.3 50.5 15.0 71.8 28.2 10,664
Azerbaijani 27.9 45.9 7.3 63.4 36.6 578
Armenian 24.5 64.1 8.6 75.7 24.3 639
Other 33.2 55.6 13.4 71.5 28.5 383
IDP Status of Household Head
IDP 49.7 46.8 70.7 95.8 4.2 586
Non-IDP 35.4 51.3 114 70.4 29.6 11,684
Wealth quintile
Poorest 60.6 59.4 13.4 87.4 12.6 2,865
Second 42.7 57.3 13.8 78.7 21.3 2,282
Middle 34.9 51.3 15.1 72.1 27.9 2,355
Fourth 24.1 44.4 14.6 61.5 38.5 2,583
Richest 12.6 41.6 14.4 549 45.1 2,185
!Indicator EQ.15CS - Households who have ever applied for social assistance
A Don’t know/Missing has been suppressed from the table due to a small number of unweighted cases.
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10.3 DISCRIMINATION AND HARASSMENT

Discrimination can impede individuals from accessing opportunities and services in a fair and equal manner.
These questions are designed to measure the experiences of discrimination and harassment of respondents in
the 12 months before the survey. The questions include specific grounds of discrimination and harassment which
can increase the respondents’ recall of events. The current questions are in line with suggested methodology
for calculation of SDG 10.3.1.. Tables EQ.3.1W and EQ.3.1M show the percentage of women and men who felt
discriminated against based on a number of grounds.
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Table EQ.3.1W: Discrimination and harassment (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who in the past 12 months have felt discriminated against or harassed and those who have not felt discriminated against or harassed, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who in the last 12 months have felt discriminated against or harassed on the Percentage of women
basis of: who have not felt
Ethnic or discriminated against Number
immigration Sexual Religion or Other Any or harassed in the last of
origin Sex orientation Age belief Disability reason reason’ 12 months women
Total 15 1.8 0.3 1.8 2.1 0.4 1.0 6.4 93.6 6,812
Area
Urban 1.8 2.2 0.4 2.3 2.5 0.5 1.4 7.8 92.2 4,392
Rural 0.8 1.1 0.1 0.8 1.3 0.1 0.4 3.9 96.1 2,420
Region
Thilisi 2.5 2.7 0.4 2.8 3.3 0.6 1.7 9.6 90.4 2,621
Adjara A.R 0.6 1.4 0.3 0.8 15 0.3 0.3 4.6 95.4 736
Guria 0.9 0.5 0.2 0.7 1.0 0.4 0.5 4.1 95.9 155
S\/I;r:]eert(ietl, Racha-Lechkhumi and Kvemo 0.6 0.9 0.3 13 29 0.3 10 43 95.7 826
Kakheti 0.2 1.8 0.0 15 1.7 0.2 0.7 5.3 94.7 412
Mtskheta-Mtianeti 1.0 1.0 0.2 0.4 1.2 0.7 1.7 5.0 95.0 154
Samegrelo-Zemo Svaneti 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.3 11 0.0 1.3 3.3 96.7 454
Samtskhe-Javakheti 0.0 0.7 0.2 0.7 0.4 0.2 0.0 1.4 98.6 238
Kvemo Kartli 2.5 2.2 0.2 2.1 1.4 0.2 0.0 6.9 93.1 780
Shida Kartli 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.4 1.9 98.1 436
Age
15-19 1.4 3.0 0.8 3.1 35 0.2 1.6 7.5 92.5 533
15-17 0.0 2.1 0.1 2.6 21 0.4 0.7 5.7 94.3 324
18-19 35 4.3 1.8 3.8 5.6 0.0 3.0 10.2 89.8 209
20-24 15 1.9 0.4 2.0 21 0.8 1.0 8.0 92.0 783
25-29 2.6 3.1 0.0 1.3 2.9 0.1 14 8.6 914 1,177
30-34 1.0 11 0.1 14 15 0.5 1.2 5.9 94.1 1,207
35-39 15 2.1 0.5 1.9 2.0 0.5 11 5.6 94.4 1,153
40-44 0.7 11 0.1 14 14 0.3 0.6 4.7 95.3 1,010
45-49 14 0.6 0.4 1.9 1.8 0.3 0.3 5.0 95.0 950
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Table EQ.3.1W: Discrimination and harassment (women)

Percentage of women age 15-49 years who in the past 12 months have felt discriminated against or harassed and those who have not felt discriminated against or harassed, 2018 Georgia MICS
Percentage of women who in the last 12 months have felt discriminated against or harassed on the Percentage of women
basis of: who have not felt
Ethnic or discriminated against Number
immigration Sexual Religion or Other Any or harassed in the last of
origin Sex orientation Age belief Disability reason reason’ 12 months women
Total 15 1.8 0.3 1.8 21 0.4 1.0 6.4 93.6 6,812
Education
Kindergarten or None * * * * * * * * * 7
Primary or Lower Secondary 15 1.4 0.0 0.3 0.8 0.2 0.5 4.0 96.0 631
Upper Secondary 0.4 1.4 0.1 1.3 1.7 0.1 0.4 3.9 96.1 1,718
Vocational Education 15 0.9 0.5 1.2 1.6 0.7 1.3 4.6 95.4 1,308
Higher 2.0 25 0.4 25 2.7 0.4 14 8.9 91.1 3,148
Functional difficulties (age 18-49 years)
Has functional difficulty 35 2.3 0.6 24 3.0 1.0 2.1 10.9 89.1 639
Has no functional difficulty 1.3 1.7 0.3 1.6 2.0 0.3 0.9 5.9 94.1 5,849
Ethnicity of household head
Georgian 1.2 1.7 0.3 1.8 21 0.3 11 6.3 93.7 5,957
Azerbaijani 3.4 3.2 0.0 