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ABSTRACT

This project was done using 1979 census data at locational 

level. Trussels technique was used to estimate child mortality 

basing on q(2) values. It is noted that child mortality in the 

district follows that of the national pattern, it is therefore 

reasonable to assume that strategies devised at the national 

level to address infant and child mortality can be applied at 

lower levels depending on the particular area and determinants 

peculiar to it.

r
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GENERAL INTRODUCTION

1.1 I N T R O D U C  T I 0 N

Kenya's papulation growth rate is among the highest in 

the world- Fast growth rate has got far reaching implications 

in socio-economic development bearing in mind the limited 

resources that Kenya has. This is generally attributed to the 

high birth rate, but it must also be recognised that Kenya 

has a moderate and declining death rate which is estimated to 

be currently between 13-14 per 1000 population- Infant and 

child mortality was in 1979 lower than world average, just 

above 90 for Kenya, as opposed to world average of 95 infant 

deaths per 1000 births (Mott, 1979).

Both the high birth rate and lower mortality rate are 

normally a function of the same factors, notably health and 

mortality is one of the factor responsible for high fertility
r

rate. It encourages higher fertility for replacement purposes 

in case of deaths in the children. It is therefore essential 

to bring down infant and child mortality rate before a lower 

fertility rate can be expected to be achieved.

The population policy in Kenya is aimed at reducing 

mortality and morbidity infant and child mortality. The 

implication of the policy seeks to address itself on the 

determinants of infant and child mortality. The first among 

the implimentation strategies is the education of the mother
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and the provision of health facilities (especially 

Immunization Programmes, Nutrition Programmes and Health 

Education).

Enhancement of other socio-economic activities is part 

of these strageties. It has been established that infant 

mortality is sensitive to even minor changes in the socio

economic status.

Infant and child mortality has declined over the last 

three decades. It is estimated that cj(2) value was 1B4 in 

1948. About 160 by 1958. Between 1959 and 1968 it was 

estimated to have been about 110. By 1979 it was standing at 

about 90. It is currently estimated to be between 82 and 84. 

Even with this achievement in infant and child mortality 

decline, the country still experiences infant child 

mortality differentials regionally depending on the stage of 

the socio-economic development of the region, the individual 

socio-economic status, residence and most important, 

envi ronment.
r

The country can be divided into three'* zones according to 

levels of infant and child mortality. The Coast and Lake 

region fall into a category of high infant and child 

mortality with over 180 per 1000 births. The second zone is 

the highlands both east and west of the Rift Valley with a 

low infant and child mortality standing at below 100 per 

1000, with Nyeri having a phenomenal 49 per 1000 which is the 

lowest in the country.
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The remainder of the areas have between moderate and

high mortality rate 100 — 180/1000. The differences noted 

above are mainly due to environmental differences and the 

length of malaria season, see table 1 below. Differentials by 

Residence (urban or rural ) are important in Kenya. Research 

by some scholars have found out that even in urban areas 

there exists differentials and this is mainly due to socio

economic differences rather than anything else. The urban 

poor are said to be worse off than the rural poor, 

especially in the areas with low infant and child mortality..

Kericho district fails under the low q(2) values between 

86 and 92 depending on the method of analysis used. Brass 

method gives higher values than Trussell’s. It. is the aim of 

this study to investigate whether the same pattern of 

differentials that. are seen at the National and District 

level exist at. micro level i.e the locational level.
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TABLE 1

MALARIA EPIDEMIOLOGY BY TYPE OF DATA.

Zone Length of Area
Malaria Season

1. Endemic

(a) Holoendmic 12 months

(b) Hyperendemic 9-12 months

(c) Mesoendemic 6-9 months

Coastal area, Tana 
river, Kano plains 
Tavet.a.

North Nyanza, 
Bungoma, Busia, 
Shi mba hills.

Machakos, Kitui, 
Thika, parts of 
North Nyanza,
Muranga, Embu
below 1300m.

(d) Hypoendemic 3-6 months

Epi demic 1-3 months

r

3. Non epidemic Non Noticed

Meru, Pokot, 
Samburu, Isiolo, 
Bar i ngo.

Highlands above 
1500m with high 
rainfall and dry 
areas with acep- 
tional rainfall, 
Masaai1 and, 

Nandi, Kericho, 
Eastern
province, Elgeyo 
Marakwet and

some parts
of Kitui.

Hi. gh 1 and s over 
2500m M t . K e n y a, 
Abedares, Mt.
Mt. Elgon.

Source: Ministry of health (1978)
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1.2 BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY AREA.

Kericho district in 1979 had 14 locations mostly- 

inhabited by the Kipsigis o-f the Kalenjin ethnic group. Since 

the advent of colonialism in Kenya, a good portion of this 

district was occupied by white settlers. The settlers who 

settled around Londiani, Kipkelion and parts of Kongasis 

locations were involved in dairy farming with probably a 

little maize cultivation. Those who settled in parts of 

Mosop, Waidai upto Konoin location were involved in tea 

farming. The remaining areas were, what was then known as 

African reserves. After independence, the Africans moved and 

settled in the areas that were occupied by the dairy farmers 

at Kipkelion, Londiani settlement schemes. The Tea Elstate 

areas remained untouched. The tea estates and the urban 

centres notably Kericho town, Kipkelion and Sotik have 

inmigrants from other districts in search of employment and 

commerce in the urban centres. Most of the tea estate workers 

were from Nyanza province, Western Province and a sizeable 

immigrants from Rwanda, Burundi and Northern Tanzania. The 

situation is now changing especially with the establishment 

of sugar industries in Nyanza and Western Provinces. 

Inmigration is now predominantly from Kisii district. All the 

rural area are inhabited almost exclusively by the Kipsigis who 

culture though currently undergoing change is mostly 

uniform. These could be some of the factors that determine 

the mortality level and rates in the district.

The land is generally of high quality agricultural1y,



but there are certain micro differences in the soils and 

rain-fall, which determine the Tea zones and Non-Tea zones.

Tea zones include Mosop, Waidai, Techoget, Konoin, Kisyaara, 

Emkwen, small parts o-f Kipkelion and Kongasis locations. The 

remaining locations Longisa, Sigor, Ndanai which are in the 

southern part of the district is a transition area towards 

the Maasai plains of Narok and is relatively drier than most 

other locations. Soin and lower parts of Kipkelion are 

another transition area toward the Lake basin. This area has 

a lot of similatities with the Nyando area of Kisumu 

district. Londiani on the other hand is highland adjoining 

to the Mau ranges.

1.3 JUSTIFICATION OF THE STUDY.

As Kenya is a developing country with limited resources, 

the government has had to adopt certain policies to ensure 

maximum utilization of the limited resources to achieve the 

highest possible socio-economic development. Rapid rate of 

papulation growth results in slowing down or underachievement 

of stated objectives. It has been established that population 

problem is mainly centred on fertility, mortality and to a 

lesser extent migration. There exists differentials among 

Kenya districts (Kibet 1982 and Kichamu 1986), which are 

peculiar to each district. . One of the strategies in the 

enhancement of socio-economic development is the emphasis to 

rural development, whose basis is the District Focus for
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rural develpoment. The role of district focus is to identify 

the priorities on its development objectives.

The National policy is to reduce mortality, fertility 

especially infant and child mortality, which is also an index 

of the state of socio-economic development of an area. It is 

important for the district's population offices to identify 

the determinants for the differentials that exist in the 

district and to direct the efforts of reducing it and bring 

to it more acceptable levels. This is important especially to 

those districts with high infant and child mortality.

The importance of this study is that, it aims to show 

infant and child mortality differentials that exists in the 

National level can and may exist at the district and even 

possibly at locational or sub-locational level. It is 

important to identify which areas and the determinants of 

the infant and child mortality are contributing to the 

observed levels. This serves as a guide to the District 

Development Committee on what and where t.he projects should 

be situated. The district population office can use similar 

lines of study to understand population dynamics of the 

district and aid in seeking ways of lowering the infant and 

child mortality in Kenya as a whole.

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

Several studies have been done on infant mortality. In 

roost third world countries the trends in the infant and child
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mortality level has been -falling, especially in the last 3 

decades. There are several theories that have been put 

-forward to explain the decline. This most generally accepted 

view is that, the decrease was largely independent of 

economic -factors and due mainly to government actions (Anker 

and Knowles 1980), such as improved medical technology, 

disease control and increased availability o-f health and 

medical -facilities. The argument against this theory is that 

even in placets where no significant improvement in economic 

development and little government actions, have also 

experienced mortality decline. Secondly the rate of decline 

was too fast to be explained by economic development.

The explanation supporting the economic development as 

an important -factor in the decline in infant mortality, is 

that certain causes of mortality such as, gastroenteritis, 

parasitic and most infectious disease actually respond 

greatly to inexpensive public health and medical techniques 

such as, use o-f̂  clean of clean drinking water, proper- 

nutrition, proper waste disposal and good personal hygiene 

which are a function of socio-economic development (Arriaga 

1969, Shultz 1976).

The fast decline in infant child mortality in developing

countries cannot be attributed to one single determinant.

There is also evidence that the survival rates and economic

conditions are also positively related. The more affluent

parts of the society are better placed to utilize some of the

facilities, either in medical or public health than their

\
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poor counterparts, which gives mortality differentials

observed in the various communities.

Infant mortality studies undertaken so far in Kenya have 

more less confirmed observations of similar studies done 

elsewhere. Anker and Knowles (1979) using 1969 census and 

1974 household survey data are in line with M 4 - M D 7 °'

differentials by such characteristics as parity and sex of 

the child, geographic region, education (especially of the 

mother) and type of marriage.

He confirmed that infant mortality was higher among 

first births and at higher parities. The first births being 

that, the proportion of the mothers are below optimum 

reproductive age and prone to difficult births. At 

higher parities. Mortality is more related to the health of 

mother. Sex of the child is also determinant. Higher 

mortality for male than female children are recorded. The 

reasons for this have not been clearly established.
r

2.1 DIFFERENTIAL BY EDUCATION.

Infant and child mortality differentials by education 

according to the 1977 survey further confirm the negative 

relationship between education and infant mortality at both 

micro and macro level.

Kichamu (1986) compared the infant mortality rates over- 

ten year period between 1969 and 1979. He showed that there 

was a decline in child mortality for mothers with no

found using KFS 1977 data. He looked at

9



education but with very little difference -for infant 

mortality over the same period. He also found a similar trend 

for mothers with primary education -for the same period. For 

mothers with secondary education, his -findings were not 

consistent with the general trend i.e no decline over the 

same period for both child and mortality. But on the whole of 

infant and child mortality declined with attainment of higher 

educat i on.

2.2 DIFFERENTIAL BY PLACE OF RESIDENCE

Mott (1979) found that, urban mothers had lower infant 

mortality than rural mothers. The explanation for this 

differential is socio-economic. Higher percentage of the 

urban- mothers are literate, the availability and

access!bi1ity of health facilities are better in urban areas. 

They would therefore be expected to have a lower infant 

mortality than the rural mothers.

Nyamwange (1982) in his study of infant mortality
r

differentials in Nairobi came up with interesting results. 

Apart from the socio-economic factors of infant mortality, he 

also found out that, the area of origin also determined the 

level of mortality among different communities. Those 

inmigrants from high infant and child mortality regions 

tended to have higher infant and child mortality than those 

from lower mortality areas. - Similar explanation has been 

suggested for Nyandarua and Laikipia districts, which have 

low infant and child mortality. Inmigrants to these districts

10



originated -from Central province mostly Nyeri and Kiambu.

Kichamu (1986) found that contrary to the general trend 

□•f higher infant and child mortality in the rural than urban 

area certain districts mostly in Central Province and some of 

Rift Valley districts exhibit on opposite picture. The urban 

areas have a higher infant and child mortality than the rural 

areas. The explanation for this poverty among the urban poor 

is worse as opposed to poverty in rural areas. Whereas the 

urban dwellers depend wholly on income to purchase items 

including foods, the rural poor do not have to buy most of 

the food. The quality may be better leading to better 

nutrition among the rural folks. These districts also have 

high quality agricultural land with both cash and food

crops. They generally have a more developed 

infrastructure than other districts.

2.3 DIFFERENTIAL BY MARITAL STATUS

Marital status is an important factor in infant
r

mortality. Kichamu (1986) found out that the widowed had the 

highest child mortality followed by the divorced, then the 

married and finally the single with the lowest. The reason 

for the high mortality among the widowed and the divorced, is 

due to socio-economic., psychological and cultural factors. 

The singles had the lowest and this is explained by the 

proportion of single mothers over the single female 

population group, is comparatively small.

11



d i f f e r e n t i a l  b y  r e g i o n

Environmental differences among regions affect different 

activities differently. Rainfall and soils determine

agricultural and other economic activities in the region. 

Those areas with high rainfal1 and good soils are active 

economically. They are therefore better developed than parts 

which are drier and of poorer soil quality. These differences 

either environmental or socio-economic development are also 

reflected in mortalities and life expectancy more so in 

infant mortality. Kenya can be divided into three zones by 

infant and child mortality.

Nyanza and Coast with a small part of Western province 

have the highest infant and child mortality rates, with over- 

160 deaths per 1000 births. Eastern, North Eastern and part 

of Rift Valley follow with medium infant and child mortality 

rate ranging from 91 to 159 per 1000 (Mott and Hen in 19779) .

The third region consists of the highlands notably 

Central province and parts of Rift Valley, which have infant
r

mortality rates lower than 90 deaths per 1000 births. Kibet 

(1982) explained this by the prevelence of malaria, with 

Nyanza and Coast having malaria throughout the year. Other 

areas have malaria for differing periods in the year. The 

area with low infant also have highly developed

infrastructure. He further studied the differential by the 

socio-economic. development, .using, kilometers of road per 

lOOOsq. km. Hospital beds per thousand of the population and

agricultural land as was used by Anker and Knowles in 1979.

2 . 4
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3.0 DATA AND MORTALITY ESTIMATION

Data used in this study are -from the 1979 census 

results at the locational level. The information derived 

from the census data include:

(a) Total female population of reproduction age i.e 15— 

49 years in 5 year age groups.

(b) Children ever born to the female of reproductive 

age by the age groups.

(c) Children ever born and children dead by mothers 

Educat i on.

(i) No education

(ii) Primary school education

(iii) Secondary education and over.

(e> Children ever born and children dead by mothers’
r

marital status

(i) Si ng1e 

(i i) Marr i ed 

(iii) Wi dowed

(i v) Divarced or separ ated 

(f) Children ever born, and children dead by mothers

resi dence



Using Trussell’s technique we estimated the values of 

q(x) tor x ~ 1,2,3,4,5,10,15, and 20. This was done for the 

various differentials i.e Education, residence and marital 

status for each location as in appendix 1,2,3,4,5,6,7^8,9,10.

3.1 LIMITATION OF DATA

The 1979 census suffers from certain inaccurancies that

are typical of most African census data. It is therefore

important to note that some of the est i mates may be

ex agerated or under•estimated as will be seen i n t h e

discussion later.

A problem that is common in all censuses and 1979 in 

particular, (Kenya Census 1979) is age reporting, where there 

is heaping *at some age groups. This tends to give biased 

results over some age groups.

□mission and underreporting are some of census problems 

noted. This is generally more prevalent in older mothers. 

This is clue to forgetfulness after along period of time or
r

cultural beliefs and concept of death. This tends to give 

lower values of infant and child mortality, when in actual 

fact the values could be higher. This problem is seen in some 

of the locations under study. Some locations have an 

extremely low population of certain age categories being 

considered in the differentials. This tends to exagerate the 

observed values. The 1979 census also noted that there is an 

overstatement of age by adolescent girls and young women. 

This also gives biased estimates in the q(x) values. Data for

14



Londiani was not available?, therefore any conclusions on the 

location are assumed on basis of its similarities to other 

1ocat i ons.

METHODOLOGY AND ANALYSIS

As mentioned above, Trussells technique was used to 

estimate infant and child mortal ity. This technique usses 

information on children ever born (CEB) and children dead 

(CD) by age of the mother. Female population of reproductive 

age are also required.

To estimate q(x) is the probability of dying at age x,

by q (x ) ■— K (i ) D (i )

f or = 1,2,3 ,4,5,10

and i * 1,2 ,3,4,5,6

K (i )

groups 15-19, 20-24, 45-49. 

a (i) + b(i) PI + c < i) P2 

P2 P3

Where a(i), b(i) c(i) are Trussells coefficients for 

estimating child mortality on Table 2.. On table 3, col urn one 

represent age group. Column two represents female population, 

three represents CEB and four represents CD.

To calculate P(i) which i s the mean number of children 

born to group (i) the following formula is used.

P (i) = CD

F pop. this gives us column five.

Column six

for non mortality

represents multiplier K(i) meant to adjust 

factors determining the value of D(i). The

15



multipliers K(i) is required to adjust the reported

proportions dead D(i) for the effects of the age pattern of 

child bearing, are calculated from the ratio F‘(l)/P(2 ) and 

P(2)/F‘(3). Both column six and seven gives us the q(x) which 

is adjusted proportion dying. The q(x) is changed into 

actual deaths per thousand births.

TABLE 2

TRUSSELL’S COEFFICIENTS FOR ESTIMATION OF INFANT AND CHILD 

MORTALITY.

AGE
GROUP INDEX

(i )

15-19 1
20-24 2
25-29 3
30-34 4
35-39 5
40-44 6
45-49 7

a (i ) b (i ) c (i )

1.1119 -2.9287 0.8507
1.239 -0.6865 -0.2745
1.1884 0.0421 -0.5156
1.2046 0.3037 -0.5656
1.2586 0.4236 -0.5898
1.224 0.4222 -0.5456
1.1772 0 .3486 -0.4624

r
INFANT AND CHILD MORTALITY ESTIMATE BY AGE GROUPS OF MOTHER.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 ni n-r 806 crn 0.37263 1.037598 0.064516 0.66941
20-24 1449 3040 181 2.097998 0.973196 0.059539 0.057943
25-29 1047 4191 355 4.002864 0.925639 0.084705 O .078406
30-34 766 4639 425 6.056135 0.962096 0 .091661 0.088142
35-39 544 3984 430 ~7 -rnTcrnn 1.024708 0.107931 0.110598
40-44 554 4509 821 8.138989 1.013025 0.141716 0.143562
45-49 449 3879 602 8.6391 0.99676 0.155194 0.154691

F’l/P2 0. 17761 *3> P2/P3 = 0. 524124



4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In general the results o-f q<2) values in Kericho

district con-form with the general national pattern. In-fant 

mortality according to the d i f f erent i al s that were considered 

showed some variations as seen on table 4 and 5.

4.1 DIFFERENTIALS BY RESIDENCE

q(2 ) values by residence shows the opposite o-f what 

is normally the general trend. Except for Techoget location 

all other locations with both urban and rural populations, 

shows that infant mortality is higher in the urban

population. Kichamu (1986) found the same for Kericho, Nyeri, 

Kirinyanga, Nyandarua, Nandi, Trans Nzoia districts.

The reason that could be attributed to the fact, is that, 

these districts have high agricultural potential and on 

the whole have better development infrastructure. The rural

population is probably better nourished than the urban. 

Income from cash crops supplements food crops.

Waldai and Soin locations have the highest mortalities 

for urban residence. Waldai location have a high population 

of inmigrants in the Tea Estates from predominantly high 

infant mortality areas of origin, notably South Nyanza and 

Kisumu. This could be contributing to the? observed rate 

Another possible explanation is that, in commercial farming, 

people tend to concentrate on cash crops at the expense of 

food crops. This leads to poor nutrition among the

17



population, increasing risk of death due to de-ficienc.es. This 

is a likely determinant in infant mortality here. Soin 

location generally has the highest q(2 ) values in the 

district. A possible reason for this, is the environment. 

This location is -found in 1 ower Bel gut which borders with 

Kisumu and South Nyanza districts. These are generally high 

mortality areas where malaria is endemic. Agricultural1y the

location i poor ef and generally drier. Infrastructure here 

is less developed than other areas locations.

Ker i cho township, Ki pkeli on and possibly Londi ani have a 

moderately high infant mortality in the urban. This could be 

attributed to poverty among urban residents who are generally 

poorer than their rural counterparts.

4.2 DIFFERENTIAL BY EDUCATION.

From table 5 we find that q(2) fallows the general 

National pattern. The differential by education is highest 

among mothers wit!/no education and lowest among mothers with 

secondary education and over.



TABLE 4

q (2 ) VALUES BY MOTHERS RESIDENCE AND EDUCATION

Location Rural Urban No Education Pr i mar y Secondary*

Emkwen — -
75 62 67

Si gar - -
61 49 43

Longasi s - -
72 69 26

Kongasis - -
59 76 62

Ndanai _ _ 81 71 59

Konoi n — —
71 91 74

Ki syaara — —
95 83 56

Mosop — -
103 97 18

Techoget 80 66 81 60 20

Waldai 89 199 98 81 31

Soi n 130 221 137 101 126

Keri cho 
Town

-
113 113 111 58

Kipkeli on 
Town

77 91 106 82 71

Keri cho 
Total 84

r
133 72 66 41
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TABLE

q (2 ) VALUES FOR ALL CASES AND MARITAL STATUS.

Loc:at i on Single Marri ed Widowed Divorce/ All cases 
Separat i on

Emkwen 70 56 54 40 67

Sigor 13 - - 46 57

Longi sa 34 61 74 20 86

Kongasis 62 58 81 151 66

Ndanai 96 71 111 45 82

Konoi n 60 83 69 52 92

Ki syaara 75 72 44 89 80

Mosop 64 91 14 cpr* 101

Techoget 51 91 68 79 70

Waldai 48 93 73 126 91

Soi n 77 134 101 173 134

Keri cho 
Townshi p

86 96 55 119 115

Kipkeli on 47 86 65 94 67

Keri cho 
Total

60
r

75 66 85 73

There are some variations out of norma1 as i n t he case of

Emkwen and Soi n 1ocations where mothers with secondary

education or more have higher mortality than mothers with 

primary education. Kongasis and Konoin also show a lower 

mortality -for mothers with no education. These anomalies can 

be attributed data inaccurancies. There is possibility o-f 

under reporting of deaths in the later ca*se and exegeration 

ln former due to small numbers of the female population.



4 . 3 DIFFERENTIAL BY MARITAL. STATUS

For the district as a whole, the highest i nf ant

mortali ty i s found among the divorced, followed by the

marri ed, the widowed and single least. There are however

variations within the locations. This can be attributed to 

the data problems mentioned before. A case in point here is 

Si gar where q(2) -for the married and widowed are 

extraordinari1y low as in Table 5. This could also be due to 

the smaller -female population here.

It would be expected that the widowed would have a 

higher proportion because the psychological and physical loss 

of the provider in economic terms. This could be true -for 

highly menetized communities or where the family was totally 

dependent on the fathers'* income. But in rural communities 

where the production (food crops and care of livestock) is 

women's responsibility, as is the case in Kericho at the 

moment. Infant â Td child mortality may not be altered by 

widowhood. On the other hand divorce and separation would 

enhance infant and child mortality because the means of 

production and maintanence have been deprived of the woman. A 

divorcee has to look for her own income, and this may not be 

sufficient to cater for the family needs, resulting in 

increased risks of mortality because of defficiencies. 

q(2) values is the lowest in the Single marital status 

differential, this could be due to the fact that most singles 

are still under parental care and not likely to suffer the

21



same risks as the divorced. Another aspect could be due to

low mean number of children ever born in thee group. The great 

majority of the single are in the lower age group. Their 

number is greatly reduced by the age o-f 25. This group 

generally has at least primary education and as we have seen 

the rel at i onsh i p between education and infant mortality. The 

survival of children in the group is expected to be high.

r



C O N C L U S I O N

From the results of this study, we -find that the 

district experiences differentials in infant and child 

mortality as those at the National level. Two -findings that 

are at variance with the national level are on residence and 

widowhood. Probable reasons -for the variance have been 

suggested in the discussion. Improvement and availability of 

health and medical facilities does not in itself reduce 

infant and child mortality. It is observed that, in urban 

areas where most health facilities like hospitals are found, 

infant mortality is still higher than the rural areas due to 

lower poverty levels in rural area than urban levels. 

Nyamwange (1982) found that certain sections of urban 

communities experience the same infant mortality as those in 

the areas of origin despite the concentration facilities in 

urban areas reflecting different cultural background about 

issues of death an*? sickness. This could also be the case in 

this study too.

Education has been found to be consistent in its 

relationship to infant and child mortality. Infant and child 

mortality drastically reduces with attainment higher levels 

of education even at the locational level. This is due to the 

ability of mother to comprehend the direct and indirect 

determinants of infant mortality, the ability to decide on 

quick corrective measures i.e preventive and curative, which 

ls a function of education. Education also alters the concept



Q.f morbidity, mortality in the population; with education, 

mother is better placed to utilize the improved medical and 

health -facilities than a mother with no education.

As a matter of policy, education -for girls should be 

priority. This has not been the case in the past. Statistics 

show that mof e males are enrolled at all levels o-f education 

than -females, therefore the proportion of females at all 

fitvels of education is generally lower. Because of high ratio 

©•f illiterate women in the district, adult education should 

be strengthened. Points of emphasis should be on child care..

Nutrition, preventive measure, especially immunization and 

personal hygiene. This should serve as a short term solution. 

Long term solution to the reduction of infant and child 

mortality will involve universal education atleas upto 

secondary school. This should come together with other socio

economic development aspects such as expansion of medical and 

health facilities, increase the populations' accessibility to 

these facilities by improving a communication, proper food
r

policies, with emphasis on proper nutrition, universal access 

to clean drinking water. Vector control in those area with 

high incidence of certain diseases such as malaria and above 

1 proper coordination and adminstration development

projects.

Further studies should be done to establish the trends 

even at sub-locational level-, this could provide means of 

•valuating and monitoring the rate of decline. Mortality 

Beeline in most third world countries including Kenya has in



It. is therefore important tothe past tew years slowed down, 

get the reasons for the decellarated decline. Further work 

should be done to include those differentials that were not 

considered in this study, like parity. Socio-economic status, 

polygamous and monogamous marriage, ethnical background etc. 

This could give a wide clear picture of the situation in the 

district and even at sub-locational level.

r



APPENDIX I

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

I-------
15-IP

I 20-24 
I 25-29 
I 30-34 
35-39 

I 40-44 
I 45-4?

INFANT MORTALITY IN TECHOGET LOCATION (All .cases).

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x >
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

3663 1353 97 0.369369 0.968881 0.071692 0. 069461
2721 51 19 371 1.881293 0.964819 0.072475 0. 069925
1893 7013 746 3.704701 0.934837 0.106373 0. 099442
1314 7302 811 5.557077 (X 977009 0.111065 0. 108511
935 6478 721 6.928342 1.04226 0.111299 0. 116003
932 7070 929 7.585836 1.029831 0.131400 0. 135320
702 5524 837 7.868945 1.01083 0.151520 0. 153161

P1/F2* 0.196337 P2/P3= 0.507812

INFANT MORTALITY IN SIGOR LOCATION

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 2163 8 06 crn 0.372630 1.037598 0.064516 0.066941
20-24 1449 3040 181 2.097998 0.97196 0.059539 0.057869
25-29 1047 4191 355 4.002865 0.925639 0.084705 0.078406
30-34 766 4639 425 6.056135 0.96096 0.091614 0.088037
35-39 544 3984 430 7.323529 1.024708 0.107931 0.110598
40-44 554 4509 639 8.138989 1. 0 1.325 0.141716 0.143594
45-49 449 387,:** 602 8.639198 996760 0.155194 154691.8

P1 /F'2~ 0.177612 P2/P3= 0.524124

INFANT MORTALITY IN BOIN LOCATION

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (3)

1437 611 99 0.425191 0.958973 0.162029 0.155381
1077 314 2.077065 0.954361 0.140366 0.133960
781 3090 562 3 ..956466 0.926338 0.181877 0.168479
563 3135 676 5.568383 0.96984 0.215629 0.209126
510 3251 717 6.374509 1.03568 0.220547 0.228416
434 3076 841 7.087557 1.023998 0.273407 0.279968
335 2361 654 7.047761 1.01083 0.277001 0.280001

F*l/P2= 0.204707 P2/P3-- 0.524980
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INFANT MORTALITY IN SOIN LOCATION.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
<7)

q(x ) 
(8)

15-19 2017 764 42 0.378780 0.998801 0.054973 0.054907
20-24 1444 2979 208 2.063019 0.975939 0.069822 0.068142
25-29 1082 4472 351 4.133086 0.938769 0.078488 0.073682
30-34 838 5102 508 6.088305 0.978043 0.099568 0.097382
35-39 574 4340 490 7.560975 1.041977 0.112903 0.117642
40-44 533 4545 587 8.527204 1.029183 0.129152 0.132921
45-49 420 3533 568 8.411904 1.01398 0.160769 0.163017

Pl/P2= 0.183604 P2/F‘3= 0.499147

INFANT MORTALITY ESTIMATION IN EMKWEN.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB

MEAN
CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

(1) (2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

15-19 2770 1002 47 0.361732 1.062813 0.046906 0.049852
20-24 1800 3804 26-3 2.113333 0.975576 0.069137 0.067449
25-29 1312 5216 396 3.975609 0.921526 0.075920 0.069962
30-34 968 5964 532 6.161157 955924 0.089201 85270.21
35-39 797 6120 732 7.678795 1.017583 0.119607 0.121710
40-44 638 5231 593 8.199059 1.006239 0.113362 0.114069
45-49 523 4331 609 8.281070 ERR 0.140614 ERR

r P 1/P2- 0.171166 P2/P3-- 0.531574

INFANT MORTALITY IN WALDAI.

a g e MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (1 ) q (x )
(1) <2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

15-19
20-24

5013 2102 179 0 .419309 0.96276 0 .085156 0.081985
3768 7811 746 2.072983 0.95711 0.095506 0.091410

cu-29 2692 10710 1196 3.978454 0.928261 0.111671 0.103660•->0-34 1839 10921 1364 5.938553 0.. 971323 0.124896 0.121315
°5-39
40-44 1320 

1106
9337
8392

1319 
1 • j> 4

7.073484 
7.587703

1.036966 
1.025113

0.141265 
0.158960

0.146487 
0.16295245-49 796 7024 1285 8.824120 1.006777 0.182944 0 .184184

Pl/P2= 0.202273 P2/P3= 0 .521052



INFANT m o r t a l i t y  i n m o s o p  l o c a t i o n

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45—49

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
FF'OP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD BIRTHS 
(4) (5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x > 
(8)

2660 1060 97 0.398496 0.980412 0.091509 0.089716
2127 4154 446 1.952985 0.948524 0.107366 0.101839
1504 5361 667 3.564494 0.914493 0.124417. 0.113778
1040 5527 780 5.314423 0.956676 0.141125 0.135011
742 5666 667 7.636118 1.021882 0.117719 0.120295
601 4296 741 7.148086 1.011213 0.172486 0.174420
526 3698 600 7.030418 0.994981 0.162249 0.161435

P 1 /F‘2" 0.204044 P2/P3= 0.547899

INFANT MORTALITY IN KIPKELION LOCATION.

MEAN
FF'OP CEB CD BIRTHS K < i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

2770 1002 47 0.361732 1.062813 0.046906 0.049852
1800 3804 263 2.113333 0.975576 0.069137 0.067449
1312 5216 396 3.975609 0.921526 0.075920 0.069962
968 5964 532 6.161157 0.955924 0.089201 0.085270
797 6120 732 7.678795 1.017583 0.119607 0.121710
638 5231 593 8.199059 1.006239 0.113362 0.114069
croTxJ •-!» 4331 609 8.281070 0.991068 0.140614 0.139358

P 1 /P2= 0.171166
r

P2/PZ- 0.531574

LONGISA LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY ESTIMATION

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q(x>

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 3428 1 105 90 0.322345 0.99056 0.081447 0.080679
20-24 2386 4160 369 1.743503 0.976511 0.088701 0.086618
25-29 1648 5818 489 3 ..530339 0.941547 0.084049 0.079136
o0-34 1298 6094 603 4.694915 0.98142 0.098949 0.097111
o5-39
40-44 1066 4790 555 4.493433 1.045636 0.115866 0.121154

867 5597 878 6.455594 1.032606 0.156869 0.161984
4o -49 787 4492 721 5.707750 1.013288 0.160507 0.162640

P2/PPl/P2= 0.184883 0.493862



2 9—

AGE
GROUP
(1)

NDANAI LOCATION
infant MORTALITY ESTIMATION

PROP CEB CD
(2) (3) (4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

r—
1 *5— 19 2252 1010 60 0.448490 1.002178 0.059405 0.059535
20-24 1581 3542 307 2.240354 0.947795 0.086674 0.082149
25-29 1197 4787 433 3.999164 0.907985 0.090453 0.082130
HO-34 917 5529 687 6.029443 0.948544 0.124253 0.117860
35-39 578 4855 601 8.399653 1.01299 0.123789 0.125397
40-44 520 4164 699 8.007692 1.00287 0.167867 0.168349
45—49 459 3621 679 7.888888 0.987946 0.187517 0.185256

Pl/P2= 0.200187 P2/P3= 0.560205

KISYAARA LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY ESTIMATION

AGE MEAN
GROUP FF’OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x>
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 2825 1 105 90 0.391150 1.025987 0.081447 0.083564
20-24 2321 4160 3 6 9 1.792330 0.910666 0.088701 0.080777
25-29 21 1 1 5818 489 2.756039 0.862278 0.084049 0.072474
30-34 1703 6u94 603 3.578391 0.903052 0.098949 0.089356
35-39 1118 4790 555 4.284436 0.96748 0»115866 0.112098
40-44 1251 5597 878 4.474020 0. 961.319 0.156869 0.150801
45-49 1077 4492 721 4.170844 0.952565 0.160507 0.152893

r
P1/P2- 0.218235 P2/P3- 0.650328

k q n oi n LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY ESTIMATION

AGE MEAN
group FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 3598 1648 143 0.458032 0.939335 0.086771 0.081507
20-24 2727 5759 567 2.111844 0.940826 0.098454 0.092628
^5-29 1911 7421 827 3.883307 0.917134 0.111440 0.102205

1 30-34 1310 7809 904 5.961068 0.96288 0.115763 0.111466
35-39 912 6731 868 7.380482 1.029724 0.128955 0.1327S8
40-44 735 5814 803 7.910204 1.018858 0.138114 0.140719
45-49 634 5128 843 8.088328 1.001341 0.164391 0.164612

Pl/P2= 0.216887 P2/P3- 0.543826
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l-eRICHO TOWNSHIP.
INFANT m o r t a l i t y e s t i m a t i o n

AGE
3R0UP

( 1 )
------
15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K(i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

1731 676 69 0.390525 0.901293 0.102071 0.091995
1593 2823 336 1.772128 0.964819 0.186326 0.179771
1207 4185 526 3.467274 0.934837 0.133572 0.124868
734 3707 559 5.050408 0.977009 0.124898 0.122027
483 3075 463 6.366459 1.04226 0.114796 0.119648
301 1899 353 6.308970 1.029831 0.154291 0.158894
237 1531 293 6.459915 1.011083 0.191378 0.193499

P1/P2* 0.220371 F'2/P3= 0.511101

r



APPENDIX II

NDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED..

AGE
groupa)
15-1?
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

10 18 1 1.8 0.70627 0.055555 0.039237
24 56 11 jL m O O 0.56708 0.196428 0.111390
36 162 19 4.5 0.953528 0.117283 0.111833
40 224 31 5. 6 1.145608 0.138392 0.158543
41 271 29 6.609756 1.279554 0.107011 0.136926
46 262 87 5.695652 1.266793 0.332061 0.420652
53 356 65 6.716981 1.206357 0.182584 0.220261

PI/P2~ 0.771428 P2/P3= 0.518518

SIGOR LOCATION .
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED .

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i > D(i )

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

15-19 njl T.J» 1 1.5 0.065026 O .333333 0.021675
20-24 10 28 0 2.8 0.702771 0 0
25-29 16 73 8 4.5625 0.89453 0.109589 0.098030
30-34 31 178 ■l«ll •>—» 5.741935 1.020188 0.123595 0.126090
35-39 25 167 12 6.68 1.123569 0.071856 0.080735<3-lo 45 "TTTo3»y» 61 7.4 1.115344 0.183183 0.204312
45-49 46 379 66 8.239130 1.080175 0.174142 0.188104

P 1/P2= 0.535714 P2/P3= 0.613698

EMKWEN LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED .

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (;< >
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

5 3 0 0. 6 1.682789 0 0
7 4 4.714285 0.847139 0.121212 0.102683

32 136 12 4.25 0.621832 0.088235 0.054867
30 170 16 5.666666 0.615864 0.094117 0.057963
53 357 44 6.735849 0.65828 0.123249 0.081132
59 438 53 7.423728 0.672531 0.121004 0.081379
70 538 90 7.685714 0.708652 0.167286 0.118547

Pl/F‘2= 0.127272 P2/P3- 1.109243



LONGISA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED .

AGE
g r o u p
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x) 
(8)

15-19
20-24

8 14 0 1.75 0.968881 0 0
21 52 4 2.476190 0.964819 0.076923 0.074216

25-29 45 193 12 4.288888 0.934837 0.062176 0.058124
30-34
35-39
40-44

45 251 16 5.577777 0.977009 0.063745 0.062279
71 532 44 7.492957 1.04226 0.082706 0.086201
90 752 53 Q -r cr cj cr ej cr 1.029831 0.070478 0.072581

45-49 106 843 90

P1/P2*

7.952830 

0.706730

1.01083 0.106761 

P2/PZ-

0.107917 

0.577350

AGF.
GROUP
(1)

KONG AS IS L.OCAT I O N .
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED .

D (i ) 
(7)

q (>{) 
(8)

FPOP
(2)

CEB CD 
(3) (4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

15-19 6 4 0 0.666666 0.39308 0 0
20-24 12 21 2 1.75 0.860311 0.095238 0.081934
25-29 20 82 17 4. 1 0.984364 0.207317 0.204075
30-34 •.:*& 187 16 5.194444 1„07888 0.085561 <). 092310
35-39 44 326 56 7.409090 1.168227 0.171779 C). 200677
40-44 56 459 65 8.196428 1.15196 0.141612 C) „ 163131
45-49 48 404 79 8.416666 1.112634 0.195544 <>.217569

r
Pl/P2= 0.380952 <:>. 426829



15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
g r o u p

(1 )

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

age
GROUP
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

WALDAI LOCATION.
infant m o r t a l i t y  b y MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED

MEAN
FF‘OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

8 2 0 0. 25 1.593749 0
21 76 9 3.619047 0.970815 0.118421
54 243 23 4.5 0.776645 0.094650
68 375 60 5.514705 0.770705 0. 16
83 494 52 5.951807 0.813525 0.105263

129 906 177 7.023255 0.814375 0.195364
145 1095 182 7.551724 0.829403 0.166210

P1/P2* 0.069078 P2/P3=

KONQIN LOCATION-
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED.

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) <7>

5 5 1 1 0.295286 0. 2
15 34 “T 2.266666 0.782713 0.083235
36 146 7 4.055555 0.918802 0.047945
50 294 48 5.88 1.022469 0.163265
53 391 62 7.377358 1.11584 0.158567
64 447 711 6.984375 1.105326 1.590604
79 602 115 7.620253 1.072556 0.191029

r

KERICHO TOWNSHIP. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY

Pl/P2=

MARITAL

0.441176 

. STATUS :WIDOWED

P2/P3-

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K < i ) D(i )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

4 0 0 0 2.207054 0
3 16 1 nr -r-r-r-T-z-7 %-J « •_* O •-.» o O •_» 0.88562 0.0625
14 58 5 4.142857 0.524639 0.086206
29 144 24 4.965517 0.476471 U .166666
36 199 39 5.527777 0.499317 0.195979
39 261 73 6.692307 0.521618 0.279693
41 279 81 6.804878 0.581926 0.290322

Pl/P2= 0 P2/P3=

q ( x ) 
(8 )

0
0.11496^ 
0.07350^ 
0.12331^ 
0.08563* 
0.15909** 
0. 13785-'

0.80423^

q (x > 
(8 )

0 .059052 
0. O 6 9 O 6 L 
0.044052 
0.16693- 
0.17693# 
1.75813^ 
0.20489<?

0.55890*

q (x ) 
( 8 )

0
0.055351- 
0.04522*2 
0.079411 
0.09785# 
0. 14589-’ 
0.16894#

1.28735#



SO IN  LO C ATIO N .
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED.

AGE MEAN
D (i ) q (x )GROUP

(1)

FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15'19
20-24
oci-29

4 O 1 0.75 0.28521 O ■ O *3 O •-!» •»!* •-!* 0.09507
25 58 6 2.32 0.978321 0.103448 0.101205
23 378 31 16.43478 1.129225 0.082010 0.092608X*-'

30-34
35-39
40-44

46 252 61 5.478260 1.222936 0.242063 0.296028
55 323 90 5.872727 1.312281 0.278637 0.365651
76 557 198 7.328947 1.283467 0.355475 0.456241

45-49 70 442 139 6.314285 1.224619 0.314479 0.385117

PI/P2- 0.323275 P2/P3- 0.141164

TECHOGET LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q < x )
(1) (2) (3) < 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 6 10 2 1.666666 0.127211 0. 2 0.025442
20-24 19 58 6 3.052631 0.665962 0.103448 0.068892
25-29 44 186 33 4.227272 0.839056 0.177419 0.148864
30-34 65 338 41 5.2 0.91977 0.121301 0.111569
35-39 79 613 82 7.759493 1.063964 0.133768 0.142324
40-44 108 750 118 6.944444 1.060518 0.157333 0.166854
45-49 107 758 123 7.084112 1.115067 0.162269 0.180940

Pl/P2= 0.545977 P2 /P3= 0.722127
r

KISYAARA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :WIDOWED

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 5 14 2.8 0.43793 0.214285 0.093842
20-24 9 •-« •!*» T 3.666666 0.493207 0.090909 0.044837
25-29 35 159 24 4.542857 0.804393 0.150943 0.121417
30-34 43 274 48 6.372093 0.980004 0.175182 0.171679
35-39 48 348 45 *- '->cr 1.. 106032 0.129310 0.143021
40-44
a nr- _ 53 417 79 7.867924 1. 106038 0.189448 0.209537
45-49 69 499 99 7.231884 1.070187 0.198396 0.212321

PI/R2= 0.763636 P2/P3= 0.807127



15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
group

(1 )

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
4 0 -4 4
45-49

MOSOP LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BYMARITAL STATUS:WIDOWED.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K. < i ) D (i ) q(x)
(2 > (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

9 33 7 3 .666666 1.65171 0.212121 0.350362
17 54 3 3.176470 0.247453 0.055555 0.013747
29 127 21 4.379310 0.863013 0.165354 0.142702
54 295 74 5.462962 1.144917 0.250847 0.287199
69 415 64 6.014492 1.319767 0.154216 0„203530
69 455 95 6.594202 1.315611 0.208791 0.274688
87 649 145 7.459770 1.244201 0.223420 0.277980

Pl/P2= 1.154320 P2/P3" 0.725335

k i p k e l i g n LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL. STATUS :WIDOWED.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q £x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

4 11 2.75 0.57779 0.181818 0.105052
23 78 11 3.391304 0.461227 0.141025 0.065044
38 160 21 4.210526 0.807256 0.13125 0.105952
65 375 80 5.769230 0.995315 0.213333 0.212333
69 471 104 6.826086 1.12705 0.220806 0.248860
86 543 118 6.313953 1.126915 0.217311 0.244891
93 683 203 7.344086 1.087445 0.297218 0.323208

r Pl/F2= 0.810897 P2/P3= 0.805434



APPENDIX 5

ndanai l o c a t i o n .
infant m o r t a l i t y  b y  MARITAL STATUS :m a r r i e d  .

15-1?
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
group

(1 )

MEAN
FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K(i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (>{) 
(8)

1094 918 65 0.839122 0.570281 0.070806 0.040379
1335 3170 272 2.. 374531 0.837213 0.085804 0.071836
1089 4459 395 4.094582 0.90427 0.088584 0.080104
832 4497 639 5.405048 0.983919 0.142094 0.139809
611 3716 565 6.081833 1.066256 0.152045 0.162119
453 T

•-.« jL. •_.* •_.« 606 7.136865 1.056794 0.187442 0.198087
393 2404 60S 6.117048 1.032234 0.252911 0.261064

P 1/P2- 0.353384 P2/P3= 0.579920

LONGISA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS:MARRIED.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q<*>
(8)

15-19 1200 1 154 55 0.961666 0.41165 0.047660 0.019619
20-24 1916 4572 350 2.386221 0.807437 0.076552 0.061811
25-29 1469 6212 592 4.228727 0.914419 0.095299 0.087143
30-34 1195 7295 782 6.104602 1.007832 0.107196 0.108036
35-39 949 7103 750 7.484720 1.096497 0.105589 0.115778
40-44 746 6126 816 8.211796 1.086274 0.133202 0.144694
45-49 652 5627,* 857 8.630368 1.056761 0.152301 0.160946

Pl/P2= 0.403008 P2/P3- 0.564288

SIGOR LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :MARRIED .

AGE MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K(i) D(i) q(x)
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

852 699 0 0.820422 0.569473 0 0
1187 2775 4 2.337826 0.841472 0.001441 0.001212
963 3946 12 4.097611 0.909007 0.003041 0.002764
696 4305 16 6.185344 0.988484 0.003716 0.003673
499 3730 44 7.474949 1.070754 0.011796 0.012630
498 4114 53 8.261044 1.06088 0.012882 0.013667
398 3489 90 8.766331 1.03572 0.025795 0.026716

Pl/P2= 0.350933 P2/P3= 0.570533
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e m k w e n l o c a t i o n
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL. STATUS; MARRIED.

age
group
(1)

■--- MEAN
FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

813
1319
1107
878
706
550
419

800
3344
4680
5573
5552
4639
3690

42 
231 
359 
486 
661 
514 
507

0.984009 
2.535253 
4.227642 
6.347380 
7.864022 
8.434545 
8.806682

0.4S5ooo 
0.807934 
0.895542 
0.983293 
1.069317 
1.06068 

1.035207

0.0525 
0.069078 
0.076709 
0.087206 
0.119056 
0.110799 
0.137398

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.
0.

025479 
055811 
068696 
085749 
127308 
117523 
142235

Pl/P2= 0.388130 P2/P3* 0. 599685

KONGASIS LOCATION..
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :MARRIED ..

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q(x)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 824 654 37 0.793689 0.562859 0.056574 0.031843
20-24 1203 2774 189 2.305901 0.854594 0.063132 0.058225
25-29 976 4171 314 4.273565 0.924686 0.075281 0.069611
30-34 768 4772 423 6.213541 1.00395 0„088642 0.088992
35-39 509 390:> 7 7.667976 1.086162 0.001793 0„001948
40-44 459 3987 4 8.686274 1.074929 0.001003 0.001078
45-49 358 3070 414 8.575418 1.047689 0.134853 0.141284

Pl/P2= 0.344199 P2/P3- 0.539573



age
GROUP
(1)

IS-*9
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN

-38-
k i s y a a r a  LOCATION.
i n f a n t m o r t a l i t y  b y  MARITAL STATUS :m a r r i e d

FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D(i ) q (x >
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

821 783 72 0.953714 0.477388 0.091954 0.043897
1383 3414 306 2.468546 0.813409 0.089630 0.072906
1224 5172 430 4.225490 0.903449 0.083139 0.075112
884 5516 516 6.239819 0.991507 0.093546 0.092751
542 4148 459 7.653136 1.077693 0.110655 0.119252
585 5029 775 8.596581 1.068374 0.154106 0.164643
448 3836 582 8.5625 1.041744 0.151720 0.158053

Pl/P2= 0.386346 P2/P3= 0.584203

KONOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :MARRIED

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q < x ) 
(8)

15-19 1529 1430 134 0.935251 0.478494 0.093706 0.044837
20-24 2129 nr 1 '-y'-y 526 2.405824 0.809139 0.102694 0.083093
25-29 1678 6799 770 4.051847 0.898623 0.113251 0.101770
30-34 1 147 7064 786 6.158674 0.986331 0.111268 0.109803
35-39 818 6155 778 7.524449 1.073072 0.126401 0.135637
40-44 627 5190 711 8.277511 1.064172 0.136994 0.145785
45-49 530 4437 706 8.371698 1.038161 0.159116 0.165188

Pl/P2= 0.3387 44 P2/P3= 0.593759
r

SOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sMARRIED

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD
(1) (2) (3) (4)

15-19 556 540 91
20-24 849 1936 278
25-29 66 2775 486
30-34 474 2710 583
35-39
40-44

412 2729 575
327 .C.. •-.» •„.» 594

45-49 249 1815 475

Pl/P2=

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

(5) (6) (7) (8)

0.971223 0.08933 0.168518 0.015053
2.280329 0.931722 0.143595 0.133790
42.04545 1.178367 0.175135 0.206373
5.717299 1.303274 0.215129 0.280372
6 .*623786 1.407029 0.210699 0.296460
7.131498 1.37423 0.254716 0.350039
7.289156 1.300595 0.261707 0.340376

0.425913 P2/F‘3= 0.054234



age
group
<1>

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

WALDAI LOCATION. 
INFANT m o r t a l i t y by MARITAL. STATUS :MARRIED

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K(i ) D (i ) q (i< )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1704 1641 155 0.574177 0.957072 0.094454 0.090399
2858 6942 669 2.941525 0.97049 0.096369 0.093526
2360 9815 1114 6.003058 0.943971 0.113499 0.107140
1635 10074 1240 8.595563 0.986734 0.123089 0.121456
1172 8528 1208 9.160042 1.05228 0.141651 0.149056
931 7296 1130 10.24719 1.039065 0.154879 0.160929
712 5789 943 8.130617 1.018667 0.162895 0.165935

Pl/P2= 0.195197 P2/P3- 0.490004

KIPKELION LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS : MARRIED

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19 1220 1112 88 0.911475 0.513617 0.079136 0.040645
20-24 1863 4522 475 2.427267 0.81939 0.105042 0.086070
25-29 1566 6448 761 4.117496 0.900262 0.118021 0.106249
30-34 1283 7559 1090 5.891660 0.985222 0.144198 0.142067
35-39 991 6972 1101 7.035317 1.06998 0.157917 0.168968
40-44 887 6858 1237 7.731679 1.06091 0.180373 0.191359
45-49 606 4665 985 7.698019 1.035519 0.211146 0.218646

r P 1 /F’2~- 0.375514 P2/P3= 0.589500

MOSOP LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :MARRIED

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB
: 1 ) / o

MEAN
CD BIRTHS K(i) D(i) q(x)
(4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

998 854 80 0.855711 0.494893 0.093676 0.04636
1665 3704 419 2.224624 0.810521 0.113120 0.091686
1340 4977 623 3.714179 0.895772 0.125175 0.112128
916 5007 676 5.-466157 0.98265 0.135010 0.132668
625 4067 553 6.5072 1.068276 0.135972 0.145256
505 3754 629 7.433663 1.059611 0.167554 0.177542
400 2950 536 7. 375 1.034333 0.181694 0.187933

PI/P2= 0.384654 P2/p3= 0.598954



tfchoget l o c a t i o n  
i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  b y

-40- 

MAR IT AL STATUS :MARRIED

AGP
g r o u p

(1 )

fpof
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-*9
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

1272 
1976 
1606 
1124 
816 
773 
562

1084
4423
6307
6584
5805
6083
4751

77 0.852201 
325 2.238360 
651 3.927148 
826 5.857651 
611 7.113970 
785 7.869340 
693 8.453736

0.481731 
0.821172 
0.910551 
0.997852 
1.083708 
1.073767 
1.046367

0.071033 
0.073479 
0.103218 
0.125455 
0.105254 
0.129048 
0.145864

0.034218 
0.060339 
0.093985 
0.125186 
0.114064 
0.138567 
0.152627

PI/P2- <D.380729 P2/P3= 0.569970

KERICHO TOWNSHIP. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :MARRIED.

AGE
GROUP

(1 )
FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
<4>

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (1) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19 566 510 48 0
20-24 1092 r? r?"\ 284 2
25-29 938 3529 453 3
30-34 602 3201 466 5
35-39 376 2542 382 6
40-44 218 1438 242 6
45-49 175 1174 198 6

PI/P2=

.901060 0.352394 0.094117 0.033166 

.127289 0.79007 0.122255 0.096590

.762260 0.914697 0.128364 0.117415 

.317275 1.013432 0.145579 0.147534 

.760638 1.104535 0.150275 0.165984 

.596330 1.094334 0.168289 0.184164 

.708571 1.063403 0.168654 0.179347

P2/P3=0.423571 0.565428



APPENDIX 4

age

GROUP
( 1 )

15-19
2 0 - 2 4
2 5 - 2 9
3 0 - 3 4
3 5 - 3 9
4 0 - 4 4
4 5 -4 9

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

1 5 -1 9
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 - 4 4
4 5 -4 9

LONGISA LOCATION 
infant MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE. .

—  — MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x)
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

2187 188 9 0.085962 1.221012 0.047872 0.058452
402 398 13 0.990049 1.062133 0.032663 0.034692
85 197 16 2.317647 0.971801 0.081218 0.078928
28 128 14 4.571428 0.989356 0.109375 0.108210
21 100 17 4.761904 1.043429 0.17 0.177382
11 43 3.909090 1.027589 0.069767 0.071692
9 44 9 4.888888 ERR 0.204545 ERR

Pl/P2= 0.086826 P2/P3— 0.427178

IMDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE .

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (1 ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1111 64 4 0.057605 1.462975 0.0625 0.091435
159 195 18 1.226415 1„049082 0.092307 0.096838
37 79 6 2.135135 0.894218 0.075949 0.067915
18 47 4 2.611111 0.893986 0.085106 0.076083
15 51 0 3.4 0.939717 0 0
10 29 2 2.9 0.93044 0.068965 0.064168
7 I V 10 2.285714 0.927972 0. 625 0.579982

P l / P 2 =  0 . 0 4 6 9 7 0 P 2 /P 3 - 0 . 5 7 4 3 9 6

KONGASIS L O C A T IO N . 
IN FAN T M O R T A L IT Y  BY M A R IT A L STATUS : S IN G L E  .

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
B IR T H S K ( i  ) D ( i  ) q ( x )

<1) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 6 ) ( 7 ) ( 8 )

1 5 -1 9
2 0 -2 4

1 1 5 6 8 4 4 0 . 0 7 2 6 6 4 1 . 0 8 5 7 8 9 0 . 0 4 7 6 1 9 0 . 0 5 1 7 0 4
1 9 5 139 8 0 . 7 1 2 8 2 0 1 . 0 8 1 1 0 9 0 . 0 5 7 5 5 3 0 . 0 6 2 2 2 2

2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4 6 2 138 14 2 . 2 2 5 8 0 6 1 . 0 2 7 5 6 9 0 . 1 0 1 4 4 9 0 . 1 0 4 2 4 6

14 6 0 •3 4 „ 2 8 5 7 1 4 1 „ 0 5 4 4 2 4 0 . 0 5 0 . 0 5 2 7 2 1
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4 10 7 3 7 7 . 3 1 . 1 1 2 8 9 6 0 . 0 9 5 8 9 0 0 . 1 0 6 7 1 6

7 3 4 4 4 . 8 5 7 1 4 2 1 . 0 9 2 3 0 8 0 . 1 1 7 6 4 7 0 . 1 2 8 5 0 6
45-49

7 '*■> n 0 3 . 4 2 8 5 7 1 1 . 0 6 4 6 5 1 0 0
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SiGOR LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS:SINGLE.

age
GROUP
(1)

MEAN
FRO P CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

1281
213
39
25
11
6
2

82
163
79
104
43
36
10

8 
2 
9 

11
3
j
i

0.064012 
0.765258 
2.025641 

4. 16 
3.909090 

6 
5

1.188301 
1.077873 
0.997135 
1.016328 
1.071215 
1.053196 
1.031671

0.097560 
0.012269 
0.113924 
0.105769 
0.069767 
0.083333 

0. 1

0.115931 
0.013225 
0.113597 
0.107496 
0.074735 
0.087766 
0.103167

P1/P2- 0.083648 P2/P3= 0.377785

emkwen l o c a t i o n
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sSINGLE. .

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FF'OP
(2)

CEB CD 
(3) (4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K < i > 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q(x>
(8)

15-19 1902 152 4 0.079915 1.189349 0.026315 0. 031298
20-24 418 329 22 0.787081 1.048353 0.066869 0. 070102
25-29 103 184 11 1.786407 0.965504 0.059782 0. 057720
30-34 29 83 12 2.862068 0.986235 0.144578 0. 142588
35-39 16 83 7 5.1875 1.041747 0.084337 0. 087858
40-44 9 50 10 5.555555 1.026479 0. 2 0. 205295
45-49 1 1 27 3 2.454545 1.008864 0.111111 0. 112096

P 1/P2= 0.101534 P2/P3= 0. 440594



-43-

NALDAI l o c a t i o n .
lNFrANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE.

age
GROUP
(1)

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x)
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

’—
15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

3230
788
184
74
24
21
12

413
628
363
200
107
62
28

21
30
30
27
27
12
6

0.127863 
0.796954 
1.972826 
2.702702 
4.458333 
2.952380 
2.333333

0.985671 
1.017968 
0.986869 
1.024842 
1.088303 
1.071334 
1.046335

0.050847 
0.047770 
0.082644 

0. 135 
0.252336 
0.193548 
0.214285

0.050118 
0.048629 
0.081559 
0.138353 
0.274618 
0.207354 
0.224214

Pl/P2= 0.160440 F'2/P3= 0.403965

SOIN LOCATION. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K < i > D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 842 41 1 0.048693 1.654479 0.024390 0.040353
20-24 159 166 13 1.044025 0.987828 0.078313 0.077360
25-29 39 51 9 1.307692 0.778722 0.176470 0.137421
30-34 12 38 9 3.166666 0.767205 0.236842 0.181706
35-39 10 36 5 3.6 0.807476 0. .1.33888 0. 112149
40-44 3 16 1 5.333333 0.S08O99 0.0625 0.050506
45-49 1 12 8 12 0.824291 0.. 666666 0„549527

r P1/P2* 0.046640 F'2/P3= 0.798372

k ipkelion LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sSINGLE.

AGE
GROUP
U)

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

2257
421
121
36

180 
399 
239 
117

10
18
14
11

0.079751 
0.947743 
1 .-975206

rr nc'•J ■ A h vJ

1.273634 
1.04952 

0.944547 
0.958769

0.055555 
0.045112 
0.058577 
0.094017

0.070757 
0.047346 
0.055329 
0.090140

23 63 9 2.739130 1.011247 0.142857 0.144463
9 31 3 3.444444 0.997738 0.096774 0.096555
7 26 5 3.714285 0.984665 0.192307 0.189358

P1/P2= 0.084149 P2/P3= 0.479819
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TECHOGET LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS SINGLE

age
group

(1)

FPOP CEB
MEAN

CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

[5-19 2325 230 10 0.098924 1.08666 0.043478 0.047246
629 483 24 0.767885 1.036959 0.049689 0.051525

25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

173 321 24 1.855491 0.980445 0.074766 0.073304
57 128 10 2.245614 1.009654 0.078125 0„078879
20 58 7 2.9 1.069085 0.120689 0.129027
22 98 10 4.454545 1.052597 0.102040 0.107407
13 28 6 2.153846 1.030747 0.214285 0.220874

Pl/P2= 0.128827 P2/P3= 0.413844

KONGIN LOCATION. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 2010 181 4 0.090049 1.272889 0.022099 0„028130
20-24 499 438 26 0.877755 1.019673 0.059360 0.060528
25-29 110 178 12 1.618181 0.91304 0.067415 0.061553
30-34 35 123 14 3.514285 0.928956 0.113821 0.105734
35-39 18 •3 1 1 1.722222 0.98213 0.032258 0.031681
40-44 15 46 4 3.066666 0.971362 0.086956 0.084466
45-49 8 8 3 1 0.962142 0.375 0.360803

Pl/P2= 0.102590 P2/P3= 0.542433
r

KERICHQ TOWNSHIP. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 1138 147 12 0.129173 0.992113 0.081632 0.080988
20-24 439 366 31 0.833712 1.024867 0.084699 0.086805
25-29 178 378 32 2.123595 0.9925 0.084656 0.084021
30-34 53 193 32 3.641509 1.029602 0.165803 0.170711
35-39 TT 138 8 4-. 1818L8 1.092679 0.057971 0. 06334-3
0̂-44 13 16 1 1.230769 1.075215 0.0625 0.067200
45-49 10 12 5 1.2 1.049675 0.416666 0.437364

F’ 1 /P2: 0.154938 P2/P3= 0.392595



MOSOP LOCATION.
- 4 5 -

infant MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :SINGLE.

AGP
gROUP
(D

MEAN
FF'OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x)
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15'19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

1622
393
91
26
17
6
7

162 
310 
148 
68 
55 
11 
5

10
16
11
10
13
6
2

0.099876
0. 788804
1. 626373 
2.615384 
3.235294 
1.833333 
0.714285

1.15367 
1.018942 
0.94366 

0.968733 
1.026177 
1.012837 
0.997071

0.061728 
0.051612 
0.074324 
0.147058 
0.236363 
0.545454 

0.4

0.071214 
0.052590 
0.070136 
0.142460 
0.242550 
0.552456 
0.398828

P1/P2 0.126617 P2/P3- 0.485007

KISYAARA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sSINGLE.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19 2043 268 14 0.131179 1.147375 0.052238 0.059937
20-24 546 539 40 0.987179 1.010751 0.074211 0.075009
25-29 134 265 14 1.977611 0.936618 0.052830 0.049481
30-34 46 141 18 3.065217 0.962621 0.127659 0.122887
35-39 24 85 13 3.541666 1.020474 0.152941 0.156072
40-44 14 49 5 3.5 1.007752 0.102040 0.102831
45-49 5 38 5 7.6 0.992703 0.131578 0.130618

P1/P2- 0.132883 P2/P3= 0.499177

r



APPEND IX V
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NDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS: DIVORCED/SEPARATED

AGE
group

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

27 10 0 0.370370 1.314143 0 0
56 118 6 2.107142 0.88697 0.050847 0. 045 j. 00
34 85 12 2.5 0.761222 0.141176 0.107466
24 97 12 4.041666 0.781261 0.123711 0.096650
10 46 7 4.6 0.835938 0.152173 0.127207
10 57 4 cr "7 wj ■ / 0.838346 0.070175 0.058831
6 26 4 ■Q m o o .3 3 3 0.848 735 0.153346 0.130574

PX/P2- 0.175768 P2/P3= 0.842857

EMKWEN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sDIVORCED/SEPARATED.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i > D (i ) q (x )

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 34 37 1 1.088235 0.17906 0.027027 0. 004839
20-24 55 98 6 1.781818 0.659121 0.061224 0 „040354
25-29 66 201 13 3.045454 0.912447 0.064676 0. 059013
30-34 31 141 13 4.548387 1 „ 059.1.64 0.127659 0 „135212
35-39 19 114 17 6 1. 172234 0.149122 0. 174806
40-44 19 10 v 16 5.473684 1.162639 0.153846 0. 178867
45-49 12 54 7 4.5 1.119566 0.129629 0 .145128

P1/P2- 0.610744 P2/P3= 0. 585074

SIGOR LOCATION .
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/SEPARATED.

AGE
group
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
FF'OP CEB CD BIRTHS K(i> D(i) q<x)
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

20 18 1 0. 9 0.00002 0.055555 0.000001
37 63 4 1.702702 0.735415 0.063492 0.046693
28 93 3.321428 0.946334 0.021505 0.020351
14 52 4 3.714285 1.075177 0,076923 0.082705

8 36 4 4. 5 1.180146 0.111111 0.131127
5 26 11 5. 2 1.167465 0.423076 0.493927
“T 12 1 4 1.124414 0.083333 0.093701

Pl/P2= 0.528571 P2/P3— 0.512641



- 4 7 -

l o n g i s a  L.OCATi o n .
i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  b y MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/SEPARATED 9

a g£
3R0UP
(D

****** MEAN
FF'OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D(i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8)

IS"*9
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

23 21 0 0.913043 0.060521 0 0
42 71 2 1.690476 0.697053 0.028169 0.019635
45 122 5 2.711111 0.889643 0.040983 0.036460
27 
23 
16 
10

120
96
124
28

17
9
11
4

4.444444 
4.173913 

7.75 
2.8

1.015959 
1.119628 
1.111833 
1.01083

0.141666 
0.09375 

0.088709 
0.142857

0.143927 
0.104965 
0.098630 
0.144404

P l/P2 = 0.540110 F'2/P3= 0.623536

r



48-
...0N0ASIS LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS:DIVORCED/SEPARATED.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K(i) D(i) q(x)
(?) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (0)

(1) ____________________________________________________________________

15'19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

29
31
23
20
11
11
6

18
42
66
83
38
65
34

1
8
6

12
4
4
9

0.620689 
1.354838 
2.869565 

4. 15 
3.454545 
5.909090 
5 .666666

0.17183 
0.79892 

0.964251 
1.07669 

1.174194 
1.159821 
1.118585

0.055555 
0.190476 
0.090909 
0.144578 
0.105263 
0.061538 
0.264705

0.009546 
0.152175 
0.087659 
0.155666 
0.123599 
0.071373 
0.296096

Pl/P2= 0.458128 P2/P3= 0.472140

KONOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL. STATUS:DIVORCED/SEPARATED.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (>;)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 29 31 4 1.063965 0.103187 0.129032 0. 013314
20-24 80 165 12 2.0625 0.718892 0.072727 0. 052283
25-29 Q'*T 286 36 3.445783 0.901603 0.125874 0. 113488
30—34 75 328 56 4.373333 1.023459 0.170731 0. 174736
35-39 23 154 20 6.695652 1.125116 0.129870 0. 146118
40-44 28 131 26 4.678571 1.116247 0.198473 0. 221545
45-49 16 81 19 5.0625 1.081101 0.234567 0. 253591

P1/P2* 0.518286 P2/P3= 0. 598557
r

TECHOGET LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/SEPARATED.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 36 26 4 0.722222 0.398619 0.153846 0.061326
20-24 86 150 15 1.744186 0.793588 0. 1 0.079358
25-29 69 205 32 2.971014 0.90314 0.156097 0.140977
30-34 61 243 36 3.983606 0.998308 0.148148 0.147897
->5-39
40-44

20 102 21 5. 1 1.087749 0„205882 0.223948
21 139 19 6.-619047 1.078518 0.136690 0.14742345-49 9 87 15 9.666666 1.050086 0.172413 0.181049



age
group

( 1 )

I5-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )j-----
15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
GROUP
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN

-49-
k is y a a r a  LOCATION.
in f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  b y MARITAL STATUS sDIVORCED/SEPARATED.

FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

47 39 2 0.829787 0.469321 0.051282 0.024067
82 171 19 2.085365 0.797147 0.111111 0.088571
61 207 20 3.393442 0.888301 0.096618 0.085826
44 183 21 4.159090 0.977868 0.114754 0.112214
40 217 38 5.425 1.064705 0.175115 O.186446
16 105 19 6.5625 1.05671 0.180952 0.191214
8 93 21 11.625 1.031753 0.225806 0.232976

Pl/P2= 0.397909 P2/P3= 0.614528

WALDAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS sDIVORCED/SEPARATED.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

45 45 3 1 0.214158 0.066666 0.014277
76 153 27 2.013157 0.718251 0.176470 0.126750
94 289 29 3.074468 0.871698 0.100346 0.087471
60 269 37 4.483333 0.985103 0.137546 0.135497
35 189 31 5.4 1.082815 0.164021 0.177604
22 110 25 5 1.076462 0.227272 0.244650
16 112 20 7 1.047581 0.178571 0.187068

P1/P2- 0.496732 P2/P3= 0.654798

SOIN LOCATION. *
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/SEPRATED.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K ( i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

32 27 6 0.84375 0.247635 q v r *' 0.05503
41 77 17 1.878048 0.784884 0.220779 0.173286
39 138 36 3.538461 0.933658 0.260869 0„243562
29 133 23 4.586206 1.040849 0.172932 0.179996
~7~T 163 47 4.939393 1.135872 0.288343 0.327521
26 159 49 6.115384 1.124102 0.308176 0.346421
14 88 29 6*285714 1.088395 0.329545 0.358675

PI/P2= 0.449269 P2/P3= 0.530752



5 0 -

I agp 
IrOUP 
J (1>

15-19
§0-24
b5'29
bo-34
k5-39
bO-44
45-49

AGF
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
group

( i )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MOBOP LOCATION.
i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  b y MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/ SEPARATED m

MEAN
FF'OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2 ) (3 ) (4 ) (5 ) (6 ) (7 ) (8 )

24 18 0 0.75 0.644328 0 0
49 98 9 2 0.778053 0.091836 0.071453
43 116 13 2.697674 0.821932 0.112068 0.092113
41 161 19 3.926829 0.899163 0.118012 0.106112
31 157 41 5.064516 0.980184 0 .261146 0.255971
21 84 13 4 0.977828 0.154761 0.151330
21 84 15 4 0.965111 0.178571 0.172341

Pl/P2= 0.375 P2 /P3- 0.741379

KERICHO TOWNSHIP.
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL

FPOP CEB CD 
(2) (3) (4)

STATUS:DIVORCED/S 

MEAN
BIRTHS K(i)

(5) (6)

SEPARATED.

D(i )
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

19 19 9 1 0.278126 0.473684 0.131743
58 118 20 2.034482 0.706104 0.169491 0. 119678
77 220 •̂>6 2.857142 0.84195 0.163636 0.137773
49 169 37 3.448979 0.95113 0.218934 0.208235
38 196 34 5.157894 1.046831 0.173469 0.181593
31 194 37 6.258064 1.043017 0.190721 0.198925
11 66 9 6 1.019285 0.136363 0.138993

r
P1/P2 0.491525 P2 /pt;— 0.712068

KI F'KEL I ON LOCAT I ON „ 
INFANT MORTALITY BY MARITAL STATUS :DIVORCED/SEPARATED .

FPOR CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q < x )
(2 ) (3 ) (4 ) (5 ) (6 ) (7 ) (8 )

50 55 1. 1 0.099478 0.054545 0.005426
79 169 22 2.139240 0.726754 0.130177 0.094607
30 295 52 -3 . 6875 0.910931 0 .176271 0.160570
61 282 56 4.622950 1.032639 0.198531 0.205063
36 200 44 5.555555 1.134253 0 „ 22 0.249535
36 213 37 5.916666 1.124575 0.173708 0.195348
16 92 31 5 . /5 1.088197 0.336956 0.3666 75

Pl/P2= 0 .514201 P2 /P3= 0.580133
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AF'PENDIX VI.

age
ROUP
( 1 )

[5-19
>0-24
>5-29
50-34
55-39
10-44
[5-49

infant m o r t a l i t y by RESIDENCE:URBAN.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q <x )
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

190 53 6 0.278947 1.179299 0.113207 0.133505
161 327 30 2.031055 0.993177 0.091743 0.091117
134 493 52 3.679104 0.909544 0.105476 0.095935
91 406 73 5.340659 0.93407 0.150205 0.140302
83 563 80 6.783132 0.991177 0.142095 0.140842
64 503 106 7.859375 0.980785 0.210735 0.206686
54 434 111 8 .0 7 O -3 7 0.969808 0.255760 0.248038

F‘l/P2= 0.137341 P2/P3- 0.552051

WALDAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:URBAN.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB CD 
(3) (4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

15-19 30 12 2 0.4 1.145767 0.166666 0.190961
20-24 28 67 14 2.392857 0.95534 0.208955 0.199623
25-29 18 70 14 3.888888 0.878185 0.2 0.175637
30-34 12 69 12 7.666666 0.90735 0.173913 0.1578
35-39 9 75 23 ncr 0.966503 0.306666 0.296394
40-44 3 20 6 20 0.958865 0.3 0.287659
45-49 1 f T 0.950955 0.333333 0.316985

P1/P2* 0.167164 P2/P3- 0.615306

AGE
GROUP
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

SOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:URBAN.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

29 19 2 0.655172 0.915744 0.105263 0.096394
30 75 19 2.5 0.74723 0.253333 0.189298
18 67 16 -7- *. -7 /-% /-* /-* r-* /-> O. 8531 -2< 4 0.238805 0.203733
9 65 14 *7 r? 0.904309 0.215384 0.194774
5 36 10 *7 0.973478 0.277777 0.270410
o 17 5.666666 0.968197 0.117647 0.113905
0 0 0 0 0.95799 0 0

P2/F'3=Pl/P2= 0.262060 0.671641



TECHOGET LOATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:URBAN.

age

GR0up
<1>

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K < i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

l5-19 77 42 7 0.545454 0.726677 0.166666 0.121112
20-24 71 135 10 1.901408 0.895269 0.074074 0.066316
25-29 72 256 33 3.555555 0.924749 0.128906 0.119205
30-34 30 148 21 12.33333 0.989255 0.141891 0.140367
35-39 12 71 12 6.454545 1.064709 0.169014 0.179950
40-44 11 75 12 12.5 1.053344 0 . 16 0.168535
45-49 6 44 7 ~7 TTTTTT / ■ 'J* O O O sj --j 1.029924 0.159090 0.163851

P1/P2- 0.286868 F‘2/P3= 0.534771

KERICHG TOWNSHIP.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:URBAN.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD
(1) (2 ) (3) (4)

15-19 1716 674 69 0
20-24 1583 2803 334 1
25-29 1194 4124 519
30-34 732 3696 559
35-39 480 3051 460
40-44 300 1895 353 7
45-49 237 1531 293 6

/* Pl/P2=

MEAN
BIRTHS K(i) D (i) q(x)

(5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

.392773 0.898374 0.102373 0.091970 

.770688 0.945996 0.119158 0.112723 

.453936 0.933412 0.125848 0.117468 
7.7 0.982007 0.151244 0.148523 

10.17 1.050197 0.150770 0.158338 
.995780 1.037946 0.186279 0.193348 
.459915 1.017473 0.191378 0.194722

P2/P3—0.221819 0.512658



APPENDIX VII.

t ec ho ge t l o c a t i o n .
INFANT MORTALITY B t RESIDENCE:RURAL.

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

FPOP
( 2 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

3586
2650
1821
1284
923
921
696

MEAN
CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K <i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

1311 90 0.365588 0.542607 0.068649 0.03724'
4984 361 1.880754 1.105555 0.072431 0.08007"
6757 713 3.710598 1.196583 0.105520 0 . 12626"
7154 789 7.750812 1.263634 0.110287 0. 13936"
6407 709 6.956568 1.340941 0.110660 0. 148381
6995 920 10.05028 1.306068 0.131522 0. 17177'
5480 830 7.873563 1.244962 0.151459 0.18856

Pl/P2= 0.194383 P2/P3= 0.50686

SOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:RURAL.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q(x)
(8 )

15-19 1408 592 97 0.420454 0.958948 0.163851 0. 157i:
20-24 1047 2162 295 2.064947 0.956151 0.136447 0.1304<
25-29 763 3023 546 3.961992 0.928247 0.180615 0. 1676!
30-34 554 3088 662 6.114851 0.971653 0.214378 0.2083
35-39 505 3215 707 7.459396 1.037453 0.219906 0.2281
40-44 431 3212 839 9.588059 1.025605 0.261207 0.2678
45-49 335 r  2361 654 7.047761 1.007182 0.277001 0.2789

Pi/P2= 0.203615 P2/P3= 0.5211



k i p ke li o n l o c a t i o n .
INFANT m o r t a l i t y by res id en c es r u r a l .

age
group
<1>

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

3348
2226
1672
1356
1037
956
671

1315
6156
6649
7855
7143
7142
5050

98 
496 
796 
1167 
1178 
1289 
1116

0.392771
2.765498
3.976674
5.792772
6.888138
7.470711
7.526080

1.287551 
0.950603 
0.835815 
0.854398 
0.908597 
0.904536 
0.905143

0.074524 
0.080571 
0.119717 
0.148567 
0.164916 
0.180481 
0.220990

0.095954 
0.076591 
0.100061 
0.126936 
0.149842 
0.163252 
0.200027

P 1/P2* 0.142025 P2/P3= 0.695429

WALDAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY RESIDENCE:RURAL.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D(i ) q (x )

(1) (2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

15-19 4983 2090 177 0.419426 0.962987 0.084688 0 .081554
20-24 3740 7744 / 722 2.070588 0.956563 0.093233 0 .089183
25-29 2684 10640 1182 3.964232 0.92762 0.Ill090 0 .103049
30-34 1827 10852 1352 8.277650 0.970695 0.124585 0 .120934
35-39 1311 9262 1296 8.397098 1.036343 0.139926 0 .145011
40-44 1103 8272 708 9.315315 1.024545 0.085589 0 .08 7690
45-49 888 7021 1155 7.906531 1.006294 0.164506 0 .165541

P1/P2- 0.202563 P2/P3- 0 .522317
r



APPENDIX VIII.

KERICHO t o w n s h i p .
infant MORTALITY BY EDUCATION: NONE.

age FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D(i ) q (x )

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 ci— 19 1716 674 69 0.392773 0.89374 0.102373 0. 091495
20-24 1583 2803 334 1.770688 0.945996 0.119158 0. 112723
25-29 1194 4124 519 • 453936 0.933412 0.125848 0. 117468
^0-34 732 3696 559 7.7 0.982007 0.151244 0. 148523
35-39 480 3051 460 10.17 1.050197 0.150770 0. 158338
40-44 300 1895 T cr ~TOJO 7.995780 1.037946 0.186279 0. 193348
45-49 237 1531 293 6.459915 1.017473 0.191378 0. 194722

P 1/P2= 0.221819 P2/P3= 0. 512658

MOSOP LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:NONE.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q <x > 
(8 )

15-19 545 432 55 0.792660 0.570556 0.127314 0 .072640
20-24 935 2050 258 2.192513 0.823834 0.125853 0 .103682
25-29 910 3280 449 3.604395 0.889986 0.136890 0 .121830
30-34 835 4481 662 5.366467 0.970348 0.147734 0 .143354
35-39 642 4095 620 6.378504 1.052975 0.151404 0 .159424
40-44 559 4047 716 7.239713 1.044755 0.176921 0 .184839
45-49 497 3503 672 7.048289 1.021956 0.191835 0

Pl/P2= 0.361530 F‘2/P3= 0 .608288

EMKWEN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:NONE

AGE
GROUP
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
PROP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

649 314 0.483821 1„075929 0.070063 0.075383
679 1728 138 2.544918 0.940434 0.079861 0 .075104
682 2835 244 4..156891 0.880744 0.086067 0.075803
674 4333 414 6.428783 0.916067 0.095545 0.087526
562 5343 673 9.507117 0.978046 0.125959 0.123193
473 4585 549 9.693446 0.97024 0.119738 0.116174
7̂7! 4054 588 122.8484 0.960384 0.145041 0.139295

Pl/F'2- P2/P3=0 .190112 0.612216
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SOIN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:NONE.

f\G£
group

(1)

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x)
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

15- 19
20- 2 4

^ 0 '3 4

314 265 49 0.843949 0.518789 0.184905 0.095927
508
527

1168 
2139

193
418

2. 299212 
4.058823

0.831516
0.911779

0.165239 
0.195418

0.137399 
0.178178

457 2574 571 5.632385 0.995679 0.221833 0.220875
35-39
40-44
45-49

462 2976 669 6.441558 1.079981 0.224798 0.242777
396 2800 774 7.070707 1.069905 0.276428 0.295752
321 2279 1145 7.099688 1.04322 0.502413 0.524127

Pl/P2= 0.367060 P2/P3= 0.566472

NDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATIONS NONE

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

15-19 891 653 49 0.732884 0.729515 0.075038 0•054741
20-24 1099 2633 249 2.395814 0.866205 0.094568 0 .081916
25-29 980 3959 361 4.039795 0.8955 0.091184 0.081655
30-34 824 5005 628 6.074029 0.962071 0.125474 0.120715
35-39 685 4576 575 6.680291 1.038397 0.125655 0.130480
40-44 498 3501 682 7.030120 1.029581 0.194801 0.200563
45-49 443 2853 664 6.440180 1.009609 0.232737 0.234973

Pl/P2= 0.305901 P2/P3= 0.593053
r

LONGIBA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION!NONE 

age MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i > D(i) q <x>
(1) <2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 863 607 27 0.703360 0.713901 0.044481 0. 031755
20-24 1106 2615 213 2.364376 0.882076 0.081453 0. 071847
25-29
30-34

1043 4433 464 4.250239 0.914099 0.104669 0. 095678
1033 6339 723 6.136495 0.980306 0.114055 0. 111809

w5->9
40-44 
45-49

937 6853 787 7.313767 1.056651 0.114840 0. 121346
802 6544 911 8.4 59600 1.046083 0.139211 0. 145626
739 6179 952 8.361299 1.023672 0.154070 0. 157717

PI/P2= 0.297482 P2/P3= 0. 556292



AGE
group

( 1 )

15-1*?
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
GROUP
(1)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN

- 5 7 -
l'TSYAARA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATIONS NONE.

FPOP
<2 >

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

268 239 27 0.891791 0.508326 0.112970 0.057425
428 1036 119 2.420560 0.832668 0.114864 0.095644
468 2027 242 4.331196 0.915759 0.119388 0.109330
504 3124 387 6.198412 1.000395 0.123879 0.123928
464 3468 431 7.474137 1.085044 0.124279 0.134848
541 4542 785 8.395563 1.07463 0.172831 0.185729
471 3944 650 8.373673 1.047212 0.164807 0.172588

Pl/P2= 0.363423 P2/P3= 0.558866

WALDAI
INFANT

LOCATION.
MORTALITY BY EDUCAT ION:NONE.

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q < x ) 
(8 )

839 716 35
0

0.853396 0.582239 0 .118715 0.069120
1403 3395 398 2.419814 0.834519 0 .117231 0.097831
1442 5899 720 4.090846 0.89826 0 .122054 0.109636
1273 7698 1068 6.047132 0.977142 0 .138737 0.135566
1038 7568 1106 7.290944 1.059113 0 .146141 0.154780
977 7452 1219 7.627430 1.050164 0 .163580 0.171786
B14 6504 1082 7.990171 1.026622 0 .166359 0.170787

r Pl/P2= 0.352670 F12/P3= 0.591519

KONOIN LiOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BYE EDUCATION:NONE. RY.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D ( i ) q(x)
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 > (7) (8 )

652 593 71 0.909509 0.929833 0.119730 0.111329
1041 2471 260 2.373679 0.67608 0.105220 0. 071137
1041 2236 486 2.1 47934 0.634742 0.217352 0.137962
913 5544 603 6.072289 0.695923 0.108766 0.075692
731 5420 739 7.414500 0.769121 0.136346 0.104867
635 5022 729 7.908661 0.78283 0.145161 0.113636
571 4659 776 8.159369 0.799773 0.166559 0.133209

Pl/P2= 0.383164 P2/P3= 1.105098



k on ga si s l o c a t i o n .
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:NONE.

~58~

age
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

572 434 28 0.758741 0.572035 0.064516 0.036905
871 1960 134 2.250287 0.863092 0.068367 0.059007
788 3370 280 4.276649 0.931296 0.083086 0.077377
704 4311 454 6.123579 1.009392 0.105311 0.106301
501 3764 447 7.512974 1.091086 0.118756 0.129573
493 4182 541 8.482758 1.079271 0.129363 0.139618
404 3418 558 8.460396 1.051433 0.163253 0.171649

Pl/P2= 0.337175 P2/P3= 0.526179

SIGOR LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:NONE.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2 )

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

15-19 585 401 29 0.685470 0.717509 0.072319 0.051889
20-24 756 1744 121 2.306878 0.881467 0.069380 0.061156
25-29 717 2957 283 4.124128 0.912502 0.095705 0.087331
30-34 642 3969 378 6.182242 0.978467 0.095238 0.093187
35-39 695 3624 393 5.214388 1.054557 0.108443 0.114360
40-44 524 4302 616 8.209923 1.044265 0.143139 0.149527
45-49 435 3757 590 8.636781 1.022134 0.157040 0.160516

Pl/P2= 0.297141 P2/P3- 0.559361
r



age
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

-59-

MEAN

TECHOGET LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATIION:NONE.

FF'QF' CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D(i ) q (x)
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )

561 442 36 0.787878 0.522078 0.081447 0.042522
972 2095 205 2.155349 0.832925 0.097852 0.081503
1005 3833 478 3.813930 0.91241 0.124706 0.113783
951 5339 648 5.614090 0.995981 0.121371 0.120883
780 5397 631 6.919230 1.080134 0.116916 0.126285
845 6471 874 7.657988 1.07 0.135064 0.144518
541 5070 793 9.371534 1.043315 0.156410 0.163185

F* 1 /P2~ 0.365545 P2/P3- 0.565125

KIPELION LOCATION. 
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATIION:NONE.

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (;<)
(2 ) (3) (4) (5) (6 ) (7) (8 )
944 698 49 0.739406 0.778167 0.070200 0.054627
1214 3056 374 2.517298 0.86746 0.122382 0 .106161
1160 4718 613 4.067241 0.88165 0.129927 0.114550
1149 6675 1058 5.809399 0.943744 0.158501 0.149585
934 6424 1100 6.877944 1.017984 0.171232 0.174312
935 6951 1294 7.434224 1.01033 0.186160 0.188083
656 4946 1145 7.539634 0.993405 0.231500 0.229973

;,1/P2= 0.293730 F‘2/P3~ 0.618920
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APPENDIX IX.

M0SOP LOCA r I CN ■
infant MORTALITY by EDUCATION:PRIMARY.

MEAN
AGE

group
(1)

FP0P
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD BIRTHS 
(4) (5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x > 
(8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

1806
940
508
177
89
38
25

590
1856
1859
957
538
242
180

40 0.326688 
185 1.974468 
201 3.659448 
115 5.406779
46 6.044943 
25 6.368421
28 7.2

1.086325 
0.977306 
0.917171 
0.949677
1.010458 
0.999475 
0.985388

0.067796 
0.099676 
0.108122 
0.120167
0.085501 
0.103305 
0.155555

0.073649 
0.097414 
0.099166 
0.114120
O.086396 
0.103251

0

Pl/P2= 0.165456 P2/P3= 0.539553

SO IN LOCATION-
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION :PRIMARY.

AGE MEAN
GROUP FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 .964 O O O 50 0.345435 1.006218 0.150150 0.151083
20-24 430 899 109 2.090697 0.8-j. 1 b 16 0.121245 0.100817
25-29 227 890 143 3.920704 0.911779 0.160674 0.146499
30-34 100 555 105 5.55 0.995679 0.189189 0.188371
35-39 47 275 48 5.851063 1.079981 0.174545 0,. 188505
40-44 31 268 65 8.645161 1.069905 0.242537 0.259491
45-49 14 82^ 17 5.857142 1.084446 0.207317 0„224824

LONGISA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP

(1 )
FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q(x)

(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39

2302
1019
540
245

697
2154
2138
1385

28 
149 
174 
11 1

0.302780 
2.113837 
3.959259 
5.653061

1.146587 
0.994112 
0.919152 
0.946128

0.040172 
0.069173 
0.081384 
0.080144

0.046060 
0.068766 
0.074804 
0.075826

40-44 121 954 77 7.884297 1.004382 0.080712 0.081066
45-49 59 491 46 8.322033 0.99318 0.093686 0.093047

41 352 42 3.585365 0.980258 0.119318 0. 116962

P2/P3Pl/P2= 0.143237 0.533897



ICIPKELION LOCATION.
INFANT M O R T A L I T Y  BY EDUCATION:PRIMARY.

MEAN
AGE

g r o u p
(1 )

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K(i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q ( x ) 
(8)

1 5 -1 ^
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

2307
905
557
272
173
74
66

616
1815
2213
1549
1210
635
521

54
147
216
172
153
95
78

0.267013 
2.005524 
3.973070 
5.694852 
6.994219 
8.581081 
7.893939

1.151392 
1.009038 
0.93374 
0.95953 
1.017278 
1.004803 
0.990202

0.087662 
0.080991 
0.097605 
0.111039 
0.126446 
0.149606 
0.149712

0.100933 
0.081723 
0.091137 
0.106545 
0.128631 
0.150324 
0.148245

P 1/P2= 0.133138 P2/P3- 0.504779

WALDAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATIN:PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP 
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
B IR T H S

(5)
K ( i ) 
(6)

D ( i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

1 5 -1 9 3437 1256 79 0.365434 1.078637 0.062898 0.067844
2 0 -2 4 1782 3874 TOO 2.173961 0.97548 0.083118 0.081080
2 5 -2 9 1076 4335 449 4.028810 0.917257 0.103575 0.095005
3 0 -3 4 521 3029 284 5.813819 0.95045 0.093760 0.089114
3 5 -3 9 227 1649 204 7.264317 1.011547 0.123711 0.125139
4 0 -4 4 111 726 112 6.540540 1.000562 0.154269 0.154356
4 5 -4 9 32 382 57 11.9375 0.986285 0.149214 0.147168

4* P1/P2— 0.168096 P2/P3= 0.539603

KONGASIS LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATI ON:PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP

(1 )
FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K < i  ) D ( i  ) q (x  )

<2> (3) (4) (5) < 6 ) (7) (8)

1 5 -1 9
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

1282
455
272
130
70
38
15

300
917
1044
775
544
351
115

14
69
69
53
38
45
10

0.234009 
2.015384 
3.838235 
5.961538 
7.771428 
9.236842 
7.666666

1.21853 
1.015154 
0.922556 
0.942877 
0.998092 
0.986538 
0.974878

0.046666 
0.075245 
0.066091 
0.068387 
0.069852 
0.128205 
0.086956

0.056864 
0.076385 
0.060973 
0.064480 
0.069719 
0.126479 
0.084772
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TFCHOGET LOCATION.
INFANT m o r t a l i t y bye e d u c a t i o n .-p r i m a r y .

MEAN
AGE

group
(1)

FP0F-
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15'19
£0-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

2591
1262
760
322
143
73
55

782 
2600 
2929 
1806 
1032 
519 
435

44
157
261
155
88
50
43

0.301813 
2.060221 
3.853947 
5.608695 
7.216783 
7.109589 
7.909090

1.13762 
0.991689 
0.91894 

0.946735 
1.005363 
0.994186 
0.981081

0.056265 
0.060384 
0.089108 
0.085825 
0.085271 
0.096339 
0.098850

0.064009 
0.059882 
0.081885 
0.081253 
0.085728 
0.095778 
0.096980

P1/P2* 0.146495 F‘2/P3= 0.534574

k e r i c h o  t o w n s h i p .
INFANT MORTALITY BY BY EDUCCATION:PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP
I u>

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

AGE
5R0UP
I ( 1 )

J5-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
WO-44
45-49

1021 412 35 0.403525 0.94873 0.084951 0.080595
717 1388 162 1.935843 0.951561 0.116714 0.111061
515 1896 218 3.681553 0.96061 0.114978 0.110449
268 1332 161 9.25 0.9705 0.120870 0.117305
144 976 128 17.74545 1.036769 0.131147 0.135969
55 351 40 10.02857 1.025118 0.113960 0.116822
35 215 39 6.142857 1.006725 0.181395 0.182615

P 1 /F'2- 0.208449 P2/P3= 0.525822

SIGOR LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:PRIMARY.

MEAN
FPOP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i) D (i ) q (x >
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1422 379 0.266526 1.173306 0.060686 0.071203
548 1111 54 2.027372 1.004699 0.048604 0.048833
300 1159 72 3.863333 0.923361 0.062122 0.057361
120 658 47 5.483333 0.947714 0.071428 0.067693
48 349 35 7.270833 1.004777 0.100286 0.100765
29 207 OTjL. •_» 7.1|37931 0.993187 0.111111 0.110354
1.4 122 12 8.714285 0.980373 0.098360 0.096430

P 1 /F'2= 0.131463 P2/P3= 0.524772
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MOR?AL m ^ Y  EDUCATI O N : PR I MARY .

MEAN
AGE 

GROUP 
(1)

FPOP
<2>

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

2126
1171
840
475
134
118
57

743 
2671 
3351 
2790 
1320 
1003 
449

53
226
239
202
133
89
62

0.349482 
2.280956 
3.989285 
5.873684 
7.173913 

8.5 
7.877192

1.149576 
0.976865 
0.900045 
0.927738 
0.986272 
0.97673 

0.966224

0.071332 
0.084612 
0.071321 
0.072401 
0.100757 
0.088733 
0.138084

0.082002 
0.082654 
0.064193 
0.067169 
0.099374 
0.086668 
0.133420

Pl/P2= 0.153217 P2/P3- 0.571770

emkwen l o c a t i o n .
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION: PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN 
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q < x )

( 1 ) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 2002 615 23 0.307192 1.136114 0.037398 0.042488
20-24 855 1807 113 2.113450 0.994043 0.062534 0.062162
25-29 527 2106 141 3.996204 0.921836 0.066951 0.U61718
30-34 257 1525 104 5.933852 0.949617 0.068196 0.064 760
35-39 110 730 53 6.636363 1.008246 0.072602 0.073201
40-44 69 615 44 8.913043 0.996818 0.071544 0.071317
45-49 33 256 18 7.757575 0.983322 0.070312 0.069139

Pl/P2= 0.145351 P2/P3= 0.528864
r

NDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:PRIMARY.

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )
FPOP

( 2 )
CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 

(6 )

D(i ) 
(7)

q (;< )
(S)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

1206
383
190
81
40
17
14

327 21 0.271144 1.144216 0.064220 0.073481
765 54 1.997389 1.007094 0.070588 0.071088
751 63 3.952631 0.933566 0.083888 0.078315
499 59 6.160493 0.960011 0.118236 0.113508
262 . 6.55 1.018058 0.087786 0.089371
143 15 8.411764 1.005604 0.104895 0.105482
112 15 8 0„990856 0.133928 0.132703

P1/P2- 0.135749 P2/P3 0.50533i
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AGE
group

( 1 )

| 15-19
20-24
2 5 -2 9
30-34
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

konoin location, 
infant MORTAL11 ' EDUCATIONS PRIMARY.

MEAN
■OP CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q <x >
2) <3> (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

2523 984 66 0.390011 1.063312 0.067073 0.071319
1351 2965 281 2.194670 0.964742 0.094772 0.091430
784 3102 329 3.956632 0.909887 0.106060 0.096503
367 2163 195 5.893732 0.94482 0.090152 0.085177
170 1268 127 7.458823 1.006726 0.100157 0.100831
88 750 72 8.522727 0.996394 0.096 0.095653
57 1196 67 20.98245 0.982664 0.056020 0.055048

P2/P3=P 1/P2~ 0.177708 0.554681



APPENDIX X

\s t PK’EL I  ON LOCA T1 UN.. 
IN FAN T MORTALITY by EDUCATION:SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP

(1 )

FPOP
(2 >

CEB
<3>

CD
(4)

1 5 -1 9
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

265
194
79
20
8
3
1

50
191
195
95
49
12
4

0
5
15
10
9
2

P1 /F’2~

MEAN
B I R T H S K  (i ) D ( i  ) q (x )

(5) (6) (7) (8)

0 . 1 8 8 6 7 9 1 . 1 5 1 3 9 2 0 0

0 . 9 8 4 5 3 6 1 . 0 0 9 0 3 8 0 . 0 2 6 1 7 8 0 . 0 2 6 4 1 4
2 . 4 6 8 3 5 4 0 . 9 3 3 7 4 0 . 0 7 6 9 2 3 0 . 0 7 1 8 2 6

4 . 7 5 0 . 9 5 9 5 3 0 . 1 0 5 2 6 3 0 . 1 0 1 0 0 3
6. 1 2 5 1 . 0 1 7 2 7 8 0 . 0 4 0 8 1 6 0 . 0 4 1 5 2 1

4 1 . 0 0 4 8 0 3 0 . 1 6 6 6 6 6 0 . 1 6 7 4 6 7
4 0 . 9 9 0 2 0 2 0. 5 0 . 4 9 5 1 0 1

0 . 1 9 1 6 4 2 P 2 / P 3 - 0 . 3 9 8 8 6 3

SIGOR LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION SECONDARY.

AGE
GROUP

Q >
FPOP
(2 )

CEB CD
(3) (4)

MEAN
B IR T H S

(5)
K ( i ) 
(6 )

D (i ) 
(7)

q ( x ) 
(8 )

1 5 -1 9 145 26 0 0.179310 0.978929 0 0
2 0 -2 4 127 140 6 1.102362 1.016523 0.042857 0.043565
2 5 -2 9 26 71 0 2.730769 0.987109 0 0
3 0 -3 4 2 6 0 .jt 1.025677 0 0
3 5 -3 9 0 0 0 0 1.089411 0 0
4 0 -4 4 0 0 0 0 1.072426 0 0
4 5 -4 9 0 o r 0 0 1.04724 0 0

P 1 /P2= 0.162660 P2/P3- O.403681

EMKWEN LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION“SECONDARY. PLUS.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB

(3)

MEAN
CD BIRTHS K (i) D(i>
(4) (5) (6) (7)

q (x ) 
(8 )

1 5 -1 9
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

T/,cr 48 0 0.131506 0.818309 0 0Oct4.w*J 186 12 0.735177 1.041892 0.064516 0.067218
95 258 11 2.715789 1.056355 0.042635 0.045038
21 69 7 3.285714 1.105814 0.101449 0.112184
8 44 6 5.5 1.17471 0.136363 0.160187
0 0 0 0 1.151825 0 0TW 10 0 %..» u •-.« •.-« • J« %..« 1.114382 0 0

F'l /P2=: 0.178877 P2/P3= 0.270705



i n f a n t  m o r t a l i t y  BY E D U C A T I O N :SECONDARY PLUS

MEAN
AGE

group 
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i )
(7)

q(x)
(8)

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

399
281
124
28
9
5
3

68
305 
205 
108 
30 
39 
11

5
24
17
10
0
2
0

0.170426 
1.085409 
1.653225 
3.857142
3.333333 

7.8 
3.666666

1.210567 
0.950988 
0.856498 
0.880946 
0.937884 
0.932083 
0.928351

0.073529 
0.078688 
0.082926 
0.092592 

0
0.051282 

0

0.089012 
0.074831 
0.071026 
0.081569 

0
0.047799

0

Pl/P2= 0.157015 P2/P3= 0.656540

KERICHO TOWNSHIP.
INFANT MORTALITY BY BY EDUCATI O N :SECONDARY PL US.

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )
FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D(i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

1 5 -1 9 434 65 2 0.149769 1.112109 0.030769 0. 034218
2 0 - 2 4 397 453 26 1.141057 1.024787 0.057395 0. 058817
2 5 - 2 9 210 530 24 2.523809 0.96814 0.045283 0. 043840
3 0 - 3 4 73 286 20 8.9375 0.988744 0.069930 0. 069142
3 5 - 3 9 32 137 5 11.41666 1.0474 0.036496 0. 038226
4 0 - 4 4 12 50 6 7.142857 1.03274 0. 12 0. 123928
45-49 7 20 0 2.857142 1.013896 0 0

r P1/P2- 0.131255 F'2/P3= 0. 452117

MOSOP LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY BY EDUCATIONS SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP
(1)

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (;< ) 
(8)

15-19
20-24

295 36 n 0.122033 1.322534 0.055555 0.073474

25-29
209 149 3 0.712913 0.891758 0 .020134 0.017954

30-34
81 69 14 0.851851 0.764098 0.202898 0.155034

35-39
21 35 7; 1.666666 0.783232 0.085714 U.067134

40-44
/ 2 1 0.285714 0.837503 0.5 0.418751

45-49
1 15 0 15 0.839655 0 0

0 0 0 0.849886 0 0
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i/nWGASlS LOCATION.
INFANT M O R T A L I T Y  BY EDUCATION:SECONDARY PLUS

age
group

<1>

15'19
2 0 -2 4
2 5 -2 9
3 0 -3 4
3 5 -3 9
4 0 -4 4
4 5 -4 9

FPOP

MEAN

IP
!)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

BIRTHS
(5)

K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x) 
(8)

158 28 0 0.177215 0.730655 0 0
99 '81 5 0.818181 1.008637 0.061728 0.062261
20 55 n 2.75 1.04417 0.036363 0.037969
3 8 0 2.666666 1.102102 0 0
1 11 l 11 1.174872 0.090909 0.106806
1 3 0 3 1.153119 0 0
0 0 0 0 1.115131 0 0

Pl/F*2= 0.216596 P2/PZ- 0.297520

KISYAARA LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

<1> (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

15-19 515 115 9 0.223300 0.701221 0.078260 0.054878
20-24 390 368 21 0.943589 0.985415 0.057065 0.056232
25-29 146 415 7 2.842465 1„027203 0.016867 0.017326
30-34 30 127 4 4.233333 1.088713 0.031496 0.034290
35-39 5 10 1 2 i.16054 0. 1 0.116054
40-44 3 19 0 , T T TT TO m JOOoOO 1.142795 0 0
45-49 4 28 5 7 1.106197 0.178571 0.197535

Pl/P2=
r

0.236650 P2/P3” 0.331961

TECHOGET LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATI ON:SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP

( 1 )

1
1 5 -1 9  
2 0 -2 4  
2 5 -2 9  
3 0 -3 4  
35-39 
4 0 -4 4

4 5 -4 9

FPOP CEB CD
MEAN

BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x >
(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

470 12 7 0.025531 1.366629 0.583333 0.797200
385 328 6 0.851948 1.10791 0.018292 0.020266
112 237 6 2.116071 0.982076 0.025316 0.024862
29 130 13 4.482758 0.985986 0. 1 0.098598
7 34 0 4.857142 1.033836 0 0
4 9 1 'n . 1.016989 0.111111 0.112998
1 0 0 0 1.001481 0 0

F'l/P2= P2/F'3=0.029968 0.402608
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LONGISA
infant

LOCATION
mortality BY EDUCATI ON sSECONDARY PLUS.

MEAN
AGE p CEB CD BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

(3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
( 1 ) ____________________ ___ -... ................— ..................- ........................ .........

15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

227 ' . 58 0 0.255506 0.632795 0 0
194 185 5 0.953608 0.956451 0.027027 0.025850
55 146 4 2.654545 1.014458 0.027397 0.027793
9 26 0 2.888888 1.082788 0 0
4 24 1 6 1.16022 0.041666 0.048342
1 0 0 0 1.141123 0 0
0 0 0 0 1.104492 0 0

Pl/P2= 0.267936 P2/P3= 0.359235

NDANAI LOCATION.
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP FPOP CEB CD

MEAN
BIRTHS K (i ) D (i ) q (x )

r<1 > (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
—

15-19 143 29 0 0.202797 0.632795 0 0
20—24 65 64 4 0.984615 0.956451 0.0625 0.059778
25-29 20 58 9 2. 9 1.014458 0. 155172 0.157415
30-34 6 25 0 4.166666 1.082788 0 0
35-39 1 1 0 1 1.16022 0 0
40-44 1 10 2 10 1.141123 0.2 0.228224
45-49 0 0 0 0 1.104492 0 0

P1/P2~ 0.205965 P2/F'3= 0.339522

r
SQIN LOCATION
INFANT MORTALITY BY EDUCATION:SECONDARY PLUS.

AGE
GROUP

-“ i -

FPOP
(2)

CEB
(3)

CD
(4)

MEAN
BIRTHS

(5)
K (i ) 
(6)

D (i ) 
(7)

q (x ) 
(8)

115-19
20-24

149 12 1 0.080536 1.006218 0.083333 0.083851
25-29

102 68 8 0.666666 1.076004 0.117647 0.126588
30-34

21 48 0 2.285714 1.043102 0 0
35-39 4 4 0 1 1.076321 0 0
40-44 1 0 0 0 1.137748 0 0
45-49 0 0 0 0 1.11587 0 0

0 0 0 o' 1.084446 0 0

Pl/P2= 0.120805 P2/p7- 0.291666
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AGE
GROUP

( 1)
15-19
20-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49

BY EDUCATION: SECONDARY PLUS.

FPOP
(2)
694
523
162
33
14
4
6

CEB
(3)

121
481
423
142
58
32
18

MEAN
CD BIRTHS K(i) D(i> q(x>
(4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

4 0.174351 0.857326 0.033057 0.028341 
15 0.919694 1.012171 0.031185 0.031564 
26 2.611111 1.014774 0.061465 0.062373 
10 4.303030 1.062956 0.070422 0.074856 
1 4.142857 1.131162 0.017241 0.019502 
1 8 1.111865 0.03125 0.034745
1 3 1.080418 0.055555 0.060023

Pl/P2= 0.189575 F‘2/P3= 0 cr ̂ 'n 'n ”T

r
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