Chapter 7: Communities and HIV/AIDS

7.1. Introductdon

and Background

The focus of the community module is on gaining
qualitarive insights about community-level perceptions
of and responses to the HIV/ATDS pandemic. The
community data are collected in a different manner
than the household and individual data. Community
data collection combines qualitative and quantitative
techniques. Asa result, the community data are analysed
and interpreted differently from the data presented in
earlier chapters, and are not suitable for comparison
across the survey vears. Thus the results discussed in this
chapter are those from the 2005 survey only.

The purpose of the community module is to gather
contextual and qualitative data from community
informants, and to present these data in a way that
adds insight into results obtained at the household
and individual levels. Informants are questioned about
community-level exposure to HIV/AIDS prevention,
treatment and care programmes, and to provide a few
details on assistance available to families affected by
HIV/AIDS.

The community module is administered in the same
enumeration areas (or survey clusters) in which the
household survey is conducted, and administered by
the team supervisor. Please note that the terms ‘cluster’
and ‘community” are used interchangeably throughout
this chapter. The goal is to interview at least five, and no
more than ten, individuals in each survey cluster who
are locally identified as community leaders. In the 2005
survey, community leaders (community informants) in
93 of the 105 survey clusters were interviewed. The
number of community informants interviewed per
cluster ranges from one to eleven, and adds to a total
of 509 community informant interviews. The types of
community informants interviewed includes elders/
village leaders, government officials, women's group
leaders, church officials and health workers.

In order to calculate a single community-level response
to each question based on information obtained from
all informants interviewed in the cluster/community, a
mean score on each item is calculated for each cluster. In
other words, the community-level response is obtained
by examining the cluster mean of all responses to each
question, after these responses have been scored 1 for
yes and 0 for #o. Communities with a cluster mean
score greater than 0.5 are recorded as giving a positive
response (meaning more than half of the informants
in the cluster gave a positive or yes response). A cluster
mean score of less than 0.5 is recorded as a negative
response. For example, assume that five out of eight
informants in a cluster answer yes and three answer 7o,
to a question such as “Are traditional healers active in
AIDS prevention activities in your community?” The
cluster mean is .625 (5/8=.625). Since .625 is greater
than .5, it generates a positive, or yes, response at the
community level for the question.

A few variables that describe the frequency of an event,
such as the perceived number of ATDS-related deaths,
are treated differently. These variables record a number
that varies beyond the range of the 0 to 1 used to score
a simple yes or no response, and the cluster mean
score is obtained and interpreted differently. As an
example, consider the reported frequency of deaths in
the community during the previous 12 months. If the
overall mean number of deaths reported per community
is at least one, analysis looks at the percentage of
communities reporting deaths in several progressive
(and overlapping) categories: percent with at least one
death, percent with at least five deaths, percent with at
least ten deaths, etc.

Very few survey clusters are truly self-contained
communities. Some clusters are in relatively isolated
locations, and some clusters are embedded in wider
communities that extend beyond the cluster boundaries.
Therefore, informants were asked to respond with
reference to the community setting in which they live
and/or are active.
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7.2. Informant
Characteristics

Table 7.1 summarizes selected characteristics of the
509 community survey informants interviewed in 93
survey clusters. The types of community informants
most often interviewed are elders/village leaders
(30.3%), government officials (15.796) and church
mermbers (14.9%). The “other” category varies greatly,
but many of were headmasters or teachers. Nearly
two-thirds (64.296) of the informants are male. Most
of the interviews (79.1%) were conducted in a local
language, and 20.6% were conducted in English. Just
over one-third of informants (38.296) reside in urban
clusters and almost two-thirds (61.8%) in rural clusters.
On the community module, localities are classified as
urban, semi-urban, rail, rural and remote. At the time
of analysis, urban, semi-urban and rail are classified
together as a single category (“urban”), and rural and
remote are combined into a single category (“rural”).
Urban and rural comparisons are presented in the tables
describing findings in this chapter. There were 52 rural

communities and 40 urban communities. Respondents

in one community were evenly split between classifying
the cluster as urban or rural. Therefore, for purposes of
this report, this particular community is included in the
“total” category, but is not shown in the tables as part of
the urban-rural breakdown.

7.3. Community
Characteristics

Appendix Table A.7.1 summarizes selected
characteristics of the communities as described in
informant interviews. A large majority of communities
have access to an all-year road — 100% for urban
communities and 65.4% for rural communities. An
additional 11.5% of rural communities have access to
a seasonal road. As expected, the economic activity
most often reported in rural communities is agriculture
(94.296).Other economicactivities reported amongrural
communities are fishing (17.3%) and livestock (15.4%).
Only a small number of communities have a market
(10.89%). Inurban communities, the economic activity
most frequently reported is commerce (80.0%).

Table 7.1 Selected characteristics of community informants, ZSBS 2005

Informant Characteristics Number of Informants  Percent of Informants
Language of Interview
Local Language 402 79.0
English 105 20.6
Sex
Male 326 64.2
Female 177 34.8
Residence
Urban 194 38.2
Rural 314 61.8
Type of Informant
Elder 126 30.3
Government Official 79 15.7
Women's Group Representative 38 7.5
Village Health Committee Member 23 45
Church Leader 75 14.9
Traditional/Spiritual Healer 12 24
Village Health Worker 27 53
Youth 67 13.2
Other 61 6.1
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