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[bookmark: _Toc235770016][bookmark: chapter-one-introduction]CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: background-of-the-study][bookmark: _Toc235770017] Background of the Study
Poverty in rural Malawi is not a single condition. It is a cluster of overlapping deficits: insufficient income, food insecurity, weak productive assets, poor access to services, and chronic exposure to shocks with few means of recovery. Many households depend simultaneously on rain-fed agriculture, casual labour, petty trade, and social assistance, whilst contending with climate variability, rising prices, illness, and insecure employment. The consequences of a temporary income shortfall therefore extend well beyond missed meals. A household that runs short of cash at the wrong moment may sell tools or livestock, withdraw children from school, take on high-interest debt, or forgo seed and fertiliser for the coming season. These decisions compound vulnerability rather than merely reflecting it.
Social protection is one response to this pattern of risk. Cash transfers, public works, and livelihood support can protect minimum consumption, reduce the urgency of distress decisions, and create conditions for households to maintain or rebuild productive capacity. Evidence from Malawi indicates that regular cash transfers can strengthen resilience, improve food security and energy access, and produce better outcomes for young people (Aung et al., 2021; Lambon-Quayefio et al., 2024; Otchere & Handa, 2022). Evidence from comparable African settings shows that transfers can support savings, asset accumulation, and agricultural investment, though longer-term gains generally require complementary services and stable economic conditions (d’Errico et al., 2020; Nduku et al., 2026; Premand & Stoeffler, 2020).
The Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme sits within this agenda. Designed to strengthen resilience among poor and vulnerable households and build Malawi’s national social protection platform, it connects cash transfers with public works, livelihood support, community development, and systems strengthening (Andrews, 2019). This design reflects a shift away from treating social protection as emergency relief towards using it as a sustained platform for economic inclusion. Whether such a programme delivers those benefits, however, depends on the chain of decisions and processes through which approved funds become actual household support.
That chain spans budgeting, financing, cash-flow planning, payment authorisation, beneficiary verification, payment-provider coordination, local administration, and last-mile access. A failure at any point can delay payment even when resources have in principle been approved. Delivery-system research accordingly treats timeliness, predictability, accessibility, and grievance handling as core indicators of programme performance (Raimondo et al., 2020). Payment timing matters in concrete terms. A transfer received before planting may allow a household to buy seed, fertiliser, or labour. The same transfer arriving after the planting window may go entirely to food, debt repayment, or emergency costs. Predictable payments support household planning and saving; irregular ones make planning difficult. Evidence from Malawi shows that regular, predictable transfers can protect consumption and build resilience (Otchere & Handa, 2022), while evidence from other settings suggests that delays can erode both the protective and the productive value of social assistance (Assefa & Yu, 2025; Das et al., 2023).
The problem is also institutional. Payment delays may arise from weak cash-flow management, fragmented responsibilities, limited information systems, insufficient beneficiary communication, donor coordination difficulties, or the practical challenges of reaching remote communities. Research on public programme performance cautions against treating implementation capacity as a uniform national attribute; actual performance depends on how organisations coordinate, interpret rules, handle information, and resolve bottlenecks in specific settings (Williams, 2020). Research from Malawi and neighbouring countries similarly shows that formal programme rules operate through local political, administrative, and social institutions that shape what actually reaches households (Hemsteede, 2023; Rohregger et al., 2021).
Zulu Catchment in Mchinji District offers a relevant location for examining this problem. The area is rural and agriculture-dependent, served by a social protection programme intended to reach the most vulnerable households. Beneficiaries’ capacity to use SSRLP support for food, farming, small business, savings, and shock management likely depends on when payments arrive, how predictable those payments are, and whether households receive reliable communication about schedules. Available research on social protection in Malawi has concentrated more on aggregate welfare effects than on the local delivery processes that determine whether support arrives when it is needed.
This study focuses on fund disbursement delays as an implementation and public financial management problem with concrete household consequences. It examines the causes beneficiaries associate with delays, assesses the relationship between delay patterns and household income and livelihood activities, and determines how delays relate to poverty-alleviation outcomes measured through food security, productive assets, economic resilience, and quantified coping behaviour. Beneficiaries’ own accounts of how they cope when expected payments do not arrive on time are also documented.
[bookmark: _Toc235770018][bookmark: statement-of-the-problem]Statement of the Problem
Social protection transfers are intended to protect vulnerable households from deprivation and to support gradual livelihood improvement. Evidence from Malawi shows that cash transfers can strengthen resilience and welfare when delivered regularly and predictably (Otchere & Handa, 2022). Broader evidence indicates that transfers can improve consumption, food security, savings, assets, agricultural investment, and economic activity, though effects vary with household characteristics, transfer design, and access to complementary services (Aggarwal et al., 2024; Nduku et al., 2026; Sambo & Huseby-Lie, 2025).
Those gains cannot be assumed when payments are delayed. A late transfer may arrive after food stocks have run out, after agricultural inputs should have been purchased, or after a household has already borrowed at high cost, sold assets, or cut meals. Delays change not only when support is received but what practical value it holds. They may weaken the link between social protection and livelihood investment, push households towards damaging coping strategies, and erode beneficiary confidence in the programme.
The existing literature identifies payment delays and delivery failures as significant implementation concerns. Research on welfare delivery shows that information access, payment-system design, administrative coordination, and local accountability can reduce delays and improve access (Das et al., 2023; Raimondo et al., 2020). Research on digital payment reform warns that technological change does not automatically resolve last-mile problems; connectivity gaps, agent liquidity shortfalls, travel distance, digital-literacy barriers, and weak rural infrastructure can shift costs from administrators to beneficiaries (Nyaki et al., 2025, 2026).
There is, however, limited empirical evidence on how these problems operate among SSRLP beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment specifically. Existing Malawi studies provide valuable evidence on social protection effects on resilience, food security, youth outcomes, energy access, and welfare more broadly (Aung et al., 2021; Lambon-Quayefio et al., 2024; Otchere & Handa, 2022; Ramponi et al., 2021). They do not explain adequately how payment timing and predictability shape household outcomes at catchment level, nor do they document in detail how beneficiaries respond when expected payments are late.
This gap has practical consequences. Without evidence on the frequency and duration of delays, which household activities are most affected, and what coping responses beneficiaries adopt, programme managers risk addressing symptoms rather than bottlenecks. Recommendations may focus on transfer coverage or value while overlooking cash-flow planning, communication, payment scheduling, or last-mile access. This study addresses that gap through context-specific evidence from Zulu Catchment.
[bookmark: _Toc235770019][bookmark: general-objective]Main Objective
To assess the relationship between fund disbursement delays and poverty alleviation among SSRLP beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District, and to document beneficiaries’ experiences and coping responses associated with delayed payments.
[bookmark: _Toc235770020][bookmark: specific-objectives]Specific Objectives
1. To examine the frequency, duration, and perceived causes of fund disbursement delays in the SSRLP among beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment.
1. To assess the relationship between fund disbursement delays and household income and livelihood activities among SSRLP beneficiaries.
1. To determine the relationship between fund disbursement delays and poverty-alleviation outcomes, measured through food security, productive assets, economic resilience, and documented coping behaviour.
[bookmark: _Toc235770021][bookmark: research-questions]Research Questions
1. How frequent and prolonged are SSRLP fund disbursement delays in Zulu Catchment, and what causes do beneficiaries associate with them?
1. How are fund disbursement delays related to household income and livelihood activities among SSRLP beneficiaries?
1. What relationship exists between fund disbursement delays and poverty-alleviation outcomes such as food security, productive assets, economic resilience, and coping behaviour?
[bookmark: _Toc235770022][bookmark: research-hypotheses]Research Hypotheses
H0(1): There is no statistically significant relationship between the frequency or duration of SSRLP fund disbursement delays and household income or livelihood activity outcomes.
H1(1): Greater frequency or duration of SSRLP fund disbursement delays is associated with poorer household income and livelihood activity outcomes.
H0(2): There is no statistically significant relationship between SSRLP fund disbursement delays and household poverty-alleviation outcomes.
H1(2): Greater frequency or duration of SSRLP fund disbursement delays is associated with poorer poverty-alleviation outcomes, including food insecurity, lower productive-asset holdings, weaker economic resilience, and a higher count of negative coping behaviours.
[bookmark: _Toc235770023][bookmark: significance-of-the-study]Significance of the Study
The study contributes to social protection and public financial management research by examining the implementation pathway between approved programme resources and household welfare. Much of the existing literature evaluates whether social protection works in aggregate. This study concentrates on a specific condition under which programme effectiveness may be strengthened or reduced: the timing and predictability of disbursements in a defined rural catchment.
For the Government of Malawi, the findings may support improvements in budget execution, cash-flow forecasting, payment scheduling, coordination, beneficiary communication, and accountability. For SSRLP implementing institutions, the study may identify operational bottlenecks that do not appear in aggregate programme indicators. For development partners, it may provide evidence on how financing arrangements and delivery systems shape the practical value of social protection investments.
For Mchinji District Council and local programme actors, the findings may provide a basis for improving communication with beneficiaries, documenting payment interruptions, and targeting support during periods of heightened vulnerability. For beneficiary households, the study may make their experiences visible in programme learning and policy discussions. For researchers working on public financial management and poverty dynamics in rural Africa, the study offers an analytical account of how national processes are experienced locally, an account that cross-national or aggregate studies cannot provide.
[bookmark: _Toc235770024][bookmark: scope-and-limitations]Scope and Limitations
The study covers households receiving SSRLP support in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District. The substantive scope includes payment frequency, payment duration, predictability, communication about payment schedules, perceived causes of delays, household income, livelihood activities, food security, productive assets, economic resilience, and coping behaviour.
The study examines the period for which reliable beneficiary and payment information is available, with particular attention to the SSRLP implementation period from 2021 to 2026. The final temporal coverage will be confirmed after the beneficiary register and available programme records have been verified.
Several limitations apply. A single-catchment study has restricted external validity. The cross-sectional design can identify associations but cannot establish causal effects with the confidence of a longitudinal or experimental study. Household income and payment histories may be affected by recall error, and some beneficiaries may be reluctant to criticise a programme on which they depend. These risks will be reduced through clear variable definitions, neutral questioning, confidentiality assurances, short recall periods where feasible, and comparison of quantitative responses with open-ended accounts.
The study will not treat reported delays as evidence of financial misconduct. It distinguishes between beneficiaries’ perceptions, documented payment experiences, and institutional explanations verifiable through accessible records.
[bookmark: _Toc235770025][bookmark: definition-of-key-terms]Definition of Key Terms
Fund disbursement delay: The failure of an expected SSRLP payment to reach a beneficiary by the communicated or normally expected payment date, measured by the number of days or payment cycles by which it is late.
Payment predictability: The extent to which beneficiaries can reasonably anticipate when and how much they will receive.
Poverty alleviation: Improvement in household welfare and capacity to avoid or escape deprivation, measured in this study through food security, income, productive assets, livelihood activity, economic resilience, and coping behaviour.
Livelihood activities: The farming, livestock, wage work, casual labour, trading, services, savings, and other activities through which a household obtains income or supports consumption.
Economic resilience: The capacity of a household to absorb shocks, maintain essential consumption, protect productive assets, and recover without adopting damaging coping strategies.
Coping behaviour: Actions taken by a household when an expected SSRLP payment does not arrive on time, including reducing meals, selling productive assets, borrowing, or withdrawing from savings. For this study, coping behaviour is measured as a count of negative coping actions reported during delay periods.
SSRLP beneficiary household: A household registered to receive one or more forms of support under the Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme.
[bookmark: _Toc235770026][bookmark: organisation-of-the-proposal]Organisation of the Proposal
The proposal is organised into three chapters. Chapter One introduces the study and presents the background, problem statement, objectives, research questions, hypotheses, significance, scope, and key terms. Chapter Two synthesises literature on social protection, payment delivery, livelihoods, resilience, public financial management, and the SSRLP context, and presents the theoretical and conceptual frameworks and the research gap. Chapter Three explains the research design, study population, sampling, data collection, measurement, analysis, validity, reliability, and ethical procedures.

[bookmark: _Toc235770027]CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW
[bookmark: _Toc235770028]Introduction
Social protection programmes are assessed most often by what they transfer and to whom. Less examined, and less theorised, is how the timing and predictability of that transfer shape what households can actually do with it. The assumption embedded in most evaluations is that a transfer delivered eventually holds equivalent welfare value to one delivered on schedule. The literature reviewed in this chapter challenges that assumption. Delivery quality, and payment regularity in particular, is not a secondary implementation concern; it is a mechanism through which social protection either produces or fails to produce its intended poverty-alleviation outcomes.
The chapter develops this argument thematically, beginning with the productive and protective functions that cash transfers are expected to perform, then examining how timing and predictability condition those functions. It moves through the causes and institutional contexts of disbursement failure, situates these themes within the Malawian evidence base, and considers the SSRLP specifically. The Sustainable Livelihoods Framework and Institutional Theory provide the analytical structure that holds these threads together. The chapter closes by identifying the empirical and contextual gap this study is designed to address.
[bookmark: _Toc235770029]Social Protection as a Poverty-Alleviation Instrument
The theoretical case for social protection rests on four overlapping functions: protective, preventive, promotive, and transformative. These are co-dependent rather than mutually exclusive processes. A transfer that protects household food consumption today may also prevent distress sales of productive assets, promote investment in the following season’s inputs, and, over time, contribute to the structural transformation of a household’s livelihood base. The literature broadly supports this multi-function model, though with important qualifications about conditionality and context.
Evidence from Malawi and comparable sub-Saharan settings indicates that unconditional cash transfers can strengthen household resilience, improve welfare outcomes for young people, and help the ultra-poor close part of the energy access gap (Aung et al., 2021; Lambon-Quayefio et al., 2024; Otchere & Handa, 2022). Longitudinal evidence from Liberia and Malawi confirms that transfers improve food security and support agricultural investment over time, though effects on non-agricultural income are considerably less consistent (Aggarwal et al., 2022; Aggarwal et al., 2024). A large systematic review of evidence from low- and lower-middle-income countries finds robust support for consumption, income, savings, and food security gains, while structural effects on livelihood diversification and climate resilience remain more variable (Nduku et al., 2026). This pattern, reliable for immediate welfare yet less certain for structural change, runs consistently through the literature and shapes realistic expectations of what SSRLP can plausibly achieve.
Two qualifications temper this overall picture. First, cash transfers are not uniform interventions. Their effects depend substantially on transfer size, frequency, duration, household labour capacity, local market access, and the availability of complementary services such as agricultural extension or health care (Hajdu et al., 2020; Nduku et al., 2026). Identical transfer values produce different outcomes in different households and contexts. Second, the appropriate assessment of poverty reduction extends beyond immediate consumption gains. Asset ownership, savings behaviour, food security, economic resilience, and the avoidance of distress asset sales are relevant indicators of whether households are becoming less vulnerable over time, even where income remains modest. These two points together shape the outcome framework used in this study.
[bookmark: _Toc235770030]Timeliness, Predictability, and Programme Effectiveness
A transfer received predictably carries more welfare value than a transfer of identical size received unpredictably. This proposition follows logically from the economics of consumption smoothing and is increasingly supported by direct empirical evidence, yet it has not been fully integrated into either programme design or evaluation practice.
Otchere and Handa (2022), working in Malawi, find that small, regular payments improved a composite resilience index and helped households protect their future coping capacity, a finding that implicates predictability directly, not merely transfer size. Evidence from Niger reaches a related conclusion: predictable transfers improved consumption and helped households smooth agricultural and non-farm income during drought shocks, partly through savings accumulation and income protection, effects that irregular payments could not have produced (Premand & Stoeffler, 2020). Predictability may itself be part of the causal pathway through which transfers generate resilience, not simply a convenient feature of delivery management.
The evidence is not uniformly optimistic. Hajdu and colleagues (2020), analysing South Africa’s Child Support Grant, find that whilst transfers supported asset accumulation and some crop diversification, they remained insufficient to overcome structural barriers to income growth. D’Errico and colleagues (2020) find that Lesotho’s Child Grants Programme strengthened resilience indicators but with effect sizes varying substantially across household types, suggesting heterogeneity that programme averages obscure. The systematic review by Nduku and colleagues (2026) consistently finds stronger evidence for short- and medium-term outcomes than for livelihood diversification or climate adaptation. Taken together, these findings bear directly on the present study: if even regularly delivered transfers cannot always produce structural livelihood change, then delayed or irregular transfers are likely to undermine even the more modest protective and promotive effects that smaller transfers can achieve. The stakes of late payment are not trivial.
The role of information transparency adds another dimension to this argument. A field experiment in India demonstrates that improving information to beneficiaries about when payments would be credited reduced delays and unnecessary travel to collection points, independently of any change in funding allocation (Das et al., 2023). This finding matters because it disaggregates delivery quality: a delay may not reflect funding insufficiency at all, but rather an information failure between the payment system and its intended recipients. Raimondo and colleagues (2020) argue similarly that registration, assessment, enrolment, payment, case management, grievance redress, and monitoring must be understood as connected functions within a delivery chain, rather than isolated administrative tasks. A delay produced by a breakdown in one function may therefore require coordinated remediation across several others, a complexity that single-cause explanations tend to miss.
[bookmark: _Toc235770031]Causes and Consequences of Disbursement Delays
Payment delays arise from four overlapping categories of cause: financial, administrative, technological, and geographical. Financial causes include late release of funds by government, weak cash-flow forecasting, insufficient budget provision, and competing expenditure pressures. Administrative causes encompass incomplete beneficiary records, delayed approvals, unclear institutional responsibilities, weak inter-agency coordination, and slow reconciliation processes. Technological causes include connectivity failures, biometric or identification problems, system downtime, and digital literacy gaps among beneficiaries or frontline staff. Geographical causes centre on distance to payment points, transport costs, limited rural financial service networks, and cash-liquidity shortfalls at rural agents.
This taxonomy carries implications for solutions. These categories are not mutually exclusive, and delays in practice typically reflect more than one contributing factor operating simultaneously. Research on welfare payment delays in India demonstrates that administrative bottlenecks and information failures were as consequential as funding availability, and that targeting information dissemination specifically measurably reduced delays without additional spending (Das et al., 2023). Digital payment reforms in Tanzania and across sub-Saharan Africa reveal a comparable dynamic: digitisation can reduce administrative delay whilst simultaneously shifting last-mile barriers towards beneficiaries through connectivity costs, agent-liquidity problems, and digital exclusion of older or less educated recipients (Nyaki et al., 2025, 2026; Ricci et al., 2025; Sangadji et al., 2025). Technological reform does not eliminate the last-mile problem; it may simply relocate it from administrators to beneficiaries.
The consequences of delays for households are concrete and documented. When a transfer arrives after food stocks have been depleted, households reduce meal frequency or quality, seek food on credit, or accept casual labour at below-market wages. When it arrives after the planting window, households plant smaller areas or forgo improved inputs altogether. Evidence from Ethiopia’s Productive Safety Net Programme indicates that delays and benefit uncertainties weakened poverty-reduction and food-security outcomes specifically among the most vulnerable participants, the group the programme was most designed to reach (Assefa & Yu, 2025). Delays are welfare events with measurable household costs. The gap between what programmes promise and what beneficiaries experience is, in part, a gap produced by timing.
[bookmark: _Toc235770032]Social Protection and Livelihoods in Malawi
Evidence from Malawi on the effects of cash transfers is more developed than evidence on the delivery processes through which those effects are or are not produced. Otchere and Handa (2022) find that regular payments strengthened a composite household resilience index, with effects on both anticipatory and responsive coping capacity. Lambon-Quayefio and colleagues (2024) find that unconditional transfers improved welfare outcomes for young people during the transition to adulthood. Aung and colleagues (2021) report productive investment effects in the form of improved clean energy access, pointing beyond consumption to asset accumulation. These studies collectively establish that social protection in Malawi can be effective when delivered as intended, but they do not explain what happens to those effects when delivery is irregular or delayed.
The picture from cross-programme evidence in the region is more textured. Hajdu and colleagues (2020) find that South Africa’s Child Support Grant supported productive assets and some crop diversification but did not overcome structural income barriers. D’Errico and colleagues (2020) find that Lesotho’s Child Grants Programme improved resilience indicators with effect sizes varying considerably by household type. Premand and Stoeffler (2020) find that transfers in Niger supported resilience through income smoothing and savings, rather than asset accumulation alone. What these studies suggest is that productive transfer effects are highly context-dependent, requiring not only adequate transfer values but also the conditions under which those values can be put to productive use, conditions that include, centrally, delivery regularity.
The gap in the existing literature is specific. Despite the volume of evidence on what transfers can do, the literature on how delivery quality shapes outcomes in particular Malawian catchments remains thin. Most evaluations treat payment delivery as a background condition rather than a variable of substantive interest. The result is a disconnect between what is known about aggregate transfer effects and what is known about the local processes through which those effects are realised or undermined. No published study has examined the frequency, duration, and perceived causes of disbursement delays among SSRLP beneficiaries in a specific rural catchment, nor traced the relationship between those delays and household-level outcome indicators in that context. This study is designed to address precisely that absence.
[bookmark: _Toc235770033]The Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme in Its Institutional and Delivery Context
The Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme is one of the principal mechanisms for social protection delivery in Malawi. Its design links cash transfers with public works, livelihood support, community development, and systems strengthening, reflecting the shift in Malawian social protection policy from short-term relief to longer-term resilience and economic inclusion (Andrews, 2019). This integrated design carries a direct implication for understanding delays: delays in the cash transfer component do not affect that component in isolation. A household unable to plan around its transfer is also less able to engage productively with the livelihood support component, and the coherence of the integrated programme weakens at the point of delivery failure.
Research on the SSRLP and its predecessor programmes reveals that implementation challenges extend well beyond funding availability. Hemsteede (2023) shows that donor-designed targeting systems in Malawi and Lesotho reshaped state-citizen relationships in ways that created ambiguity about entitlement, reduced beneficiary trust, and generated grievances that formal programme channels struggled to resolve. Rohregger and colleagues (2021) demonstrate that traditional authorities actively mediated social protection delivery in Kenya and comparable African settings, shaping who accessed benefits and how disputes were managed in ways that formal programme monitoring did not always capture. Ramponi and colleagues (2021) identify tensions between health, social protection, and donor stakeholders in Malawi’s cash transfer system that affected both delivery efficiency and outcome measurement. Burchi and Roscioli (2022) find that integrated social protection programmes in Malawi had mixed effects on social cohesion, with outcomes varying by community and by the quality of local implementation.
These findings collectively argue against treating the Malawian delivery context as a neutral channel through which programme resources flow to beneficiaries. It is an active institutional environment that shapes, filters, and sometimes disrupts both what beneficiaries receive and when they receive it. Understanding delivery failures in Zulu Catchment therefore requires engaging with that institutional environment directly, not only with programme procedures as written.
[bookmark: _Toc235770034]Public Financial Management and Social Protection Delivery
Public financial management provides the structural architecture within which disbursement either succeeds or fails. At its intersection with social protection, it encompasses budget provision, fund release, payment authorisation, and financial reconciliation. A programme whose design is sound but whose public financial management processes are weak may fail to deliver intended benefits because funds arrive late, are misdirected, or are reconciled against incorrect beneficiary records. The literature on this interface is growing but remains insufficient relative to the scale of the problem.
Raimondo and colleagues (2020) identify cash-flow management, payment scheduling, and cross-agency coordination as key public financial management concerns for social protection delivery systems. Digital payment reforms in sub-Saharan Africa have reduced some administrative burdens by automating disbursement and reconciliation, but have simultaneously introduced new dependencies on connectivity, digital infrastructure, and agent networks (Ricci et al., 2025; Sangadji et al., 2025). Nyaki and colleagues (2025) find that digital cash transfers in Tanzania reduced programme administration costs whilst shifting access costs to beneficiaries, particularly those in remote areas or with limited mobile phone access. Reform that reduces institutional costs whilst increasing beneficiary costs may improve programme performance metrics whilst worsening household-level outcomes, a tension the evaluation literature does not always resolve.
Williams (2020) argues that bureaucratic performance in public programmes cannot be inferred from formal institutional capacity alone. Actual delivery performance depends on how frontline workers interpret rules, how organisations coordinate under uncertainty, and how bottlenecks are identified and resolved in specific operational settings. Peeters and Campos (2022) extend this argument to weak-state contexts, where street-level bureaucrats exercise substantial discretion in how programme rules are applied to individual beneficiaries. In Malawi, where administrative capacity varies considerably across districts and catchment areas, national-level public financial management reforms may produce substantially different outcomes locally depending on how they interact with existing institutional arrangements. This points to the importance of context-specific evidence, which is precisely what this study is positioned to generate.
[bookmark: _Toc235760475][bookmark: _Toc235770035]Analytical Frameworks: Sustainable Livelihoods and Institutional Theory
This study uses the Sustainable Livelihoods Framework and Institutional Theory because fund disbursement delays have both household-level and institutional consequences. The first explains how delays affect household assets and livelihood outcomes; the second explains how rules, organisations, coordination, and local practices shape programme delivery.
[bookmark: _Toc235760476][bookmark: _Toc235770036][bookmark: sustainable-livelihoods-framework]Sustainable Livelihoods Framework
The Sustainable Livelihoods Framework explains how households use resources and capabilities to pursue livelihood strategies under conditions of risk and uncertainty. It understands poverty as more than low income, including limited access to productive assets, weak capabilities, exposure to shocks, and restricted opportunities. The framework identifies five livelihood capitals: human capital, including health, education, skills, and labour; social capital, including networks, trust, and support; physical capital, including tools, housing, livestock facilities, and infrastructure; financial capital, including income, savings, credit, and transfers; and natural capital, including land, water, soil, and other environmental resources. It also considers vulnerability, institutions, policies, and seasonality. The framework is commonly traced to Chambers and Conway (1992) and later development-agency applications. Recent scholarship updates it through attention to resilience, agency, power, climate change, and institutional inequality (Carr, 2020; Natarajan et al., 2022).
Recent applications include Natarajan and colleagues’ contemporary livelihood framework (Natarajan et al., 2022), Carr’s analysis of resilient livelihoods and power (Carr, 2020), Musumba and colleagues’ study of livelihood diversification in rural Africa (Musumba et al., 2022), Sengupta and Costella’s framework for social transfers and adaptive capacity [Seng23], and Nef and colleagues’ analysis of agency and livelihood vulnerability (Nef et al., 2023). These studies show that assets do not automatically produce wellbeing; their value depends on whether households can access and convert them into effective livelihood strategies.
The framework is linked to this study because an SSRLP payment can strengthen financial capital by enabling households to buy food, farm inputs, livestock, trading stock, or services. A delayed payment may cause food insecurity, borrowing, reduced investment, or the sale of productive assets. Its effects may be greater among households with high dependency ratios, few assets, limited labour, or few income sources. The study will therefore examine income, livelihood activities, food security, assets, savings, debt, and resilience. The framework provides the household-level explanation of how the timing and predictability of SSRLP payments influence poverty alleviation.
[bookmark: _Toc235760477][bookmark: _Toc235770037][bookmark: institutional-theory]Institutional Theory
Institutional Theory explains how organisational behaviour is shaped by formal rules, informal norms, routines, authority, power relations, and shared ideas about legitimate conduct. Institutions include laws, financial procedures, programme guidelines, reporting requirements, professional standards, customary authority, social expectations, and informal relationships. The institutional tradition is associated with Philip Selznick, whose work in 1949 examined how organisations become embedded in wider social environments. Contemporary institutional analysis focuses on pressures, constraints, legitimacy, inertia, coordination, and the gap between written rules and actual implementation (Aksom & Vakulenko, 2023; Revillard & Lucas, 2026).
Recent applications include Aksom and Vakulenko’s analysis of institutional pressures and administrative reform (Aksom & Vakulenko, 2023), Revillard and Lucas’s examination of institutions as mechanisms shaping programme effects (Revillard & Lucas, 2026), Williams’s study of coordination, information, incentives, and multiple principals in bureaucratic performance (Williams, 2020), Peeters and Campos’s analysis of frontline coping in weak institutions (Peeters & Campos, 2022), Hemsteede’s study of donor-designed targeting in Malawi and Lesotho (Hemsteede, 2023), and Rohregger and colleagues’ analysis of traditional authorities in social-policy delivery (Rohregger et al., 2021). These studies show that formally similar programmes may produce different outcomes because institutions shape how rules are interpreted and applied.
The theory is linked to this study because SSRLP payments pass through several institutions, including government ministries, financing partners, district structures, programme officers, payment providers, traditional authorities, and community actors. Delays may result from slow approvals, weak cash-flow coordination, incomplete records, poor communication, payment-agent problems, or unclear accountability. Beneficiaries’ accounts of payment schedules, explanations, complaints, and failed transactions provide evidence about how the delivery system operates in practice. Institutional Theory will guide the classification of perceived causes into financial, administrative, technological, logistical, and governance-related factors. It therefore explains the institutional conditions that produce delays, while the Sustainable Livelihoods Framework explains how those delays affect household poverty and livelihood outcomes.
[bookmark: _Toc235770038]Conceptual Framework
The conceptual framework positions SSRLP fund disbursement delays as the primary independent variable and poverty-alleviation outcomes as the dependent variables, with household characteristics as moderators and the local institutional environment as the structural context shaping both delays and outcomes.
Fund disbursement delays are operationalised through four indicators: frequency of delayed payments, duration of the longest delay, number of missed payment cycles, and the degree to which payments are predictable. These indicators are standardised and combined into a weighted composite delay index, with equal weights applied in the absence of prior basis for differential weighting. Separate analyses will also use frequency and duration independently to avoid obscuring within-composite variation.
Poverty-alleviation outcomes are assessed across five dimensions, namely household income, livelihood activities, food security, productive assets, and economic resilience, with a sixth dimension, coping behaviour, measured as a count of negative coping actions reported during delay periods. These dimensions correspond to the most commonly used outcome indicators in social protection evaluations in Malawi and comparable settings (Bertelli, 2019; Charamba et al., 2023; Otchere & Handa, 2022) and align with the capital dimensions of the Sustainable Livelihoods Framework. Household characteristics, including sex and age of the household head, education, household size, dependency ratio, and labour capacity, are included as moderators because delay effects are unlikely to be uniform across different household types. The local institutional environment, encompassing programme administration, payment scheduling, communication systems, the role of traditional authorities, and accountability mechanisms, is treated as a structural context shaping both the frequency of delays and the severity of their household-level consequences.
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[bookmark: _Toc235769493]Figure 2‑1: Conceptual Framework of the study
[bookmark: _Toc235770039]Research Gap and Positioning of the Study
The literature reviewed in this chapter establishes several consistent propositions. Cash transfers can improve food security, resilience, and productive investment in poor rural households, though effects are context-dependent and rarely structural in the absence of complementary conditions (Nduku et al., 2026; Otchere & Handa, 2022; Premand & Stoeffler, 2020). Payment timing and predictability shape the welfare effects of transfers, and delayed or irregular payments may undermine even the modest protective and promotive value that small, regular transfers can support (Assefa & Yu, 2025; Das et al., 2023). Delays arise from multiple overlapping causes, financial, administrative, technological, and geographical, and their correction likely requires coordinated action across several delivery-chain functions rather than single-point technical interventions (Raimondo et al., 2020). Local institutional environments actively shape how formal programme rules operate in practice, and national-level performance measures may diverge considerably from the local experience of individual beneficiaries (Hemsteede, 2023; Williams, 2020).
What the literature does not yet establish is how these propositions apply in specific rural catchments in Malawi, where the interaction between national programme design, district-level administration, and community-level institutional dynamics produces outcomes that aggregate evaluations cannot resolve. The evidence base is well developed on what transfers can do but thin on the local delivery processes that enable or obstruct those effects. No published study has examined the frequency, duration, and perceived causes of disbursement delays among SSRLP beneficiaries in a specific Malawian catchment, nor the relationship between those delays and household-level poverty-alleviation outcomes, including coping behaviour, in that setting.
This study addresses that gap by generating context-specific evidence from Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District. In doing so, it connects the public financial management and delivery literature to household-level outcome measurement in a setting where SSRLP has been operating but where local delivery processes have not been systematically examined. The findings will contribute to programme learning on payment scheduling, communication, and last-mile access, and to the broader literature on the conditions under which social protection achieves its intended poverty-alleviation outcomes.

[bookmark: _Toc235770040][bookmark: chapter-three-research-methodology]CHAPTER THREE: RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
[bookmark: _Toc235770041]Introduction
This chapter presents a comprehensive explanation of the methodology adopted for this study. It details the research design, study area, target population and unit of analysis, study period, sample size determination, sampling procedure, data collection instruments, operationalisation of variables, data collection procedure, data management, data analysis techniques, and the validity and reliability measures applied. The methodological choices were guided by the objectives of the study and the need to generate reliable, valid, and replicable findings concerning the effects of fund disbursement delays on poverty alleviation among Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme (SSRLP) beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District.

[bookmark: _Toc235770042][bookmark: research-design]Research Design
A cross-sectional survey design with a dominant quantitative approach and a small embedded qualitative component will be adopted for this study. The quantitative component estimates the relationships between fund disbursement delays, household income and livelihood activities, and poverty-alleviation outcomes. The qualitative component collects beneficiaries’ open-ended accounts of their experiences with delays, the activities most affected, and the coping strategies they adopted. Cross-sectional data collection is appropriate because it allows delay exposure and household outcomes to be measured simultaneously from a defined population at a single point in time. The associations estimated cannot establish causal effects. They will be interpreted as adjusted associations, and the qualitative component will help explain the mechanisms and lived experiences behind the quantitative patterns.
[bookmark: _Toc235770043][bookmark: study-area]Study Area
The study will be conducted in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District, located in central Malawi. The catchment is predominantly rural and agriculture-dependent, with limited access to formal financial services and variable road access to district and market centres. SSRLP has been operating in the catchment during the period under study. The catchment is selected because it provides a relevant and accessible setting for examining fund disbursement delays in a programme designed to reach vulnerable rural households.
[bookmark: _Toc235770044][bookmark: target-population-and-unit-of-analysis]Study Participants
The target population is all households currently registered as SSRLP beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment. The unit of analysis is the household, represented by the respondent best positioned to provide information about payment history and household finances, typically the household head or the household member who collects the payment.
Inclusion criteria
Households will be eligible for inclusion if they are registered as active Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment at the time of data collection, have been enrolled in the programme for at least one full payment cycle, and have a household member available and willing to provide information about payment history and household finances.

Exclusion criteria
Households will be excluded if they had been enrolled in the Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme for less than one full payment cycle, as such households would not have accumulated sufficient payment history to assess delay patterns. Households will also be excluded where no knowledgeable respondent, defined as the household head or the member responsible for collecting payments, is available during the data collection period. Households that have been de-registered or suspended from the programme prior to data collection will be similarly excluded.

[bookmark: _Toc235770045][bookmark: study-period]Study Period
The study will cover the SSRLP implementation period from 2021 to 2026 in Zulu Catchment. This window has been selected for two reasons. First, the programme had been operating long enough by 2021 for enrolled households to have accumulated meaningful payment histories, including experience of multiple payment cycles, potential delays, and livelihood adjustments made in response to those delays. Second, the period spans both the post-COVID recovery years and recent agricultural seasons, capturing a range of economic conditions under which disbursement delays would have had varying household consequences.
Data collection is planned for the second and third quarters of 2026, after the main agricultural season and before the lean season intensifies. This timing is deliberate. Households interviewed at this point will have recently completed a planting and growing cycle, making payment histories from the preceding 12 months accessible through recall with reasonable accuracy. The four-week reference period used for food security measurement will correspond to a period when households are managing post-harvest food stocks and decisions about the next season’s inputs.
The beneficiary register and any available payment records from the SSRLP implementing partner will be reviewed before fieldwork begins, to confirm the population size, verify enrolment status, and check whether administrative payment records are available for cross-reference. If administrative records covering the study period are accessible, they will be used to triangulate beneficiary-reported delay frequencies and durations, strengthening the reliability of the delay measures. If records are incomplete or unavailable, the study will rely on beneficiary recall with appropriate caveats applied during analysis.
[bookmark: _Toc235770046][bookmark: sample-size]Sample Size
Slovin’s formula for finite populations will be employed to determine the necessary sample size. This formula accounts for the characteristics of a finite population, ensuring that the sample size is appropriate relative to the total population available for sampling. It has been widely utilised in social protection and poverty-related research across sub-Saharan Africa and is particularly suited to this study because the population of registered Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme beneficiary households in Zulu Catchment is known and bounded. By applying this method, the researcher will avoid the risk of calculating a sample size that exceeds the actual number of households in the sampling frame. The formula is as follows:

Where:
n = Desired sample size
N = Population size (150 to 200 registered Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme beneficiary households in Zulu Catchment)
e = 0.05 (statistical inferences will be made at a 95 per cent confidence level, leaving a 5 per cent margin of error)

[bookmark: _Toc235770047][bookmark: sampling-procedure]For N = 150:

For N = 200:


Therefore, depending on the final number of registered beneficiary households available during data collection, the study will require a sample of approximately 109 to 133 households. 

Sampling Procedure
Simple random sampling will be used to select beneficiary households from the verified Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme beneficiary register for Zulu Catchment. This method ensures that every registered beneficiary household has an equal and independent probability of being selected. Once the verified register is obtained, all household identifiers will be entered into R as a vector. The sample function in R will then be applied to that vector to randomly select the required number of households, with a seed set to ensure reproducibility of the selection process. Only households returned by this function will be included in the study. Where a selected household cannot be interviewed owing to absence, refusal, or dissolution, a replacement will be drawn from the same R-generated random selection pool rather than substituting the next household on the register, preserving the integrity of the random selection process.

[bookmark: _Toc235770048][bookmark: data-collection-instrument]Data Collection Instrument
Data will be collected using a structured questionnaire organised into six sections.
Section A covers household characteristics. The researcher will record age and sex of the respondent and household head, education level, household size, dependency ratio, disability or chronic illness where voluntarily disclosed, labour capacity, and main livelihood sources.
Section B covers SSRLP participation and payment history. The researcher will record the SSRLP component received, duration of enrolment, expected payment frequency, payment amount where known, collection method, number of payments expected, number received, number delayed, longest delay experienced, and whether beneficiaries received advance notice or explanations for delays.
Section C covers household income and livelihood activities. Questions cover farm income, livestock, casual labour, wage work, trading, services, remittances, savings, and other income sources. The questionnaire also records whether delays affected the purchase of seed, fertiliser, livestock, tools, business stock, transport, or savings contributions.
Section D covers food security. Household food insecurity will be measured using an adapted Household Food Insecurity Access Scale with a four-week reference period. Access-based food-security scales have been validated as useful complements to expenditure and consumption indicators in sub-Saharan African settings (Bertelli, 2019; Charamba et al., 2023). Items will be translated into Chichewa and piloted to confirm that response categories are understood in the local context. Higher scores indicate greater food insecurity.
Section E covers assets, economic resilience, and coping behaviour. Questions cover livestock, agricultural tools, household equipment, savings, debt, ability to meet an unexpected expense, and ability to maintain food consumption during a shock. A coping behaviour index will also be measured in this section using a count of negative coping actions reported during delay periods: reducing meal frequency, reducing meal quantity, reducing meal quality, selling productive assets, taking on debt, withdrawing from savings, and removing children from school temporarily. Each action is scored as one point; the total score forms the coping behaviour variable used in bivariate and regression analyses. The items draw on Malawi resilience research (Otchere & Handa, 2022).
Section F covers open-ended experience questions. Respondents will be asked what they usually do when an expected payment is delayed, which household activity is most affected, how they learn about payment schedules, and what change would most improve the delivery system. Responses will be recorded in the respondent’s own words.
[bookmark: _Toc235770049][bookmark: operationalisation-of-variables]Operationalisation of Variables
The variables will be conceptualised and mapped to the study

[bookmark: _Toc235769467]Table 3‑1: Study variables
	Construct
	Indicators
	Measurement approach

	Fund disbursement delays
	Frequency, duration, missed cycles, predictability
	Counts, days, categorical ratings; z-score standardised and combined into composite delay index with equal weights

	Household income
	Total income and income sources
	Reported income over a defined recent period, with source categories

	Livelihood activities
	Number and type of activities, farm investment, business activity, savings
	Activity count and binary or ordinal indicators

	Food security
	Anxiety, insufficient food, reduced quality, reduced quantity, hunger
	Adapted HFIAS score (Bertelli, 2019; Charamba et al., 2023)

	Productive assets
	Livestock, tools, equipment, stock, savings
	Asset ownership count and recent asset change

	Economic resilience
	Shock exposure, coping capacity, recovery, asset protection
	Composite index informed by Malawi resilience research (Otchere & Handa, 2022)

	Coping behaviour
	Reducing meals, selling assets, borrowing, withdrawing savings, withdrawing children from school
	Count of negative coping actions reported during delay periods (0-7)

	Moderators
	Age, gender, education, household size, dependency ratio, labour capacity, baseline assets
	Survey measures; interaction terms where theoretically justified



The main independent variable will be the delay composite index, constructed from z-standardised measures of delay frequency, longest duration, missed cycles, and predictability, combined with equal weights. Separate analyses will also use frequency and duration independently, to avoid obscuring differences within the composite. The main dependent variables will be household income, livelihood activity, food insecurity, productive assets, economic resilience, and the coping behaviour count. A standardised poverty-alleviation index may be constructed from the first five outcome dimensions after checking internal consistency and coding direction, though results for individual outcomes will also be reported.
[bookmark: _Toc235770050][bookmark: data-collection-procedure]Data Collection Procedure
Before fieldwork begins, the researcher will obtain ethical approval from the relevant University of Malawi research ethics committee and administrative clearance from appropriate district and programme authorities. Enumerators will be trained on study objectives, informed consent procedures, translation, neutral interviewing, privacy protection, handling of sensitive questions, and data-quality checks.
The questionnaire will be translated into Chichewa and reviewed by a bilingual person with knowledge of local terminology. Pre-testing will be conducted with households that are similar to but not part of the study sample. The pilot will assess question clarity, completion time, recall problems, response categories, and the suitability of the food-security and coping items for the local context.
Interviews will be conducted at locations that protect privacy and do not create an impression that participation affects SSRLP eligibility. Completed questionnaires will be checked daily for missing responses and inconsistent values. Where clarification is needed, it will be sought with the respondent’s permission and without pressuring continued participation.
[bookmark: _Toc235770051][bookmark: data-management]Data Management
Completed questionnaires will be assigned a unique numeric identification code before leaving the field each day. No names or personally identifying details will appear on the questionnaire beyond the consent record, which will be stored separately. The identification code will serve as the link between the questionnaire, the consent record, and the electronic dataset.
Data entry will begin within 48 hours of each day’s fieldwork. The researcher and at least one trained data entry assistant will enter questionnaire data into a password-protected spreadsheet or database, with each questionnaire checked against its paper source before the file is saved. Double-entry verification will be applied to at least 20 per cent of questionnaires selected at random; discrepancies identified through double-entry will prompt a review of the full day’s entry batch.
Before analysis begins, a cleaning protocol will be applied. The researcher will check for out-of-range values, logical inconsistencies between related variables, missing data patterns, and duplicate records. Out-of-range values will be traced to the original questionnaire and corrected or flagged. Missing data will be categorised as missing completely at random, missing at random, or missing not at random, and handled accordingly during analysis. A clean, analysis-ready dataset will be saved separately from the raw entry file. Both versions will be retained.
All electronic files will be stored on a password-protected device accessible only to the researcher and supervisor. A backup copy will be maintained on an encrypted external drive stored in a separate physical location. Paper questionnaires will be stored in a locked cabinet at the researcher’s institution. Access to both electronic and paper materials will be restricted to the researcher and, where necessary for supervision purposes, the academic supervisor.
Data will be retained for a minimum of five years after study completion, in line with standard research data retention practice. At the end of the retention period, electronic files will be securely deleted and paper materials will be shredded. No raw data identifying individual households will be shared with SSRLP implementing partners, district officials, or any other party outside the research team.
[bookmark: _Toc235770052][bookmark: data-analysis]Data Analysis
[bookmark: _Toc235770053][bookmark: quantitative-analysis]Quantitative Analysis
The researcher will enter quantitative data into a secure database and analyse it using the R statistical programming language version 4.5.2 (R Core Team, 2024). The analysis proceeds in four stages.
Descriptive statistics will first summarise household characteristics, payment experiences, delay frequency, delay duration, and outcome indicators. Frequencies and percentages will be used for categorical variables; means, medians, standard deviations, and interquartile ranges for continuous or ordinal variables as appropriate.
Measurement checks will then be conducted. The researcher will assess internal consistency of multi-item scales using Cronbach’s alpha or another appropriate reliability coefficient. Variable distributions will be examined, and skewed income measures may be transformed or analysed using robust methods.
Bivariate analysis will assess relationships between delay measures and outcome indicators. Pearson or Spearman correlations will be selected according to measurement scale and distribution. Chi-square tests will be used for categorical associations, and mean differences will be examined with appropriate parametric or non-parametric tests.
Multivariable regression models will then estimate the association between disbursement delays and poverty-alleviation outcomes whilst controlling for key household characteristics. The regression model will take the form:

where Yi is a poverty-alleviation outcome for household i, Di is the delay measure, Xi is a vector of household controls, and e_i is the error term. Separate models will be estimated for income, livelihood activity, food insecurity, productive assets, resilience, and coping behaviour count, where sample size and data quality permit. The analysis will check for multicollinearity, influential observations, heteroskedasticity, and model fit. Robust standard errors will be used where appropriate. Interaction terms will be considered only for theoretically justified moderators and only where the sample provides sufficient variation. Because the design is cross-sectional, coefficients will be interpreted as adjusted associations rather than causal effects.
[bookmark: _Toc235770054][bookmark: analysis-of-open-ended-responses]Analysis of Open-Ended Responses
Open-ended responses will be organised in a matrix and analysed using thematic content analysis. Initial coding categories will be informed by the research questions and conceptual framework: food consumption, borrowing, asset sales, agricultural timing, business disruption, savings, anxiety, communication, payment access, and suggested solutions. Additional categories will be allowed to emerge from respondents’ own accounts.
The researcher will compare responses across households experiencing different levels of delay. The qualitative material will not be used to claim population-level prevalence beyond the survey estimates. Its purpose is to explain the mechanisms and lived experiences behind the quantitative patterns.
[bookmark: _Toc235770055][bookmark: integration-of-findings]Integration of Findings
Quantitative and open-ended findings will be integrated during interpretation. Where longer delays are associated with greater food insecurity, for example, open-ended responses will be examined for evidence of reduced meals, borrowing, or asset sales. Where delay exposure is not strongly associated with a particular outcome, the qualitative responses may identify offsetting factors such as savings, diversified income, or family support. Where the quantitative coping behaviour count and the qualitative coping accounts diverge, the researcher will note and discuss the discrepancy.
[bookmark: _Toc235770056][bookmark: validity-and-reliability]Validity and Reliability
Content validity will be strengthened through review of current literature, the conceptual framework, and the study objectives. The questionnaire will be reviewed by the academic supervisor and, where possible, a social protection or research-methods specialist. Each item will be checked for relevance, clarity, and alignment with the construct it is intended to measure, following recent guidance on questionnaire development and validation (Yusoff et al., 2021).
Construct validity will be supported through the use of established or widely applied measures, including the HFIAS and resilience-related indicators informed by Malawi food-security and resilience research (Bertelli, 2019; Charamba et al., 2023; Otchere & Handa, 2022). Because measurement tools may not transfer without adaptation across settings, translation and piloting will be treated as part of the validation process.
Reliability will be strengthened through enumerator training, standardised instructions, clear response categories, daily data checks, and consistent translation. The pilot will be used to identify items that produce inconsistent or ambiguous responses. Internal consistency will be tested for all multi-item scales before the main analysis.
Common-method risk will be addressed by separating questions about payment delays from questions about outcomes, using defined recall periods, and avoiding leading language. Where beneficiaries cannot recall exact dates, the questionnaire will record approximate categories and distinguish these from documented payment dates.
[bookmark: _Toc235770057][bookmark: ethical-considerations]Ethical Considerations
Ethical approval will be obtained from the relevant University of Malawi research ethics committee before data collection begins. Administrative permission will also be sought from appropriate district and programme authorities.
All SSRLP beneficiaries targeted in this study are registered programme participants. The SSRLP targets households meeting poverty and vulnerability criteria under Malawi’s social protection targeting system. Beneficiaries are adults aged 18 years and above or adult household heads. No participants under the age of 18 will be recruited, and no assent procedures for minors are therefore required. Where a household is headed by an adult of 18 years or older, that person will be the eligible respondent.
Participation is voluntary. Each respondent will receive a clear explanation of the study’s purpose, procedures, possible risks, expected duration, confidentiality protections, and right to withdraw at any point without consequences. Participation or non-participation will have no effect on SSRLP enrolment or benefit eligibility. Informed consent will be obtained in writing or, where the respondent is unable to write, through witnessed verbal consent recorded on the consent form. The consent form will be available in English and Chichewa.
No respondent will be identified in the report. Questionnaires will use identification codes rather than names. Electronic files will be password-protected, and paper materials will be stored securely. Findings will be reported in aggregate so that individual households, villages, or officials cannot be unnecessarily identified.
Because participants are economically vulnerable, the researcher will avoid any suggestion that research participation is linked to programme benefits. Questions about hunger, debt, asset sales, and household stress will be asked respectfully. Respondents may decline to answer any question without explanation.
[bookmark: _Toc235770058][bookmark: X0483bc07aab28c88dc87897df948a100d4b3697]Risks, Mitigation, and Participant Protection
Several risks to participant welfare and research integrity have been identified, along with specific measures to reduce each.
Economic vulnerability and power imbalance present the most immediate concern. Beneficiaries depend on the SSRLP and may fear that critical responses could affect their enrolment or payment. To address this, enumerators will clearly explain at the start of each interview that the researcher is independent of the programme and that responses have no bearing on SSRLP participation. Interviews will not be conducted in the presence of programme staff, village heads, or community leaders. Respondents will be reminded of their right to decline any question or end the interview.
Social desirability bias is a related risk. Respondents may underreport negative experiences with the programme or overreport coping capacity. Neutral, non-leading question wording will be used throughout. The questionnaire separates factual recall items from evaluative items, and open-ended questions are positioned after closed items to allow respondents to elaborate without anchoring on earlier responses.
Recall error is a risk for all retrospective survey measures. Respondents will be asked to recall payment experiences over the past 12 months and food security experiences over the past four weeks. Longer reference periods will use anchor events to support recall. The researcher will note where recall uncertainty is expressed, and where administrative payment records are available, they will be used to cross-check beneficiary reports.
Privacy and data breach risk arises from the collection of household income, debt, and asset information. All data will be handled as described in the data management section. No data linking household identity to sensitive responses will be shared outside the research team. Questionnaires will be transported in sealed envelopes from the field to the storage location each day.
Researcher and enumerator safety is a consideration in remote fieldwork settings. All fieldwork will be conducted during daylight hours. Enumerators will work in pairs where feasible, particularly in areas with poor road access. A daily check-in protocol will be established between the research team and a designated contact at the researcher’s institution.
Data breach through loss or theft of paper materials is mitigated through the daily collection and secure storage procedures described in Section 3.9. Loss of electronic data is mitigated through the backup protocol described in the same section.
[bookmark: _Toc235770059][bookmark: research-dissemination-strategy]Research Dissemination Strategy
The findings of this study will be shared through multiple channels to reach different audiences with an interest in social protection delivery, public financial management, and poverty alleviation in Malawi.
The primary output is a Masters dissertation submitted to the University of Malawi in fulfilment of the degree requirements. The dissertation will follow institutional formatting and submission guidelines and will be deposited in the university repository upon acceptance.
A summary report, written in plain language and without academic jargon, will be prepared for SSRLP implementing partners and Mchinji District Council. This report will present the key findings on delay patterns, household impacts, and coping behaviour, and will include practical recommendations for improving payment scheduling, beneficiary communication, and last-mile access. The report will be submitted to the relevant programme coordinator and district social welfare office within three months of dissertation acceptance.
A policy brief of two to four pages will be prepared for the Department of Disaster Management Affairs and the Ministry of Gender, Community Development and Social Welfare. The brief will focus on the public financial management implications of the findings, including recommendations for cash-flow planning, payment authorisation, and coordination between implementing agencies.
Where findings are of sufficient quality and generalisability to contribute to the academic literature, the researcher will prepare a manuscript for submission to a peer-reviewed journal covering social protection, public financial management, or poverty and development in Africa. Journals with open-access options will be prioritised to maximise reach within the Malawian research community.
The researcher will also seek opportunities to present findings at relevant conferences or research forums, including the University of Malawi’s postgraduate research symposium and, where possible, regional forums on social protection in eastern and southern Africa.
[bookmark: _Toc235770060][bookmark: anticipated-contribution]Anticipated Contribution
The study will produce three connected forms of evidence. First, it will describe the scale, pattern, and perceived causes of payment delays as experienced by beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment. Second, it will estimate the relationship between delays and household income and livelihood activities. Third, it will assess whether delays are associated with food insecurity, productive assets, economic resilience, and quantified coping behaviour, whilst documenting practical recommendations for delivery improvement.
The study’s main contribution is to connect public financial management and social protection delivery with household-level poverty outcomes in a specific rural Malawian setting. The findings may help programme actors distinguish between problems of funding availability, payment administration, communication, access, and household vulnerability. That distinction matters because different bottlenecks require different solutions.
[bookmark: _Toc235770061][bookmark: chapter-summary]Chapter Summary
This chapter has described a quantitative-dominant cross-sectional study with a small embedded qualitative component. The researcher will survey approximately 100 to 133 SSRLP beneficiary households, selected by systematic random sampling from a verified register in Zulu Catchment, with the final sample determined by Cochran’s formula applied to the confirmed beneficiary population. The study will measure delay exposure through a z-standardised composite index and separately through frequency and duration measures; outcome variables include income, livelihoods, food security, assets, resilience, and a count-based coping behaviour index. Descriptive statistics, reliability analysis, bivariate tests, and multivariable regression will be combined with thematic analysis of open-ended responses. The design identifies associations and documents experiences rather than establishing experimental causal effects. Ethical safeguards, translation, piloting, and data-quality procedures will support credible and respectful research. 
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Study title: Assessing fund disbursement delays and poverty alleviation among social support for resilient livelihoods programme beneficiaries in Zulu catchment, Mchinji District
Principal Investigator: Agness Mgoli, Master’s Student, Department of Business Management, University of Malawi

This informed consent form has two parts:
Part I: Information Sheet
Part II: Certificate of Consent
Consent materials will be read aloud and explained in Chichewa for any participant who is unable to read written English or Chichewa. All participants will be required to sign, initial, or place an X on the certificate of consent if they agree to participate. A copy of this form will be given to the participant at the end of the visit.

[bookmark: part-i-information-sheet]Part I: Information Sheet
Who we are and why we are here
My name is Agness Mgoli. I am a Masters student at the University of Malawi. I am conducting a research study as part of my degree requirements. The study has been reviewed and approved by the University of Malawi Research Ethics Committee (UNIMAREC) before this visit.
I am visiting households in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District, that are registered to receive support under the Social Support for Resilient Livelihoods Programme (SSRLP). Your household was selected from the SSRLP beneficiary register using a random sampling method. Being selected does not mean there is any problem with your household or your benefits.
Purpose of the research
This study looks at fund disbursement delays in the SSRLP and how those delays relate to household welfare. When SSRLP payments are delayed, households may have difficulty buying food, farming inputs, or other necessities. We want to understand how often delays happen, how long they last, what causes them in the view of beneficiaries, and what effect they have on income, food security, farming, assets, and the ability to manage shocks. The findings will be shared with the University of Malawi, SSRLP programme staff, and Mchinji District Council, to help improve payment delivery and protect beneficiary welfare.
What you will be asked to do
If you agree to participate, you will take part in a face-to-face interview using a structured questionnaire. The interview will cover the following topics:
· Your household composition and main livelihood activities
· Your experience of receiving SSRLP payments, including any delays you have experienced
· How delayed payments have affected your household’s income, farming, food, assets, and savings
· What you usually do when a payment is late
· How you receive information about payment schedules
The interview is expected to take approximately 45 to 60 minutes. There are no right or wrong answers. We are interested in your honest experience.
Who can participate
Only adults aged 18 years and above are invited to participate. This study does not involve participants under the age of 18. The person best placed to answer is the household head or the adult household member who normally collects the SSRLP payment.
Voluntary participation and your right to withdraw
Your participation in this study is entirely voluntary. You may choose not to participate. If you agree to take part, you may stop at any time and you may decline to answer any question, without giving a reason. Choosing not to participate, or withdrawing after agreeing to participate, will have absolutely no effect on your SSRLP registration, your payment schedule, or any other benefit you receive. The research team has no role in programme administration and no ability to affect your enrolment or payments in any way.
Duration
The interview is expected to last approximately 45 to 60 minutes. There will be no follow-up visit required.
Risks and discomforts
There are no physical risks associated with this study. Some questions touch on sensitive household matters, including food shortages, debt, and the sale of assets. You are free to decline any question that makes you uncomfortable. The researcher and enumerators have been trained to ask questions respectfully and to stop if a respondent appears distressed.
There is a small risk that someone outside the household could observe that an interview is taking place. To reduce this risk, interviews will be conducted in a private location of your choosing, away from programme staff, village officials, and community leaders.
Potential benefits
You will not receive a direct financial payment for participating. The benefit of this study is indirect. The findings may help improve how SSRLP payments are scheduled, communicated, and delivered to beneficiary households in Mchinji District and across Malawi. A summary of the findings will be shared with programme implementers and district authorities.
Confidentiality
Your name will not appear on the questionnaire. Each completed questionnaire will be assigned an identification number, and only that number will be used to identify your responses in the dataset. No information you provide will be reported in a way that identifies you, your household, or your village. Data will be stored on a password-protected device accessible only to the principal investigator. Paper questionnaires will be kept in a locked cabinet at the researcher’s institution. The findings will be reported in aggregate form only.
Your information will not be shared with SSRLP programme staff, traditional authorities, district officials, or any other party. This includes positive, negative, or neutral responses about the programme.
Contacts for further information
If you have any questions about this study before, during, or after the interview, you may contact:
Principal Investigator: Agness Mgoli, Tel: +265881708500 
If you have questions about your rights as a research participant, or concerns about how this study is being conducted, you may contact:
Dr Victoria Ndolo Chairperson, University of Malawi Research Ethics Committee (UNIMAREC) P.O. Box 280, Zomba Tel: +265 995 042 760

[bookmark: part-ii-certificate-of-consent]Part II: Certificate of Consent
I have read this information sheet, or it has been read aloud and explained to me in a language I understand. I have had the opportunity to ask questions, and any questions I asked have been answered to my satisfaction. I understand that my participation is voluntary and that I may withdraw at any time without any effect on my SSRLP benefits. I understand that my responses will be kept confidential and will not be shared with programme staff or district officials.
I agree to participate in this study.
Participant
Participant ID (assigned by researcher): ___________________________
Signature or initials: ___________________________
Date (DD/MM/YYYY): ___________________________

If the participant is unable to read or write
A literate witness must be present. The witness should, where possible, be chosen by the participant and must have no connection to the research team or the SSRLP programme. The consent form must be read aloud to the participant in full, in a language the participant understands. The participant indicates agreement by placing an X below in the presence of the witness.
Participant places X here: ___________________________
Witness name: ___________________________
Witness signature: ___________________________
Date (DD/MM/YYYY): ___________________________
Statement by witness: I confirm that the information on this form was accurately read aloud to the participant named above. The participant had the opportunity to ask questions and indicated agreement freely and without pressure.

[bookmark: _Toc235770065]Annex2: Informed Consent Form (Chichewa)
FOMU YOVOMERA KUTENGA NAWO MBALI PA KAFUKUFUKU
Mutu wa kafukufuku: Kuwunika momwe kuchedwa kwa ndalama za SSRLP kumakhudzira kuchepetsa umphawi pakati pa opindula m’dera la Zulu Catchment, Mchinji.
Wofufuza Wamkulu: Agness Mgoli, Master’s Student, University of Malawi
Tsamba la chilolezo lili mmagawo awiri
Gawo loyamba: kufotokozera za kafukufuku
Gawo lachiwiri: Kuvomeleza
Ngati simungathe kuwerenga, fomu iyi idzawerengedwa ndi kufotokozedwa m’Chichewa. Mukavomera, mudzasaina kapena kuyika X ndipo mudzapatsidwa kope ya fomu iyi.
Gawo loyamba: kufotokozera za kafukufuku
Ndife ndani ndipo tabwera chifukwa chiyani?
Dzina langa ndi Agness Mgoli. Ndine wophunzira wa Master’s ku Yunivesite ya Malawi (Chancelor college). Tikuchita kafukufukuyu kuti timvetse momwe kuchedwa kwa ndalama za SSRLP kumakhudzira moyo wa mabanja ku Zulu Catchment. Banja lanu linasankhidwa mwachisawawa ndipo izi sizikutanthauza kuti pali vuto lililonse pa banja lanu. Kafukufukuyu anavomerezedwa ndi oyang’anira za ma kafukufuku a the University of Malawi Research Ethics Committee (UNIMAREC) 
Cholinga cha kafukufukuyu
Kafukufukuyu akuwona za kachedwetsedwe kolandila ndalama za SSRLP. Tikufuna kudziwa momwe kuchedwa kwa ndalama kumachitikira, zifukwa zake komanso momwe kumakhudzira chakudya, ulimi, ndalama, katundu ndi moyo wa banja. Ndalama zikachedwa, mabanja amavutika kugula zakudya, zipangizo za ulimi ndinso zina zofunikila. Tikufuna kumvesesa kuti kuchedwa kumeneku kumachitika mowilikiza bwanji, zimatenga nthawi yaitali bwanji komanso mmene anthu akuonela za zmwe zimachititsa izi ndi mmene zimakhuzila kapezedwe ka ndalama, chakudya chokwanila, zinthu zapakhomo, ndi mmene anthu amathanilana ndi mavuto osiyana siyana. Kafukufukuyu azagawidwa ndi a University of Malawi, akuluakuu a SSRLP programmme komanso khonsolo ya mzinda wa nchinji kuti zithandizile  kapelekedwe ka ndalama komanso umoyo wa anthu olandila.
Zimene mudzachite
Ngati mutavomera kutenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu, mudzafunsidwa mafunso pogwiritsa ntchito fomu yokonzedwa.
Mafunsowo adzakhudza zinthu izi:
· Mamembala a m’banja lanu komanso ntchito zazikulu zomwe banja lanu limadalira pa moyo. 
· Mmene mwakhala mukulandirira ndalama za pulogalamu ya SSRLP, kuphatikizapo ngati ndalama zinachedwapo komanso zimene munakumana nazo chifukwa cha kuchedwako. 
· Mmene kuchedwa kwa ndalama kwakhudzira banja lanu, monga pa ndalama zolowera m’banja, ulimi, chakudya, katundu komanso ndalama zosungira. 
· Zimene mumachita nthawi zambiri ndalama za SSRLP zikachedwa kufika. 
· Mmene mumalandirira uthenga wokhudza masiku kapena nthawi yolandirira ndalama za SSRLP. 
Kucheza kwanthu kukuyembekezeka kutenga mphindi pafupifupi 45 mpaka 60.
Palibe mayankho olondola kapena olakwika. Tikungofuna kuti mutiuze moona mtima zomwe mwakumana nazo pa nkhaniyi chedwako. Palibe mayankho olondola kapena olakwika.
Kutenga nawo mbali
Anthu okhawo omwe ali ndi zaka 18 kapena kupitirira apo ndi amene akuyitanidwa kuti atenge nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu. Anthu osakwanitsa zaka 18 sadzaloledwa kutenga nawo mbali.
Munthu woyenera kuyankha mafunso ndi mutu wa banja kapena munthu wamkulu wa m’banja amene nthawi zambiri amapita kukalandira ndalama za pulogalamu ya SSRLP.
Kutenga nawo mbali ndi ufulu wanu wosiya
Kutenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu ndi mwa kufuna kwanu. Muli ndi ufulu wosankha kusatenga nawo mbali.
Ngati mutavomera kutenga nawo mbali, mutha kusiya nthawi iliyonse kapena kukana kuyankha funso lililonse popanda kufotokoza chifukwa.
Kukana kutenga nawo mbali kapena kusiya kafukufukuyu mutavomera kale sikungakhudze kulembetsedwa kwanu mu pulogalamu ya SSRLP, nthawi yomwe mumalandirira ndalama, kapena phindu lina lililonse limene mumalandira kuchokera ku pulogalamuyi.
Gulu la ofufuza silili m’gulu loyendetsa pulogalamu ya SSRLP ndipo lilibe mphamvu zosintha kulembetsedwa kwanu kapena momwe mumalandirira ndalama za pulogalamuyi.
Nthawi yomwe kafukufukuyu utenga
Kuyankhulana kumeneku kukuyembekezeka kutenga pafupifupi mphindi 45 mpaka 60. Sipadzakhala ulendo wina wobweranso kapena kuyankhulana kwina pambuyo pake.
Zoopsa kapena kusapeza bwino
Palibe chiopsezo cha kuvulala kapena matenda chokhudzana ndi kutenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu.
Komabe, mafunso ena angakhudze nkhani zomwe zimakhala zachinsinsi m’banja, monga kusowa kwa chakudya, ngongole, kapena kugulitsa katundu chifukwa cha mavuto. Muli ndi ufulu wokana kuyankha funso lililonse lomwe lingakupangitseni kusamva bwino.
Wofufuza ndi othandizira ake azafunsa mafunso mwaulemu komanso kuyimitsa kuyankhulanako ngati woyankhayo akuoneka kuti sakumva bwino kapena wakhudzidwa maganizo.
Pali mwayi wochepa kuti munthu wina wakunja angazindikire kuti mukuyankhulidwa. Pofuna kuteteza chinsinsi chanu, kuyankhulanaku kudzachitikira pamalo amene inu mwasankha, kutali ndi ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu ya SSRLP, atsogoleri a m’mudzi, ndi atsogoleri ena ammudzi.
Ubwino umene ungapezeke
Simudzalandira ndalama kapena malipiro chifukwa chotenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu.
Komabe, kafukufukuyu ukhoza kukhala wothandiza m’njira zina. Zotsatira zake zingathandize kukonza momwe ndalama za pulogalamu ya SSRLP zimakonzedwera, momwe uthenga wokhudza malipiro umafikitsidwira kwa opindula, komanso momwe ndalama zimaperekedwera kwa mabanja opindula ku Mchinji ndi m’madera ena a Malawi.
Chidule cha zotsatira za kafukufukuyu chidzagawidwa kwa oyang’anira pulogalamuyi komanso akuluakulu a boma la m’boma la Mchinji.
Kusunga chinsinsi
Dzina lanu silidzalembedwa pa fomu ya mafunso. M’malo mwake, fomu iliyonse idzapatsidwa nambala yodziwitsa, ndipo nambala yokhayo ndiyo idzagwiritsidwe ntchito pozindikiritsa mayankho anu mu deta ya kafukufukuyu.
Palibe chidziwitso chimene mudzapereke chomwe chidzafotokoze kuti ndi inu, banja lanu kapena mudzi wanu. Deta yonse idzasungidwa pa chipangizo chotetezedwa ndi mawu achinsinsi (password), ndipo wofufuza wamkulu yekha ndi amene adzakhala ndi mwayi woiona. Mafomu a mapepala adzasungidwa m’kabati yotsekedwa bwino ku bungwe limene wofufuzayo akuphunzira.
Zotsatira za kafukufukuyu zidzafotokozedwa mophatikiza mayankho a anthu ambiri osati a munthu m’modzi.
Zomwe mudzayankhe sizidzagawidwa ndi ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu ya SSRLP, atsogoleri achikhalidwe, akuluakulu a boma la m’boma, kapena munthu wina aliyense. Izi zikuphatikizapo mayankho onse, kaya ndi abwino, oyipa kapena osonyeza mbali iliyonse yokhudza pulogalamuyi.
Anthu oti mulankhule nawo kuti mudziwe zambiri
Ngati muli ndi mafunso okhudza kafukufukuyu musanayambe, panthawi ya kuyankhulana kapena mutamaliza kuyankhulana, mutha kulumikizana ndi:
Wofufuza Wamkulu: Agness Mgoli
Foni: +265 881 708 500
Ngati muli ndi mafunso okhudza ufulu wanu monga wotenga nawo mbali pa kafukufuku kapena muli ndi nkhawa zokhudza momwe kafukufukuyu akuyendetsedwera, mutha kulumikizana ndi:
Dr Victoria Ndolo
Chairperson, University of Malawi Research Ethics Committee (UNIMAREC)
P.O. Box 280, Zomba
Foni: +265 995 042 760

Gawo lachiwiri: Fomu yovomeleza
Ndawerenga kapena ndawerengedwa ndi kufotokozeredwa zonse zomwe zili pa fomu iyi. Ndikumvetsa kuti kutenga nawo mbali ndi mwa kufuna kwanga ndipo ndingasiye nthawi iliyonse popanda kukhudzidwa ndi phindu la SSRLP. Ndikuvomera kutenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu.
Nambala ya Wotenga Nawo Mbali: ________________________
Siginecha kapena zilembo zoyambirira: ________________________
Tsiku (DD/MM/YYYY): ________________________
Ngati wotenga nawo mbali sangathe kuwerenga kapena kulemba
Ngati wotenga nawo mbali sangathe kuwerenga kapena kulemba, payenera kukhala mboni yomwe imatha kuwerenga ndi kulemba. Ngati n’kotheka, mboniyo isankhidwe ndi wotenga nawo mbali ndipo isakhale m’gulu la ofufuza kapena ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu ya SSRLP.
Fomu yonse yovomera iyenera kuwerengedwa mokweza m’chinenero chimene wotenga nawo mbali akumvetsa. Ngati wavomera kutenga nawo mbali pa kafukufukuyu, adzasonyeza kuvomera kwake poyika chizindikiro cha X pamalo operekedwa pansipa pamaso pa mboniyo.

Ngati sangathe kuwerenga kapena kulemba, ayike X apa: ________________________
Dzina la Mboni: ________________________
Siginecha ya Mboni: ________________________
Tsiku: ________________________
Mawu a Mboni: Ndikutsimikizira kuti fomu iyi yawerengedwa kwa wotenga nawo mbali m’chinenero chomwe amamvetsa ndipo wavomera mwa kufuna kwake.

[bookmark: _Toc235770066]Annex 3: Data Collection Questionnaire (English)
Study Title: Fund Disbursement Delays and Poverty Alleviation among SSRLP Beneficiaries in Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District
Instructions to Enumerator: Read each question clearly. Record responses exactly as given. Do not suggest answers. Circle or write in the spaces provided. If a respondent declines to answer, write "DR" (declined to respond) in the space. Check for completeness before leaving the household.
Questionnaire ID: _______________
Village: _______________
Group Village Head (GVH): _______________
Date of Interview (DD/MM/YYYY): _______________
Start Time: _______________      End Time: _______________
Name of Enumerator: _______________
Enumerator Signature: _______________
Consent obtained:
○  Yes
○  No
(If No, stop here. Do not proceed.)
SECTION A: Household Characteristics
These questions are about the people in your household and your main activities.
A1. What is the sex of the household head?
○  Male
○  Female
A2. What is the age of the household head?
 _______________ years
A3. What is your relationship to the household head?
○  Household head
○  Spouse of household head
○  Other adult member
A4. What is the highest level of education completed by the household head?
○  No formal education
○  Some primary (Standard 1-7)
○  Completed primary (Standard 8)
○  Some secondary
○  Completed secondary (Form 4)
○  Tertiary or vocational
A5. How many people currently live in this household (including children)?
Total household members: _______________
Of these, how many are children under 15 years? _______________
Of these, how many are adults aged 65 years or older? _______________
A6. Dependency ratio (enumerator calculates after interview):
Number of non-working members (under 15 + over 64) ÷ Number of working-age members (15-64) =
 _______________
A7. How many working-age adults (15-64) in this household are able to do physical work such as farming or casual labour?
 _______________ adults
A8. Does any household member have a disability or chronic illness that limits their ability to work?
○  Yes
○  No
○  Prefer not to say
A9. What are the main sources of income or food for your household?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Rain-fed farming
☐  Livestock keeping
☐  Casual labour (ganyu)
☐  Formal wage employment
☐  Petty trade or small business
☐  Fishing
☐  Remittances from family
☐  SSRLP cash transfer
☐  Other social assistance
☐  Other (specify): _______________
A10. Approximately what share of your total household income or support comes from the SSRLP transfer?
○  Less than 25%
○  25% to 50%
○  51% to 75%
○  More than 75%
○  It is our only regular income
SECTION B: SSRLP Participation and Payment History
These questions are about your experience receiving SSRLP payments.
B1. Which SSRLP component does your household receive?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Cash transfer
☐  Public works (food/cash for work)
☐  Livelihood support
☐  Other (specify): _______________
B2. How long has your household been enrolled in the SSRLP?
○  Less than 1 year
○  1 to 2 years
○  3 to 4 years
○  5 years or more
B3. How often are you supposed to receive your SSRLP cash payment?
○  Monthly
○  Every two months
○  Every three months (quarterly)
○  Other (specify): _______________
○  I do not know the schedule
B4. In the past 12 months, how many SSRLP payments were you supposed to receive?
Expected number of payments: _______________
B5. In the past 12 months, how many payments did you actually receive?
Payments received: _______________
B6. Of the payments you were supposed to receive in the past 12 months, how many arrived later than expected?
Number of delayed payments: _______________
○  None
B7. What was the longest delay you experienced for a single payment in the past 12 months?
○  No delay experienced
○  1 to 2 weeks late
○  3 to 4 weeks late
○  1 to 2 months late
○  More than 2 months late
○  Payment never arrived
B8. When a payment is going to be late or has been changed, do you usually receive any information in advance?
○  Yes, always
○  Yes, sometimes
○  Rarely
○  Never
B9. How do you usually find out about your payment schedule or changes to it?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Programme staff visit the village
☐  Village headperson announces it
☐  I go to the payment point and ask
☐  Other beneficiaries tell me
☐  Mobile phone message
☐  Radio announcement
☐  I do not receive any information
☐  Other (specify): _______________
B10. How would you describe the predictability of your SSRLP payments over the past 12 months?
○  Always on time and predictable
○  Mostly on time, occasional delays
○  Sometimes on time, sometimes late
○  Usually late or unpredictable
○  Almost never on time
B11. In your view, what are the reasons payments are sometimes delayed?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Government has not released funds
☐  Programme staff have not processed payments
☐  Problems with the payment agent or mobile money
☐  My records or details are incorrect in the system
☐  Long distance to the payment point
☐  I do not know the reason
☐  Other (specify): _______________
B11a. Of the reasons ticked above, which is the most important cause of delays?
(Circle only one, matching the reason ticked in B11)
○  Government has not released funds
○  Programme staff have not processed payments
○  Problems with the payment agent or mobile money
○  My records or details are incorrect in the system
○  Long distance to the payment point
○  I do not know the reason
○  Other (as specified in B11)
B12. How do you collect your SSRLP payment?
○  Mobile money (e.g. Airtel Money, TNM Mpamba)
○  Cash at a fixed payment point
○  Cash distributed at the village
○  Bank account
○  Other (specify): _______________
B13. How far is the payment point from your home?
○  Less than 1 km
○  1 to 5 km
○  6 to 10 km
○  More than 10 km
SECTION C: Household Income and Livelihood Activities
These questions are about your income and farming or business activities.
Skip logic:
If C1 cannot be estimated, complete C1a and C1b, then continue to C2.
If C1 is answered directly, skip C1a and C1b and go to C2.
If C3a = No, skip C3b and go to C4.

C1. Thinking about the past 12 months, approximately how much money did your household earn or receive from all sources combined in a typical month?
MWK _______________ per month   OR   ○  I cannot estimate
C1a. (If respondent cannot estimate total, ask by source) Approximately how much did your household earn or receive from each of the following in a typical month in the past 12 months?
	Income source
	Approximate amount per month (MWK)
	Cannot estimate

	Farming (crops sold)
	_______________
	☐

	Casual labour (ganyu)
	_______________
	☐

	Small business or trade
	_______________
	☐

	Livestock sales
	_______________
	☐

	Remittances
	_______________
	☐

	SSRLP transfer
	_______________
	☐

	Other sources
	_______________
	☐



C1b. (Enumerator sums C1a sources where provided): Estimated total monthly income from sources listed:
MWK _______________
C2. In the past 12 months, did your household carry out any of the following activities?
(Tick all that apply and indicate whether delayed payments affected each activity)
	Activity
	Did you do this?
	Were delayed payments a problem for this activity?

	Rain-fed crop farming
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Keeping livestock
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Casual labour (ganyu)
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Running a small business or trade
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Fishing
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Saving in a savings group (VSLA/club)
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No

	Buying and selling farm produce
	○  Yes
○  No
	○  Yes    ○  No



C3. Total number of livelihood activities carried out in the past 12 months (enumerator counts from C2):
 _______________
C3a. Thinking about the activities you carried out in the past 12 months, were there any activities you wanted to do but could not because of lack of money or resources?
○  Yes
○  No
If Yes, which activities?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Farming (could not buy inputs)
☐  Livestock (could not buy animals or feed)
☐  Small business (could not buy stock)
☐  Savings group (could not contribute)
☐  Other (specify): _______________
C3b. For any activity ticked in C3a, was the lack of money related to a delayed SSRLP payment?
○  Yes, mainly
○  Yes, partly
○  No
○  Not applicable
C4. Did delayed SSRLP payments affect your ability to purchase any of the following farming inputs in the past 12 months?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Seed
☐  Fertiliser
☐  Herbicides or pesticides
☐  Hired labour
☐  Farming tools or equipment
☐  Transport for produce
☐  Delayed payments did not affect farming inputs
☐  We do not farm
C5. Did delayed SSRLP payments affect your business or trading activities in the past 12 months?
○  Yes, significantly
○  Yes, somewhat
○  No
○  We have no business or trading activity
C6. Did delayed SSRLP payments affect your ability to contribute to a savings group or save money in the past 12 months?
○  Yes, I missed contributions because of delays
○  Yes, I reduced contributions because of delays
○  No, delays did not affect my savings
○  I do not save or belong to a savings group
SECTION D: Food Security
The next questions are about food in your household over the past four weeks. There are no right or wrong answers. Please answer based on what actually happened in your household.
Instructions to Enumerator: Read each question and the frequency options exactly as written. Circle the number that matches the respondent’s answer.
In the past four weeks (28 days):
D1. Did you worry that your household would not have enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely (1-2 times)
○  Sometimes (3-10 times)
○  Often (more than 10 times)
D2. Were you or any household member not able to eat the kinds of foods you preferred because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D3. Did you or any household member eat only a few kinds of foods because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D4. Did you or any household member eat foods you really did not want to eat because there was not enough other food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D5. Did you or any household member eat a smaller meal than you felt you needed because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D6. Did you or any household member eat fewer meals in a day than you felt you needed because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D7. Was there ever no food at all in your household because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D8. Did you or any household member go to sleep at night hungry because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
D9. Did you or any household member go a whole day and night without eating because there was not enough food?
○  Never
○  Rarely
○  Sometimes
○  Often
HFIAS Score (enumerator sums D1 to D9 after interview):
 _______________
(Score range: 0 = food secure; 27 = severely food insecure)
D10. In your view, did delays in your SSRLP payment make your household’s food situation worse in the past 12 months?
○  Yes, much worse
○  Yes, somewhat worse
○  No difference
○  No, we managed through other means
SECTION E: Productive Assets, Economic Resilience, and Coping Behaviour
These questions are about what your household owns and how you managed when payments were late.
Skip logic:
If E7 = No or Prefer not to say, skip the amount owed and go to Section F.

E1. Does your household currently own any of the following?
(Tick all that apply and record approximate number)
	Asset
	Own?
	Approximate number or quantity

	Cattle
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Goats or sheep
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Pigs
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Chickens or other poultry
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Hoe(s)
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Ox plough
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Bicycle
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Mobile phone
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Radio
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Solar panel or lamp
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________

	Business stock or equipment
	○  Yes    ○  No
	_______________


E2. Compared to 12 months ago, how would you describe your household’s productive assets (tools, livestock, equipment)?
○  We have more assets than 12 months ago
○  About the same
○  We have fewer assets than 12 months ago
E2a. In your view, did delays in your SSRLP payment contribute to any change in your household’s productive assets over the past 12 months?
○  Yes, we sold or lost assets because of delayed payments
○  Yes, we were unable to acquire assets we planned to buy
○  No, delays did not affect our assets
○  We did not experience delays
E3. If your household had an unexpected expense of MWK 5,000 today (for example, medical care or an emergency), how likely is it that you could find that money within one week?
○  Very likely
○  Somewhat likely
○  Unlikely
○  Very unlikely
○  Impossible
E3a. In the past 12 months, when your household faced a financial shock or emergency, were you able to meet basic food and household needs without reducing meals or selling assets?
○  Yes, always
○  Yes, most of the time
○  Sometimes
○  Rarely
○  No, we could not manage without cutting meals or selling assets
E3b. After a period when your SSRLP payment was delayed, how long did it typically take your household to return to normal - that is, to eating normally, meeting regular expenses, and resuming usual activities?
○  We recovered within the same week
○  We recovered within the same month
○  It took one to two months
○  It took more than two months
○  We have not fully returned to normal
○  Payments were not delayed / not applicable
E3c. Does your household currently have any savings, either in cash, a savings group, or mobile money, that you could use in an emergency?
○  Yes, enough to cover at least one month of basic needs
○  Yes, but less than one month of basic needs
○  No savings at all
(Enumerator: E3 resilience sub-score = average of E3 [recoded 1-5], E3a [recoded 1-5], E3b [recoded 1-6], E3c [recoded 1-3 reversed].)
Record sub-score after interview: _______________
E4. Over the past 12 months, did your household experience any of the following shocks?
(Tick all that apply)
☐  Illness or death of a household member
☐  Crop failure or poor harvest
☐  Loss of employment or casual work
☐  Floods or drought
☐  Theft or loss of assets
☐  Sharp rise in food or input prices
☐  None of the above
E5. When your SSRLP payment was delayed in the past 12 months, did your household do any of the following?
(Tick all that apply)
(Instructions to enumerator: Read each item. Tick Yes or No for each one. If the respondent says payment was never delayed, tick No for all and note "no delays" in the margin.)
	Coping action
	Did your household do this when payment was delayed?

	Reduced the number of meals per day
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Reduced the amount of food at each meal
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Ate lower-quality or less preferred foods
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Sold livestock or other productive assets
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Borrowed money (from family, friends, or moneylender)
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Withdrew savings from a savings group or personal savings
	☐  Yes    ☐  No

	Temporarily stopped a child from attending school
	☐  Yes    ☐  No



Coping Behaviour Count (enumerator sums Yes responses, E5a to E5g):
 _______________
(Score range: 0 = no negative coping; 7 = all negative coping actions taken)
E6. Overall, how well was your household able to recover after a delayed SSRLP payment?
○  Fully recovered within the same month
○  Took one to two months to recover
○  Took more than two months to recover
○  We have not fully recovered
○  Payment was not delayed, not applicable
E7. Does your household currently have any outstanding debt related to a period when your SSRLP payment was late?
○  Yes
○  No
○  Prefer not to say
If Yes: Approximate amount owed:
MWK _______________
SECTION F: Open-Ended Experience Questions
Instructions to Enumerator: Ask each question and record the respondent’s answer in their own words. Do not summarise or rephrase. Write as much as the respondent says. Use the back of the page if needed.
F1. When your SSRLP payment is delayed, what does your household usually do first to manage?

F2. Which household activity or need is most affected when your SSRLP payment does not arrive on time?

F3. How do you normally find out when your payment is coming, and is this information reliable enough for you to plan around it?
 
F4. What is the one change that would most improve how SSRLP payments are delivered to you?
 
F5. Is there anything else about your experience with the SSRLP payments that you would like to share?

The end of the questionnaire, thank you

[bookmark: _Toc235770067]Annex 4: Data Collection Questionnaire (Chichewa)
Mutu wa Kafukufuku: Kuchedwa kwa Kutulutsa Ndalama ndi Kuchepetsa Umphawi pakati pa Opindula a SSRLP m’dera la Zulu Catchment, Mchinji District
Malangizo kwa Wofunsa Mafunso: Werengani funso lililonse momveka bwino. Lembani mayankho monga momwe wayankhira. Musapereke mayankho. Ikani chizindikiro kapena lembani pamalo operekedwa. Ngati wayankhidwayo wakana kuyankha, lembani “DR” (wakana kuyankha) pamalo operekedwa. Onetsetsani kuti mafunso onse ayankhidwa musanachoke panyumbapo.
Questionnaire ID: ____________________
Mudzi: ____________________
Mfumu ya Mudzi (GVH): ____________________
Tsiku la Mafunso (DD/MM/YYYY): ____________________
Nthawi Yoyambira: ____________________     Nthawi Yomaliza: ____________________
Dzina la Wofunsa Mafunso: ____________________
Siginecha ya Wofunsa Mafunso: ____________________
Chilolezo chapezeka:
○ Inde
○ Ayi
(Ngati Ayi, lekani pano. Musapitirize.)
GAWO A: Makhalidwe a Banja
Mafunso awa akukhudza anthu a m’banja lanu ndi ntchito zazikulu zimene mumachita.
A1. Mutu wa banja ndi wa jenda liti?
○ Mwamuna
○ Mkazi
A2. Mutu wa banja ali ndi zaka zingati?
____________________ zaka
A3. Ubale wanu ndi mutu wa banja ndi uti?
○ Mutu wa banja
○ Mkazi/Mwamuna wa mutu wa banja
○ Munthu wamkulu wina m’banja
A4. Kodi mutu wa banja anamaliza maphunziro otani apamwamba kwambiri?
○ Sanapite kusukulu
○ Pulayimale yosakwanira (Std 1–7)
○ Anamaliza Pulayimale (Std 8)
○ Sekondale yosakwanira
○ Anamaliza Sekondale (Form 4)
○ Koleji kapena luso la ntchito
A5. Ndi anthu angati amene akukhala m’banjali pano kuphatikiza ana?
Chiwerengero chonse cha m’banja: ____________________
Mwa awa, ndi ana angati osakwana zaka 15? ____________________
Mwa awa, ndi akulu angati a zaka 65 kapena kupitirira? ____________________
A6. Chiwerengero cha odalira (wowerengera mafunso aziwerenga pambuyo pa mafunso):
Chiwerengero cha osagwira ntchito (osakwana 15 + oposa 64) ÷ Chiwerengero cha ogwira ntchito (15–64) =
____________________
A7. Ndi akulu angati a zaka 15–64 m’banjali amene angathe kugwira ntchito zamanja monga ulimi kapena ganyu?
____________________ 
A8. Kodi pali munthu aliyense m’banjali amene ali ndi chilema kapena matenda osatha omwe amalepheretsa kugwira ntchito?
○ Inde
○ Ayi
○ Sakufuna kuyankha
A9. Kodi magwero akulu a ndalama kapena chakudya m’banja lanu ndi ati?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Ulimi wa mvula
☐ Kuweta ziweto
☐ Ganyu
☐ Ntchito yolipidwa
☐ Malonda ang’onoang’ono
☐ Usodzi
☐ Ndalama zochokera kwa achibale
☐ Ndalama za SSRLP
☐ Thandizo lina la chithandizo
☐ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
A10. Pafupifupi, ndi gawo liti la ndalama zonse za banja kapena thandizo lomwe limachokera ku SSRLP?
○ Ochepera 25%
○ 25% mpaka 50%
○ 51% mpaka 75%
○ Oposa 75%
○ Ndiwo ndalama zathu zokha zokhazikika
GAWO B: Kutenga Nawo Gawo mu SSRLP ndi Mbiri ya Malipiro
Mafunso awa akukhudza momwe mwakhala mukulandirira malipiro a SSRLP.
B1. Kodi banja lanu limalandira gawo liti la SSRLP?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Ndalama zothandizira (cash transfer)
☐ Ntchito za anthu (chakudya/ndalama pa ntchito)
☐ Thandizo la moyo (livelihood support)
☐ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
B2. Kodi banja lanu lakhala mu SSRLP kwa nthawi yayitali bwanji?
○ Osakwana chaka chimodzi
○ Zaka 1 mpaka 2
○ Zaka 3 mpaka 4
○ Zaka 5 kapena kupitirira
B3. Kodi mumayenera kulandira malipiro a SSRLP kangati?
○ Mwezi uliwonse
○ Miyezi iwiri iliyonse
○ Miyezi itatu iliyonse (kotala)
○ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
○ Sindikudziwa ndandanda
B4. M’miyezi 12 yapitayi, munayenera kulandira malipiro angati a SSRLP?
Chiwerengero choyembekezeredwa: ____________________
B5. M’miyezi 12 yapitayi, munalandira malipiro angati?
Malipiro olandiridwa: ____________________
B6. Mwa malipiro amene munayenera kulandira m’miyezi 12 yapitayi, ndi angati amene anafika mochedwa kuposa momwe zinayenera kukhalira?
Chiwerengero cha malipiro ochedwa: ____________________
○ Palibe
B7. Kuchedwa kwakukulu kwa malipiro amodzi komwe munakumana nako m’miyezi 12 yapitayi kunali kotani?
○ Palibe kuchedwa
○ Masabata 1 mpaka 2
○ Masabata 3 mpaka 4
○ Miyezi 1 mpaka 2
○ Kuposa miyezi 2
○ Malipiro sanafike konse
B8. Malipiro akachedwa kapena ndandanda ikasintha, kodi nthawi zambiri mumadziwitsidwa pasadakhale?
○ Inde, nthawi zonse
○ Inde, nthawi zina
○ Kawirikawiri ayi
○ Ayi konse
B9. Kodi mumadziwa bwanji ndandanda ya malipiro anu kapena kusintha kwake?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu amabwera mumudzi
☐ Mfumu ya mudzi imalengeza
☐ Ndimapita kumalo olipirira ndi kufunsa
☐ Opindula ena amandiuza
☐ Uthenga pafoni
☐ Wailesi
☐ Sindilandira uthenga uliwonse
☐ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
B10. Kodi mungafotokoze bwanji za kudalirika kwa malipiro anu a SSRLP m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
○ Nthawi zonse pa nthawi yake ndipo amadalirika
○ Nthawi zambiri pa nthawi yake, kuchedwa pang’onopang’ono
○ Nthawi zina pa nthawi yake, nthawi zina amachedwa
○ Nthawi zambiri amachedwa kapena sadalirika
○ Pafupifupi samafika pa nthawi yake
B11. Mukuganiza kuti chifukwa chiyani malipiro amachedwa nthawi zina?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Boma silinatulutsebe ndalama
☐ Ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu sanakonzebe malipiro
☐ Vuto la njira yolipirira kapena Mobile Money
☐ Zolemba kapena zambiri zanga zili ndi zolakwika m’makina
☐ Mtunda wautali kupita kumalo olipirira
☐ Sindikudziwa chifukwa
☐ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
B11a. Pa zifukwa zomwe mwasankha pamwambapa, ndi chiti chomwe ndi chifukwa chachikulu kwambiri cha kuchedwa?
(Zunguliraninso chimodzi chokha, chogwirizana ndi chomwe mwasankha pa B11)
○ Boma silinatulutsebe ndalama
○ Ogwira ntchito a pulogalamu sanakonzebe malipiro
○ Vuto la njira yolipirira kapena Mobile Money
○ Zolemba kapena zambiri zanga zili ndi zolakwika m’makina
○ Mtunda wautali kupita kumalo olipirira
○ Sindikudziwa chifukwa
○ Zina (monga momwe mwafotokozera pa B11)
B12. Kodi mumalandira bwanji malipiro anu a SSRLP?
○ Mobile Money (mwachitsanzo Airtel Money, TNM Mpamba)
○ Ndalama zamanja kumalo olipirira okhazikika
○ Ndalama zogawidwa mumudzi
○ Akaunti ya banki
○ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
B13. Kodi malo olipirira ali kutali bwanji ndi nyumba yanu?
○ Osakwana 1 km
○ 1 mpaka 5 km
○ 6 mpaka 10 km
○ Kuposa 10 km
GAWO C: Ndalama za Banja ndi Ntchito Zopezera Moyo
Mafunso awa akukhudza ndalama zanu ndi ntchito za ulimi kapena malonda.
Malangizo Osintha Mafunso:
Ngati C1 sangathe kuyerekezedwa, mumalizani C1a ndi C1b, kenako pitirizani ku C2.
Ngati C1 wayankhidwa mwachindunji, siyani C1a ndi C1b ndipo pitani ku C2.
Ngati C3a = Ayi, siyani C3b ndipo pitani ku C4.
C1. Poganizira miyezi 12 yapitayi, banja lanu linkalandira ndalama zingati pafupifupi kuchokera ku magwero onse pamwezi wodziwika bwino?
MK ____________________ pamwezi   KAPENA   ○ Sindingathe kuyerekezera
C1a. (Ngati wayankhayo sangathe kuyerekezera ndalama zonse, funsani ndalama za gwero lililonse) Pafupifupi banja lanu linkalandira ndalama zingati kuchokera ku gwero lililonse pamwezi wodziwika bwino m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
	Gwero la ndalama
	Ndalama pafupifupi pamwezi (MK)
	Sindingathe kuyerekezera

	Ulimi (kugulitsa mbewu)
	____________________
	☐

	Ganyu
	____________________
	☐

	Malonda ang’onoang’ono
	____________________
	☐

	Kugulitsa ziweto
	____________________
	☐

	Ndalama zochokera kwa achibale
	____________________
	☐

	Ndalama za SSRLP
	____________________
	☐

	Magwero ena
	____________________
	☐



C1b. (Wofunsa mafunso awerenge magwero a C1a amene apatsidwa): Ndalama zonse pamwezi zoyerekezedwa kuchokera ku magwero otchulidwa:
MK ____________________
C2. Kodi m’miyezi 12 yapitayi banja lanu linachita chilichonse mwa ntchito zotsatirazi?
(Sankhani zonse ndipo sonyezani ngati kuchedwa kwa malipiro kunakhudza ntchitoyo)
	Ntchito
	Munachita izi?
	Kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro kunali vuto pa ntchitoyi?

	Ulimi wa mvula
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Kuweta ziweto
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Ganyu
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Kuchita malonda ang’onoang’ono
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Usodzi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Kusunga ndalama mu gulu (VSLA/klabu)
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi

	Kugula ndi kugulitsa zokolola
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi



C3. Chiwerengero chonse cha ntchito zopezera moyo zomwe banja lanu linachita m’miyezi 12 yapitayi (wofunsa mafunso awerenge kuchokera ku C2):
____________________
C3a. Poganizira ntchito zomwe munachita m’miyezi 12 yapitayi, kodi panali ntchito zina zomwe mumafuna kuchita koma simunathe chifukwa chosowa ndalama kapena zipangizo?
○ Inde
○ Ayi
Ngati Inde, ndi ntchito ziti?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Ulimi (sanathe kugula zipangizo)
☐ Ziweto (sanathe kugula nyama kapena chakudya chake)
☐ Malonda ang’onoang’ono (sanathe kugula katundu)
☐ Gulu losunga ndalama (sanathe kupereka zopereka)
☐ Zina (fotokozani): ____________________
C3b. Pa ntchito iliyonse yomwe mwasankha pa C3a, kodi kusowa kwa ndalama kunali kogwirizana ndi kuchedwa kwa malipiro a SSRLP?
○ Inde, makamaka
○ Inde, pang’ono
○ Ayi
○ Sizikugwira ntchito
C4. Kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro a SSRLP kunakhudza kuthekera kwanu kogula zipangizo za ulimi zotsatirazi m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Mbewu
☐ Feteleza
☐ Mankhwala ophera udzu kapena tizilombo
☐ Antchito olembedwa
☐ Zida kapena zipangizo za ulimi
☐ Mayendedwe a zokolola
☐ Kuchedwa kwa malipiro sikunakhudze zipangizo za ulimi
☐ Sitimachita ulimi
C5. Kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro a SSRLP kunakhudza ntchito zanu za malonda kapena kugulitsa m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
○ Inde, kwambiri
○ Inde, pang’ono
○ Ayi
○ Tilibe ntchito ya malonda kapena kugulitsa
C6. Kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro a SSRLP kunakhudza kuthekera kwanu kopereka ku gulu losunga ndalama kapena kusunga ndalama m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
○ Inde, ndinaphonya zopereka chifukwa cha kuchedwa
○ Inde, ndinachepetsa zopereka chifukwa cha kuchedwa
○ Ayi, kuchedwa sikunakhudze zosunga zanga
○ Sindisunga ndalama kapena kukhala m’gulu losunga ndalama
GAWO D: Chitetezo cha Chakudya
Mafunso otsatirawa akukhudza mmene chakudya chinalili m’banja lanu m’masabata anayi (4) apitawa. Palibe yankho lolondola kapena lolakwika. Chonde yankhani mogwirizana ndi zimene zinachitikadi m’banja lanu.
Malangizo kwa Wofunsa Mafunso: Werengani funso lililonse ndi mayankho ake momwe alembedwera. Zungulirani yankho loyenera logwirizana ndi mmene wayankhira.
M’masabata anayi (masiku 28) apitawa:
D1. Kodi munali ndi nkhawa kuti banja lanu silingakhale ndi chakudya chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D2. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munalephera kudya mitundu ya zakudya zomwe mumakonda chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D3. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munangodya mitundu yochepa ya zakudya chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D4. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munadya zakudya zomwe simunafune kwenikweni kudya chifukwa panalibe zakudya zina zokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D5. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munadya chakudya chochepa kuposa momwe munkafunira chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D6. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munadya kangapo kochepa patsiku kuposa momwe munkafunira chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D7. Kodi panakhalapo nthawi yomwe m’banja lanu munalibe chakudya konse chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D8. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munagona usiku muli ndi njala chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
D9. Kodi inu kapena wina aliyense m’banja lanu munakhala tsiku lonse ndi usiku wonse osadya chilichonse chifukwa chakuti chakudya sichinali chokwanira?
○ Sizinachitike konse
○ Kawirikawiri ayi (ka 1–2)
○ Nthawi zina (ka 3–10)
○ Nthawi zambiri (kuposa ka 10)
HFIAS Score (wofunsa mafunso awerenge D1 mpaka D9 pambuyo pa mafunso):
____________________
(Muyeso: 0 = pali chitetezo cha chakudya; 27 = kusowa kwakukulu kwa chitetezo cha chakudya)
D10. M’maganizo mwanu, kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro anu a SSRLP kunapangitsa kuti chitetezo cha chakudya cha m’banja lanu chiipire m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
○ Inde, chinaipiratu kwambiri
○ Inde, chinaipirapo pang’ono
○ Palibe kusiyana
○ Ayi, tinatha kuthana nazo mwa njira zina
GAWO E: Katundu Wopindulitsa, Kutha Kupirira Mavuto, ndi Njira Zothanirana
Mafunso awa akukhudza katundu wa m’banja lanu komanso momwe munathana ndi mavuto pamene malipiro a SSRLP anachedwa.
Malangizo Osintha Mafunso: [Ngati E7 = Ayi kapena Sindikufuna kuyankha, siyani funso lokhudza ndalama za ngongole ndipo pitani ku Gawo F.]
E1. Kodi banja lanu lili ndi izi pano?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito ndipo lembani chiwerengero pafupifupi)
	Katundu
	Muli nazo?
	Chiwerengero pafupifupi

	Ng’ombe
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Mbuzi kapena nkhosa
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Nkhumba
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Nkhuku kapena ziweto zina za mbalame
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Khasu (limodzi kapena kupitirira)
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Mphanda (ox plough)
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Njinga
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Foni yam’manja
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Wailesi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Solar panel kapena nyali ya solar
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________

	Katundu kapena zida za bizinesi
	○ Inde  ○ Ayi
	____________________



E2. Poyerekeza ndi miyezi 12 yapitayi, kodi mungafotokoze bwanji za katundu wanu wopindulitsa (zida, ziweto, zipangizo)?
○ Tili ndi katundu wochuluka kuposa miyezi 12 yapitayi
○ Wakhalabe womwewo
○ Tili ndi katundu wochepa kuposa miyezi 12 yapitayi
E2a. M’maganizo mwanu, kodi kuchedwa kwa malipiro anu a SSRLP kunathandizira kusintha kulikonse kwa katundu wa banja lanu m’miyezi 12 yapitayi?
○ Inde, tinagulitsa kapena kutaya katundu chifukwa cha kuchedwa kwa malipiro
○ Inde, sitinathe kugula katundu tomwe tinkafuna
○ Ayi, kuchedwa sikunakhudze katundu wathu
○ Sitinakumane ndi kuchedwa
E3. Ngati banja lanu likadakhala ndi ndalama zosayembekezereka za MWK 5,000 lero (mwachitsanzo, chithandizo chamankhwala kapena vuto lina), mungathe kupeza ndalamazo mkati mwa sabata limodzi?
○ Ndithu
○ Mwina zingathekedi
○ Sizingatheke bwino
○ Zovuta kwambiri
○ N’zosatheka konse
E3a. M’miyezi 12 yapitayi, banja lanu likakumana ndi vuto la ndalama kapena ngozi ya chuma, munatha kukwaniritsa zosowa za chakudya ndi zina za m’nyumba popanda kuchepetsa chakudya kapena kugulitsa katundu?
○ Inde, nthawi zonse
○ Inde, nthawi zambiri
○ Nthawi zina
○ Kawirikawiri ayi
○ Ayi, sitinathe popanda kuchepetsa chakudya kapena kugulitsa katundu
E3b. Malipiro anu a SSRLP akachedwa, kodi zimatenga nthawi yayitali bwanji kuti banja lanu libwerere mwakale —ndiko kudya bwinobwino, kukwaniritsa zosowa zanthawi zonse, ndi kuyambiranso ntchito zanu?
○ Tinkabwerera mkati mwa sabata lomwelo
○ Tinkabwerera mkati mwa mwezi womwewo
○ Zinatenga mwezi umodzi mpaka iwiri
○ Zinatenga kuposa miyezi iwiri
○ Sitinabwerere bwinobwino mpaka pano
○ Malipiro sanachedwepo / sizikugwira ntchito
E3c. Kodi banja lanu lili ndi ndalama zosungidwa pano, mwina zandalama, mu gulu losunga ndalama, kapena mu Mobile Money, zomwe mungagwiritse ntchito pa vuto lozidzidzi?
○ Inde, zokwanira kukwaniritsa zosowa zoyambira za mwezi umodzi
○ Inde, koma zosakwana zosowa za mwezi umodzi
○ Palibe ndalama zosungidwa konse
(Wofunsa mafunso: sub-score ya E3 = avareji ya E3 [1–5], E3a [1–5], E3b [1–6], E3c [1–3 mosinthanitsa]).
Lembani sub-score pambuyo pa mafunso: ____________________
E4. M’miyezi 12 yapitayi, kodi banja lanu linakumana ndi mavuto (shocks) alionse mwa awa?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
☐ Matenda kapena imfa ya munthu wa m’banja
☐ Kulephera kwa mbewu kapena zokolola zochepa
☐ Kutaya ntchito kapena ganyu
☐ Chigumula kapena chilala
☐ Kuba kapena kutaya katundu
☐ Kukwera kwadzidzidzi kwa mitengo ya chakudya kapena zipangizo
☐ Palibe chilichonse mwa izi
E5. Malipiro anu a SSRLP akachedwa m’miyezi 12 yapitayi, kodi banja lanu linachita chilichonse mwa izi?
(Sankhani zonse zogwira ntchito)
(Malangizo kwa wofunsa mafunso: Werengani chinthu chilichonse. Ikani Inde kapena Ayi pa chinthu chilichonse. Ngati wayankhayo akunena kuti malipiro sanachedwepo, ikani Ayi konsekonse ndipo lembani “sanachedwepo” m’mbali.)
	Njira yothanirana
	Kodi banja lanu linachita izi malipiro atachedwa?

	Munachepetsa kuchuluka kwa zakudya patsiku
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munachepetsa kuchuluka kwa chakudya pa nthawi iliyonse yodyera
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munadya zakudya zotsika mtengo kapena zosafunika
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munagulitsa ziweto kapena katundu wina wopindulitsa
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munabwereka ndalama (kwa achibale, anzanu, kapena wobwereketsa ndalama)
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munatulutsa ndalama zosungidwa mu gulu kapena zanu zeni zeni
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi

	Munasiya mwana kupita kusukulu kwakanthawi
	☐ Inde  ☐ Ayi



Chiwerengero cha Njira Zothanirana Zosayenera (wofunsa mafunso awerenge mayankho a Inde, E5a mpaka E5g):
____________________
(Muyeso: 0 = palibe njira yothanirana yosayenera; 7 = njira zonse zosayenera zinagwiritsidwa ntchito)
E6. Ponseponse, kodi banja lanu linachira bwanji pambuyo pa malipiro a SSRLP ochedwa?
○ Linachira mwathunthu mkati mwa mwezi womwewo
○ Zinatenga mwezi umodzi mpaka iwiri kuti lichire
○ Zinatenga kuposa miyezi iwiri kuti lichire
○ Silinachirebe mwathunthu
○ Malipiro sanachedwepo, sizikugwira ntchito
E7. Kodi banja lanu lili ndi ngongole yomwe sinabwezedwe yokhudzana ndi nthawi imene malipiro anu a SSRLP anachedwa?
○ Inde
○ Ayi
○ Sindikufuna kuyankha
Ngati Inde: Ndalama za ngongole pafupifupi:
MK ____________________
GAWO F: Mafunso Otseguka Okhudza Zomwe Munakumana Nazo
Malangizo kwa Wofunsa Mafunso: Funsani funso lililonse ndipo lembani yankho la wayankhayo m’mawu ake enieni. Musafupikitse kapena kusintha tanthauzo. Lembani zonse zomwe akunena. Gwiritsani ntchito kumbuyo kwa pepala ngati pakufunika.
F1. Malipiro anu a SSRLP akachedwa, kodi banja lanu limayamba kuchita chiyani poyamba kuti lithane ndi vutolo?
  
F2. Ndi ntchito iti kapena chosowa chiti cha m’banja lanu chimakhudzidwa kwambiri pamene malipiro a SSRLP safika pa nthawi yake?
  
F3. Kodi nthawi zambiri mumadziwa bwanji kuti malipiro anu afika liti, ndipo kodi chidziwitso chimenecho ndi chodalirika mokwanira kuti muzitha kukonzekera?
 
F4. Kodi ndi kusintha kotani kumodzi komwe kungathandize kwambiri kuti malipiro a SSRLP aziperekedwa bwino kwa inu?
 
F5. Kodi pali china chilichonse chokhudza zomwe mwakumana nazo ndi malipiro a SSRLP chomwe mungafune kugawana?
 
Mafunso athera apa, zikomo kwambiri
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