Analysis of Meghalaya’s Performance in ‘National Multidimensional Poverty Index 2023’

Introduction to the MPI:

e The global MPI Report is jointly published by the Oxford Poverty and Human Development
Initiative (OPHI) and the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) that measures poverty
across three dimensions-health, education, and standard of living of a country.

e The Government of India has acknowledged the significance of the global MPI under the mandate

of the Global Indices for Reform and Action (GIRG) initiative. The emphasis of the GIRG initiative
is not only to improve the country’s performance and ranking in the global indices but also to
leverage the indices as tools for driving systemic reforms and growth. In this context, NITI Aayog,
as the nodal agency for MPI, has been responsible for constructing an indigenized index, the
National MPI, for monitoring the performance of States and Union Territories in addressing
multidimensional poverty.
The National MPI serves as an important tool that enables the country to track its progress
towards the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), mainly SDG target 1.2, which aims at
reducing “at least by half the proportion of men, women and children of all ages living in poverty
in all its dimensions”.

e The ‘National Multidimensional Poverty Index: A Progress Review 2023’ presents the second
edition of the national MPI and is a follow-up to the Baseline Report published in November
2021. It provides multidimensional poverty estimates for India’s 36 States and Union Territories
and 707 administrative districts across 12 indicators of the national MPI. These estimates have
been computed using data from the 5th round of the NFHS (NFHS-5) conducted in 2019-21. This
edition also presents the changes in multidimensional poverty between the survey periods of
NFHS-4 (2015-16) and NFHS-5 (2019-21). It shows how much multidimensional poverty has
changed between states and districts.

Indicators
Like the global MPI, India’s national MPI has three equally weighted dimensions — Health, Education, and
Standard of living — which is represented by 12 indicators. The following graphic depicts these.
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Table 1: Indicatoers in India's National MPI

Dimension Indicator A Househeld is Considered Deprived If Weight (W)
Any child petwesn the ages of O o 58 months, of woman bebaeen the ages o
Hutriton 1510 49 yesrs, or man batween the ages of 15 to 54 years -for whaom nuiritianal 18
information (s available - s found to be undernaurshad.
Health Child-Adslescant A chibd!sdolescent under 18 years of age has deed i the family in the flve-yaar 112
(1/3) Mortality perisd pracedng the sureey.
Any woman in the household who has given birth in the 5 years preceding the
surwey, has nat recelved at least 4 antenatal care wsils for the most ecent birth
Maternal Heaith or has not received sssislance from frained shilled medsesl persannel during the 1z
masl recent childbirtn.
ot even ane member of the househald aged 10 yeess or older has comglatad A
: Yaars of Schoalln e
Educcation g sl wears af achoaling.
(1/3)
Any school-aged child is net attendirg schoal ug 1o the age at which he/she 16
School Attendance woulkd plete class B. 1
Coaking Fuel A hougehold cooks with dung, sgrcuiural crops, shiubs, wood, charcoal or coal 1/71
. The household has unimpreved or na saniation tecllity or £ 1= iImproved but shared
BTG with ather houssholds. 1/z1
Drinking Warter The household does nol have acoess to improved drinking water or safe drinking e
water lg &1 beast a 30-minute walk frorm home (as & round rip).
Standard of .
Fp Electricit
Living (1/3) rleity The househaold has no alecticity. 1/21
— The housahold has insdequate housing: the floor [ made of natural matenals, N
using o the rood or wall are made of rudimentary materials. 2
The housenold does not awn mare than one of these assets: radha, TV, telephone,
Assets compuier, animal cart, bicycle, motarbike, or refrgeratar, and does nat own & car 1/71
ar trsck.
121

Bank Account

India’s performance

Mo household member has a bank accouwnt or a post offce acoount,

The Headcount ratio of India reduced from 24.85% in 2015-16 to 14.96% in 2019-21. 13,54,61,035
number of people were lifted out of poverty.

India's Headcount Ratio, Intensity and MPI

Year Headcount Ratio (H) Intensity (A) MPI (HxA)
2018-21 14.96% 44.39% 0.066
2015-16 24 B5%, 47.14% 0117

Multidimensional Poverty in India’s Rural and Urban Areas
Year Rural Urban
Headeount Ratio Intensity MBI Headeount Ratio Intensity MEP|
2019-21 19.28% 44.55% 0.085 537% 43.10% 0.023
2015-16 32.59% 47.38% 0.154 8.65% 45.27% 0.039
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Overview of States and UTs:

India : Headcount Ratio
Percentage of the total population who are multidimensionally poor in each State and UT
e e — A
Jharkhand N = % ey
Meghalaya _2179’*52_“‘
Uttor Prodesh I 2 55, =i
Madhyo Prodesh I - 5 i
Assarm I 5 55 s
Chhottisgarh ! . 37 =
Odisha T - e SR
Nogaland T 1 .45 e
Rojasthan I 1 =5 1% S,
Arunachal Pradesh I 1 = 7¢ SO
Tripure %
West Bengol I 11 =5 s
p Guioror Il
2 Uttarokhand T <7 T
Monipur TN £10% e
Moharashtro N 7.61% 2PN
Karnatako T 7 se% 2TI%
Haryano . 707N
Andhro Prodesh WM coc
Telonganc [ <55% s
Mizorarm T sso .
Himachal Prodesh T <55%
Punjob N < 75%
Sikkim WM 2eo%
Tamil Nady B 220%
Goa . aM.‘i-’é’&
Kerala 1§ g
Dadra & Nagar Haveli & Damaon & Div NG 522% R
Jammu & Kashmir T <350% SR
§ Ladokh [ sss 900
E Chandigorh [ ss2x
e Delni MR 345%
g Andaman & Nicobar Islands Bl 230%
Lokshadweep W 1}.‘.;;‘%
Puducherry B 085%
00% S50% 200% 150% 20.0% 250% 30.0% B0% 40.0% 450% S00% S50%
% of pocpulotion who are multidimensonally poor
Bl NFHs-s (2019-21) ] NFHS-4 (2015-16)

Among the North-East states, Meghalaya (27.79%) has the highest share of multidimensionally poor,
followed by Assam (19.33%). Meghalaya stands at 3" among 36 states and UTs between the period 2015-
16 to 2019-21, with a decline of 4.75 percentage points in the overall improvement in the proportion of
multidimensionally poor.
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Meghalaya’s Performance:

MEGHALAYA

A snapshot of multidimensional poverty in Meghalaya

Overview
Meghalaya's Headcount Ratio, Intensity and MPI

Year Headcount Ratio (H) Intensity (A) MPI (HxA)
2019-21 27.79% 48.01% 0.133
2015-16 32.54% 48.08% 0.156

Multidimensional Poverty in Meghalaya's Rural and Urban Areas

Year Rural Urban
Headeaunt Ratio Intensity MPI Headeount Ratio Intensity MPI
2019-21 32.43% 48.17% 0.156 8.14% 45 40% 0.037
2015-16 38.49% 48.39% 0.186 841% 4243% 0.036

e Meghalaya has registered a significant decline of 4.75% in multidimensionally poor from 32.54%
in 2015-16 to 27.79% in 2019-2021, which is still almost double India’s headcount ratio is 14.96%
in 2019-21.

e Rural areas saw the fastest decline in headcount ratio compared to urban areas.

e 1,56,738 number of people were lifted out of poverty.
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Meghalaya: Uncensored Headcount Ratio

Percentage of total population who are deprived in each indicator

Health Education Standard of Living
BO.0%
S :
70.0% R 2
k=]
£0.0% #
£ =
o M
g a
50.0% L
: .
g £ 2 i€
c 400% 2 &£ - e
8 W =
5 5 £ 5 g #
a = = = &
8 — = R
o H0% £
: £ a2 £
P o
2 £ g 2
2.0% i =
F
g £ £ 32 5
10.0% 1 e E = & -
= ]
-
"~
0.0% ol - I
Mutrition Child & Matemal  Yearsof Schaoel Cooking Sanitation Drinking  Electricity  Housing Assets Bank
Adolescent  Health Schoaoling  Attendance Fual Waotes Accournt
Martality
Meghalaya: Censored Headcount Ratio
Percentage of total population who are multidimensionally poor and deprived in each indicator
Health Education Standard of Living
B0.0%
70.0%
o
2 snow
a
L]
-
z
EL 50.0%
=
_E 40.0%
S #
g £
] = %
5 mox # - &
E L £ 2 A Rz .z
= & = H= g B HE g3
3 = 5 = ] = B
& 2.0% e £ = # &
- o bl b
5 = = § d
# &
10.0% & § § = B *
£ i S ;
g N O O
0.0% |
Mutrition Child & Materral Years of Schaol Cocking Sanitation Drinking  Electricity  Housing Assels Bank
Adolescent  Health Schoaling  Attendance Fuel Water Account
Mortality

I Health (2015-18) [ Education (2015-16) Standard of living (2015-16)
I Health (201%-21) [l Education (2019-21) [ Standard of living (2019-21)

Page | 5



Meghalaya has substantial improvements in four MPI indicators and a slight improvement in four MPI
indicators. The one point of concern is that the percentage of four indicators has drastically dropped.
The table of the indicators is appended as Annexure-l.

Good-performing Indicators:

Sanitation: 21.46%
Bank Account: 10.90%
Cooking Fuel: 9.45%
Drinking water: 8.67%

Poor-performing Indicators:

e Assets:-7.19%

e Housing: -3%

e School Attendance: -1.26%

e Electricity: -0.06%

There has been a substantial improvement in sanitation of 21.46% and bank accounts of 10.09%.
Although there is a 9.45% improvement in cooking fuel, it’s still one of the highest in the country. The
percentage of poor falling under the indicators of assets and housing has increased negatively.

Meghalaya

Comparative view of the Multidimensional Poverty Index Score (District-wise): NFHS-4(2015-16)

Page | 6



Meghalaya

Comparative view of the Multidimensional Poverty Index Score (District-wise): NFHS-5(2019-21)

Up to 0.074 ' 0130t00.157 0158t 0185t00.212 0.213 and above

The colour represents the MPI score of a district. The legend provides the range of MPI scores of Meghalaya, based on values for 2015-16.
Both the comparative maps use the same legend to represent the change in MPI scores between 2015-16 and 2019-21.

District-wise Headcount Ratio
(The Headcount Ratio indicates the percentage of the population who are multidimensionally poor.)
All districts reported a decline in Headcount Ratio except West Khasi Hills, which has increased.

o  West Khasi Hills district recorded the highest HCR in the state, with 52.48% of the population who
are multidimensionally poor in the district.

o  West Garo Hills district recorded the lowest HCR in the state, with 8% of the population who are
multidimensionally poor in the district.

e East Garo Hills recorded the highest decline in HCR in the state, with a reported decline of 26.82%
since 2015-16.
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Meghalaya: Headcount Ratio
Percentage of population whe are multidimenslionally peor In each distrlet
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Way Forward
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To effectively share the MPI findings, organizing a state-level consultation with the support of
NITI Aayog and UNDP is recommended. This consultation may include the DCs of districts, senior
officials of line departments, and other relevant stakeholders.

To target outcomes based on data and evidence from the index, State Action Plans should be
developed. These plans may focus on domain-specific indicators and highlight implementation
and outcome gaps within districts. Progress towards the targets can be achieved by identifying
action areas, setting targets for desired results, mapping departmental responsibilities,
prioritizing, and articulating specific and measurable actions.

To ensure existing institutional structures at the state and district level should be strengthened or
created as necessary.
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Annexure-l: Nagaland performance in MPI indicators

Percentage of total population who are deprived in each indicator

Health Education Standard of Living
Child &
Adolescen Year of School Bank
Nutritio t Materna | Schoolin | Attendanc | Cookin | Sanitatio | Drinkin | Eletricit | Housin | Asset | Accoun
Category Year | n Mortality | | Health | g e g Fuel n g water |y g S t
2015
-16 37.05 3.10 31.70 19.71 6.15 77.08 38.56 31.77 8.18 50.40 | 29.88 19.91
Uncensore
d data 2.99 16.70 741 .
2.11 16.66 5.32 :
Censored
data 2.27 13.83 6.38

Please Note: The red highlighted are poor-performing indicators.
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District-wise performance in MPI indicators

Uncensored Headcount Ratio

Health

Nutrition

Child and adolescent

Maternal Health

mortality

Change Change Change

State/UT District 2016 2021 over 2016 | 2021 . 2016 2021 over

. over time .

time time
Meghalaya | East Garo Hills 31.84% | 19.46% ** 1 1.56% | 0.62% **139.65% | 22.99% ok
Meghalaya | East Jantia Hills 49.02% | 52.47% ** 1 4.89% | 6.66% **142.79% | 46.73% ok
Meghalaya East Khasi Hills 38.68% | 32.42% -6.26% | 2.65% | 2.01% -0.64% | 21.72% | 26.59% 4.88%
Meghalaya | North Garo Hills 16.50% *k 0.83% ok 20.86% ok
Meghalaya Ri bhoi 44.83% | 42.80% -2.03% | 5.20% | 3.69% -1.51% | 43.97% | 31.60% | -12.38%
Meghalaya | South Garo Hills 22.00% | 14.05% -7.95% | 3.45% | 0.16% -3.29% | 15.63% | 19.77% 4.14%
Meghalaya | Southwest Garo Hills 20.38% *k 1.16% ok 22.83% ok
Meghalaya | Southwest Khasi Hills 57.38% *x 7.62% ok 48.13% *x
Meghalaya | West Garo Hills 27.64% | 18.08% **102.39% | 0.38% ** 1 26.78% | 18.60% ok
Meghalaya | West Jaintia Hills 43.43% *x 3.96% ok 47.57% *x
Meghalaya | West Khasi Hills 43.01% | 63.75% ** 1 3.38% | 8.48% **142.73% | 51.63% ok
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Uncensored Headcount Ratio
Education
Years of Schooling School Attendance
State/UT District 2016 2021 oSZfrt‘igr:e 2016 2021 O‘C,Zf:ign‘:e
Meghalaya East Garo Hills 20.62% 8.55% 11.03% 3.90%
Meghalaya East Jantia Hills 31.69% 26.63% 10.91% 11.09%
Meghalaya East Khasi Hills 14.25% 14.44% 0.18% 2.91% 6.47% 3.56%
Meghalaya North Garo Hills 5.46% 3.82%
Meghalaya Ri bhoi 32.36% 22.51% -9.85% 8.89% 7.33% -1.56%
Meghalaya South Garo Hills 5.96% 6.11% 0.15% 2.62% 2.63% 0.01%
Meghalaya Southwest Garo Hills 9.13% 5.85%
Meghalaya Southwest Khasi Hills 14.97% 6.01%
Meghalaya West Garo Hills 14.96% 6.24% 5.07% 2.73%
Meghalaya West Jaintia Hills 36.67% 22.11%
Meghalaya West Khasi Hills 24.43% 27.21% 5.67% 8.15%
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Uncensored Headcount Ratio

Uncensored Headcount Ratio

|

|

| Standard of Living

| Cooking Fuel Sanitation Drinking Water Elactricity Housing Assets Bank Account

i Change Change Change Change Change Change Change
i State/UT District 0016 2021 over | 2006 2021 over | 2016 2021 over | 2016 2021 over | 2016 2021 over | 2016 2021 over | 2016 2021  over

i time time time time time time time
iMeghalaya East Garo Hills 93.55%  70.18% 46.73%  16.16% 58.90%  32.96% 1B13%  263% 843 T3.9% B.10%  20.60% U T15%
iMeghﬂaya East Jantia Hills 2% 73.15% 42.29%  1645% B7%  3271% 1348%  14.86% W% 49.0% 45.75%  54.02% 3288%  B.68%
iMeghalaya East Khasi Hills S27M%  SSATR  276%| 3261%  19.08% -13.54% 1330% 1L40% -1B9% 396%  367%  -030% 322% 3832%  611% 2558% 3544%  9.86% 2236% 1L18% -1117%
imgmw North Garo Hills 75.18% 14.38% 48.35% 245% 73.89% 14.95% 9.68%
iMeghahya Ribhoi 89.75% 7960% -10.15%| 4L60% 1477% -2684% 3236% 15.34% -17.00% 1348%  797% 552 5323k S84%%  S27%| 46.%% 4564%  047% 2760% BT4% -18.87%
iMeghaIaya South Garo Hills 90.16% 77.23% -1293% 13.25% 1166% -L59% 27.03% 4020% 1307% 092%  L37%  045%| S4.06% 7A4%  1998% 75D 2035% 1284% 207% 451% 2%
iMeghaIaya South West Garo Hills B5.70% B.72% 117% 4.48% 69.01% 143% 3.83%
iMeghaIaya South West Khasi Hills 88.35% 1043% 17.38% 12.05% 16.54% 56.41% b.69%
iMeghaIaya West Garo Hills 8280%  46.97% 55.20% 13.74% 4583 18.04% b60%  5.28% 68.08% 49.33% 007%  14.34% 6.2%  53l%
iMeghaIaya West Jaintia Hills T1.23% 25.06% 34.79% 1.81% 19.20% 64.62% 19.38%
Meghalaya ~ West Khasi Hills 93.13%  5L1.63% 1917% 12.24% 3% 20.95% 0.96% 14.57% 4645%  65.66% B4% 5173 L% 5.58%
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