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Preface

The Namibia Household Income and Expenditure Survey (NHIES 2003/2004) alternatively
known as Household Budget Survey, is the second of its kind to have been conducted in
independent Namibia after the NHIES 1993/94.

Budget surveys are specialized statistical frameworks for monitoring and evaluation of
socioeconomic policy performances on the one hand and on the other, instruments for updating
and re-basing of National Accounts and the Consumer Price Index (CPI). According to the
international best practices budget surveys should be undertaken at least once in three to five
years in order to ensure policy relevance. However, budget surveys are quite costly, due to
their coverage and other methodological requirements, which dictate that the data collection
should cover a full calendar year and meet regional dissaggregation by rural and urban areas.

The objectives of NHIES 2003/2004 are inter-alia to provide data for NDP 2 terminal review,
benchmark for NDP 3 formulation, provide data for the assessment of various policies on
poverty and income inequalities reduction and all these in pursuit of Vision 2030 goals.

The Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS) has applied the latest available techniques in the
processing of NHIES data mindful of burning policy demands for this data. A Preliminary
report from the NHIES was published in March 2006.

The present report is the main report from the NHIES. It provides a basic description of
the living conditions in Namibia concerning economic activity, housing and infrastructure,
possession of capital goods and property, economic standards as well as consumption and
expenditure patterns. The statistics are disaggregated by regions, urban and rural areas, sex of
head of households, main languages spoken in households, household composition, educational
attainment levels, economic activity and main source of income.

Due to resource constraints detailed poverty analysis were not accomplished and similarly
analysis of the data collected on household income.

The CBS has at this point anonymised the NHIES data set to enable other stakeholders to
access and add value to this data.

The Methodological report will be released shortly. This report will provide detailed description
of the survey.

I would like to thank the Swedish International Development Agency (SIDA), UNDP and
UNCEF for their technical and financial support to this survey. I would also like to thank the
responded households, government, the general public and the media.

Last but not least many thanks to the staff of the NPCS both permanent and casual who made
this survey a resounding success

/

Fanuel S.M Hangula
Government Statistician
Central Bureau of Statistics Windhoek, November 2006
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Executive summary

Executive summary

Background and overview (Chapter 1)

The main objective of the NHIES 2003/2004 is to comprehensively describe the levels of
living of Namibians using actual patterns of consumption and income, as well as a range
of other socio-economic indicators based on collected data. This survey was designed to
inform policy making at the national and regional levels within the context of the Second and
Third National Development Plans in support of monitoring and evaluation of Vision 2030
and the Millennium Development Goals. International reporting is yet another important
consideration.

The NHIES was designed to provide policy decision making with reliable estimates at
regional levels as well as to meet rural - urban disaggregation requirements, this had obvious
cost implications on a sample to be selected to meet this criteria. A representative sample
of about 11 thousand households was selected over a twelve month period consisting of 13
survey rounds excluding the post enumeration survey (PES).

Two questionnaires (Form 1 and Form 2) were administered to sampled households. While
the data collection methodology of the 1993/94 and 2003/04 NHIES have remained basically
the same there is however, a notable improvement in coverage, and additional questions were
added to the questionnaire for NHIES 2003/2004 in response to users grown identified needs
at the time. Furthermore in cases where additional collections are found to have serious
comparison implications between the two surveys, such limitations will be clearly pointed
out in the respective chapters.

Some methodological issues are partly discussed in Chapter 1 of this report, but are however
more exhaustively treated in the survey Methodological report.

The need to have relevant and timely budget survey data cannot be overstressed. The current
NHIES cycle of ten (10) years is extremely out of line with both national data requirements
and international best practices. Budget surveys are quite costly in comparison to other
conversional sample surveys, on account of duration and other cost considerations. The
NHIES 2003/2004 has so far cost approximately N$45 million of which about N$30
million has come from the government, N$13.7 million from SIDA and the rest from other
partners. The cost involved is understandably high, however the budget surveys being the
sole source of critical data for monitoring and evaluation of national development plans and
programmes, it has now been concluded that the NHIES will have a five years cycle instead
of the current ten years practice. This resolve addresses international recommendations on
budget surveys and meets international reporting requirements at the same time.

Central Bureau of Statistics i



1 Background and overview

1 Background and Overview

1.1 Introduction

This report presents basic salient findings of the NHIES 2003/2004 albeit in limited scope
in some respects. Firstly, the detailed analysis of some important themes such as poverty are
deferred on account of time and specialised skills input requirements.

Secondly, colleted data on income that will permit autonomous or independent determination
of income levels is similarly deferred. As a result, income estimates in this report are derived
as a mirror reflection of expenditure or consumption - a method universally accepted and
extensively used. It has been generally established with reasonable precision that data
directly collected from respondents on incomes has a tendency to under-estimate income
levels due to under-reporting.

Once analysis on income is carried out, results will be compared to the findings based on
the consumption method and the relationship will be established accordingly in this specific
case. It should be stressed that the above mentioned outstanding tasks are too enormous
to be left to the under-resourced CBS alone to accomplish. In fact, thanks to modern
techniques and information technology the Central Bureau of Statistics has anonymised the
current NHIES dataset and other related data sets to enable other players to have access and
to add value to the NHIES data. This practise is assuming prominence internationally.

As mentioned in the Executive Summary, the Namibia Household Income and Expenditure
Survey (NHIES) 2003/2004 was conducted by the Central Bureau of Statistics under the
Statistics Act No. 66 of 1976 and as was set out in the Strategic Plan of the Second National
Statistical Plan (NSP2). This is the second such survey that has been conducted in post
independent Namibia, following the first Namibia Household Income and Expenditure
Survey that was conducted in 1993/1994 (NHIES 1993/1994). The purpose of the
Methodological report is to serve as a technical guide to users and researchers on survey
methodology, definitions, methods, standards applied, etc.

1.2 Objectives

The main objective of the NHIES 2003/2004 is to describe the living conditions of
Namibians using actual patterns of consumption and income that obtained in Namibia
at the time, as well as a range of other social and economic indicators. This survey was
designed to inform policy making at the national and regional levels within the context of
the Second National Development Plan terminal review, provide benchmark data for the
Third National Development Plan formulation exercise and all these provide objective basis
for the achievement of Vision 2030 and the Millennium Development Goals monitoring and
evaluation.

Other specific objectives include: to provide information for poverty indicators and profiles,
to provide data on income distribution and differentials, to constitute a platform in order to
specify a set of basic economic and social welfare indicators to be monitored over time, to
obtain consumption and expenditure patterns and other data for the construction of a revised
basket and weights for consumer price indices, the data will also be used in the National
Accounts compilations, welfare and poverty studies and to cover international reporting.

Central Bureau of Statistics 1



1 Background and overview

1.3  Survey design and implementation

The target population of NHIES 2003/2004 was the private household population of Namibia.
The population living in institutions, such as hospitals, hostels, police barracks and prisons
were not covered in the survey. However, private households residing within institutional
settings were covered.

The sample design for the survey was a stratified two-stage probability sample, where the
first stage units were geographical areas designated as the Primary Sampling Units (PSUs)1
and the second stage units were the households. The first stage units were selected from
the sampling frame of PSUs and the second stage units were selected from a current list of
households within each selected PSU, which was compiled just before the interviews for the
survey.

PSUs were selected using probability proportional to size sampling coupled with the
systematic sampling procedure where the size measure was the number of households within
the PSU in the 2001 Population and Housing Census. The households were selected from
the current list of households using systematic sampling procedure.

The sample size was designed to achieve reliable estimates at the regional level
and for urban and rural areas within each region. The final sample consists of 10
920 households in 546 PSUs. The selected PSUs were randomly allocated to the 13
survey rounds.

Table 1.1
Distribution of sample PSUs and households by region and urban/rural areas
Sample PSUs Sample households Total number s .
Region of arf"’""g
Urban Rural Total Urban Rural Total households fraction, %

Caprivi 15 24 39 300 480 780 16 974 4.6
Erongo 26 13 39 520 260 780 27 555 2.8
Hardap 15 24 39 300 480 780 15147 5.1
Karas 20 19 39 400 380 780 15 655 5.0
Kavango 15 24 39 300 480 780 30 881 2.5
Khomas 52 13 65 1040 260 1300 58 590 2.2
Kunene 13 13 26 260 260 520 12 563 4.1
Ohangwena 13 26 39 260 520 780 36 015 2.2
Omaheke 13 13 26 260 260 520 12 548 4.1
Omusati 13 39 52 260 780 1040 38518 2.7
Oshana 20 32 52 400 640 1040 29 647 35
Oshikoto 13 39 52 260 780 1040 28 482 3.7
Otjozondjupa 18 21 39 360 420 780 25223 3.1
Namibia 246 300 546 4920 6000 10920 347 798 3.1

1.4 Estimation

Population figures were estimated by raising sample figures using sample weights. Sample
weights were calculated based on probabilities of selection at each stage. First stage weight
was calculated using the sample selection information from the sampling frame and the
second stage weight was based on sample selection information on the listing form. In the
second stage some households out of the selected 20 households in a PSU did not participate
in the survey due to refusals, non-contact or non-completion of interview, etc. The final
sample weight was the product of the first and the second stage weights.

2 Central Bureau of Statistics



1 Background and overview

For detailed estimation procedures and sampling errors refer to Appendix 3 and NHIES
Methodological Report.

1.5 Consultation with stakeholders

Consultations with major stakeholders and data consumers, including Directorate of
Development Planning of National Planning Commission Secretariat (NPCS), Ministries
of Health and Social Welfare, Agriculture, Water and Rural Development, Regional
and Local Government and Housing, Women and Child Welfare and Labour, as well as
organisations/agencies such as SIDA, NEPRU, UNAM, FAO and UNDP, among others,
took place in the form of workshops and meetings at which draft survey questionnaires were
explained, discussed and consensus reached on the information to be collected. However,
not all required information by the stakeholders could be incorporated in the questionnaires.
A major innovation in the survey, which emanated from the consultations, was to collect
weights and heights of household members (except of pregnant females) and quantities and
sources of foods consumed in the household. These results will be published separately.

1.6 Questionnaires, contents and manuals

The main survey instruments for data collection were the survey questionnaires and manuals.
Two questionnaires (Form 1 and Form 2) were developed for data collection in the survey.
Form 1, the household questionnaire collected individual information including age, sex,
education, etc. and household information, such as type of dwelling, assets, and details on
household expenditure and income.

Form 2, the Daily Record Book (DRB), was designed for recording, on a daily basis, all
households’ transactions during a survey round. Households were instructed to record
transactions, item by item, for all expenditures and receipts, including incomes and gifts
received or given out.

Manuals, which were prepared for the survey staff included the Interviewers’ Manual,
Listing Manual, Editing and Coding Manual and Supervisors’ and Field Administration
Manual. The Interviewers’ Manual, which was the main survey manual, explained survey
objectives, role of the interviewer, how to conduct the survey interview, how to handle
difficult situations and survey logistics. It also defined and explained key survey concepts
and gave instructions how to complete both Form 1 and Form 2 and how to check the
Forms in the field to ensure that correct data were collected.

Copies of all the Manuals and Questionnaires are included in the Methodological Report

1.7 Pilot survey

A pilot survey was taken in August /September 2002. The aim of the pilot survey was to test
the survey instruments, survey logistics and to find out the acceptability and understanding
of survey questions by the households. The information collected in the Pilot Survey was
evaluated and amendments to the questionnaires and manuals were made.

1.8 Field organization

Field organization of the main survey consisted of field teams operating within a region
under the regional supervisor/assistant regional supervisor. Each team consisted of a team
supervisor and 2 interviewers supported by a listing clerk for household listing. Listing
clerks also undertook editing and coding of the completed questionnaires in the regional
office. Field personnel were recruited from their own areas since they were familiar with the
terrain/locality and to facilitate interviews in local languages.

Central Bureau of Statistics 3



1 Background and overview

1.9 Training

Different training sessions were undertaken for survey staff before their deployment in the
field. The first training was the training of trainers (permanent staff from CBS and line
ministries) who, in turn, trained other field staff. Training of supervisors and listing clerks
was second and lastly the training of interviewers.

1.10 Survey publicity

The first activity in the field was to conduct publicity activities to make the community
aware of the survey and to solicit their cooperation. The media both printed and electronic
were used to inform the community about the survey. Councillors, chiefs, headmen and
business associations played a great role in informing their constituencies through meetings,
radio phone-in programs, etc.

Various publicity approaches were mounted, including posters, stickers, T-shirts, caps, radio
and personal contacts, in order to gain cooperation of the public. An introductory letter,
which explained the objectives of the survey, was also given to selected households before
the interviews.

1.11 Data collection
The NHIES 2003/2004 was conducted under the provisions of the Statistics Act 66 of 1976.

The fieldwork of the NHIES 2003/2004 started with the deployment of Regional Supervisors,
Assistant Regional Supervisors, Team Supervisors, Listing Clerks and Interviewers in all
thirteen administrative regions of Namibia. There were three major fieldwork activities:
pilot survey, undertaken in August /September 2002 , the main survey, which was undertaken
from 1 September 2003 to 29 August 2004, comprising of 13 survey rounds, and the Post
Enumeration Survey (PES) undertaken in October 2004. The main objective of the PES was
to serve as a quality check of the main survey.

Logistics for data collection included provision of vehicles, materials, equipment and
supplies to the field staff. About 60 vehicles were acquired for the survey, whereas additional
ones were leased from Government Garage and car rental firms. Survey equipment included
digital food portion scales (for measuring weights of food items consumed), jugs, height
metres, measuring boards and bathroom scales.

During the field data collection it was found that some of the householders were not able to
translate the readings from the digital scales and reported grams as kilograms. Furthermore,
there was a significant proportion of breakdown of scales leaving some households without
scales.

Some fraudulent activities were detected during the field data collection in the form of abuse
of vehicles (used for private purposes), stealing of fuel, etc.

1.12 Survey monitoring

Officials from the survey head office were in charge of making sure that the survey ran
smoothly with as little disruptions as possible to ensure good quality data from the field.
They were responsible for training field staff as well as giving guidance on pertinent matters
related to the survey.

To ensure quality of the data regular field monitoring visits were undertaken. The visits
helped to discuss problems related to completion of the forms with the field staff and the
respondents and to instruct them on the correct procedures while questionnaires were still
in the regions. Monitoring teams also conducted control interviews in the same households,
which had been covered by the interviewers, in addition to sitting in an interview to observe
how the interviewer conducted the interview.

4 Central Bureau of Statistics



1 Background and overview

1.13 Data processing

The questionnaires received from the regions were registered and counterchecked at the survey
head office. The data processing team consisted of programmers and data typists.

1.13.1 Data capturing

Data capturing process for the NHIES was undertaken in the following ways: Form 1
questionnaires were scanned while the Daily Record Books (DRB or form 2) were manually
entered.

In total, 10 907 questionnaires (Form 1), comprising around 400 questions each, were scanned
and close to one million transactions from the Form 2 (DRBs) were manually captured

1.13.2 Data cleaning

Data cleaning was carried out in two (2) phases:

* Verification: To ensure that the data from questionnaires (Form 1 and Form 3) were
correctly interpreted by the scanner.

* Consistency Checks: Various variables from different parts of the questionnaires
were compared and checked for consistency.

To facilitate the data cleaning process a large number of scripts were developed for retrieval of
scanning errors and inconsistencies in Form 1. Error lists were produced for verification and
corrections. The corrections and/or data updates were done using the “dbEdit” application.
The “DRB” application was used for corrections of the DRBs’ transactions.

In parallel with scripts for manual update, other scripts for automatic updates were developed
to update data directly in the databases without the need to print out an error list.

All these applications, such as “TranScan”, “DBEdit”, and “DRB” were in-house developed.

The main part of the data cleaning was carried out from January to December 2005. During
the work with the preliminary report and the tabulations for the main report some more errors
and inconsistencies were found and corrected. The final database for retrieval of results was
established at the end of June 2006.

1.13.3 Database design and contents

After the data were verified and cleaned in the production database (NHIES), a database
for tabulation and analysis was designed (NHIESOutput). It was especially adapted to
retrieval of data from various statistical software packages. A large number of SQL scripts
were developed to transfer data from NHIES to NHIESOutput. Value codes and labels were
unified and adapted for tabulation, household members and responding households were
defined, imputations were implemented where applicable, data covering other periods than
a year were annualised, derived variables were calculated, the Classification of Individual
Consumption by Purpose (COICOP), used for the daily household transactions, was updated,
consumption and non-consumption and income were defined. Finally, the sample weights
were calculated based on responding households and added to the database.

The output database covers all data recorded and captured. Data not presented in reports
published from NHIES 2003/2004 can be retrieved from the database on request.

1.13.4 Tabulation

For easy tabulation and presentation of data, a SuperCross database was created from the
output database in SQL. SuperChannel was used to build the database. SuperCross and
SuperChannel are part of a software package called SuperStar. All tables were produced in
SuperCross, well known for being fast, accurate and user friendly. The sample weights were
included in SuperCross and applied automatically when appropriate.

From SuperCross the tables were saved in Excel and customized. From Excel they were
compiled to the report.

Central Bureau of Statistics 5



1 Background and overview

All tables in the main report are stored as SuperCross tables, as Excel tables and as a Word
document together with other parts of the main report.

1.14 Definitions

Definitions of some basic concepts and/or indicators used in the report, are given below. Other
definitions are given in each respective chapter.

Urban area
Urban areas were defined as all proclaimed municipalities and towns in Namibia at the time
of the survey.

Household

Ahousehold is a person or group of persons, related or unrelated, who live together in the same
homestead/compound, but not necessarily in the same dwelling unit. They have a common
catering arrangement and are answerable to the same head.

Household member

Every week of the four weeks period of a survey round all persons in the household were asked
if they spent at least 4 nights of the week in the household.

Any person who spent at least 4 nights in the household was taken as having spent the whole
week in the household. To qualify as a household member a person must have stayed in the
household for at least two weeks out of four weeks. Only household members are included in
the population figures.

Responding household

A few households refused to take part in the survey and some other households were absent
during the survey round (refusals and non-contacts respectively). These households are
part of the non-response together with households from which the questionnaires were
incomplete. To qualify as a responding household a household must have at least one
household member (see above), recorded transactions in the DRB for at least 2 of the 4
weeks period of a survey round and at least some expenditures recorded in Form 1. Only
responding households are included in the results from the survey.

Head of household

The head of household is a person of either sex who is looked upon by other members of the
household as their leader or main decision maker.

Household composition
The composition is based on household members relation to head of household. The
households have been classified into five groups:

With head or head and spouse only (1)

With 1 child (2) no relatives

With 2+ children (3) no relatives

With relatives (4)

With non-relatives (5)

Categories of household composition

In the NHIES five main categories are used to describe the composition of households:

1 Only a head or a head and spouse in household, no children, relatives
or non-relatives

Persons under 1 + 1 child in household
Persons under 1 + more than 1 child in household
Persons under 1 or 2 or 3 plus relatives in household

(NN NS I )

Persons under 1 or 2 or 3 or 4 plus non-relatives in household

Children mean children in relation to head of household (son/daughter/stepchild/adopted
child).

6 Central Bureau of Statistics



1 Background and overview

Orphan hood
An orphan is defined as a child aged 0-17 years with one parent or no parents alive.

Households with orphans have at least 1 orphan living in the household. Households without
orphans have no orphans living in the household.

Main source of income

Main source of income is based on the answer given by the households to the question in Form
1 “What is the main source of income for this household?” The response is the household’s
own perception at the time of interview of which source of income contributes most to the
household.

Primary sampling unit

A primary sampling unit (PSU) is a geographical area, which was formed on the basis of the
population in enumeration areas (EAs) as reported in the 2001 Population and Housing Census
of Namibia.

Survey round

A survey round was a period of four weeks, during which each interviewer was expected to
complete Form 1 and administer Daily Record Books for 20 households selected from each
sample PSU.

Cco1corp

This is the acronym for Classification of Individual Consumption by Purpose. It is an
international standard classification of individual consumption expenditures, which is also
used by Price Statistics for collection of price data for construction of price indices.

Transaction

A transaction includes all payments made, gifts given out and all payments and gifts received
by the household. Receipts are treated as incomes and payments or receipts made or gifts
given as expenditures. Transactions also included consumption of/or gifts given out from own
production or from nature.

A transaction can either be in cash or in kind. Cash transactions include payments either cash
or cheque or through a bank transfer. In kind transaction is where no cash or cheque or bank
transfer is involved. Barter and consumption of own produce is also considered as in kind
transactions.

Amount
All amounts in this report are in current prices at the time of data collection.

Consumption

Consumption in this report is composed of annualised daily transactions from the daily
record book (DRB) and annual expenditures from the Form 1. The part from the DRB covers
mainly frequent transactions. All consumption of food and beverages are from the DRB. The
part from Form 1 includes mainly infrequent expenditures, which have a better coverage
in Form 1 than in the DRB. Expenditures from Forml are cash except for imputed rent
(estimated value of rent for free occupied or owned dwelling units), which is included in
consumption in kind.

Non-consumption

Non-consumption in this report is composed of annualised daily transactions from the daily
record book (DRB) and annual expenditures from the Form 1. Expenditure such as fines,
gifts given away, etc. have been included in this category.
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1.15 Coverage and response rate

1.15.1 Primary sampling units
All 546 sampled PSUs were covered. The following facts about the PSU coverage should be
noted.

In Ohangwena region it was not possible to interview one PSU because of administrative
boundary problem. This problem could not be solved in time hence a substitute PSU was
randomly selected

In Caprivi region random allocation of some of the PSUs to the survey rounds had to be
changed because of the flood situation in that area. They were covered later when the floods
subsided.

In Karas region interviewing started two weeks later for one PSU because of a delay in
getting the permit requirements to enter the area under NamDeb’s jurisdiction.

One PSU in Erongo region only seven (7) households were listed. Investigations revealed
that other households had emigrated. All 7 households were interviewed for the survey.

1.15.2 Household response rate

Total number of responding households and non-responding households and the reason for
non-response are shown below. Non-contacts and incomplete forms, which were rejected
due to a lot of missing data in the questionnaire, at 4.4% and 4,3%, respectively, formed the
largest part of non-response.
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1 Background and overview

At the regional level Erongo, Hardap, and Karas reported the lowest response rate and Oshana
and Oshikoto the highest.

Table 1.2

Household response rates
Response category Number/rate
Selected and responding households
Expected number of households in the sample 10 920
Shortfall of households in Erongo 13
Actual number of households in the sample 10 907
Number of responding households 9 801

Response rates

Response rate 90%
Non-response rate 10%
Of which: refusals 1.0%
non-contacts 4.4%
incomplete data 4.3%
other reason for non-response 0.4%
Table 1.3
Household response rates by region
Region Refusals Non-  Incomplete Other Responding All
contacts data reason households households
Caprivi 0.8 2.7 24 0.4 93.7 780
Erongo 3.8 6.5 17.3 1.2 711 767
Hardap 1.5 7.3 8.3 0.6 82.2 780
Karas 0.8 6.0 9.4 0.6 83.1 780
Kavango 0.3 5.5 21 0.6 91.5 780
Khomas 1.9 5.4 3.2 0.3 89.2 1300
Kunene 0.2 5.2 2.7 0.0 91.9 520
Ohangwena 0.1 4.4 26 0.0 92.9 780
Omaheke 0.2 2.3 23 0.0 95.2 520
Omusati 0.7 3.4 25 0.7 92.8 1040
Oshana 0.6 1.5 1.1 0.2 96.6 1040
Oshikoto 0.1 3.0 1.0 0.0 96.0 1040
Otjozondjupa 0.9 4.6 4.2 0.4 89.9 780
Namibia 1.0 4.4 4.3 0.4 89.9 10 907
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1.16 Quality

1.16.1 Comparison with the post enumeration survey

In NHIES 2003/2004 a post enumeration survey (PES) was conducted after the main survey
in October 2004. The purpose was to evaluate the quality of the main survey. The results
from the main survey have been compared to the results from the PES.

Part 1.12 above detailed efforts, which were put in place to ensure, that reliable data were
collected during field data collection. In order to evaluate the survey, in terms of coverage
and quality, the PES or Survey Round 14 was conducted using headquarter staff as regional
supervisors, and the best of team supervisors and interviewers. The same survey questionnaires
used in the main survey were also used in the PES to allow for comparisons.

A selection was made of PSUs for each region from the PSUs covered in rounds 1 to 7 of the
main survey. The interviewers were instructed to interview the same households in the PES
as those interviewed in the main survey. There were cases where not all households, which
were interviewed in the main survey, could be interviewed in the PES. Reasons given for the
non-response were deaths (mainly of single person households) and households which had
moved away. In case of split households the remaining part still in the PSU was interviewed.
Care was exercised to avoid interviewing new households occupying same premises as the
households previously interviewed.

The results of the PES were compared to the main survey, household by household.
Three tests were conducted. In the case of Form 1 comparison was made of total annual
expenditure of major consumption items. The results shown in Table 1.4 show a very close
agreement between total expenditures derived from the main survey and the PES. An exact
agreement would have given a ratio of 1.0 in the last column.

Table 1.4
Comparison between main survey and PES of total expenditure by main expenditure
items

Expenditure item Main Survey PES PESS(JT:‘:;
Actual rent 247 068 278 556 1.1
Imputed rent 3 258 360 2936 076 0.9
Clothing and footwear 1761751 1586 494 0.9
Health 471 224 399 308 0.8
Transport 3316710 3681559 1.1
Communication 714 045 748 781 1.0

Two tests were carried out using the DRB data. First, comparison was made between the
total numbers of transactions of major consumption expenditure items, mainly food. Second,
comparison was made of the reported expenditure of these items. The results, shown in
Table 1.5, also show a close agreement between the number of transactions and total
expenditures collected in the main survey versus the PES. Only firewood showed significant
differences.
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Table 1.5
Comparison between main survey and PES of the number of transactions and their
expenditures

Item Transaction Expenditure
Main PES PES/Main Main PES PES/Main
survey Survey survey Survey
Food 45799 46 761 1.0 7 169 405 6 433 207 0.9
Mahangu, total 4558 5550 1.2 806 416 876 031 1.1
In kind 4302 5387 1.3 720 548 817 838 1.1
Cash 256 163 0.6 86 868 58 193 0.7
Maize meal 1702 1314 0.8 675012 508 159 0.8
Bread 3909 4038 1.0 292 199 295 026 1.0
Rice 762 622 0.8 122 840 95743 0.8
Beef 1607 1514 0.9 490 209 510 201 1.0
Chicken 799 668 0.8 260 894 201 651 0.8
Fresh Milk 1910 1612 0.8 444 062 248 784 0.6
Beer/ales/cider 612 597 1.0 147 648 150 839 1.0
Local home made 875 1586 1.6 67 906 63 340 0.9

brew

Firewood 2484 7 281 2.9 244 479 684 589 2.8

1.16.2 Comparison with Census 2001

Comparison between this survey and the 2001 Namibia Population and Housing Census
shows some small variations in population numbers owing to differences in applied methods
of data collection in both surveys. The census counted population and households referring to
a specific reference night while the NHIES 2003/2004 used a moving reference period. Any
person who spent at least 4 nights in the household in any week of the four week period of
the survey round was taken as having spent the whole week in the household. To qualify as a
household member a person would have stayed in the household for at least two weeks out of
four weeks.

Also, most of the population statistics published from the Census comprise the whole
population of Namibia, that is both household and institutional populations, whereas only
private household population is included in the NHIES.

Another reason for variations between the survey and census is that the NHIES is a sample
survey subject to sampling errors whereas the Census is a total count.

1.16.3 Comparison with NHIES 1993/1994

Surveys conducted with 10 years intervals are not completely comparable. Methodology
changes over time and improvements are introduced based on experiences from previous
surveys to present more reliable results. In the following analysis some main differences are
clarified to facilitate interpretation of results from NHIES 2003/2004.

The main differences between this survey and the previous survey conducted 1993/1994, are
the following:

* The sample comprises more than double as many households (10 920 households
2003/2004 compared to 4 752 households 1993/1994) and gives more accurate
estimates. It also allows for a more detailed break down of results to urban/rural areas
at regional levels.
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e Experiences from NHIES 1993/1994 have been used to improve NHIES 2003/2004
as for methodology and coverage. Especially when it comes to reported consumption
and income a special effort has been made to improve estimation methods and a larger
number of annual expenditures have been collected in 2003/2004.

* To qualify as a household member a person would have stayed in the household at
least two weeks of a four weeks period. In 1993/1994 a person qualified as a household
member having stayed at least one week of a four weeks period.

*  Modern technology has been used for data processing and data cleaning.

The effects of changed methodologies and better coverage are difficult to separate from actual
development when the two surveys are compared. Therefore, as a general rule the reader is
urged to treat observed changes over time between the two surveys as more indicative of
direction rather than as precise estimates.

1.17 The structure of the report

The report is structured in chapters and thematic sections. Appendices are included in the last
chapter. Some basic demographic and economic indicators are used throughout the report to
illustrate living conditions for groups of households in Namibia. Some of these indicators are
defined in this chapter, see section 1.14. Indicators for a specific theme is described in the
chapters where they occur.

In general, data “not stated” (partial non-response) is omitted in the tables because the number
is small and it does not affect the analysis of the results. This means that figures and percentages
will not always sum up to the totals presented in the tables. Normally data not stated is built up
by households having not given answer to a specific question in the survey.

Detailed tables are included in appendix 1 and 2 to this report. Some variables are grouped.
The sub groups that build up the groups are specified in appendix 5.
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Administrative regions of Namibia

Ohangwena

Kavango
Oshikoto

Otjozondjupa

Omaheke

Central Bureau of Statistics

—

Estimated number of

households
Caprivi
Erongo
Hardap
Karas
Kavango
Khomas
Kunene
Ohangwena
Omaheke
Omusati
Oshana
Oshikoto
Otjozondjupa
Namibia
Urban

Rural

18 607
27713
16 365
15 570
32 354
64 918
13 365
37 854
13 347
39248
31759
31871
28 707
371678
150 533
221 145
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2 Demographic characteristics

2 Demographic characteristics

The NHIES has collected data on demographic characteristics of the household population
such as age at last birthday, sex, relationship to head of household, marital status, survivorship
of parents and citizenship. In this chapter these variables are used to describe the demographic
profile of Namibian households. Moreover, throughout this report the demographic variables
are used to disaggregate survey results, for example on levels of income and consumption,
access to services and ownership of assets. Disaggregating is important because it means
going beyond the averages to look at how the survey results differ between various groups of
households, i.e. between male and female headed households, urban and rural households and
different language groups.

2.1 Households and population

There were an estimated 1 830 000 people in Namibia during the time of the survey and an
estimated 371 678 households (Table 2.1). A total of 65 per cent of the population and close
to 60 per cent of the households lived in the rural areas, whereas 35 per cent of the population
and just under 41 per cent of the households lived in the urban areas. Khomas is the home
of 14 per cent of the total population and thus the country’s most populated region. It is also
home to the largest share of households, 18 per cent in all. Ohangwena Omusati, Oshikoto and
Oshana regions are home to 44 per cent of the total population. With 3 per cent, Omaheke has
the lowest share of the total population.

60 per cent of the population and 52 per cent of the households live in the northern regions
(Caprivi, Kavango, Ohangwena, Omusati, Oshana and Oshikoto).

The average household size in Namibia is 4.9 persons. On average rural households are larger
than urban households, 5.4 compared to 4.2 persons per household. Erongo has the lowest
average household size of 3.6 persons. Kavango, Ohangwena and Omusati have the highest
household sizes of 6.4, 6.3 and 5.7, respectively.

The national average household size has decreased from 5.7 persons since the previous survey
in 1993/94 (Figure 2.1). The decline has been particularly marked in rural areas.
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Table 2.1
Households and population by region and urban/rural areas
Region Households Population Average
household
Number % Number % size
Caprivi 18 607 5.0 86 437 47 46
Erongo 27713 75 99 013 5.4 3.6
Hardap 16 365 44 68 194 37 4.2
Karas 15 570 4.2 62 465 34 4.0
Kavango 32354 8.7 208441 114 6.4
Khomas 64918 175 258504  14.1 4.0
Kunene 13 365 3.6 61647 3.4 4.6
Ohangwena 37 854 10.2 236 748 12.9 6.3
Omaheke 13 347 36 56 037 3.1 4.2
Omusati 39248 106 225405 123 5.7
Oshana 31759 8.5 170 190 9.3 5.4
Oshikoto 31871 8.6 172 636 9.4 5.4
Otjozondjupa 28 707 7.7 124 283 6.8 43
Namibia 371678 100 1830 000 100 4.9
Urban 150533 405 634322 347 4.2
Rural 221145 595 1195677  65.3 5.4
Figure 2.1

Average household size by urban/rural areas, 1993/1994-2003/2004

7 O 1993/94
W 2003/04 _

Namibia Urban Rural

2.2 Population by age and sex

At the time of the survey there were an estimated 1 562 people in Namibia aged 95 years and
over, and 238 922 were under 5 years (Table 2.2.1). More than half, 51 per cent, of Namibians
were under the age of 20 compared to 12 per cent over 50 years. The sex ratio indicates that
there are more females than males in the Namibian population. The ratio for Namibia is 91,
which means that there are 91 males for every 100 females. The sex ratio is generally lower in
the older age groups, an indication that survivorship of females is higher than that of males. In
other words, life expectancy for males is lower.
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Table 2.2.1
Population by sex and age group
Age group Female Male Both sexes Sex ratio
Number % Number % Number %
00-04 119666 125 119255 137 238922 131 99.7
05-09 124203  13.0 122392 14.0 246596 135 98.5
10-14 122 391 12.8 121994  14.0 244385 134 99.7
15-19 107285 11.2 97722 1.2 205006 11.2 91.1
20-24 92 099 9.6 83 565 9.6 175 664 9.6 90.7
25-29 78 752 8.2 67 859 7.8 146 611 8.0 86.2
30-34 62 448 6.5 58 027 6.7 120 475 6.6 92.9
35-39 53 741 5.6 44 585 5.1 98 326 5.4 83.0
40-44 46 396 4.8 33 381 3.8 79777 44 71.9
45-49 32526 34 26742 3.1 59 268 3.2 82.2
50-54 27 978 2.9 23 039 2.6 51018 2.8 82.3
55-59 18 797 2.0 17 879 21 36 676 2.0 95.1
60-64 19 383 20 15715 1.8 35098 1.9 81.1
65-69 15022 1.6 11 204 1.3 26 226 1.4 74.6
70-74 11623 1.2 10 048 1.2 21671 1.2 86.5
75-79 9097 0.9 7 049 0.8 16 146 0.9 77.5
80-84 8 865 0.9 4675 0.5 13 540 0.7 52.7
85-89 4534 0.5 3158 0.4 7692 0.4 69.7
90-94 1850 0.2 731 0.1 2581 0.1 395
95+ 977 0.1 585 0.1 1562 0.1 59.9
Not stated 1031 0.1 1730 0.2 2761 0.2 -
Total 958 664 100 871 336 100 1830000 100 90.9

The population in rural areas is generally younger than the population in urban areas (Table
2.2.2 and Table 2.2.3). In rural areas, 56 per cent of the population is under 20 years of age
compared to 42 per cent in urban areas. Rural areas also have a larger share of persons aged 75
years or older, 3 per cent for rural areas and less than 1 per cent for urban areas. On the other
hand, urban areas have a larger population in the working ages 15-59 years than rural areas, 65
and 47 per cent, respectively. In urban areas there are considerably more males than females
in age groups ranging from 45-59 years, which is a reflection of the migration of job-seeking
males to the urban areas.
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Table 2.2.2
Population in urban areas by sex and age group
Age group Female Male Both sexes Sex ratio
Number % Number % Number %
00-04 33669 10.2 33 631 111 67300 10.6 99.9
05-09 35086 10.6 31208 10.3 66293 105 88.9
10-14 35669 10.8 32947 108 68616 10.8 92.4
15-19 35297 107 27 759 9.1 63 056 9.9 78.6
20-24 39895 121 34826 115 74720 11.8 87.3
25-29 39499 120 33876 111 73 375 11.6 85.8
30-34 30 421 9.2 29 483 9.7 59 905 9.4 96.9
35-39 25714 7.8 23124 7.6 48 839 7.7 89.9
40-44 17 912 5.4 17 361 5.7 35273 5.6 96.9
45-49 12 539 3.8 13712 4.5 26 252 41 109.4
50-54 9222 2.8 10 497 3.5 19719 3.1 113.8
55-59 5026 1.5 5761 1.9 10 786 1.7 114.6
60-64 3765 11 3877 1.3 7642 1.2 103.0
65-69 2 569 0.8 2 557 0.8 5126 0.8 99.6
70-74 1392 0.4 1373 0.5 2765 0.4 98.7
75-79 858 0.3 926 0.3 1784 0.3 107.8
80-84 737 0.2 317 0.1 1055 0.2 43.0
85-89 313 0.1 223 0.1 537 0.1 71.3
90-94 161 0.0 62 0.0 223 0.0 38.7
95+ 109 0.0 64 0.0 174 0.0 58.7
Not stated 405 0.1 478 0.2 883 0.1 -
All ages 330 258 100 304 065 100 634 322 100 92.1
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Table 2.2.3

Population in rural areas by sex and age group

Age group Female Male Both sexes Sex ratio

Number % Number % Number %

00-04 85998 13.7 85624 151 171622 144 99.6
05-09 89117 142 91 185 16.1 180302 151 102.3
10-14 86722 13.8 89 047 15.7 175770 14.7 102.7
15-19 71988 11.5 69 962 12.3 141950 11.9 97.2
20-24 52 204 8.3 48739 8.6 100944 84 93.4
25-29 39 254 6.2 33983 6.0 73237 6.1 86.6
30-34 32 027 5.1 28 543 5.0 60 570 5.1 89.1
35-39 28 026 45 21 461 3.8 49487 441 76.6
40-44 28 485 4.5 16 020 2.8 44 504 3.7 56.2
45-49 19 986 3.2 13 030 23 33016 2.8 65.2
50-54 18 757 3.0 12 542 2.2 31299 26 66.9
55-59 13771 2.2 12118 21 25 889 2.2 88.0
60-64 15618 2.5 11 838 21 27 456 2.3 75.8
65-69 12 453 2.0 8 647 15 21100 1.8 69.4
70-74 10 231 1.6 8675 1.5 18906 1.6 84.8
75-79 8 239 1.3 6123 1.1 14 362 1.2 74.3
80-84 8128 1.3 4 358 0.8 12 485 1.0 53.6
85-89 4220 0.7 2935 0.5 7155 0.6 69.5
90-94 1689 0.3 669 0.1 2358 0.2 39.6
95+ 867 0.1 521 0.1 1388 0.1 60.1
Not stated 627 0.1 1251 0.2 1878 0.2 -
All ages 628 406 100 567 271 100 1195677 100 90.3

An estimated 98 per cent of the total population are Namibian citizens (Table 2.2.4). Less than
2 per cent of the population, have other citizenship, among them Angolan, Zambian and South

African.
Table 2.2.4
Population by sex and citizenship
Citizenship Female Male Both sexes
Number % Number % Number %
Namibia 946 112 98.7 854271 98.0 1800383 98.4
Angola 4123 04 5426 0.6 9549 0.5
Botswana 109 0.0 109 0.0 217 0.0
South Africa 2305 0.2 2127 0.2 4432 02
Zambia 1649 0.2 3337 0.4 4986 0.3
Zimbabwe 747 0.1 1734 0.2 2481 0.1
Other SADC 662 0.1 590 0.1 1252 0.1
Other Africa countries 264 0.0 733 0.1 997 0.1
All other countries 2425 0.3 2 896 0.3 5321 03
Not stated 269 0.0 112 0.0 381 0.0
Total 958 664 100 871336 100 1830000 100
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2.3 Households

In Namibia 59 per cent of households are headed by males and 41 per cent by females. In the
survey the head of household is a person of either sex who is looked upon by other members
of the household as their leader or main decision maker. A larger proportion of households
in urban areas are headed by males, 62 per cent compared to 38 per cent headed by females.
Ohangwena and Oshana are the only regions where more than half of the households are
headed by females. Omaheke, Karas and Hardap have the highest percentage of male headed
households with 72, 71 and 70 per cent, respectively.

Table 2.3.1
Households by sex of head of household, region and urban/rural areas
Region Female Male Both sexes
Number % Number % Number %
Caprivi 9281 499 9311 500 18607 100
Erongo 8993 325 18720 67.5 27713 100
Hardap 4927 301 11438 69.9 16365 100
Karas 4504 289 11066 71.1 15570 100
Kavango 10852 335 21420 66.2 32354 100
Khomas 21932 338 42986 66.2 64918 100
Kunene 6133 459 7231 541 13365 100
Ohangwena 19930 52.6 17857 472 37854 100
Omaheke 3661 27.4 9646 723 13347 100
Omusati 19448 49.6 19093 48.6 39248 100
Oshana 15956 50.2 15683 494 31759 100
Oshikoto 15382 483 16036 50.3 31871 100
Otjozondjupa 9453 329 19221 67.0 28707 100
Namibia 150 451  40.5 219709 59.1 371678 100
Urban 56 671 37.6 93803 623 150533 100
Rural 93781 424 125905 56.9 221145 100

In the NHIES, households were asked which language is mainly spoken in the household.
The results show that 49 per cent of households, representing 52 per cent of the population,
use Oshiwambo as the main language spoken (Table 2.3.2). Nama/Damara, Afrikaans and
Rukavango are spoken in 9-11 per cent of the households. Smaller proportions of households
use other Namibian languages. Households where Rukavango or Khoisan is mainly spoken
have a larger average size with 6.2 and 5.6 persons per household. In households where the
main language spoken is German the average size is only 2.5 persons.

Households, where the main language spoken is Oshiwambo, have increased from 44 per
cent in 1993/1994 to 49 per cent in this survey (Figure 2.3). Households where the main
language spoken is Nama/Damara, Afrikaans and German have declined since 1993/1994.
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Table 2.3.2
Households and population by main language spoken in the household
. Households Population Average
Main
Language househ?ld
Number % Number % size
Khoisan 4 967 1.3 28039 1.5 5.6
Caprivi languages 19 664 5.3 90053 4.9 4.6
Otjiherero 32686 8.8 148990 8.1 4.6
Rukavango 34 748 9.3 215082 11.8 6.2
Nama/Damara 42484 114 192281 10.5 4.5
Oshiwambo 181395 48.8 950 381 51.9 5.2
Setswana 1479 0.4 5668 0.3 3.8
Afrikaans 39374 10.6 149196 8.2 3.8
German 4 005 1.1 9993 0.5 2.5
English 6 889 1.9 22969 1.3 3.3
Other European 1768 0.5 7580 04 4.3
Other African 627 0.2 2043 041 3.3
Other 138 0.0 472 0.0 34
Not stated 1452 0.4 7252 04 5.0
Total 371678 100 1830000 100 4.9
Figure 2.3.2

Households by main language spoken in the household, 1993/1994-2003/2004

English
German
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In 48 per cent of the Namibian households the head of the household lives with relatives
(Table 2.3.3). In 18 per cent of households the head lives alone or with a spouse and with 2
or more children, but no other relatives. In 16 per cent of households the head lives alone or
with a spouse but no other persons in the household.

In rural areas, 53 per cent of households live with relatives compared to 41 per cent in urban
areas. On the other hand, in urban areas the head lives alone or with just a spouse in 21 per
cent of the households compared to 14 per cent in rural areas. It is estimated that 23 per
cent of households have one or more orphans living in the household (an orphan is defined
as a person 0-17 years old who has lost one or both parents). The proportion of households
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with orphans is more than double in rural areas compared to urban areas, 13 and 30 per cent,
respectively.

It should be noted that it is not possible to estimate the total number of orphans using the NHIES
because the survey only included private households and not institutions such as orphanages,
hospitals and prisons. The 2001 Household and Population Census, which included such
institutions, estimated close to 88 000 orphans nation-wide.

Table 2.3.3

Households by urban/rural areas, household composition and orphan hood
Household composition Urban Rural Namibia
Orphanhood Number % Number % Number %
With head or head & spouse only 30895 20.5 30180 13.6 61075 164
With 1 child no relatives 14 838 9.9 13780 6.2 28 617 7.7
With 2+ children no relatives 27802 185 39397 178 67 199  18.1
With relatives 61281 40.7 116943 529 178223  48.0
With non-relatives 15716 104 20 847 9.4 36 564 9.8
Total 150 533 100 221145 100 371678 100
Orphan hood

Households without orphans 130725 86.8 154 575 69.9 285300 76.8
Households with orphans 19807 13.2 66 571  30.1 86378 23.2

In the survey 77 per cent of households have no orphans. In 15 per cent of the households,
25 per cent or less of all household members are orphaned (Table 2.3.4). In 7 per cent of
households between 26 and 50 per cent of household members are orphaned and in 1 per cent
of households more than half the members are orphaned. The regions of Kavango and Caprivi
have the highest share of households with 26 per cent or more of all household members
orphaned.

Table 2.3.4
Households by percentage of orphans in the household,
region and urban/rural areas

Region Percentage of orphans
0 125 26-50  >50 Total T0tal number of
households

Per cent of households
Caprivi 69.8 15.0 11.5 3.7 100 18 607
Erongo 917 438 3.2 0.4 100 27713
Hardap 86.0 8.9 4.2 0.9 100 16 365
Karas 88.8 7.8 3.0 0.3 100 15570
Kavango 66.4 18.1 12.2 3.2 100 32 354
Khomas 89.8 6.4 3.4 0.5 100 64 918
Kunene 86.3 8.6 4.1 1.1 100 13 365
Ohangwena 60.1 26.7 11.0 22 100 37 854
Omaheke 86.5 9.4 3.6 0.5 100 13 347
Omusati 64.5 22.3 11.2 2.0 100 39 248
Oshana 66.6 20.5 10.9 2.0 100 31759
Oshikoto 66.2 23.8 8.5 1.4 100 31871
Otjozondjupa 89.9 6.6 3.1 0.4 100 28 707
Namibia 76.8 14.5 7.3 1.4 100 371678
Urban 86.8 8.0 4.4 0.7 100 150 533
Rural 69.9 19.0 9.2 1.9 100 221145
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It is estimated that 68 per cent of female headed households have no orphans in the
household compared to 83 per cent of male headed households (Table 2.3.5). More than
half the members of the household are orphaned in 3 per cent of female headed households
compared to less than 1 per cent in male headed households. This difference is also
pronounced when comparing urban and rural areas.

Table 2.3.5
Households by percentage of orphans, urban/rural areas
and sex of head of household

Urban/rural Percentage of orphans
Sex of head 0 125 2650 >50 Total ot numberof
households
Per cent of households
Urban
Female 79.8 9.9 8.6 1.7 100 56 671
Male 91.1 6.9 1.8 0.2 100 93 803
Total 86.8 8.0 44 07 100 150 533
Rural
Female 60.3 217 145 35 100 93 781
Male 76.8 171 54 07 100 125 905
Total 69.9 19.0 9.2 1.9 100 221 145
Namibia
Female 67.7 173 12.3 2.8 100 150 451
Male 829 127 39 05 100 219709
Total 76.8 145 73 14 100 371678

Central Bureau of Statistics 23



2 Demographic characteristics

24 Central Bureau of Statistics



3 Education

3 Education

This chapter describes the results from the NHIES on levels of education in the households.
Households were asked to report on ability to read and write, school attendance and highest
level of educational attainment for all persons six years and above. Those who answered
that they had never been to school are included in the group “No formal education”. Tertiary
education includes university, post standard 10/grade 12 education and teacher training. The
results show that the vast majority of the Namibian population are literate and have attended
school. The results reveal an evolution in the availability of educational services with larger
shares of younger age groups found to be literate and have some kind of formal schooling
compared to older age groups. While sex differences are small the regional differences are
significant, and the rural areas are lagging behind the urban areas when it comes to literacy,
school attendance and educational attainment.

3.1 Literacy

In the survey literate persons are defined as those who answered “yes” to the question if
they could read and write with understanding in any language. According to this definition,
83 per cent of the population 15 years and above are classified as literate, and 17 per cent
are not literate (Table 3.1.1). The difference between males and females at national level is
insignificant. However, there are large differences in literacy levels between the regions.
In Khomas and Erongo, 96 and 95 per cent, respectively of the population is literate. In
Omaheke and Kunene the percentages are 63 and 66, respectively. In the regions of Kavango,
Caprivi and Kunene the literacy of males is higher than that of females, while in Oshikoto
the percentage of literate females is higher than that of literate males.

Table 3.1.1
Population aged 15+ by sex, literacy, region and urban/rural areas
Region Literacy %
Female Male Both sexes

Lite- Not Lite- Not Lite- Not

rate literate Total rate literate Total rate literate Total Population
Caprivi 75.9 241 100 83.8 16.2 100 79.5 20.5 100 52015
Erongo 95.5 4.5 100 94.6 5.0 100 95.0 4.8 100 70 032
Hardap 81.8 18.1 100 81.1 18.7 100 814 18.4 100 42 821
Karas 90.9 8.9 100 91.7 8.2 100 91.3 8.6 100 41622
Kavango 69.9 30.1 100 827 17.3 100 75.6 244 100 113 985
Khomas 96.2 3.8 100 95.1 438 100 95.7 43 100 186 547
Kunene 63.7 36.3 100 68.7 31.3 100 66.0 34.0 100 35405
Ohangwena 76.1 23.9 100 76.7 23.2 100 76.4 23.6 100 123 425
Omaheke 64.0 36.0 100 627 37.1 100 63.3 36.6 100 34 627
Omusati 82.4 17.5 100 81.8 18.2 100 82.1 17.8 100 123 809
Oshana 89.3 10.7 100 89.3 10.7 100 89.3 10.7 100 100 992
Oshikoto 84.4 15.6 100 79.8 20.2 100 825 17.5 100 96 599
Otjozondjupa 74.4 25.4 100 74.6 25.4 100 74.5 254 100 75 457
Namibia 82.4 17.5 100 84.0 15.9 100 83.2 16.8 100 1097 336
Urban 934 6.6 100 94.2 5.8 100 93.8 6.2 100 431 231
Rural 75.7 243 100 7741 22.8 100 76.3 23.6 100 666 105

The NHIES results reveal that 93 per cent of the population aged 15-24 is literate (Table
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3.1.2), which is higher than for the population as a whole. In this age group literacy is slightly
higher for females than for males. Literacy rates are highest in Khomas and Erongo (98%). In
Omaheke, Kunene and Otjozondjupa, 24, 18 and 14 per cent, respectively of the population
15-24 years are not literate.

Table 3.1.2

Population aged 15-24 by sex, literacy, region and urban/rural areas

Region Literacy %
Female Male Both sexes

Lite- Not Lite- Not Lite- Not

rate literate Total rate literate Total rate literate Total Population
Caprivi 90.1 9.9 100 88.7 11.3 100 894 10.6 100 21 261
Erongo 98.3 1.7 100 97.0 24 100 97.6 21 100 20513
Hardap 96.1 3.9 100 94.6 5.4 100 954 4.6 100 11 482
Karas 97.8 1.9 100 96.2 3.8 100 97.1 2.8 100 10 886
Kavango 89.7 10.3 100 95.2 4.8 100 92.1 7.9 100 46 647
Khomas 99.1 0.9 100 96.5 35 100 97.9 21 100 54 641
Kunene 81.2 18.8 100 83.8 16.2 100 824 17.6 100 11 526
Ohangwena 95.2 4.8 100 87.9 12.0 100 917 8.3 100 49788
Omaheke 78.8 21.2 100 722 27.0 100 75.5 241 100 10 053
Omusati 97.7 2.3 100 917 8.3 100 94.6 5.4 100 46 901
Oshana 98.8 1.2 100 947 53 100 97.0 3.0 100 37 338
Oshikoto 96.7 3.3 100 87.2 12.8 100 91.9 8.1 100 36 647
Otjozondjupa 86.7 12.7 100 83.8 16.2 100 854 14.2 100 22987
Namibia 94.4 5.6 100 91.3 8.7 100 929 7.0 100 380 670
Urban 97.7 22 100 96.8 3.1 100 97.3 2.6 100 137 777
Rural 92.4 7.6 100 884 11.6 100 90.4 9.5 100 242 893

3.2 School attendance

School attendance in Namibia is compulsory for children aged 6 to 13. According to the
NHIES, 85 per cent of all persons aged 6 and above reported that they have attended some
kind of formal schooling, and 15 per cent have never been to school (Table 3.2.1). Among
those aged between 6 and 16 years, 10 per cent reported that they have never been to
school. There are only minor differences in school attendance between the sexes. It should
be noted that these results relate only to whether or not the person has attended school, the
next section 3.3 in this chapter includes results on educational attainment.
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Table 3.2.1
Population aged 6+ by school attendance, sex and age group
Sex School attendance %
Age group Has been Never been Total
to school toschool % Number
Female
6-16 90.7 9.1 100 263 561
17+ 82.4 17.5 100 547 480
Total 6+ 85.1 14.8 100 811 041
Male
6-16 88.1 11.6 100 258 240
17+ 82.3 17.5 100 466 272
Total 6+ 84.4 15.4 100 724 512
Both sexes
6-16 89.4 10.3 100 521 801
17+ 82.3 17.5 100 1013 752
Total 6+ 84.7 15.1 100 1535 553

Differences in school attendance are greater at regional levels (Table 3.2.2). While 7 per cent
of urban children aged 6-16 reported that they have never been to school the corresponding
percentage is 12 for rural children. Of those aged 17 years and above in rural areas 24 per
cent reported that they have never been to school. The regions with the largest proportion of
population aged 6-16 years that have never been to school include Kunene, Omaheke and

Otjozondjupa.
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Table 3.2.2
Population aged 6+ by age group, school attendance, region and urban/rural areas
Region 6-16 17+ 6+
__ Total __ Total __ Total
Has Never Has Never Has Never
been to been to been to been to been to been to
school school school school school school
% Number % Number % Number
Caprivi 90.1 9.7 100 23369 80.5 194 100 47739 83.6 16.2 100 71108
Erongo 90.7 8.9 100 18 781 93.7 5.7 100 66 644 931 6.4 100 85425
Hardap 89.9 9.3 100 17 595 80.9 18.7 100 39917 837 158 100 57512
Karas 90.8 8.7 100 13 344 90.9 8.8 100 39848 90.8 8.8 100 53192
Kavango 90.2 9.7 100 70890 771 228 100 101641 82.5 174 100 172531
Khomas 91.1 8.1 100 51258 93.6 6.1 100 178921  93.1 6.6 100 230179
Kunene 61.4 38.0 100 14850 63.2 36.8 100 33165 626 372 100 48015
Ohangwena 87.2 126 100 83400 73.5 26.3 100 109920 794 204 100 193321
Omaheke 71.9 27.7 100 13028 61.4 38.6 100 32711 644 355 100 45739
Omusati 94.2 56 100 77323 83.1 16.8 100 111873 87.7 122 100 189 196
Oshana 95.2 47 100 52841 87.4 125 100 92638 90.2 9.7 100 145479
Oshikoto 91.5 85 100 53910 81.3 18.5 100 88003 851 14.7 100 141913
Otjozondjupa 83.5 16.3 100 3121 73.5 26.3 100 70731 76.5 23.2 100 101942
Namibia 89.4 10.3 100 521801 82.3 17.5 100 1013752 84.7 151 100 1535 553
Urban 92.2 74 100 145566 92.4 74 100 407882 924 74 100 553448
Rural 88.3 11.5 100 376235 75.5 243 100 605870 80.4 194 100 982105

There is a correlation between school attendance and age in a way that the proportion of
those who have attended school declines with age from 14 years (Table 3.2.3). Among those
aged between 14-16 years 96 per cent have been to school. For those 65 years and older the
proportion is only 43 per cent. In the youngest age group of 6-13 years 13 per cent have
never been to school.

Table 3.2.3
Population aged 6+ by school attendance and age group
Age group School attendance %
Has been Never been Total

to school  to school % Number
6-13 87.2 12.5 100 391 816
14-16 95.9 4.0 100 129 985
17-18 94.7 5.2 100 77 948
19-24 92.8 7.0 100 219 137
25-34 89.3 10.5 100 267 086
35-44 85.0 14.9 100 178 103
45-54 76.6 23.2 100 110 285
55-64 62.1 37.8 100 71773
65+ 43.0 56.4 100 89418
Total 6+ 84.7 151 100 1535553

The results from the NHIES reveal a marginal difference in school attendance between
orphans and non-orphans (Table 3.2.4).
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Table 3.2.4
Population aged 6-17 by school attendance, orphan hood and sex
Orphan hood Has Never Total
Sex been to been to
school school % Number
Orphans
Female 93.2 6.8 100 64 137
Male 90.6 9.1 100 59 675
Total 91.9 7.9 100 123 812
Non-orphans
Female 90.4 9.4 100 219 314
Male 88.1 11.6 100 217 850
Total 89.2 10.5 100 437 164
Not stated
Female 96.7 - 100 541
Male 74.3 25.7 100 445
Total 86.6 11.6 100 986
Total
Female 91.0 88 100 283 991
Male 88.6 1.1 100 277 970
Total 89.8 9.9 100 561 962

Table 3.2.5 shows that in the regions generally orphans have been to school to a greater extent
than non-orphans, except in Kunene.

Table 3.2.5
Population aged 6-17 by school attendance, orphan hood, region and urban/rural
areas
Region Orphans Non-orphans Orphans and non-orphans
Has Never Total Has Never Total Has Never Total
beento beento o Nymper beento beento o Nymber PEENtO beento o Number
school school school school school school
Caprivi 93.1 6.9 100 8559 88.5 11.2 100 17 386 90.0 9.7 100 26010
Erongo 94.1 35 100 2691 90.5 9.1 100 17338 91.0 84 100 20028
Hardap 89.5 10.5 100 2711 90.7 85 100 16396 90.5 8.7 100 19129
Karas 90.8 7.9 100 1908 91.6 8.2 100 12419 91.3 8.3 100 14389
Kavango 91.2 8.5 100 19109 90.4 9.5 100 56892 90.6 9.2 100 76 201
Khomas 93.6 6.2 100 7581 91.3 7.9 100 46938 91.6 7.6 100 54599
Kunene 58.2 418 100 2013 62.3 37.0 100 13849 61.8 37.5 100 16002
Ohangwena 87.1 129 100 22068 87.9 11.8 100 67287 87.8 12.1 100 89529
Omaheke 77.9 19.6 100 1751 72.0 27.9 100 12132 727 26.9 100 13883
Omusati 96.9 3.1 100 20934 93.9 59 100 62576 94.7 5.2 100 83510
Oshana 96.5 3.5 100 15951 95.1 4.8 100 40856 95.5 44 100 56907
Oshikoto 94.2 5.8 100 14697 91.4 8.6 100 43789 92.0 7.9 100 58588
Otjozondjupa 87.5 125 100 3839 83.1 16.6 100 29307 83.6 16.1 100 33188
Namibia 91.9 7.9 100 123 812 89.2 10.5 100 437 164 89.8 9.9 100 561962
Urban 94.1 5.7 100 26284 92.3 7.3 100 130058 92.6 7.0 100 156 703
Rural 91.4 8.5 100 97527 87.9 11.8 100 307 106 88.7 11.0 100 405 258
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The survey shows minor differences in school attendance according to survivorship of parents.
Among children (aged 6-17) with no parents alive 92 per cent have been to school compared
to 89 per cent for children with both parents alive (Table 3.2.6).

Table 3.2.6
Population aged 6-17 by school attendance and survivorship of parents

School attendance %

Survivorship of

parents Has been Never been Total

to school to school o Number
Only mother alive 92.0 7.8 100 72 950
Only father alive 921 7.7 100 28 553
No parents alive 91.5 8.5 100 22 309
Both parents alive 89.2 10.5 100 437 164
Not stated 86.6 11.6 100 986
Total 89.8 9.9 100 561 962

3.3 Educational attainment

Among the population aged 15 years" and above, the NHIES estimates that 17 per cent have
no formal education and 32, 46 and 6 per cent have primary, secondary and tertiary education
respectively (Table 3.3.1). There are large differences between urban and rural areas. The
proportion of those who have no formal education is 23 per cent in rural areas compared to 7
per cent in urban areas. In Omaheke 37 per cent of the population have no formal education
whereas in Khomas and Erongo it is only 6 per cent.

Table 3.3.1
Population aged 15+ by highest level of educational attainment, region and urban/
rural areas

Region Level of education %

No formal Primary Secondary Tertiary Total

education % Number
Caprivi 18.2 24.9 51.7 5.3 100 52015
Erongo 6.0 25.6 61.2 6.8 100 70 032
Hardap 18.0 33.1 45.5 3.0 100 42 821
Karas 8.8 29.9 54.6 5.9 100 41622
Kavango 20.9 44.0 31.6 3.1 100 113 985
Khomas 6.2 17.9 59.7 16.2 100 186 547
Kunene 35.3 28.9 33.7 1.7 100 35405
Ohangwena 243 40.9 324 2.0 100 123 425
Omaheke 374 22.8 35.2 4.1 100 34 627
Omusati 15.4 42.4 39.3 2.8 100 123 809
Oshana 11.7 30.4 52.7 5.2 100 100 992
Oshikoto 17.4 36.2 42.5 3.7 100 96 599
Otjozondjupa 254 271 42.8 4.1 100 75 457
Namibia 16.7 31.7 45.5 5.9 100 1097 336
Urban 7.3 21.4 60.4 10.8 100 431231
Rural 227 38.4 35.8 2.7 100 666 105

! The analysis of educational attainment is based on population aged 15 years and above is mainly to allow comparability with
2001 Population and Housing Census.
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There is a slightly higher proportion of females that have attained secondary education, 48
per cent, compared to 43 per cent of males (Table 3.3.2). Among persons of both sexes about
6 per cent have attained tertiary education level.

Table 3.3.2
Population aged 15+ by sex and highest level of educational attainment
Educational attainment Sex %
Female Male Both sexes
No formal education 16.6 16.8 16.7 182 807
Primary 298 340 317 348 228
Secondary 479 425 455 498 787
Tertiary 5.5 6.3 5.9 64 701
Not stated 0.2 0.3 0.3 2813
Total 100 100 100 1097 336

There is a correlation between “no formal education” and age (Table 3.3.3). While 5 per cent
of those aged 15-19 years reported that they have no formal education, the corresponding
proportion is 57 per cent among those over 65 years.

Table 3.3.3
Population aged 15+ by highest level of educational attainment and age group
Age group Level of education %

No formal Primary Secon- Tertiary Total

education dary % Number
15-19 5.0 40.2 54.2 0.5 100 205 006
20-24 7.6 23.0 65.5 3.8 100 175 664
25-34 10.7 26.8 55.3 7.0 100 267 086
35-44 15.0 32.8 40.9 111 100 178 103
45-54 23.4 37.6 26.4 12.0 100 110 285
55-64 379 38.6 17.7 5.4 100 71773
65+ 57.0 29.5 11.6 1.6 100 89 418
Total 15+ 16.7 31.7 45.5 5.9 100 1097 336

Levels of educational attainment have improved significantly in Namibia over the last
decade (Figure 3.3). The proportion of the population over 15 years of age who have no
formal education has declined from 30 per cent in 1993/1994 to 17 per cent in 2003/2004.
Improvements have occurred in all regions but especially in Omusati, Ohangwena and
Kunene.
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Figure 3.3

Percentage of population aged 15+ with no formal education by region, 1993/1994-
2003/2004
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4 Main source of income

It is generally known that households have more than one source of income. Furthermore,
in some households there may be more than one income earner, who may be in different
industries. In the survey the heads of households were asked to select the household’s main
source of income from a list of 11 possible sources, including salaries and/or wages, subsistence
farming, commercial farming, pensions, cash remittances, maintenance grants, drought relief,
in kind receipts, etc. In this chapter reported main source of income has been cross classified
by other variables such as region, urban/rural areas, sex of head of household, highest level of
educational attainment of the head of household, etc.

Table 4.1 shows that in the whole country, 46 per cent of the households reported that their
main source of income are derived from salaries/wages, followed by subsistence farming with
29 per cent and pensions with 9 per cent. New income source categories such as “drought relief,
in kind receipts” and “maintenance grants” have been introduced in the NHIES 2003/2004

In urban areas, 77 per cent of the households reported that salaries and wages are the main
source of income, followed by business income (11%). In rural areas subsistence farming was
reported as the main source of income by 48 per cent of the households, followed by salaries
and wages (26%) and pensions (12%).

At the regional level, salaries/wages are the main source of income in all regions, except
for Kavango, Ohangwena, Omusati and Oshikoto (Table 4.1). In these four regions, large
proportions of households reported subsistence farming as the main source of income.

Table 4.1
Households by main source of income, region and urban/rural areas
Region Main source of income % Total
Salaries Sub- Commer- Pen- Remit- Drought/ Busi- Other % Num-
wages sistence cial sions tances/ in kind ness ber
farming farming grants receipts income
Caprivi 325 17.8 0.1 129 6.2 5.5 17.0 7.2 100 18 607
Erongo 75.3 2.3 0.2 7.7 3.2 0.6 9.5 1.1 100 27713
Hardap 61.7 4.9 29 194 4.0 2.2 2.8 1.3 100 16 365
Karas 73.1 4.8 22 104 24 0.8 4.0 1.3 100 15 570
Kavango 28.1 33.9 02 113 3.1 3.6 12.8 59 100 32354
Khomas 80.3 0.2 0.6 3.8 21 0.4 10.3 1.0 100 64 918
Kunene 44.0 19.2 3.3 16.0 6.0 4.7 55 0.1 100 13 365
Ohangwena 15.4 57.9 - 195 0.5 25 3.5 0.2 100 37 854
Omaheke 51.7 19.9 2.0 6.1 3.6 8.7 45 3.1 100 13 347
Omusati 131 80.2 - 3.3 0.2 0.1 1.9 0.5 100 39248
Oshana 30.8 48.3 0.1 3.9 1.5 3.3 9.5 0.3 100 31759
Oshikoto 25.7 49.9 02 122 5.2 3.3 2.7 0.7 100 31871
Otjozondjupa 72.9 3.7 1.9 71 4.9 2.8 45 1.6 100 28 707
Namibia 46.3 28.9 0.7 9.2 2.8 24 71 1.6 100 371678
Urban 76.7 0.9 0.1 4.9 34 1.0 10.8 1.1 100 150 533
Rural 25.7 48.0 1.2 1241 24 3.3 45 2.0 100 221145
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As shown in Table 4.2, a higher proportion male headed households reported salaries/wages
as their main source of income, 53 per cent compared to 37 per cent of female headed. On the
other hand large proportions of female headed households reported subsistence farming and
pensions as their main sources of income.

Table 4.2
Households by main source of income, urban/rural areas and sex of head of
household
Urban/ Source of income % Total
rural Sal- Sub- Com- Pen- Remit- Drought/ Busi- Other % Num-
Sex aries/ sistence mer- sions tances/ in kind ness ber
of head wages  farming cial grants receipts income

farming
Urban
Female 70.1 0.9 0.1 5.1 6.5 1.6 12.9 1.8 100 56 671
Male 80.8 0.9 0.1 4.8 1.6 0.6 9.5 0.6 100 93 803
Both sexes 76.7 0.9 0.1 4.9 3.4 1.0 10.8 1.1 100 150 533
Rural
Female 16.3 53.6 03 157 3.8 3.0 4.2 2.0 100 93 781
Male 32.6 43.8 1.8 9.5 1.3 3.6 4.7 21 100 125 905
Both sexes 25.7 48.0 1.2 121 2.4 3.3 4.5 2.0 100 221145
Namibia
Female 36.6 33.7 03 11.7 4.8 24 7.5 1.9 100 150 451
Male 53.2 25.5 1.1 7.5 14 23 6.8 1.5 100 219709
Both sexes 46.3 28.9 0.7 9.2 2.8 24 71 1.6 100 371678

High proportions of households whose heads had no formal education or primary education
reported subsistence farming as their main source of income (Table 4.3). On the other hand,
a large proportion of households whose heads had secondary or tertiary education reported
salaries/wages as their main source of income.

Table 4.3

Households by main source of income and highest level of educational attainment of

head of household

Educational Source of income % Total

attainment Sal- Sub- Com- Pen- Remitt- Drought/  Busi- Other % Num-
of head aries/ sistence mer- sions ances/ inkind ness ber

wages farming cial grants receipts income
farming

No formal education 23.8 423 0.1 204 1.9 4.8 3.5 2.2 100 88 375
Primary 37.3 40.0 0.2 8.1 2.8 21 6.4 2.3 100 116545
Secondary 60.4 16.6 1.3 4.2 3.7 1.7 9.1 21 100 126932
Tertiary 81.3 3.3 2.0 3.3 1.9 - 7.0 0.9 100 36 980
Not stated 34.3 45.6 - 3.3 8.1 1.1 4.3 0.8 100 2 845
Total 46.3 28.9 0.7 9.2 2.8 24 6.7 2.0 100 371678
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The largest percentage of households, which has salaries/wages as the main source of income
were from the households where English, Afrikaans and Nama/Damara are the main language
spoken, 77, 73 and 71 percent, respectively (Table 4.4). A high proportion of households in
which Oshiwambo is the main language spoken, reported subsistence farming as their main
source of income.

Table 4.4
Households by main source of income and main language spoken in the household
Main language Source of income % Total
Sal- Sub- Com- Pen- Remit- Drought/ Busi- Other % Num-
aries/ sistence mer- sions tances/ inkind ness ber
wages farming cial grants receipts income
farming

Khoisan 51.4 10.0 - 6.7 0.5 24.4 0.1 4.6 100 4 967
Caprivi Languages 39.0 15.4 0.1 11.9 5.7 5.0 15.3 6.8 100 19 664
Otjiherero 54.6 18.9 1.5 8.1 4.0 2.8 7.0 23 100 32686
Rukavango 32.7 325 02 107 2.8 3.0 11.8 53 100 34748
Nam/Damara 71.2 34 01 1.7 6.1 24 2.1 21 100 42484
Oshiwambo 35.9 46.2 0.1 7.8 1.7 1.8 53 0.6 100 181395
Setswana 66.1 35 - 1441 5.3 5.3 35 2.1 100 1479
Afrikaans 72.6 1.9 40 108 1.5 0.6 5.3 23 100 39374
German 334 - 87 236 1.3 - 241 8.9 100 4 005
English 77.2 - - 6.5 2.0 - 10.5 2.3 100 6 889
Other 31.6 4.1 0.6 - 21.9 - 39.5 0.2 100 2532
Not stated 33.7 28.6 - 149 3.4 1.2 2.1 3.5 100 1452
Total 46.3 28.9 0.7 9.2 2.8 24 6.7 2.0 100 371678

In the first and second percentile groups a large proportion of households reported
subsistence farming as the main source of income, 43 and 44 percent, respectively; while
salaries/wages are reported to be the main sources for the rest of the percentile groups

(Table 4.5).
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Table 4.5
Households by main source of income and percentile group after
adjusted per capita income

Percentile Source of income % Total
group Sal- Sub- Com- Pen- Remit- Drought/ Busi- Other % Num-
Deciles aries/ sistence mer- sions tances/ in kind ness ber

wages framing cial grants  receipts income

farming

Percentiles
1-25 21.9 425 0.1 17.0 3.8 4.2 6.0 3.4 100 92 985
26-50 33.1 441 0.2 8.9 2.8 2.7 5.7 1.9 100 92 897
51-75 55.4 23.6 0.3 6.0 2.9 24 7.2 1.2 100 92 925
76-90 77.5 7.7 0.6 3.5 2.4 0.4 6.3 1.1 100 55 706
91-95 77.0 3.0 24 6.7 1.9 0.2 6.1 21 100 18 584
96-98 68.9 2.1 3.8 6.4 0.5 - 15.3 2.8 100 11 195
99-100 61.3 0.3 14.7 7.7 - - 129 3.1 100 7 386
Total 46.3 28.9 0.7 9.2 2.8 24 6.7 20 100 371678
Deciles
1 22.3 34.5 - 200 53 5.5 6.6 4.3 100 37 191
2 20.3 46.7 0.2 153 2.8 41 6.3 29 100 37 243
3 26.3 48.6 02 121 25 1.9 5.3 25 100 37 114
4 317 452 0.1 9.5 3.1 3.1 5.0 1.6 100 37175
5 36.9 415 0.2 8.0 2.8 23 6.0 1.9 100 37 160
6 47.0 29.6 0.2 7.8 3.2 2.8 6.7 1.6 100 37 158
7 59.8 22.2 0.5 4.5 3.2 2.1 6.1 0.8 100 37 143
8 67.0 13.1 0.2 4.6 24 1.5 8.3 1.8 100 37 198
9 81.0 5.6 0.7 3.2 2.0 0.2 6.3 0.5 100 37132
10 71.4 2.2 5.2 6.8 1.1 0.1 10.2 25 100 37 166

The figures below show comparisons between the proportions of households whose main
sources of income are subsistence farming or salaries/wages. As shown in Figure 4.1, at the
national level, there is a slight increase in the proportions of households whose main source
of income are salaries/wages. And a slight decline in the proportion of households whose
main source of income is subsistence farming.

The proportion of female headed households whose main source of income are salaries/
wages increased while the proportion of households whose main source is subsistence
farming decline (Figure 4.2).
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4 Main source of income

Figure 4.1a

Percentage of households with subsistence farming
as main source of income by region, 1993/1994-2003/2004
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Figure 4.1b

Percentage of households with wages and salaries
as main source of income by region, 1993/1994-2003/2004
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4 Main source of income

Figure 4.2

Percentage of households by sex of head of household and salaries/wages or
subsistence farming as main source of income,
1993/1994-2003/2004
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5 Housing and utilities

9 Housing and utilities

This chapter reports on some key characteristics of the households that relate to the type of
dwellingand ownership, as well as the building materials used for the dwelling, sources ofenergy,
water and toilet facilities. These form additional critical elements in the overall description of
the material well-being of Namibian households. The results show vast differences when it
comes to most aspects that relate to housing and access to utilities. Compared to the previous
survey in 1993/1994 most improvements have taken place in the rural areas. Conversely, there
is a significant rise in improvised housing in urban areas and a subsequent deterioration in the
availability of utilities.

5.1 Type of dwelling

Country-wide, 44 per cent of households reported that they live in a traditional dwelling,
making this the most common form of dwelling (Table 5.1.1). Out of all households 27
per cent live in a detached house, 7 per cent in a semi-detached house and 3 per cent in a
flat. These three categories together can be considered as modern housing. At the other end
of the spectrum, a total of 17 per cent of households live in improvised housing. Smaller
percentages live in mobile homes (0.4%) and single quarters (1.6%). A total of 71 per cent
of rural households live in traditional dwellings compared to 4 per cent in urban areas. In the
regions of Ohangwena, Omusati, Kavango and Caprivi more than 80 per cent of households
live in traditional dwellings. Conversely, 65 per cent of households in urban areas live in
modern dwellings (Figure 5.1.1), especially in Khomas (69%) and Erongo (66%). Improvised
housing is typically associated with informal settlements; 27 per cent of urban dwellings are
improvised compared to 10 per cent in rural areas.

Table 5.1.1
Households by type of dwelling, region and urban/rural areas
Region Type of dwelling % Total
Detached Semi- Mobile Single Traditional Improvised
house detached Flat home quarters dwelling house Other % Number
house

Caprivi 7.4 7.8 0.2 0.6 0.6 82.5 0.6 0.3 100 18 607
Erongo 27.4 28.3 9.8 0.3 4.1 2.6 27.3 0.2 100 27713
Hardap 49.3 6.0 4.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 37.6 0.4 100 16 365
Karas 48.1 9.2 3.1 0.5 2.7 6.8 28.7 0.9 100 15570
Kavango 3.6 74 1.5 0.1 0.7 84.2 2.6 0.1 100 32 354
Khomas 57.2 5.3 6.0 0.2 1.4 0.2 29.2 0.5 100 64918
Kunene 28.2 8.8 1.5 1.9 21 38.3 18.4 0.9 100 13 365
Ohangwena 22 1.4 1.6 0.2 0.1 91.1 3.1 0.4 100 37 854
Omaheke 36.6 1.9 0.9 0.3 2.0 16.3 41.5 0.4 100 13 347
Omusati 8.9 25 0.7 0.3 0.0 85.7 1.9 - 100 39248
Oshana 23.6 6.7 3.1 0.2 23 49.5 13.7 0.7 100 31759
Oshikoto 11.0 3.2 1.4 0.3 1.8 76.9 52 0.2 100 31871
Otjozondjupa 50.4 5.2 2.7 0.8 3.8 8.9 27.0 1.2 100 28707
Namibia 27.3 6.7 3.2 0.4 1.6 43.8 16.6 0.4 100 371678
Urban 46.6 121 6.5 0.3 3.0 4.2 26.5 0.8 100 150533
Rural 141 3.1 0.9 0.4 0.6 70.7 9.9 0.2 100 221145
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5 Housing and utilities

Figure 5.1.1

Percentage of households by type of dwelling, Namibia and urban/rural areas
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Table 5.1.2
Households by type of dwelling, urban/rural areas and sex of head of household
Urban/rural Type of dwelling % Total
Semi- - - . -
Sex of head Detzgzzz detached  Flat Mh%t::: qusalrr;gl!: Trz(\j’;gﬁir:‘a; Impr(:]\:;zz: Other %  Number
house
Urban
Female 46.6 11.3 7.7 0.3 2.1 4.6 26.3 1.1 100 56671
Male 46.6 12.5 5.9 0.3 3.5 4.0 26.6 0.6 100 93803
Both sexes 46.6 12.1 6.5 0.3 3.0 4.2 26.5 0.8 100 150533
Rural
Female 8.9 2.4 0.8 0.1 0.2 79.9 7.4 0.2 100 93781
Male 18.0 3.7 0.9 0.7 1.0 63.7 11.7 0.2 100 125905
Both sexes 14.1 3.1 0.9 0.4 0.6 70.7 9.9 0.2 100 221145
Namibia
Female 231 5.8 3.4 0.2 0.9 51.5 14.6 0.5 100 150451
Male 30.2 7.4 3.0 0.5 21 38.2 18.1 0.4 100 219709
Both sexes 27.3 6.7 3.2 0.4 1.6 43.8 16.6 0.4 100 371678

More than half, 52 per cent, of households in Namibia headed by females reported that they
reside in a traditional dwelling compared to 38 per cent of households headed by males
(Table 5.1.2). This is primarily the result of significant differences in rural areas where 80
per cent of female headed households reside in traditional dwellings compared to 64 per cent
for male headed households. On the other hand, 41 per cent of male headed households in
Namibia reside in a modern type of dwelling, either a detached or semi-detached house or a
flat, compared to 32 per cent among female headed households.
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7 Ownership of and access to assets

Table 7.2.7
Households by ownership of/access to animals/land and percentile group
after adjusted per capita income

Percentile Ownership/ Animals/land %

group access Cattle Sheep Pig Goat Donkey/ Horse Poultry Ostrich Grazing Field
Deciles mule land for crops
Percentiles

1-25 Owns 323 36 181 428 20.6 41 63.8 0.1 23 354
92 985 Has access 10.4 12 07 30 4.8 14 1.4 0.1 63.2 344

No access 57.2 951 80.9 54.0 74.3 941 34.7 99.3 34.2 29.8

26-50 Owns 37.2 45 215 456 22.8 3.4 62.2 0.2 3.6 29.3
92 897 Has access 8.0 15 12 40 4.9 1.6 23 0.3 62.1 37.9
No access 54.7 93.8 77.1 50.2 72.0 94.6 354 99.0 34.1 32.4

51-75 Owns 33.9 6.8 127 379 15.6 5.0 441 0.2 4.5 22.3
92 925 Has access 6.7 18 13 44 3.9 14 35 0.3 50.3 28.5
No access 59.4 912 856 57.5 80.3 93.2 52.3 99.2 451 49.2

76-90 Owns 33.8 80 6.2 347 11.6 7.0 28.8 0.1 54 14.9
55 706 Has access 4.4 07 14 42 25 0.9 29 - 38.6 20.3
No access 61.8 912 922 61.0 85.8 921 68.2 99.7 55.7 64.4

91-95 Owns 29.5 1.4 25 259 8.7 8.4 18.5 0.8 8.3 10.9
18 584 Has access 1.5 08 06 15 1.0 0.7 1.9 0.2 271 11.4
No access 69.0 879 96.8 72.6 90.1 90.9 79.6 99.0 64.6 7.7

96-98 Owns 22.3 168 24 16.9 54 11.1 15.6 1.2 13.5 9.8
11 195 Has access 1.5 12 04 0.7 1.1 04 04 0.2 12.2 5.4
No access 76.0 82.0 97.0 824 93.5 88.4 84.0 98.5 74.2 84.5

99-100 Owns 33.3 218 54 221 10.2 21.6 19.7 10.1 21.9 14.8
7 386 Has access 0.6 0.9 - 0.6 0.3 1.2 - - 12.9 6.8
No access 66.1 773 943 773 88.3 76.1 79.2 88.7 65.2 78.5

Total Owns 33.7 6.4 143 39.0 17.3 5.4 48.6 0.4 4.7 251

371678 Has access 71 1.3 11 3.6 3.9 1.3 23 0.2 51.7 29.1
No access 59.1 921 844 572 78.6 93.0 48.9 99.0 43.5 45.5
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7 Ownership of and access to assets

Table 7.2.7 continues

Percentile Ownership/ Animals/land %
group access Cattle Sheep Pig Goat Donkey/ Horse Poultry Ostrich Grazing Field
Deciles mule land for crops
Deciles
1 Owns 27.2 42 137 331 18.2 44 55.5 0.1 2.3 347
37 191 Has access 10.3 1.2 0.5 2.7 4.5 0.9 1.3 0.4 56.2 27.8
No access 623 943 854 636 76.9 941 42.9 99.0 411 371
2 Owns 35.6 26 189 487 19.9 3.8 67.3 0.1 2.6 37.6
37 243 Has access 10.7 1.1 0.4 2.6 4.2 25 1.2 - 64.9 35.2
No access 53.7 96.2 806 485 756 934 314 99.5 323 26.9
3 Owns 374 43 248 483 244 3.3 68.7 0.1 2.8 31.8
37 114 Has access 9.1 14 1.2 37 6.3 1.2 1.7 0.4 68.6 43.2
No access 533 941 738 478 69.3 952 29.6 99.4 28.5 247
4 Owns 374 42 223 467 23.8 3.8 62.8 0.3 3.6 294
37175 Has access 8.4 1.8 1.6 4.3 54 1.7 2.7 0.3 64.2 40.2
No access 543 938 759 489 705 94.0 344 98.5 32.0 30.0
5 Owns 36.2 48 191 4441 224 3.6 60.6 0.1 35 28.1
37 160 Has access 75 1.0 1.2 4.2 4.0 1.2 24 0.1 59.6 346
No access 56.1 938 793 516 735 950 36.9 99.5 36.6 36.8
6 Owns 32.8 70 143 382 16.1 5.3 49.9 0.1 3.3 245
37 158 Has access 8.4 1.8 1.2 45 41 1.7 3.3 0.4 54.6 32.9
No access 588 910 843 573 79.8 926 46.8 99.5 421 425
7 Owns 34.2 73 117 389 17.0 52 41.8 0.5 5.7 21.7
37 143 Has access 5.2 14 1.6 4.0 31 1.2 3.8 0.4 47.2 25.4
No access 605 911 86.3 56.9 79.6 933 54.2 98.9 47.0 52.8
8 Owns 36.1 64 105 38.0 124 5.6 35.4 - 42 17.8
37 198 Has access 5.6 1.8 0.6 4.6 3.6 1.1 3.2 0.0 47.5 25.1
No access 58.3 914 885 57.1 836 928 61.1 99.5 48.0 56.7
9 Owns 322 8.3 46 318 10.9 6.9 26.2 0.2 6.1 14.0
37 132 Has access 41 0.4 21 41 2.6 0.8 27 - 344 18.3
No access 63.6 913 931 64.1 86.5 923 70.9 99.7 59.3 67.5
10 Owns 28.1 151 3.1 224 80 11.8 17.9 2.7 12.6 1.4
37 166 Has access 1.3 0.9 0.4 1.1 0.9 0.7 1.0 0.2 19.8 8.7
No access 705 840 964 76.5 90.8 87.2 80.8 96.8 67.6 79.9
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7 Ownership of and access to assets

The proportion of households that own cattle has declined slightly from 37 per cent in 1993/94
to 34 per cent in 2003/04 (Figure 7.2.1). The percentages of households that own poultry
also show a decline from 61 to 49 per cent over the period (Figure 7.2.2). Fewer households
reported to own field for crops in 2003/2004 as compared to the survey in 1993/94.

Figure 7.2.1
Percentage of households that own cattle by urban/rural areas, 1993/1994-2003/2004
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Figure 7.2.2

Percentage of households that own poultry by urban/rural areas, 1993/1994-2003/2004
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7 Ownership of and access to assets

Figure 7.2.3

Percentage of households that own a field for crops by urban/rural areas, 1993/1994-
2003/2004
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8 Annual consumption and income

8 Annual consumption and income

This chapter reports on the key results from the NHIES relating to the consumption and
income of households. The results provide a comprehensive picture of the living standard of
households as expressed in patterns of consumption and income.

The results show general increases in the levels of consumption and income of Namibian
households over the past 10 years. However, significant differences still exist. Urban areas
have significantly higher levels of consumption and income compared to rural areas. Male
headed households generally have higher consumption and income compared to female
headed households. Moreover, there are sizeable differences in levels of consumption
and income when it comes to the main language spoken in the household. The level of
consumption of the poorest households has improved over the period, indicating a slight
closing of the gap between the poorest and the richest households, resulting in the reduction
of inequality in income distribution. Notwithstanding these improvements, inequality in
income distribution in Namibia remains among the highest in the world.

Definitions of consumption and income

Household consumption

Consumption in this report is composed of annualised daily transactions that households recorded in
the Daily Record Book in addition to the annual expenditures reported by households. Consumption
thus includes items consumed frequently by the household member such as food and beverages.
But consumption also includes expenditures that are incurred less frequently for instance clothing,
furniture and electrical appliances, as well as an imputed rent for free occupied or owner occupied
dwellings.

Household income

Household income is derived as the sum of total consumption and non-consumption expenditures
such as for livestock, motor vehicle license, house and land. Savings are not included in computed
household income.
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8 Annual consumption and income

Definitions of percentiles and deciles

In this report adjusted per capita income (APCI) is used to classify households into percentile
groups. The households were ranked from the lowest APCI to the highest. Percentiles are
frequently used to illustrate the skewness of income distribution in a population.

The households were divided into 100 equal sized groups defined by APCI. The first (1*)
percentile includes the 1 per cent of the households with the lowest APCI. The 2™ percentile
includes the 1 per cent of households having the lowest APCI after exclusion of the first
percentile. The 3" percentile includes the 1 per cent of the households having the lowest APCI
after exclusion of the 1*t and 2™ percentiles, etc. The 100" percentile includes the 1 per cent of
the households having the highest APCI.

In this report the percentiles are aggregated into groups as follows:

Groups of percentiles

A: APCI=1-25

This group includes the 25 per cent of the households having lowest APCI.

B: APCI =26-50

This group includes the 25 per cent of the households, which have a higher APCI than A.
C: APCI=51-75

This group includes the 25 per cent of the households, which have a higher APCI than A
and B.

D: APCI =176-90

This group includes the 15 per cent of the households, which have a higher APCI than A to
C

E: APCI=91-95

This group includes the 5 per cent of the households, which have a higher APCI than A to
D

F: APCI =96-98

This group includes the 3 per cent of the households, which have a higher APCI than A to
E

G: APCI =99-100
This group includes the 2 per cent of the households having the highest APCI than A to F.

The number of households in equal sized groups is not quite identical due to the applied
sample weights and rounding.

The deciles include 10 percentiles in each group, which means 10 per cent. The first decile includes
the 10 per cent households with the lowest APCI and the decile number 10 includes the 10 per cent
households with the highest APCI. In the tables the deciles are numbered from 1 to 10.
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8 Annual consumption and income

8.1 Annual consumption

The following indicators are used in this report to describe annual consumption i.e. total
consumption, average household consumption and consumption per capita in Namibia
Dollar (N$). Results are disaggregated according to various background characteristics of
the households. For ease of analysis and comparison, the data is presented as percentages of
households and population.

The results show that the aggregated total consumption in Namibian households over the
survey period was N$15 639 million or almost N$16 billion (Table 8.1.1). The average annual
household consumption is N$42 078 and a consumption per capita of N§8 546.

The results reveal large disparities between urban and rural areas. Average consumption per
capita is N$4 900 in rural areas compared to N$15 400 in urban areas, more than three times
as high. While rural areas account for 60 per cent of all households in the country and 65 per
cent of the population, they only account for 38 per cent of total consumption.

The region with the highest consumption per capita is Khomas with N$22 400. This is more
than six times the region with the lowest consumption per capita i.e. Ohangwena.

In the regions of Khomas and Erongo, the shares of consumption significantly outweigh the
shares of households (Figure 8.1.1). In other words, the households in these regions account
for a larger share of the nation’s total consumption than their numbers alone would suggest.

Table 8.1.1
Annual consumption by region and urban/rural areas
Region House- Popu- Average _ Total consumption Average  Consumption
holds lation household household per capita
size consumption
% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Caprivi 5.0 4.7 4.6 452 29 24 304 5232
Erongo 7.5 5.4 3.6 1460 93 52 675 14 743
Hardap 44 3.7 4.2 680 4.4 41575 9977
Karas 4.2 3.4 4.0 673 43 43 248 10 780
Kavango 8.7 11.4 6.4 739 47 22 849 3547
Khomas 17.5 14.1 4.0 5782 37.0 89 065 22 367
Kunene 3.6 3.4 4.6 346 22 25915 5618
Ohangwena 10.2 12.9 6.3 821 52 21685 3467
Omaheke 3.6 3.1 4.2 523 33 39 152 9325
Omusati 10.6 12.3 57 994 6.4 25325 4410
Oshana 8.5 9.3 5.4 1396 89 43965 8204
Oshikoto 8.6 9.4 5.4 818 5.2 25 662 4738
Otjozondjupa 7.7 6.8 4.3 955 6.1 33251 7 680
Namibia 100 100 4.9 15639 100 42078 8 546
Urban 40.5 34.7 4.2 9764 624 64 863 15 393
Rural 59.5 65.3 5.4 5875 37.6 26 568 4914
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Figure 8.1.1

Annual household consumption by region
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8 Annual consumption and income

Female headed households which account for 41 per cent of all households, only command
a 29 per cent share of total consumption (Table 8.1.2). The average consumption in male
headed households is N$50 100 compared to N$30 500 in female headed households.
Similarly, consumption per capita in male headed households is N$10 200 compared to N$6
100 in households headed by females. In other words, consumption per capita is 40 per cent
lower in female headed households.

Table 8.1.2
Annual consumption by urban/rural areas and sex of head of household
Urban/ rural House- Popu- Average _ Total consumption Average  Consumption
Sex of head holds lation household household per capita
size consumption
% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Urban
Female 37.6 37.2 4.2 2602 26.6 45913 11013
Male 62.3 62.7 4.2 7159 733 76 324 17 993
Both sexes 100 100 4.2 9764 100 64 863 15 393
Rural
Female 424 42.8 55 1982 337 21130 3876
Male 56.9 57.0 5.4 3851 65.5 30 584 5653
Both sexes 100 100 5.4 5875 100 26 568 4914
Namibia
Female 40.5 40.8 5.0 4584 29.3 30 465 6132
Male 59.1 59.0 4.9 11010 70.4 50 113 10 204
Both sexes 100 100 4.9 15639 100 42078 8 546
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Table 8.1.3

Annual consumption by main language spoken in household

Main House- Popu- Average Total consumption Average Consumption
language holds lation household household per capita
spoken size consumption

% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Khoisan 1.3 1.5 5.6 72 0.5 14 505 2570
Caprivi languages 5.3 4.9 4.6 573 3.7 29133 6 362
Otjiherero 8.8 8.1 4.6 1388 8.9 42 478 9319
Rukavango 9.3 11.8 6.2 718 4.6 20 659 3338
Nama/Damara 1.4 10.5 4.5 1016 6.5 23920 5285
Oshiwambo 48.8 51.9 52 5657 36.2 31188 5953
Setswana 0.4 0.3 3.8 59 0.4 40025 10 442
Afrikaans 10.6 8.2 3.8 3668 235 93 156 24 585
German 1.1 0.5 25 776 5.0 193 684 77 630
English 1.9 1.3 33 1333 8.5 193 505 58 039
Other 0.7 0.6 4.0 294 1.9 116 106 29123
Not stated 0.4 0.4 5.0 84 0.5 58 105 11 636
Total 100 100 4.9 15 639 100 42078 8 546

Households that comprise of the head and/or a spouse have a per capita consumption of
N$32 750 and households where the head lives alone or with a spouse and with 1 child have
a per capita consumption of N$18 299 (Table 8.1.4). In households where the head lives
alone or with a spouse and with relatives have a lower consumption, N$5 341. Households
where there is one or more orphaned children have a per capita consumption of N$4 562
compared to N$10 580, in households where there are no orphans.

Table 8.1.4

Annual consumption by household composition and orphan hood

Household composition House- Popu- Average i Average Consumption
Orphan hood holds lation household Total consumption household per capita
size consumption

% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Household composition
With head or head & spouse only 16.4 44 1.3 2611 16.7 42745 32750
With 1 child no relatives 7.7 4.0 26 1352 86 47 242 18 299
With 2+ children no relatives 181 187 5.1 3462 221 51522 10 134
With relatives 480 614 6.3 6003 38.4 33 681 5341
With non-relatives 98 115 58 2212 1441 60 493 10 488
Total 100 100 4.9 15639 100 42078 8 546
Orphan hood
Households without orphans 76.8 66.2 4.2 12817 82.0 44 926 10 580
Households with orphans 232 338 7.2 2822 180 32 669 4 562

100
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There is a strong correlation between educational attainment of the head of household and
consumption in the household (Table 8.1.5). The higher the educational attainment of the
head of household, the higher the consumption per capita. In households where the head
has no formal education the consumption per capita is N$2 910, compared to N$10 993 in
households where the head has attained a secondary education and N$35 329 in households
where the head has a tertiary education.

Table 8.1.5
Annual consumption by highest level of educational attainment
of head of household

Educational House-  Popu- Average Total consumption Average  Consumption
attainment holds lation household household per capita
of head size consumption

% % Million N$ % N$ N$
No formal education 23.8 27.4 5.7 1461 9.3 16 530 2910
Primary 314 334 5.3 2591 16.6 22234 4233
Secondary 34.2 30.0 4.3 6040 38.6 47 584 10 993
Tertiary 9.9 8.4 42 5454 349 147 477 35329
Not stated 0.8 0.7 42 93 06 32852 7744
Total 100 100 4.9 15639 100 42 078 8 546
Figure 8.1.5

Annual household consumption by highest level of educational attainment
of head of household
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Consumption per capita is N$67 789 in the relatively few households where commercial
farming is the main source of income (Table 8.1.6). This is in contrast with a larger
proportion of households which reported subsistence farming as the main source of income
but having per capita consumption of N$3 470. The average consumption in households
which reported pension as the main source of income is N$24 898.

Table 8.1.6
Annual consumption by main source of income
Main source House- Popu- Average Total consumption Average = Consumption
of income holds lation household household per capita
size consumption

% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Salaries/wages 46.3 39.8 4.2 9599 61.4 55727 13165
Subsistence farming 28.9 36.5 6.2 2315 14.8 21530 3470
Commercial farming 0.7 0.5 3.3 619 4.0 224 850 67 789
Business activities 71 6.6 4.6 1664 10.6 63 400 13772
Pensions 9.2 9.8 53 850 5.4 24 898 4719
Remittances/grants 2.8 24 4.2 228 1.5 21675 5157
Drought/other receipts 4.0 3.3 4.1 241 1.5 16 150 3982
Not stated 0.9 1.0 57 122 0.8 37129 6515
Namibia 100 100 4.9 15 639 100 42078 8 546
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In Table 8.1.7, households are classified in percentile groups and deciles based on adjusted
per capitaincome (APCI). The first percentile group 1-25 includes the 25 per cent households
with the lowest APCI. The last group includes the 2 per cent households with the highest
APCI. The deciles divide the households in ten equally sized groups.

The table illustrates the skewness of consumption distribution among households in
Namibia. The 25 per cent households (1-25) with the lowest APCI account for only 6.4 per
cent of total annual consumption. On the other hand the two per cent (99-100) households
with the highest APCI account for 15 per cent of the total consumption.

Accordingly, the same skew ness in consumption occurs in the deciles. The ten per cent of
households with the lowest adjusted per capita income (decile one) account for only two per
cent of the total consumption in Namibia. The ten per cent with the highest incomes (decile
ten) account for almost half of all consumption. As a result, the per capita consumption in
decile ten is more than 50 times higher than the per capita consumption in decile one (the
10 per cent households with the lowest income).

Table 8.1.7 Annual consumption by percentile group after
adjusted per capita income

Percentile House- Popu- Average Total consumption Average Consumption
group holds lation household household per capita
Deciles size consumption

% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Percentiles
1-25 25.0 34.7 6.8 1063 6.8 11 432 1676
26-50 25.0 27.2 5.4 1690 10.8 18 195 3396
51-75 25.0 21.5 4.2 2721 17.4 29 283 6921
76-90 15.0 11.0 3.6 3406 21.8 61 151 16 922
91-95 5.0 3.1 31 2327 14.9 125210 40771
96-98 3.0 1.6 2.6 2043 13.1 182 475 69 131
99-100 2.0 0.9 23 2389 15.3 323 386 140 870
Total 100 100 4.9 15 639 100 42078 8 546
Deciles
1 10 14.9 7.3 317 2.0 8510 1158
2 10 134 6.6 474 3.0 12721 1931
3 10 124 6.1 570 3.6 15 355 2521
4 10 11.1 5.5 649 4.2 17 466 3198
5 10 10.1 5.0 744 4.8 20018 4038
6 10 8.9 44 874 5.6 23 526 5363
7 10 8.5 4.2 1139 7.3 30 664 7 286
8 10 7.9 3.9 1545 9.9 41523 10 722
9 10 7.2 35 2570 16.4 69 211 19 604
10 10 57 2.8 6758 43.2 181 846 65 249

Monthly per capita consumption for the lowest ten per cent in the income distribution (decile
1) increased from N$30 to N$135 or 4.5 times between the two surveys (Table 8.1.8). This
contrasts with consumption for the top 10 per cent (decile 10) which increased 1.6 times. But
the change in absolute values is greater in the tenth decile than in the first decile. While the
monthly consumption of the first decile increased by N$100, the tenth decile increased by
N$19 000.
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Table 8.1.8
Monthly per capita consumption, 1993/1994-2003/2004 (in N$)
Deciles 1993/1994 2003/2004 tE:t;;:/: ;ggﬂg:’u":s
1 29.74 135.13 45
2 4311 183.81 43
3 57.40 238.35 42
4 74.47 302.68 4.1
5 98.85 390.67 40
6 134.79 534.44 40
7 194.17 748.52 3.9
8 301.52 1176.32 3.9
9 687.43 2 579.62 3.8
10 3124211 49 854.20 16

104 Central Bureau of Statistics



8 Annual consumption and income

8.2 Annual income

In the NHIES household income is derived as the sum of total consumption and non-
consumption expenditures such as for livestock, motor vehicle license, house and land.
Savings are not included in computed household income.

The following indicators are used in this report to describe computed annual income i.e. total
income, average household income and income per capita in Namibia Dollar (N§$). Results
are disaggregated according to various background characteristics of the households. For
ease of analysis and comparison, the data is presented as percentages of households and
population.

The results show that the aggregated total income in Namibian households over the survey
period was N$16 176 million or N$16 billion (Table 8.2.1). The average annual household
income is N$43 521 and income per capita of N$8 839.

The results reveal large disparities between urban and rural areas. Average income per capita
is N$5 141 in rural areas compared to N$15 810 in urban areas, more than three times as
high. While rural areas account for 60 per cent of all households in the country and 65 per
cent of the population, they only account for 38 per cent of total income.

The region with the highest income per capita is Khomas with N$22 860. This is more than
six times the region with the lowest income per capita i.e Ohangwena.
In the regions of Khomas and Erongo, the shares of income significantly outweigh the shares

of households (Figure 8.2.1). In other words, the households in these regions account for a
larger share of the nation’s total income than their numbers alone would suggest.

Table 8.2.1

Annual household income by region and urban/rural areas
Region House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
holds lation household household per capita per capita
size income income
% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$
Caprivi 5.0 4.7 4.6 471 2.9 25304 5447 6411
Erongo 7.5 5.4 3.6 1480 9.1 53 408 14 948 16 819
Hardap 44 3.7 4.2 710 44 43413 10 418 12092
Karas 4.2 34 4.0 695 4.3 44 623 11123 12706
Kavango 8.7 1.4 6.4 771 4.8 23820 3697 4427
Khomas 17.5 14.1 4.0 5909 36.5 91028 22 860 25427
Kunene 3.6 34 4.6 373 2.3 27 876 6 043 7240
Ohangwena 10.2 12.9 6.3 841 52 22 207 3 551 4304
Omaheke 3.6 3.1 4.2 584 3.6 43792 10 431 12232
Omusati 10.6 12.3 5.7 1035 6.4 26 369 4 591 5 466
Oshana 85 9.3 5.4 1452 9.0 45704 8529 9963
Oshikoto 8.6 9.4 54 854 5.3 26 788 4945 5895
Otjozondjupa 7.7 6.8 43 1002 6.2 34 897 8 060 9457
Namibia 100 100 4.9 16176 100 43 521 8 839 10 358
Urban 40.5 347 4.2 10028 62.0 66 620 15810 17 898
Rural 59.5 65.3 54 6147 38.0 27 798 5141 6 139
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Definition of adjusted per capita income

Per capita income is calculated as computed income divided by number of persons in the household,
giving each person a weight of 1 regardless of age differences. In this case it is assumed that the
consumption of every member is the same. On the other hand adjusted per capita income (APCI)
is based on the assumption that consumption of children is less than that of adults. Therefore a
child is given a lesser weight than an adult. Such a scale, which defines the different weights for
different ages, is known as an adult equivalent scale. The adult equivalent scale used in this report
is given below.

If age <=5 years then the weight = 0.5
If age is between 6 and 15 years then the weight = 0.75
If age > 15 years then the weight = 1

Figure 8.2.1
Annual household income by region
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Female headed households which account for 41 per cent of all households, only command
a 29 per cent share of total income (Table 8.2.2). The average income in male headed
households is N$51 912 compared to N$31 402 in female headed households. Similarly,
income per capita in male headed households is N$10 570 compared to N$6 320 in
households headed by females. In other words, income per capita is 40 per cent lower in
female headed households.

Table 8.2.2
Annual household income by urban/rural areas and sex of head of household
Urban/rural House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
Sex of head holds lation household household per capita per capita
size income income
% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$
Urban
Female 37.6 37.2 4.2 2680 26.7 47 291 11 344 13 037
Male 62.3 62.7 42 7346 732 78 311 18 461 20716
Both sexes 100 100 4.2 10028 100 66 620 15810 17 898
Rural
Female 42.4 42.8 55 2044 333 21800 3999 4845
Male 56.9 57.0 54 4060 66 32244 5960 7 041
Both sexes 100 100 5.4 6147 100 27 798 5141 6 139
Namibia
Female 40.5 40.8 5.0 4724 29.2 31 402 6 320 7528
Male 59.1 59.0 4.9 11406 70.5 51912 10 570 12 248
Both sexes 100 100 4.9 16176 100 43 521 8 839 10 358
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Household income also varies greatly by main language spoken in households (Table 8.2.3).
Households in which German, English and Afrikaans are the main language spoken reported
the highest income per capita, N$81 772, N$59 593, and N$25 372, respectively. On the
other hand households in which Khoisan, Rukavango, Nama/Damara and Oshiwambo are
the main language spoken reported the lowest income per capita, N$2 642, N$3 464, N$5
421 and N$6 151, respectively.

Comparison shows that German-speaking household have a per capita income that is 31
times higher than the per capita income in Khoisan-speaking household and 13 times that of
the Oshiwambo speaking households.

Table 8.2.3
Annual household income by main language spoken in household
Main House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
language holds lation household household per capita per capita
spoken size income income
% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$
Khoisan 1.3 1.5 5.6 74 0.5 14 914 2642 3263
Caprivi languages 5.3 4.9 4.6 593 3.7 30178 6 590 7728
Otjiherero 8.8 8.1 4.6 1458 9.0 44610 9787 11478
Rukavango 9.3 11.8 6.2 745 4.6 21439 3464 4137
Nama/Damara 1.4 10.5 45 1042 6.4 24 535 5421 6 366
Oshiwambo 48.8 51.9 52 5845 36.1 32225 6 151 7218
Setswana 0.4 0.3 3.8 62 0.4 41600 10 854 12793
Afrikaans 10.6 8.2 3.8 3785 234 96 140 25372 28 684
German 1.1 0.5 25 817 5.1 204 018 81772 87 649
English 1.9 1.3 3.3 1369 8.5 198 687 59 593 66 898
Other 0.7 0.6 4.0 298 1.8 117 553 29 486 33461
Not stated 0.4 0.4 5.0 87 0.5 59 767 11 968 14 200
Total 100 100 4.9 16 176 100 43 521 8 839 10 358
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Households that comprise of the head and/or a spouse have a per capita income of N$34 263
and households where the head lives alone or with a spouse and with 1 child have a per
capita income of N$18 859 (Table 8.2.4). In households where the head lives alone or with
a spouse and with relatives have a lower income, N$5 514. Households where there is one
or more orphaned children have a per capita income of N$§4 721 compared to N$10 942, in
households where there are no orphans

Table 8.2.4

Annual household income by household composition and orphan hood

Household composition House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income Adjusted

Orphan hood holds Ilation household household per capita per capita

size income income

% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$

Household composition

With head or head & spouse only 16.4 4.4 1.3 2731 16.9 44719 34 263 34 294

With 1 child no relatives 7.7 4.0 26 1393 86 48 685 18 859 21383

With 2+ children no relatives 18.1 187 5.1 3576 22.1 53216 10 467 12729

With relatives 480 614 6.3 6196 38.3 34768 5514 6517

With non-relatives 98 115 5.8 2279 141 62 325 10 805 12 306

Total 100 100 4.9 16176 100 43 521 8839 10 358

Orphan hood

Households without orphans 76.8 66.2 4.2 13255 81.9 46 462 10 942 12 671

Households with orphans 232 338 7.2 2920 18.1 33809 4721 5 664

There is a strong correlation between educational attainment of the head of household and
income in the household (Table 8.2.5). The higher the educational attainment of the head of
household, the higher the income per capita. In households where the head has no formal
education the income per capita is N$3 003, compared to N$11 383 in households where the
head has attained a secondary education and N$36 503 in households where the head has a
tertiary education.

Table 8.2.5
Annual household income by highest level of educational attainment
of head of household

Educational House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
attainment holds lation household household per capita per capita
of head size income income

% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$
No formal education 27.4 23.8 5.7 1507 93 17 057 3003 3577
Primary 334 314 5.3 2682 16.6 23016 4382 5163
Secondary 30.0 34.2 43 6254 38.7 49 270 11 383 13163
Tertiary 8.4 9.9 4.2 5635 34.8 152 375 36 503 41506
Not stated 0.7 0.8 4.2 97 0.6 34 167 8 054 9870
Total 100 100 4.9 16176 100 43 521 8 839 10 358
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Average household income is N$246 946 in the relatively few households where commercial
farming is the main source of income (Table 8.2.6). This is in contrast with a larger
proportion of households which reported subsistence farming as the main source of income
but having average household income of N$22 527. The average income in households
which reported pension as the main source of income is N$25 667.

Table 8.2.6
Annual household income by main source of income
Main House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
source of holds  lation household household per capita per capita
income size income income
% % MillionN$ % N$ N$ N$
Salaries/wages 46.3 39.8 4.2 9873 61.0 57 315 13 540 15 487
Subsistence farming 28.9 36.5 6.2 2422 15.0 22 527 3631 4370
Commercial farming 0.7 0.5 33 680 4.2 246 946 74 451 83932
Business income 7.1 6.6 4.6 1724 107 65 661 14 263 16 607
Pensions 9.2 9.8 53 877 54 25667 4 865 5704
Remittances/grants 2.8 24 4.2 231 14 22009 5236 6 116
Drought/in kind receipts 24 1.8 3.8 91 06 10 364 2732 3211
Other 1.6 1.5 44 153 0.9 25058 5651 6 847
Not stated 0.9 1.0 57 124 038 37775 6628 7 906
Namibia 100 100 4.9 16176 100 43 521 8839 10 358

Table 8.2.7 illustrates the skewness of income distribution among households in Namibia.
The 25 per cent households (1-25) with the lowest APCI account for 7 per cent of total
annual income. On the other hand the two per cent (99-100) households with the highest
APCI account for 16 per cent of the total annual income.

The same skewness in income is evident in the deciles. The ten per cent of households with
the lowest adjusted per capita income (decile one) account for only 2 per cent of the total
income in Namibia. The ten per cent with the highest annual income (decile ten) account
for 44 per cent of annual income. As a result, the per capita income in decile ten is 58 times
higher than the per capita income in decile one (the 10 per cent households with the lowest
income).
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Table 8.2.7
Annual household income by percentile group after adjusted per capita income
Percentile House- Popu- Average Total income Average Income  Adjusted
group holds lation household household per capita per capita
Deciles size income income
% % Million N$ % N$ N$ N$
Percentiles
1-25 25.0 347 6.8 1073 6.6 11 545 1692 2040
26-50 25.0 27.2 54 1717 10.6 18 483 3450 4089
51-75 25.0 215 4.2 2804 17.3 30178 7132 8 196
76-90 15.0 11.0 3.6 3537 21.9 63 496 17 571 19734
91-95 5.0 3.1 3.1 2414 14.9 129 924 42 306 46 622
96-98 3.0 1.6 2.6 2123 13.1 189 597 71829 80 102
99-100 2.0 0.9 2.3 2507 15.5 339382 147 838 157 979
Total 100 100 4.9 16 176 100 43 521 8 839 10 358
Deciles
1 10 14.9 7.3 319 2.0 8 590 1169 1411
2 10 134 6.6 478 3.0 12 831 1948 2348
3 10 124 6.1 577 3.6 15 544 2552 3053
4 10 11.1 55 659 4.1 17 722 3245 3858
5 10 10.1 5.0 757 4.7 20 382 4112 4841
6 10 8.9 44 897 55 24 147 5504 6 367
7 10 8.5 42 1173 7.3 31580 7 504 8634
8 10 7.9 3.9 1605 9.9 43143 11 140 12618
9 10 7.2 35 2 666 16.5 71809 20 340 22708
10 10 5.7 2.8 7 044 43.5 189 528 68 005 74 811
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The nominal values (i.e. without adjusting for inflation) of adjusted per capita income
have increased from N$3 608 in 1993/94 to N$10 358 in 2003/04 (Figure 8.2.2a).
Values have increased in urban areas from N$7 651 to N$17 989 and in rural areas
from N$1 875 to N$6 139.

Adjusted per capita income in male headed households increased from N$4 454 to N§12 248
and that of female headed households from N$2 188 to N$7 528 between the two surveys
(Figure 8.2.2b).

As noted in chapter 1 there have been changes in the methodology between the two surveys,
which implies that any changes should be taken merely as indicative. Therefore, caution should
be exercised before making conclusions from these comparisons.

Figure 8.2.2a
Annual adjusted per capita income (in N$) by urban/rural, 1993/1994-2003/2004
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Figure 8.2.2b

Adjusted per capita income (in N$) by sex of head of household, 1993/1994-2003/1904
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Figure 8.2.3

Income per capita (in N$) by main language spoken in the household, 1993/1994-

2003/2004
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8.3 The GINI-coefficient

The GINI coefficient (see definition below) for Namibia is 0.604 according to results from
NHIES 2003/2004. It is calculated on the adjusted per capita income for every single
household member. The GINI coefficient in 1993/1994 survey was 0.701 and thus the latest
survey shows that inequality in the distribution of incomes has decreased. Despite this
improvement, however the current level of inequality in Namibia is still among the highest
in the world.

Figure 8.3
Lorenz diagram for income distribution among the population in Namibia
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Definition GINI-coefficient

The GINI-coefficient is a summary statistics of the Lorenz Curve. It is a measure of the income
distribution in a country. It compares the actual distribution to a totally equal distribution. The
coefficient ranges from 0 to 1. An equal distribution of income gives a coefficient close to 0. The
more unequal the distribution is the closer the coefficient is to 1. The coefficient gives different
results depending on how it is calculated. In this survey it is calculated on the adjusted per capita
income of every single household member, which gives a more accurate result. It can also be
calculated on average per capita income per household or per group of persons or households such
as deciles. It is important to know the method of computation to be able to compare over time and
between countries.
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9 Distribution of annual consumption

Tables in this chapter on distribution of consumption of selected consumption groups,
food consumption ratio and type of transaction show correlation with various household
characteristics such as educational attainment of the head of household, household composition,
orphan hood and income, (see definition in Chapter 8, “Annual consumption and income”).

1.1  Consumption groups

Table 9.1.1 shows that households in Namibia spend 24 per cent of their total expenditures

on food and beverages (including alcoholic beverages and tobacco), 21 per cent on housing,
16 per cent on transport and communication and 20 per cent of consumption on “other” goods
and services. The category “other” includes recreation, culture, accommodation services and
miscellaneous goods and services. Education and health make up a very small proportion of
total household consumption, 2 and 3 per cent, respectively.

Overall, the proportion of household consumption that is spent on food and beverages is highly
related to a household’s income.

Urban households spend a smaller proportion of their consumption on food and beverages
(16%) than rural households (39%). However, urban households spend a large proportion of
their consumption on housing (24% compared to 17%)

The proportion of food consumption is higher in Omusati, Kavango, Ohangwena and Caprivi
while housing is higher in Khomas, Erongo and Ohangwena.

Table 9.1.1

Annual consumption by consumption group, region and urban/rural areas
Region Annual consumption % Total Average
Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
beve- thing/ cation shing/ port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment  muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
Caprivi 40.4 145 6.6 22 2.1 16.2 9.0 9.0 100 452 24 304
Erongo 17.4 235 71 29 1.9 8.2 146 244 100 1460 52 675
Hardap 22.0 15.9 4.5 15 1.2 11.9 20.8 221 100 680 41575
Karas 22.7 16.6 5.2 1.4 2.0 7.9 182 26.0 100 673 43 248
Kavango 42.8 17.6 5.9 1.4 25 7.7 96 125 100 739 22 849
Khomas 12.2 26.8 54 1.8 3.2 8.2 198 227 100 5782 89 065
Kunene 38.8 174 5.6 24 1.5 8.4 116 143 100 346 25915
Ohangwena 42.3 23.2 71 1.4 1.8 52 9.0 10.0 100 821 21685
Omaheke 27.7 11.9 4.4 1.9 3.1 10.6 211 19.2 100 523 39152
Omusati 46.4 16.9 54 1.2 2.0 6.0 104 11.8 100 994 25325
Oshana 28.3 15.5 7.0 1.5 3.1 8.7 179 180 100 1396 43 965
Oshikoto 39.1 134 5.9 1.4 5.6 8.4 93 17.0 100 818 25662
Otjozondjupa 254 225 6.7 2.1 1.5 8.6 124 206 100 955 33 251
Namibia 24.3 21.3 5.9 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42078
Urban 15.7 23.7 6.3 1.9 29 8.3 183 229 100 9764 64 863
Rural 38.7 17.2 5.2 15 2.3 8.7 123 140 100 5875 26 568
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Consumption on food and beverages is higher in female headed than in male headed
households, 31 per cent of the total annual consumption in a female headed household
compared to 22 per cent in a male headed household. The distribution of consumption on
housing, clothing/footwear, health, education and furnishing does not differ much between
female and male headed households. However, for male headed households, 18 per cent of
the annual consumption is spent on transport/communication and 21 per cent on other items,
compared to 10 and 17 per cent, respectively for female headed households. This difference
in consumption pattern is reflected in both urban and rural households.

Table 9.1.2
Annual consumption by consumption group, urban/rural areas
and sex of head of household

Urban/rural Annual consumption % Total  Average
Sex of head Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
beve- thing/ cation shing/  port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
Urban
Female 18.9 27.0 7.2 21 2.7 8.6 128 208 100 2602 45913
Male 145 225 5.9 1.9 3.0 8.2 20.2 237 100 7159 76 324
Both sexes 15.7 23.7 6.3 1.9 29 8.3 183 229 100 9764 64 863
Rural
Female 46.1 18.6 5.9 1.7 2.0 8.0 63 114 100 1982 21130
Male 35.2 16.6 49 14 25 9.0 148 155 100 3851 30 584
Both sexes 38.7 17.2 52 1.5 23 8.7 123 140 100 5875 26 568
Namibia
Female 30.6 23.4 6.6 1.9 24 8.3 10.0 16.7 100 4584 30 465
Male 21.7 20.5 5.6 1.7 2.8 8.5 183 20.8 100 11010 50 113
Both sexes 24.3 21.3 5.9 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42 078
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According to Table 9.1.3, major differences exist among households with different main
language spoken in the household. The Khoisan speaking households have the lowest annual
average household consumption of N$14 505 and the highest proportion spent on food and
beverages of 62 per cent. The German and English speaking households have the highest
levels of annual average household consumption, N$193 684 and N$193 505 respectively.
They also have the lowest spending on food and beverages; with the German speaking
household spending 10 per cent of their total consumption expenditure on this while the
English speaking households spend 8 per cent.

Households where the main languages spoken are Caprivi languages, Khoisan, Rukavango
or Oshiwambo, there is a lower proportion of consumption on housing, 17 and 18 per cent.

Table 9.1.3

Annual consumption by consumption group and main language spoken in household
Main Annual consumption % Total Average
language Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
spoken beve- thing/ cation shing/  port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
Khoisan 62.3 17.2 3.8 0.5 0.3 5.3 4.6 59 100 72 14 505
Caprivi languages ~ 33.8 16.5 6.5 1.8 33 14.2 1.6 124 100 573 29133
Otjiherero 237 22.0 7.2 22 3.6 7.0 175 169 100 1388 42 478
Rukavango 451 17.9 6.3 1.4 23 7.5 87 107 100 718 20 659
Nama/Damara 28.0 21.8 7.7 2.0 2.2 8.0 1.7 187 100 1016 23920
Oshiwambo 329 18.3 7.4 1.4 3.2 6.9 146 154 100 5657 31188
Setswana 23.5 24.4 5.6 1.5 25 8.4 123 217 100 59 40 025
Afrikaans 13.9 24.0 3.9 22 1.9 9.3 191 258 100 3668 93 156
German 9.7 25.7 2.7 23 2.8 11.0 16.7 291 100 776 193 684
English 8.4 253 3.8 1.8 1.9 9.4 215 280 100 1333 193 505
Other 13.2 25.2 5.8 15 54 17.9 170 14.0 100 294 116 106
Not stated 23.0 26.3 4.0 1.5 0.3 6.9 166 214 100 84 58 105
Total 24.3 21.3 5.9 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42078

Table 9.1.4 shows that annual consumption sums and consumption patterns vary between
different household compositions. Households with a head or head and spouse spend the
lowest proportion on food and beverages (18%). Households, which include relatives spend
the highest proportion on food and beverages (32%) and the lowest proportion on health
(1.5%).

Households with orphans spend a higher proportion of their consumption on food and
beverages than those without orphans. Average household consumption is also considerably
lower in households with orphans than in non-orphan households.
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Table 9.1.4
Annual consumption by consumption group, household composition and orphan
hood
Household composition Annual consumption % Total Average
Orphan hood Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con-  house-
beve- thing/ cation shing/ port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
With head or head & spouse only  18.1 233 42 22 1.2 96 179 235 100 2611 42745
With 1 child no relatives 18.5 238 438 20 24 80 161 244 100 1352 47 242
With 2+ children no relatives 21.5 224 53 19 29 83 164 213 100 3462 51522
With relatives 31.6 208 741 15 29 70 13.0 16.0 100 6003 33681
With non-relatives 19.9 169 6.2 16 35 114 214 191 100 2212 60 493
Total 24.3 213 59 1.8 27 84 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42078
Orphan hood
Households without orphans 21.9 217 57 18 27 87 16.7 20.7 100 12817 44 926
Households with orphans 353 192 6.6 15 238 71 129 146 100 2822 32669

Table 9.1.5 shows that the proportion of consumption on food and beverages decreases with
the increase in the level of education of the head of household. Households whose heads
have attained tertiary education spend more than one quarter (26%) of their consumption on
other goods and services. They also spend a significant proportion of their consumption on
education compared to other households.

The average consumption is almost 10 times as high in households where the head has attained
tertiary education as in households where the head has no formal education. It is three times as
high as in households where the head has secondary education.

Table 9.1.5

Annual consumption by consumption group and highest level
of educational attainment of head of household

Educational Annual consumption % Total Average

attainment Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-

of head beve- thing/ cation shing/  port/ sump- hold

rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-

wear ment muni- Million tion

cation N$ N$

No formal education ~ 54.3 21.0 58 1.5 1.4 5.6 5.0 56 100 1461 16 530

Primary 41.6 19.7 7.4 1.4 2.7 6.4 10.0 105 100 2591 22 234

Secondary 221 20.5 6.7 2.0 21 9.1 16.0 210 100 6040 47 584

Tertiary 10.6 231 4.3 1.8 3.7 9.5 21.0 261 100 5454 147 477

Not stated 225 11.8 4.3 3.4 0.6 8.9 340 145 100 93 32852

Total 243 21.3 5.9 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42 078
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Households that reported drought and kind receipts and subsistence farming as their main
source of income have the highest proportion of their consumption on food (52% and 63%)).
Commercial farmers use less than10 per cent of their consumption on food and beverages.

Table 9.1.6

Annual consumption by consumption group and main source of income
Main Annual consumption % Total Average
source of Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
income beve- thing/ cation shing/  port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
Salaries and/or wages  18.1 21.6 6.6 1.8 2.8 8.1 17.7 233 100 9599 55727

Subsistence farming 52.4 18.1 5.8 1.3 2.6 6.0 71 6.9 100 2315 21530
Commercial farming 9.6 14.9 1.9 1.9 2.2 15.9 286 251 100 619 224 850
Pensions 34.3 26.9 35 3.0 0.9 6.7 104 141 100 850 24 898
Remittances/Grants 34.2 26.1 6.7 1.9 6.2 8.5 8.2 8.1 100 228 21675
Drought/kind receipts ~ 63.1 22.3 4.3 0.7 0.8 4.7 1.7 2.3 100 91 10 321

Business income 18.1 216 4.8 1.8 3.0 12.0 191 197 100 1664 63 400
Other 27.0 28.0 3.8 21 1.2 8.3 134 163 100 150 24 540
Not stated 26.9 247 58 1.3 1.8 7.4 156 166 100 122 37129
Total 24.3 21.3 5.9 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 19.6 100 15639 42 078

The percentile groups show a skewed distribution of average household consumption
whereby the last two per cent of households reported an average household consumption of
N$323 386 compared to N$11 432 reported by the first quarter. The share of transport and
communication consumption is highest in the last two per cent of households compared to
other consumption items.

The decile grouping shows a much more clear trend on furnishing/equipment and transport,
increasing from the first to the last decile as average household consumption increases.
Food/beverages consumption on the other hand, decreases with an increase in the average
household consumption.
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Table 9.1.7
Annual consumption by consumption group, percentile group
after adjusted per capita income

Percentile Annual consumption % Total Average
group Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
Deciles beve- thing/ cation shing/ port/ sump- hold
rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$

Percentiles
1-25 57.2 229 6.6 1.2 15 37 3.0 40 100 1063 11432
26-50 51.6 20.4 7.4 1.4 14 59 5.0 7.0 100 1690 18 195
51-75 36.9 19.7 8.4 1.5 2.1 7.9 99 136 100 2721 29 283
76-90 20.1 20.1 7.3 1.8 3.2 8.7 173 214 100 3406 61151
91-95 1.5 23.3 52 2.0 4.3 8.1 199 257 100 2327 125210
96-98 10.0 25.0 35 2.0 29 104 184 27.7 100 2043 182 475
99-100 6.9 19.5 23 2.1 23 11.1 289 269 100 2389 323 386
Total 243 21.3 59 1.8 2.7 8.4 16.0 196 100 15639 42078

Deciles

1 56.6 25.0 6.2 1.4 1.6 3.2 2.8 33 100 317 8510
2 57.3 221 6.9 1.1 14 4.2 3.0 40 100 474 12721
3 56.0 214 71 1.2 1.3 4.0 3.6 52 100 570 15 355
4 52.7 21.2 7.4 1.4 1.3 5.0 4.6 6.4 100 649 17 466
5 49.4 194 7.2 1.4 1.6 7.3 5.6 8.0 100 744 20018
6 429 20.7 8.2 1.3 1.8 6.9 74 108 100 874 23 526
7 36.3 18.8 8.6 1.5 2.0 8.3 106 13.9 100 1139 30 664
8 28.0 19.7 8.2 1.7 2.6 8.9 132 176 100 1545 41523
9 18.2 20.3 7.0 1.9 34 8.6 183 223 100 2570 69 211
10 9.4 225 3.7 2.0 3.2 9.9 226 267 100 6758 181 846
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9 Distribution of annual consumption

9.2 Food consumption ratio

In the NHIES the share of food consumption of total consumption is used as a crude poverty
measure. If 60 per cent or more of the household’s total consumption is spent on food then the
household is considered “poor” while a household is considered. “severely poor” if 80 per cent
or more of household consumption is spent on food.

In Namibia, 4 per cent of households fit the above definition of severely poor (Table 9.2.1).
The proportion of poor (incl. severely poor) households is 28 per cent.

The share of severely poor households is 6 per cent in rural areas and 1 per cent in urban areas.
The proportion of poor (incl. severely poor) households in rural areas is 42 per cent and 7 per
cent in urban areas.

The regions with the highest shares of poor (incl. severely poor) households are Kavango,

Oshikoto, Omusati and Caprivi with 50, 47, 47 and 44 per cent, respectively. In Khomas 4 per
cent of households can be classified as poor according to this definition.

Table 9.2.1
Households by food consumption ratio, region and urban/rural areas
Region Food consumption ratio % Total Total
80-100 60-79 40-59 00-39 Total consumption number of
Per cent of households Million N$ households
Caprivi 71 36.5 29.0 275 100 452 18 607
Erongo 0.4 5.3 19.6 747 100 1460 27713
Hardap 4.9 22.7 26.0 46.5 100 680 16 365
Karas 3.1 15.4 245 57.0 100 673 15 570
Kavango 8.0 42.4 29.1 20.4 100 739 32354
Khomas 0.6 3.0 13.0 83.4 100 5782 64 918
Kunene 11.2 25.7 275 35.6 100 346 13 365
Ohangwena 0.2 225 49.9 275 100 821 37 854
Omaheke 12.4 28.0 26.3 33.3 100 523 13 347
Omusati 1.8 44.9 344 18.9 100 994 39248
Oshana 6.0 253 29.5 39.2 100 1396 31759
Oshikoto 6.1 40.9 26.5 26.5 100 818 31871
Otjozondjupa 3.4 15.3 26.6 54.7 100 955 28 707
Namibia 3.9 23.9 27.4 44.8 100 15639 371678
Urban 0.6 6.0 18.3 75.0 100 9764 150 533
Rural 6.1 36.0 33.6 24.3 100 5875 221145
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It can be derived from the table below that the share of poor and severely poor households
decreases with the increase in the average household consumption (Table 9.2.2).

Table 9.2.2
Household by food consumption ratio and percentile group
after adjusted per capita income

Percentile Adjusted Food consumption ratio % Total Total Average
group per capita 80-100 60-79 40-59 0-39 Total consump- number of household
income tion house- consumption

N$ Per cent of households Million N$ holds N$

1-90 6 223 4.3 26.5 302 39.0 100 8 881 334512 26 549
91-100 74 811 0.3 0.2 21 975 100 6758 37 166 181 846
Namibia 10 358 3.9 23.9 274 4438 100 15 639 371678 42078
1-25 2040 5.4 40.8 38.0 158 100 1063 92 985 11432
26-50 4089 5.1 32.6 36.1  26.1 100 1690 92 897 18 195
51-75 8 196 3.8 18.3 276 503 100 2721 92 925 29 283
76-90 19734 1.8 6.2 1.7 803 100 3406 55706 61151
91-95 46 622 0.5 0.3 27 964 100 2327 18 584 125 210
96-98 80 102 - 0.2 23 975 100 2043 11195 182 475
99-100 157 979 - - - 100 100 2389 7 386 323 386

The results from NHIES 2003/2004 show that the food consumption ratio has decreased
since the previous NHIES in 1993/1994. If the food consumption ratio is used as an indicator
of poverty, the share of households that are severely poor has been reduced by 55 per cent
and those that are poor (incl. severely poor) by 26 per cent (Figure 9.2).

However, as noted in Chapter 1 (section 1.17.3) it must be kept in mind that the difference
in the results is partly due to the improvements in survey coverage and methodology used
in computation of annual consumption in the latter survey. In NHIES 2003/2004 the sample
size is more than double and a larger number of annual non-food expenditures has been
included in total consumption.
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9 Distribution of annual consumption

Figure 9.2
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9 Distribution of annual consumption

9.3 Annual consumption in kind and cash

At the national level about 75 per cent of total consumption is in cash and 25 per cent is in
kind (Table 9.3.1).

Cash transactions are more common in urban areas, 82 per cent, than in rural areas, 62 per

cent.

In all regions except Ohangwena and Omusati the consumption in cash ranges between 63
per cent in Oshikoto and 84 per cent in Karas. In Ohangwena and Omusati the distribution

between consumption in cash is 52 and 55 per cent, respectively.

The regional distribution is quite similar to the distribution reported in NHIES 1993/1994.
The urban households have increased their consumption in cash from 77 to 82 per cent.

Table 9.3.1

Annual consumption by type of transaction,

region and urban/rural areas

Region Transaction type % Total
consumption
Inkind Cash Total Million N$
Caprivi 26.7 73.3 100 452
Erongo 19.6 80.4 100 1460
Hardap 18.2 81.8 100 680
Karas 15.9 84.1 100 673
Kavango 34.1 65.9 100 739
Khomas 19.9 80.1 100 5782
Kunene 36.2 63.8 100 346
Ohangwena 47.7 52.3 100 821
Omaheke 24.5 75.5 100 523
Omusati 45.5 54.5 100 994
Oshana 22.3 77.7 100 1396
Oshikoto 374 62.6 100 818
Otjozondjupa 23.4 76.6 100 955
Namibia 25.4 74.6 100 15639
Urban 17.9 82.1 100 9764
Rural 38.0 62.0 100 5875
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Male headed households reported a higher share of cash transactions, 77 per cent, compared
to female headed households, 69 per cent (Table 9.3.2). The pattern is similar in both urban
and rural areas.

Table 9.3.2
Annual consumption by type of transaction,
urban/rural areas and sex of head household

Urban/rural Transaction type % Total
Sex of head consumption
In kind Cash Total Million N$
Urban
Female 20.3 79.7 100 2602
Male 17.0 83.0 100 7159
Both sexes 17.9 82.1 100 9764
Rural
Female 45.7 54.3 100 1982
Male 343 65.7 100 3 851
Both sexes 38.0 62.0 100 5875
Namibia
Female 31.3 68.7 100 4584
Male 23.0 77.0 100 11 010
Both sexes 254 74.6 100 15639

Households where the main language spoken is English, 84 per cent reported that they use
cash transactions compared to 40 per cent in Khoisan-speaking households (Table 9.3.3).

Table 9.3.3
Annual consumption by type of transaction
and main language spoken in household

Main Transaction type % Total
language consumption
spoken Inkind Cash Total Million N$
Khoisan 59.9 40.1 100 72
Caprivi languages 22.0 78.0 100 573
Otjiherero 26.6 734 100 1388
Rukavango 36.0 64.0 100 718
Nama/Damara 242 75.8 100 1016
Oshiwambo 31.3 68.7 100 5657
Setswana 22.6 77.4 100 59
Afrikaans 19.5 80.5 100 3668
German 211 78.9 100 776
English 16.3 83.7 100 1333
Other 11.5 88.5 100 294
Not stated 24.8 75.2 100 84
Total 25.4 74.6 100 15639
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Table 9.3.4 shows that households, composed by head or head and spouse only, have the
highest transactions in cash (80%) followed by households with non-relatives (79%).
Households without orphans reported a higher consumption in cash compared to households
with orphans, 77 per cent compared to 65 per cent.

Table 9.3.4
Annual consumption by type of transaction, household composition
and orphan hood

Household composition Transaction type % Total
Orphan hood consumption
Inkind Cash Total Million N$
With head or head & spouse only 20.2 79.8 100 261
With 1 child no relatives 23.9 76.1 100 1352
With 2+ children no relatives 23.8 76.2 100 3462
With relatives 30.4 69.6 100 6 003
With non-relatives 215 78.5 100 2212
Total 25.4 74.6 100 15 639
Orphan hood
Households without orphans 23.4 76.6 100 12 817
Households with orphans 34.6 65.4 100 2 822

There is a correlation between the educational attainment of the head of household and the
type of transactions (Table 9.3.5). The proportion of cash transactions increases with the
increase in the educational attainment of the head of household.

Table 9.3.5
Annual consumption by type of transaction and highest level
of educational attainment of head of household

Educational Transaction type % Total
attainment consumption
of head In kind Cash Total Million N$
No formal education 53.0 47.0 100 1461
Primary 37.2 62.8 100 2591
Secondary 20.7 79.3 100 6 040
Tertiary 17.8 82.2 100 5454
Not stated 21.2 78.8 100 93
Total 25.4 74.6 100 15639

Households, which reported drought relief or in kind receipts and subsistence farming
as main source of income have more than half of their consumption transactions in kind
(Table 9.3.6). The proportion of in kind transactions of households, which reported
commercial farming and salaries and wages as main source of income is 17 and 19 per cent,
respectively.
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Table 9.3.6
Annual consumption by type of transaction and main source of income
Main source Transaction type % Total
of income consumption
Inkind Cash Total Million N$
Salaries and/or wages 18.7 81.3 100 9599
Subsistence farming 53.0 47.0 100 2315
Commercial farming 171 82.9 100 619
Pensions 38.2 61.8 100 850
Remittances/grants 26.7 73.3 100 228
Drought/kind receipts 63.7 36.3 100 91
Business income 19.6 80.4 100 1664
Other 27.5 725 100 150
Not stated 31.2 68.8 100 122
Total 25.4 74.6 100 15639

Table 9.3.7 shows that in kind transactions decrease with increase in income. The higher the

adjusted per capita income is, the lower are the proportions of in kind transactions.

Table 9.3.7

Annual consumption by type of transaction and percentile group

after adjusted per capita income

Percentile group

Transaction type %

Total

Deciles consumption
Inkind Cash Total Million N$
Percentiles
1-25 57.4 42.6 100 1063
26-50 46.7 53.3 100 1690
51-75 29.0 71.0 100 2721
76-90 18.8 81.2 100 3406
91-95 17.2 82.8 100 2327
96-98 18.1 81.9 100 2043
99-100 15.9 84.1 100 2389
Total 25.4 74.6 100 15639
Deciles
1 56.0 44.0 100 317
2 57.4 42.6 100 474
3 54.2 45.8 100 570
4 49.4 50.6 100 649
5 43.0 57.0 100 744
6 36.1 63.9 100 874
7 271 72.9 100 1139
8 22.0 78.0 100 1545
9 18.2 81.8 100 2570
10 17.0 83.0 100 6 758
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Appendices

Appendix 1 Regional tables distributed by urban/rural
areas

Table 6.1.1UR
Households by distance to drinking water and urban/rural areas within regions
Region and Distance in km to drinking water Total
urban/rural 0 1 2 3 45 6-10 >10 Total number of
areas Per cent of households households
Caprivi

Urban 849 130 16 06 - - - 100 5145

Rural 547 276 1.1 51 038 0.6 - 100 13 462

Total 63.1 23.5 85 39 06 04 - 100 18 607
Erongo

Urban 98.2 1.8 - - - - - 100 23 211

Rural 726 185 53 12 17 0.6 - 100 4502

Total 94.0 45 09 02 03 0.1 - 100 27713
Hardap

Urban 94.7 5.3 - - - - - 100 6 457

Rural 81.3 139 3.3 - - 1.5 - 100 9908

Total 86.6  10.5 2.0 - - 0.9 - 100 16 365
Karas

Urban 95.4 3.2 11 04 - - - 100 8372

Rural 86.5 1.4 0.9 - - 1.1 - 100 7198

Total 91.3 7.0 1.0 0.2 - 0.5 - 100 15570
Kavango

Urban 91.7 5.8 16 06 03 - - 100 6 491

Rural 167 376 219 77 841 6.9 1.0 100 25 864

Total 317 312 179 6.3 6.6 55 0.8 100 32354
Khomas

Urban 97.4 25 - - - - - 100 60 021

Rural 91.3 7.2 1.0 - - 0.5 - 100 4 896

Total 97.0 2.9 0.1 - - 0.0 - 100 64 918
Kunene

Urban 95.3 4.7 - - - - - 100 4 356

Rural 540 269 70 55 38 2.0 0.9 100 9008

Total 67.5 19.6 47 37 26 1.3 0.6 100 13 365
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Table 6.1.1UR Continued..

Region and Distance in km to drinking water Total
urban/rural 0 1 2 3 45 6-10 >10 Total number of
areas Per cent of households households
Ohangwena

Urban 85.1 12.7 20 0.2 - - - 100 757

Rural 241 433 183 37 73 2.9 0.2 100 37 098

Total 253 427 180 36 7.1 2.9 0.2 100 37 854
Omaheke

Urban 95.5 4.0 0.4 - - - - 100 3238

Rural 81.5 14.8 15 04 09 0.9 - 100 10 109

Total 84.9 12.2 13 03 06 0.7 - 100 13 347
Omusati

Urban 88.9 10.5 0.3 - 02 - - 100 699

Rural 269 479 142 53 40 1.7 - 100 38 549

Total 28.0 473 140 52 39 1.7 - 100 39 248
Oshana

Urban 95.2 3.9 0.9 - - - - 100 13070

Rural 421 35.2 119 50 4.0 1.6 0.1 100 18 689

Total 64.0 223 74 29 24 1.0 0.1 100 31759
Oshikoto

Urban 95.2 4.8 - - - - - 100 4151

Rural 383 241 230 12 738 4.9 0.6 100 27719

Total 457 216 200 1.0 6.8 4.3 0.5 100 31871
Otjozondjupa

Urban 95.2 4.2 0.6 - - - - 100 14 565

Rural 87.3 7.8 14 26 05 0.3 - 100 14 142

Total 91.3 6.0 10 13 03 0.1 - 100 28 707
Namibia

Urban 96.0 3.6 03 01 0.0 - - 100 150 533

Rural 438 315 134 38 45 2.6 0.3 100 221 145

Total 649 20.2 81 23 27 1.6 0.2 100 371678
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Table 8.1.1UR

Annual consumption by urban/rural areas within regions

House- Popu- Average Total consumption Average Consumption
Region and holds lation household household per capita
urban/rural i i
areas size consumption
% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Caprivi
Urban 276 293 4.9 219 483 42 496 8620
Rural 724 707 4.5 234 51.7 17 352 3825
Total 100 100 4.6 452 100 24 304 5232
Erongo
Urban 83.8 8338 3.6 1183 81.1 50 981 14 254
Rural 16.2 16.2 3.6 276 18.9 61413 17 281
Total 100 100 3.6 1460 100 52 675 14 743
Hardap
Urban 395 432 46 299 43.9 46 255 10 148
Rural 60.5 56.8 3.9 382 56.1 38525 9 847
Total 100 100 4.2 680 100 41575 9977
Karas
Urban 53.8 56.1 42 385 57.1 45 936 10 967
Rural 46.2 439 3.8 289 429 40121 10 540
Total 100 100 4.0 673 100 43 248 10 780
Kavango
Urban 20.1 186 6.0 261 35.3 40177 6711
Rural 799 814 6.6 478 64.7 18 500 2821
Total 100 100 6.4 739 100 22 849 3547
Khomas
Urban 925 942 4.1 5502 95.2 91672 22 600
Rural 75 5.8 341 280 4.8 57 104 18 584
Total 100 100 4.0 5782 100 89 065 22 367
Kunene
Urban 326 346 4.9 14 33 26 269 5361
Rural 674 654 45 232 67 25743 5754
Total 100 100 4.6 346 100 25915 5618
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Table 8.1.1UR Continued...

House- Popu- Average Total consumption Average Consumption
Region and holds lation household household per capita
urban/rural . i
areas size consumption
% % Million N$ % N$ N$
Ohangwena
Urban 2.0 1.3 4.0 33 441 44 044 11120
Rural 98.0 987 6.3 788 95.9 21229 3369
Total 100 100 6.3 821 100 21685 3467
Omaheke
Urban 243 246 43 146 27.9 45082 10 579
Rural 75.7 754 42 377 721 37 252 8916
Total 100 100 4.2 523 100 39 152 9325
Omusati
Urban 1.8 1.0 3.1 27 27 38786 12 596
Rural 98.2 99.0 5.8 967 97.3 25081 4331
Total 100 100 5.7 994 100 25325 4410
Oshana
Urban 412 327 4.3 858 61.5 65678 15 446
Rural 58.8 67.3 6.1 538 38.5 28779 4693
Total 100 100 54 1396 100 43 965 8 204
Oshikoto
Urban 13.0 9.5 3.9 190 23.2 45 761 11 595
Rural 87.0 905 5.6 628 76.8 22 652 4019
Total 100 100 54 818 100 25 662 4738
Otjozondjupa
Urban 50.7 53.8 4.6 547 57.3 37 524 8172
Rural 49.3  46.2 4.1 408 42.7 28 850 7107
Total 100 100 4.3 955 100 33 251 7 680
Namibia
Urban 40.5 347 4.2 9764 62.4 64 863 15 393
Rural 59.5 65.3 5.4 5875 37.6 26 568 4914
Total 100 100 4.9 15639 100 42 078 8 546
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Table 9.1.1UR
Annual consumption by consumption group and urban/rural areas within regions
Annual consumption % Total Average
Region and Food/ Housing Clo- Health Edu- Furni- Trans- Other Total con- house-
urban/rural beve- thing/ cation shing/ port/ sump- hold
areas rages foot- equip- com- tion consump-
wear ment muni- Million tion
cation N$ N$
Caprivi
Urban 27.8 18.3 71 2.0 24 15.8 137 128 100 219 42 496
Rural 52.3 10.9 6.2 2.3 1.7 16.4 4.6 55 100 234 17 352
Total 40.4 14.5 6.6 2.2 2.1 16.2 9.0 9.0 100 452 24 304
Erongo
Urban 18.5 23.0 7.7 3.0 2.0 6.9 146 242 100 1183 50 981
Rural 12.9 25.5 45 2.2 1.4 13.4 149 251 100 276 61413
Total 17.4 23.5 71 2.9 1.9 8.2 146 244 100 1460 52 675
Hardap
Urban 20.4 19.3 5.9 1.9 1.0 9.4 191 23.0 100 299 46 255
Rural 23.3 13.3 35 1.2 1.4 13.9 221 213 100 382 38525
Total 22.0 15.9 4.5 1.5 1.2 11.9 20.8 22.1 100 680 41575
Karas
Urban 21.0 18.9 6.4 1.6 2.3 7.9 158 26.0 100 385 45936
Rural 25.1 13.4 3.6 1.2 1.5 7.8 214 26.0 100 289 40121
Total 22.7 16.6 52 1.4 2.0 7.9 182 26.0 100 673 43 248
Kavango
Urban 27.7 18.8 7.2 1.7 3.3 11.2 13.3  16.7 100 261 40177
Rural 51.0 17.0 5.1 1.2 2.0 5.8 76 102 100 478 18 500
Total 42.8 17.6 5.9 14 25 7.7 96 125 100 739 22 849
Khomas
Urban 12.0 27.0 55 1.8 3.3 7.8 19.7 229 100 5502 91672
Rural 15.8 22.3 3.2 1.9 1.3 15.8 208 18.9 100 280 57 104
Total 12.2 26.8 54 1.8 3.2 8.2 19.8 227 100 5782 89 065
Kunene
Urban 29.5 17.4 8.6 2.2 2.0 10.5 1.5 182 100 114 26 269
Rural 43.4 17.4 4.1 25 1.3 74 1.6 123 100 232 25743
Total 38.8 17.4 5.6 24 1.5 8.4 1.6 143 100 346 25915
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Appendix 2 Detailed tables

Table 7.1.9 Households by ownership of and access to assets

Assets Owns Has access Has noaccess Not stated Total
Radio 714 13.1 15.3 0.1 100
Stereo/Hi-Fi 244 6.6 68.7 0.3 100
Tape recorder 27.9 6.4 65.3 0.4 100
Television 29.1 10.3 60.3 0.3 100
Satellite dish 8.3 3.8 87.6 0.4 100
Video cassette recorder/DVD 12.6 4.2 82.7 0.4 100
Telephone/cell phone 33.5 33.3 33.0 0.3 100
Refrigerator 30.3 6.3 63.1 0.3 100
Stove, gas or electric 42.5 2.3 54.9 0.3 100
Microwave 11.7 1.8 86.2 0.3 100
Freezer 19.3 5.2 75.3 0.3 100
Washing machine 13.9 23 83.6 0.2 100
Motor vehicle 18.5 28.1 53.1 0.3 100
Motor cycle/scooter 1.1 0.9 97.6 0.5 100
Sewing/knitting machine 15.9 6.2 775 0.4 100
Donkey/ox cart 8.3 7.6 83.7 0.4 100
Plough 22.6 13.0 64.1 0.3 100
Tractor 1.3 12.0 86.3 0.5 100
Wheelbarrow 19.1 12,5 68.0 0.4 100
Grinding mill 1.9 9.8 88.0 0.4 100
Bicycle 15.6 6.9 76.9 0.6 100
Computer 5.4 6.5 87.7 0.5 100
Internet service 2.8 5.6 91.2 0.4 100
Canoe/boat 1.5 21 95.9 0.4 100
Motorboat 0.3 0.5 98.8 0.5 100
Camera 13.8 9.7 76.1 0.4 100
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Table 9.1.9

Average annual household consumption by region, urban/rural areas and
consumption items, Namibian Dollar

Consumption items Caprivi Erongo Hardap Karas Kavango Khomas Kunene Ohangwena
Total number of households 18607 27713 16365 15570 32354 64918 13365 37 854
Average household size 4.6 3.6 4.2 4.0 6.4 4.0 4.6 6.3
Food expenditures, cash 6 585 8231 6768 8504 5516 10331 4 681 3 550
Bread and cereals 2324 1564 1269 1658 2176 1881 1575 1370
Meat 997 1672 1220 1795 809 2046 657 597
Fish 548 291 76 177 340 318 57 405
Milk, cheese and eggs 352 635 465 525 231 933 239 71
Oils and fats 300 323 218 282 242 385 213 148
Vegetables 376 537 335 495 323 709 189 142
Fruits, nuts and berries 94 187 92 168 62 338 45 39
Sugar 495 536 642 653 381 690 593 253
Non-alcoholic beverages 555 644 486 653 318 1001 402 136
Alcoholic beverages, tobacco 244 853 586 928 347 943 374 257
Other food 199 639 1185 929 240 457 191 88
Ready-made foods 101 349 194 241 49 630 145 43
Food consumption, in kind 3242 959 2394 1327 4 269 499 5377 5618
Bread and cereals 1414 85 226 91 1816 61 402 3152
Meat 248 242 911 423 318 144 990 564
Fish 283 143 28 29 259 19 12 75
Vegetables 504 32 25 39 924 21 129 882
Fruits, nuts and berries 110 6 16 23 409 13 19 136
Other food in kind 684 451 1188 720 543 242 3823 809
Total food 9 827 9190 9162 9831 9785 10830 10058 9167
Clothing and footwear 1609 3760 1891 2242 1337 4801 1448 1545
Housing 3529 12367 6611 7171 4031 23842 4509 5024
Furnishing and utensils 3927 4308 4967 3407 1758 7332 2186 1136
Health 523 1501 637 617 323 1578 625 295
Cornrfn”usn‘?g:ﬁi’;d 2194 7707 8636 7886 2203 17607 2995 1955
Education 501 995 503 855 560 2 854 391 395
Recreation and culture 492 2073 1163 1673 533 4 004 386 229
Other 1703 10775 8005 9567 2320 16217 3316 1939
Total non-food consumption 14 478 43485 32413 33416 13064 78235 15856 12 517
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 24305 52675 41575 43247 22849 89064 25914 21685
Total consumption 1993/1994 5479 15087 13484 15722 7537 34152 7882 6 111
Ratio consumption 2003/2004
over consumption 1993/1994 4.4 3.5 3.1 2.8 3.0 2.6 3.3 3.5
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Table 9.1.9 Continued...

Consumption items Omaheke Omusati Oshana Oshikoto Otjozc?nd- Namibia  Urban Rural
jupa
Total number of households 13347 39248 31759 31871 28707 371678 150533 221145
Average household size 4.2 5.7 54 54 4.3 4.9 4.2 54
Food expenditures, cash 5130 4246 7820 3516 6388 6 507 9 557 4431
Bread and cereals 1257 1269 1974 896 1465 1610 1950 1378
Meat 728 771 1545 699 1124 1202 1913 718
Fish 38 474 628 219 111 321 332 313
Milk, cheese and eggs 336 116 374 153 428 409 754 174
Oils and fats 197 149 275 156 287 253 382 166
Vegetables 182 260 568 200 309 391 653 212
Fruits, nuts and berries 86 88 235 47 88 143 253 68
Sugar 920 322 532 328 656 512 648 420
Non-alcoholic beverages 494 306 730 316 457 530 870 298
Alcoholic beverages, tobacco 541 341 605 327 599 556 821 376
Other food 259 100 262 128 671 370 566 237
Ready-made foods 92 52 92 48 194 209 416 69
Food consumption, in kind 5717 7501 4631 6534 2073 3731 598 5 864
Bread and cereals 318 4167 2429 2 551 235 1490 110 2430
Meat 973 754 391 1100 485 514 123 779
Fish 12 98 93 47 27 86 43 116
Vegetables 37 978 665 1075 57 467 45 754
Fruits, nuts and berries 14 531 269 142 22 153 16 247
Other food in kind 4 364 974 784 1618 1247 1021 260 1539
Total food 10846 11748 12452 10050 8 461 10238 10155 10 294
Clothing and footwear 1739 1372 3063 1520 2239 2474 4062 139%
Housing 4663 4279 6829 3451 7483 8955 15392 4574
Furnishing and utensils 4166 1512 3840 2167 2865 3551 5373 2311
Health 734 299 660 347 706 747 1248 406
Transport and communication 8 266 2633 7856 2 3% 4124 6738 11842 3264
Education 1233 495 1351 1435 509 1133 1909 605
Recreation and culture 748 377 964 547 1052 1361 2641 489
Other 6757 2610 6950 3822 5810 6881 12242 3231
Total non-food consumption 28306 13578 31513 15685 24789 31840 54708 16273
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 39152 25325 43965 25735 33 251 42078 64863 26 568
Total consumption 1993/1994 12 936 7746 8928 7 407 10 374 12783 22912 7 601
Ratio consumption 2003/2004
over consumption 1993/1994 3.0 3.3 4.9 3.5 3.2 3.3 2.8 3.5
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Table 9.1.10

Average annual household consumption by urban/rural areas,
sex of head of household and consumption items, Namibian Dollar

Consumption items Urban Rural Namibia
Female Male Both Female Male Both Female Male Both
sexes sexes sexes
Total number of households 56671 93803 150533 93781 125905 221145 150451 219709 371678
Average household size 4.2 4.2 4.2 5.5 5.4 5.4 5.0 4.9 4.9
Food expenditures, cash 7993 10504 9557 3854 4894 4431 5413 7289 6507
Bread and cereals 1811 2034 1950 1313 1438 1378 1501 1692 1610
Meat 1675 2057 1913 633 787 718 1026 1329 1202
Fish 286 359 332 359 279 313 331 313 321
Milk, cheese and eggs 613 839 754 149 194 174 324 469 409
Oils and fats 355 398 382 155 176 166 230 270 253
Vegetables 547 718 653 189 230 212 324 438 391
Fruits, nuts and berries 195 288 253 66 69 68 115 163 143
Sugar 629 659 648 340 484 420 449 559 512
Non-alcoholic beverages 694 977 870 231 351 298 406 618 530
Alcoholic beverages, tobacco 464 1038 821 217 499 376 310 729 556
Other food 493 610 566 165 293 237 289 428 370
Ready-made foods 231 527 416 37 93 69 110 279 209
In Kind 671 553 598 5877 5883 5864 3916 3607 3731
Bread and cereals 139 92 110 2686 2247 2430 1727 1327 1490
Meat 139 114 123 657 875 779 462 550 514
Fish 38 46 43 118 113 116 88 85 86
Vegetables 58 36 45 879 663 754 570 395 467
Fruits, nuts and berries 18 15 16 280 224 247 181 134 153
Other food in kind 280 249 260 1256 1761 1539 888 1115 1021
Total food 8664 11057 10155 9731 10777 10294 9329 10897 10238
Clothing and footwear 3302 4521 4062 1247 1511 1394 2021 2796 2474
Housing 12386 17211 15392 3934 5074 4574 7118 10256 8955
Furnishing and utensils 3948 6229 5373 1694 2765 2311 2543 4244 3551
Health 946 1431 1248 366 439 406 584 862 747
Transport and communication 5883 15446 11842 1334 4536 3264 3047 9194 6738
Education 1231 2319 1909 414 753 605 722 1421 1133
Recreation and culture 1548 3302 2 641 233 686 489 728 1803 1361
Other 8005 14808 12242 2178 4045 3231 4372 8640 6881
Total non-food consumption 37248 65267 54708 11400 19807 16273 21136 39216 31840
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 45912 76325 64863 21130 30584 26568 30465 50112 42078
Total consumption 1993/1994 14409 27001 22912 5907 8769 7601 8367 15489 12783
Consumption 2003/2004
over consumption 1993/1994 3.2 2.8 2.8 3.6 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.2 3.3
138 Central Bureau of Statistics



Appendices

Table 9.1.11
Average annual household consumption by main language spoken and
consumption items, Namibian Dollar

Consumption items Khoisan Caprivi Otjiherero Rukavango Nama/Damara Oshiwambo
languages
Total number of households 4 967 19 664 32 686 34748 42 484 181 395
Average household size 5.6 4.6 4.6 6.2 4.5 5.2
Food expenditures, cash 6 020 8 805 9181 8 222 6973 7762
Bread and cereals 1352 2449 1830 2 564 1409 1656
Meat 849 1216 1504 1012 1311 1172
Fish 474 638 293 506 268 586
Milk, cheese and eggs 653 505 931 370 517 466
Oils and fats 251 435 417 456 285 343
Vegetables 211 487 452 501 364 492
Fruits, nuts and berries 248 259 255 261 205 291
Sugar 726 553 797 652 704 567
Non-alcoholic beverages 359 755 583 515 481 669
Alcoholic beverages, tobacco 557 769 951 785 635 847
Other food 201 334 550 382 467 327
Ready-made foods 139 405 618 218 327 346
In Kind 13038 6 576 12 090 7 259 6 581 10 112
Bread and cereals 2 559 2004 827 2210 568 3410
Meat 1953 465 1599 755 1231 1016
Fish 473 628 432 533 327 290
Vegetables 834 662 608 1093 206 1063
Fruits, nuts and berries 420 324 281 728 178 783
Other food in kind 6799 2493 8343 1940 4071 3550
Total food 19 058 15 381 21271 15 481 13 554 17 874
Clothing and footwear 792 1952 3401 1506 2120 2408
Housing 2 501 4823 9 365 3707 5207 5723
Furnishing and utensils 908 4143 3173 1807 2034 2223
Health 119 539 1056 311 524 465
Transport and
communication 2254 4 006 8214 2392 3647 4 897
Education 270 1487 2576 664 919 1417
Recreation and culture 659 1387 1598 781 1057 778
Other 1186 3052 6 987 2632 4 344 4 696
Total non-food consumption 8 689 21 389 36 370 13 800 19 852 22 607
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 27 747 36 770 57 641 29 281 33 406 40 481
Total consumption 1993/1994 5337 5983 10 651 7 151 7 529 8016
Consumption 2003/2004
over consumption 1993/1994 5.2 6.1 5.4 4.1 4.4 5.1
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Table 9.1.11 Continued...

Consumption items Setswana Afrikaans German English Other Total
Total number of households 1479 39 374 4 005 6 889 2532 371678
Average household size 3.8 3.8 25 3.3 4.0 4.9
Food expenditures, cash 8762 14 702 22 906 18 155 16 978 9 515
Bread and cereals 947 1652 1924 1962 2760 1777
Meat 1921 2835 3110 3113 3105 1476
Fish 314 518 1121 674 736 561
Milk, cheese and eggs 721 1209 2309 1633 1353 703
Oils and fats 233 479 682 596 831 389
Vegetables 447 876 1733 1483 1535 581
Fruits, nuts and berries 325 453 1230 893 624 350
Sugar 1028 767 883 661 704 649
Non-alcoholic beverages 578 1033 1371 1758 1568 718
Alcoholic beverages, tobacco 1167 1954 3172 2000 1910 1019
Other food 501 1535 1796 760 571 563
Ready-made foods 580 1391 3575 2622 1281 729
In Kind 9 545 12 096 12907 6 883 7114 10 644
Bread and cereals 698 646 887 349 1061 2743
Meat 2700 2594 2084 776 1551 1137
Fish 260 1317 384 1103 349 411
Vegetables 287 473 710 329 254 986
Fruits, nuts and berries 40 403 389 103 186 690
Other food in kind 5560 6663 8453 4223 3713 4677
Total food 18 307 26 798 35813 25038 24092 20159
Clothing and footwear 2544 3907 5892 7719 7163 2673
Housing 9779 22 364 49827 48924 29 268 8 957
Furnishing and utensils 3667 9077 21663 18251 22983 3747
Health 710 2324 4729 3680 2242 825
Transport and communication 5641 19 058 32289 41913 20 124 7 656
Education 1772 3329 13 040 6 486 9 522 1766
Recreation and culture 3330 4 967 15 307 9 341 6 665 1970
Other 8 260 20 632 41465 44972 10792 779
Total non-food consumption 35703 85658 184212 181 286 108 759 35388
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 54 010 112456 220025 206324 132851 55 547
Total consumption 1993/1994 12 425 33750 56 105 50029 37 365 12783
Consumption 2003/2004
over consumption 1993/1994 4.3 3.3 3.9 4.1 3.6 4.3
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