A step-by-ste ach to gender mainstreaming in agricultural interventions

Revised April 2017

1 This guideline refers to the main gender mainstreaming guideline PRISMA. The example and context mainly apply in PRISMA.
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INTRODUCTION TO THE GENDER MAINSTREAMING GUIDE

PURPOSE OF THE GENDER MAINSTREAMING GUIDE

The purpose of the Gender Mainstreaming Guide is to offer practical guidance on the integration
and empowerment of women in AIP-Rural sub-sector interventions. The guide is intended to
complement the Gender Inclusion Strategy that describes AIP- Rural ’s gender inclusion goals,
approach to gender inclusion, and roles and responsibilities for staff and management.

GUIDING FRAMEWORK FOR THE GENDER MAINSTREAMING GUIDE

For the past decade, the main framework dominating the agenda for gender equality and
promotion, in private sector programming builds on the M4P WEE Fr%v;/ork.2 The original
framework is based on 5 WEE dimensions. These have been adopted[%' pted by AIP-Rural

and are described in the box below. Q
‘ N — 4
The Dimensions of Women’s Economic Empowerment
OVERALL OBJECTIVE: Q
ON

1 Economic Advancement (often measured as net icom

IMPROVED ACCESS OUTCOMES:* ’@
2. Access to opportunities and life chanc&s% skills development or job openings

A\ 4
3. Access to assets, services and need orts to advance economically
STRONGER AGENCY OUTCOMES: \‘
\v
4, Decision-making authoritydin different spheres including household finances

5. Manageable workloa\@' men
6.%* | Women’s gre e@}cy through leadership roles and networking opportunities

*Note that access for -Rural typically relates to number 3 — access to assets, services and needed supports —
where the majority of the partnerships with private sector actors are implemented.

** The sixth dimension has been added by AIP-Rural and is recognized elsewhere as an important dimension of
women’s economic empowerment.

The Dimensions of WEE are referenced in the Guide offer important guideposts for all stages of
intervention design, implementation and results measurement.

2 Jones, Linda, 2012 How can the Making Markets Work for the Poor Framework work for poor women and for poor men? The
Springfield Centre for Business in Development



STRUCTURE OF THE GENDER MIAINSTREAMING GUIDE

The Gender Mainstreaming Guide follows the AIP-Rural project life cycle? through the five steps
from strategy to results measurement as outlined in the following visual tool and described below.
The following sections of the Gender Mainstreaming Guide describe each of the five steps in
detail with specific guidance, examples and tools from AIP-Rural experience. This guide was
updated in April 2017, and has been aligned with the recently published Women’s Empowerment
and Market Systems Framework that is a useful reference document for readers of this guide.

Figure 1: AIP-Rural project life cycle with gender inclusion lens
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The AIP-Rural proje con5|sts of 5 steps with corresponding output documents as noted.
Each of these step scribed in greater detail in the remainder of this guide.

1. Strategy and Selection of Sub-Sectors
When setting initial strategy and selection of sub-sectors, potential outcomes for men,
women and/or households need to be considered. The Gender Inclusion Strategy sets
out AIP-Rural’s gender strategy — its goals, approach, and roles and responsibilities — and
is considered an important companion to this step-by-step guide.

3 The life cycle approach draws from guidance on gendering M4P programs in Jones, L. (2012) Women’s Economic
Empowerment Framework for M4P Programs. M4P Hub paper for DFID, Sida and SDC. http://www.springfieldcentre.com/wp
content/uploads/2012/11/M4P WEE Framework Final.pdf

4Jones, L. (2016) Women’s Empowerment and Market Systems: concepts, practical guidance and tools. The BEAM Exchange
https://beamexchange.org/resources/




2. Diagnosis: Sub-Sector Analysis and Strategy Development
Market systems are analyzed, and the resulting Growth Strategy Document (GSD)
prepared. The GSD describes sub-sector functions and dynamics, male and female actors
and their roles, the enabling environment, potential interventions for the sub-sector and
the resulting outcomes for women and men.

3. Intervention Design and Planning
During Step 3, an Intervention Concept Note (ICN) and Intervention Steering Document
(ISD) are created to describe selected interventions in detail and to gain approval from
the core management team (CMT) to move forward. Involvement of women and men is
detailed in the Intervention Plan.

e ICNs are the natural entry point to assess the gender %Sion of proposed
interventions. As ICNs are reviewed, points can be aw% ased on standard
guidance around WEE dimensions.

e |ISDs are the main documents for intervention des cking and measurement,
including, for example, activities, results chains anehindi€ators/targets. The ISDs — and
the intervention progress — are reviewed m\ual basis and therefore WEE
dimensions could be included upfront and\as Qof the annual review process.

4. Implementation of Interventions @
Interventions are implemented thr rtners with facilitation support from AIP-Rural.
The partnerships are guided b &rtnership Agreement (PA), which is negotiated
between AIP-Rural and the p Q and incorporates details of gender targets as needed
and appropriate. 0

5. Monitoring, Re,s@asurement and Learning
The Interventio & ing Document (ISD) also defines the MRM plan, indicators, business

models an spects of the MRM process with guidance on gender disaggregation
and gender i ators.
o WEE indicators are already examined in qualitative FGDs at the end of

interventions. Further, WEE dimensions should be included in IM surveys. A basic
set of standard WEE indicators and questions (based on the WEE dimensions) are
under development for inclusion in all IM surveys.

Each of the steps — except for Step 1 which has already been completed for AIP-Rural — includes:
e Objective of the step
e Description of the step
e Acase example
e AIP-Rural output of the step
e References to tools found in the Annex
e Final Tips for users



STEP 1: STRATEGY / SELECTION OF SUB-SECTORS

Objective of Step 1:

The objective of a project strategy is to establish goals, describe the overall method for achieving
those goals, and to articulate specific principles, approaches and/or inclusions. For example, at
AIP-Rural, the strategy aims to i) strengthen agricultural sectors for the benefit of 300,000 poor
rural and female farmers; ii) utilize a M4P approach with an emphasis on private sector
engagement, and iii) select specific agriculture sub-sectors for programming.

Description of Step 1: Q)

Strategy Development: AIP-PRISMA has already prepared s %ydocuments for the
programme and these do not need to be recreated. The first, is ng/planning document —
the Summary Design Document — while the second is a Gendfr.lpflusion Strategy. These two
strategy documents are resources for programme staff. The steps outlined in this guide will be
more meaningful and efforts more successful if the s@egy documents are reviewed and
considered in the following project life cycle steps.

<&
Selecting Sub-Sectors for Programming: ’\‘l’"al has carried out its sub-sector selection
process. Sub-sector selection was base rowth potential of the sub-sector and projected
benefit to target populations — that i Iholder farming households. Although specific gender
analysis was not carried out in the@wa selection of sub-sectors, given that women are highly
engaged in most agricultural sectors in Indonesia, there is scope for gender inclusion and
women’s empowerment a\;e@ -Rural’s suite of sub-sectors.

Tool for Strateg@ectlon of Sub-Sectors:

A tool that has been recently developed and included in the new WEAMS framework is
“Relevancy, Opportunity, Feasibility” tool that is based on M4P theory and included in the Tools
Annex as:

v Tool 1: Relevancy, Opportunity and Feasibility

TIP FOR USERS: Reference the strategy documents to be effective

This step-by-step guide will be more meaningful and efforts more successful if the strategy
documents are reviewed and considered in the following project life cycle steps.




STEP 2: DIAGNOSIS: SUB-SECTOR ANALYSIS AND STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT

Objective of Step 2:

The diagnosis step of the project life cycle aims to conduct research and analysis of the market
system around selected sub-sectors and gain a comprehensive, nuanced and gendered
understanding of the system’s elements allowing the development a strategy for each sub-sector
including potential interventions. During this step, by using a gender lens throughout, gender can
be mainstreamed into research, analysis and strategy setting. As AIP-Rural had completed most
of its sub-sector analyses and strategies prior to gender mainstreaming, alternative approaches
to gendering interventions had to be devised (see below). Q)

Description of Step 2: QN

Conducting Sub-Sector Analysis with a Gender Lens: Sub—sec@gnalysis with a gender lens
follows the usual approach to sub-sector assessment (as o ed in various M4P documents, and
as adapted by AIP-Rural) but ensures that roles, con olséllenges and opportunities relevant
for women and men are assessed separately. In thi , gender considerations are integrated
into the process of research and analysis. By un ing these areas of inquiry for women and
men, we learn about the barriers and opportéﬁs for both genders such as differing access to

assets, services, information and opportihities, preferred or prescribed roles, socio-cultural
norms and workload constraints.

e Core functions of women a@e in the sub-sector, focusing on the target group
(smallholder farmers) but sidering all market actors with a gender lens and identifying
their roles.

*
e Formal and inform@es and norms affecting women and men such as gender-insensitive
regulations an@a attitudes towards women in various jobs.
tha

e Transactions take place in the sub-sector, and the gender dynamics of those

transactions.

e Barriers or challenges that are generally true and specific to women in the sub-sector,
including those related to reproductive/household activities.

e Access to services, resources, infrastructure and opportunities related to the sub-sector.

e Decision-making authority of women and men regarding production, sales, income
management and use.

e Workload issues in the sub-sector with an understanding of outcomes from increased or
changed participation in the sub-sector, or the introduction of new services/technologies

e Leadership opportunities, networking and new roles for women in the sector.



The following table illustrates how AIP-Rural can gender into its analysis of a sub-sector by
considering these and other questions:

WEE Dimensions

Sub-Sector Analysis

Income — increased net
income, return on labour

Research and analysis can explore if upgrading of the sub-sector will have a
positive impact on women’s incomes. This might lead to selecting sub-
sectors where women are more dominant. However, even when the sub-
sector involves a ‘man’s’ crop, women are often engaged in the work.
Further, as they manage household finances in Indonesia, they may still
benefit.

o
Access (collapsed into Since PRISMA’s interventions concentrate on,ac o improved services
one dimension) —access | and products (e.g., inputs, market linkage %to finance, etc.) then we
to products and services | need to be sure that sub-sector develo d partnerships in the sub-
sector will provide opportunities for en to benefit from improved
access.

Decision-making —
women’s contributions to
household and group
decision making

in the sub-sector will have a positive
or negative (or no) impacten en’s financial decision making. Also, we
should consider non-fina ecision making such as productive decisions.
What are the opportu@ n the sector for women’s empowerment in this

arena? \d
(0.9

It is important to understand if

«
Workload —women'’s Research and can determine if the sub-sector will allow the project
workloads are to be proa d design interventions that reduce women’s undesirable
manageable following work suc anual watering of garden plots, hand peeling coffee beans,
interventions hand milling maize etc. through the introduction of new techniques /

*

7>

beHavior change and technologies (from equipment to inputs). Alternatively
k in the sector only increase women’s workload to an
nmanageable level? Will women have control over their workload?

Leadership roles - K}
women adopting@
roles in sectors and

acting as role models for
other women e.g., ISPs,

lead farmers, retailers
etc.

It would be helpful for sector teams to conduct FGDs with women and
identify current and potential value chain roles prior to designing
interventions. Even though the number of interested or qualified women
might initially be few, there may be a chance to increase the number of
engaged women. Applying a gender lens in the sub-sector analysis could
also help in selecting and designing interventions that support sound sector
development.

Sub-sector analysis provides this information to program staff and allows them to make strategic
decisions in later steps of the intervention life cycle involving:

* Consideration of the potential interventions that will be recommended, clarifying men’s
and women’s roles in the proposed interventions; and




» Setting gender targets as it makes sense (e.g., numbers of service providers of either
gender, percentage of farmers that are women or men

Case Example for Step 2:

This Bima district mini-case illustrates how sub-sector analysis is informed by gender
information.

Gendered Shallot Sub-Sector Analysis in Bima District

Local farming households in Bima often employ traditional methods in shallot cultivation, using
inferior inputs with resulting low yields and poor quality products. Agronomic information has
been transferred to farming households through government and commgrtial channels though
services are weak and it is unclear if women and men benefit equaIIy ailable services.

As a result, men and women farmers are unable to take advantage! et strategies that
could result in higher income such as offseason production of s}% and storage until markets
are not glutted and prices are higher.

Male and female shallots farmers in Bima District are cor@ d directly to local markets, as
well as to local and distant markets through traders e to the district during harvest
time. Outside traders are mostly from Java, and a season the price of shallots is
determined by the larger traders in Java. In oth es, women negotiate on price and accept
the best offer for their shallots, and then @the proceeds on behalf of the household.
When shallots are sold in the local mar %men are more likely to sell the shallots, however
men will also take this responsibility ded particularly if women are too busy with other
farming or household responsibili@o ever since women are considered better negotiators
and since they manage house finances, it is preferred by women to conduct the sales
themselves. ’%

Thus, while both wome@x men are key actors in shallots production, women take on
dominant roles in arketing and household finance management. This means that in
any intervention involWing shallot production and sales, women of the household need to be
aware of new opportunities (e.g., better inputs) and advantages in order to contribute
knowledgably to household decision-making around production and sales.

AIP-Rural Output for Step 2:

The output for the sub-sector analysis and strategy development stage of the intervention cycle
is a Growth Strategy Document (GSD). Gender information is mainstreamed throughout each
GSD, including, for example, in the market map analysis, problem analysis and recommended
solutions. There is no separate gender section required, and men and women are integrated into
all descriptions, analysis, examples and conclusions. The main contents for a GSD are:




e Description of the sub-sector including a general profile, sub-sector dynamics, underlying
constraints, services and enabling environment including weaknesses

e A strategy for change in the sub-sector that describes market potential, a vision for
change, potential interventions, proposed sequencing and prioritization of interventions,
and the vision of change logic.

e Annexes that provide supporting information and analysis including an overall market
map, market maps relating to targeted interventions, problem tree, etc.

Once sub-sectors are understood, a vision for change is developed and preliminary interventions
proposed that take advantage of both men and women’s knowledge, capacities and
contributions in the sub-sector. A vision for change in the sub-sector reflects the desired change
for the identified gender-related problems, either at the sector competitiveness or service level.
For example, a vision of change at the sub-sector level in soybean is: ”Im;%rg productivity and
market value of soybean through better access to better quality seed, t-harvest processing
and more women-friendly technology.” This vision was based ysis of the soybean sub-
sector in Madura: ?1/

While the GSD does not present final approved interv @ designs, it proposes multiple
interventions that are further detailed in the next st(:Es o@e intervention life cycle.

x&

Gendered sub-sector information can be @ded using different methodologies: household
surveys, key-informant interviews, i interviews and FGDs. AlIP-Rural used FGDs to collect
information on sub-sectors and in@h ns. The findings for each sub-sector were written up
in an FGD Report.

Tools for Step 2:

v' Tool 2: FGD Gu
v' Tool 3: F@ port

e

/TIP FOR USERS: Social Norms and Gender Analysis \

Understanding the social norms that affect women’s engagement can be key to promoting
their enhanced participation: that is, women may be limited by socially-prescribed
expectations around their behaviour, beliefs about their innate capacities, informal rules
involving segregation or mobility, and so on. When we do not understand such limitations,
we can easily end up designing inappropriate interventions. AlIP-Rural’s FGD guide includes
questions around women'’s roles, their challenges and opportunities, decision-making and
workload. Utilizing this tool, the impact of social norms on women’s participation in the

Qb—sector can be better understood. /




STEP 3: INTERVENTION DESIGN AND PLANNING

Objective of Step 3:

Once sector assessment has been completed and women’s roles understood, selected
interventions can be designed and planned, partnerships identified, the involvement of women
defined and approval of management received.

Description of Step 3:

Gender Inclusive Design and Planning: In order to be gender inclusive in the design and planning
of interventions, the following questions can help program staff think thrﬁgh the requirements

for successful outcomes. N

e How are women included in the intervention? That Ws the intervention target a
role that is or could be carried out by women? V@omen take on new roles?

e What are the levels of effort and control tha@ en have in the sub-sector and in
the specific area of intervention? é}

e How can the intervention create inc
women to access products, services @

rning opportunities and / or support

astructure?

e Doestheintervention provide @rwith opportunities such as training, technology
transfer, access to markets?

e Does the intervention % women’s access to assets such as land, farming
equipment, financial se vestock, etc.?

e Will the interventightimpact household decision-marking dynamics in a positive or
negative way fo ?
e Doestheint on reduce or address increased workload for women?

An important step&\g the intervention design is the development of business model(s). A
gender-sensitive business model aims to show how service provision to poor female and male
farmers/producers will work and continue beyond the project. This can be done by including
existing or new women market players as well as women farmers. The inclusion of women market
players either as business partner or as ISPs in the relevant sub-sector is an important strategy
to facilitate WEE objectives. This means that practitioners need to consider selecting women
business partners or partners with a gender inclusion mandate or interest, and women ISPs when
developing the business model. The women ISPs can include local women cooperative, traders,
collectors etc



Case Example for Step 3:

The following case describes the business case for gender inclusion in the beef sub-sector in
Timor

Mini-Case — Building the Business Case in the Beef Sub-sector

In Timor, AIP-PRISMA is negotiating a partnership agreements with Puskud for feeding
supplements for cattle. Research findings to date have shown that women are very active in
cattle maintenance (50/50) with prevalence in procuring feed, caring for cattle, watering and
breeding — especially when the cattle are on the farm and not in distant pastures. Because of
women’s involvement in the feeding and care of cattle, AIP-PRISMA has made the business case
that an intervention on feed supplements that will increase animal health and yields is highly
relevant to women. Since partners in Timor are aware of importance of women’s roles, they
have agreed to work with women and men. O\

N4

The outputs for the planning phase of the intervention life %are the Intervention Concept
Note (ICN) and the Intervention Steering Document (ISD@ the ICN and the ISD should
explicitly include women and discussion of how they&b Included in the intervention.

AIP-PRISMA Output for Step 3:

ICNs are the natural entry point to assess the gen Clusion of proposed interventions. As
ICNs are reviewed, points can be awarded ba standard guidance around WEE

dimensions. é
The East Java mung bean example i @e lent case example of how to target gender in an
ICN and to describe the different stage intervention research, design and measurement (this
would be followed by a detailechlSD). Note how even at the ICN stage, the dimensions of WEE

utilized by PRISMA are utiIi@ entify the anticipated WEE impact:
L 4

N

Mung Bean East Java Mini Case

Research and Analysis: The mung bean research showed that women’s level of effort in the
sector was 67% and their control over income was at 58% (compared to men’s 33% and 42%
respectively). And, in specific areas, women'’s level of effort averaged about 97%: seeds
purchase, harvesting, and post-harvest processing. Because of this significant women’s
involvement, the sector team concluded that women needed to be aware of new opportunities
(e.g., better inputs) and techniques in order to contribute to increased yields, higher incomes
and improved houseshold well-being.

Design: The design proposed utilizing retailers (female leaders of farmer groups), female farmer
groups (KWT) and female cooperatives as a way to encourage the adoption of mung bean
innovations (GAP — good agricultural practice — and seeds) that will contribute to sector
outputs. Specific details that back up the design are:




* Leaders of female farmer groups usually have more financial capability than their members
to become ISP (intermediate service providers) to retail quality seeds. In addition to
financial incentives, these leaders also have responsibility to ensure the welfare of their
members. Hence the mung bean seed will be promoted intensively within the female
farmer group.

* Insome villages, female cooperatives are more prominent than female farmer groups. The
members are also mostly involved in farming. Similar with female farmer groups, the
cooperative leaders have the financial capability and responsibility to ensure the members’
welfare. Another benefit is that cooperatives usually already have an established shop
(mostly in the leaders’ house) to sell their products.

* Both groups have revolving capital and loan system for their members. This enables a seed
credit scheme for female farmers, which will also lead to a higher rate of seed adoption.

The Intervention Business Model:
The diagram below illustrates the business model, and the before aid el situation for

women farmers in mung beans.
Small package (l{eeds,
Seeds, Q Information
Information /| on GAP, Seed

on GAP Retailer/ Load credit

CV Semi Femal~ Sa-rier Female
Purwodadi Gre ™ 'ead Farmers
Far.de
IDR- IDR
Technical
: Assistance
‘\Q
B AFTER
« Women farmers access to quality * Women farmers have access to quality
seed
seed
» Women lack access towards GAP * Non-Farmer group member women
informalion farmers has access to seedlings

+ Leaders of female farmer groups and
cooperatives sell mung bean seeds and
get income increase.

Leaders of female farmer groups and
cooperatives don't sell mung bean

Seeds » Female farmers have access to seed
» Female farmers do not have access to )
. credit
seed credit

Outcomes — women’s economic empowerment: By introducing certified quality seed and GAP
through female groups/cooperatives, the sector team expects to empower women through the
following dimensions that will be measured by the project:




* Income —increased income from mung bean productivity gains will increase female
farmers’ access to and use of income.

* Access to Resources — female groups and cooperatives usually have capital, which can be
used as capital to provide members with seed credit, hence increasing female farmers’
access to credit and seeds.

* Decision-Making — utilizing these groups as distribution channels will increase female
farmers’ knowledge and autonomy in production-related decisions; greater income will
promote financial decision-making.

*  Workload — female farmers manually sort the retained seeds from previous season before
planting, due to their quality. Providing female farmers with certified seed will create a
more manageable workload for them.

* Leadership — having new female ISPs in the market will result in new role models for female
farmers, thus increasing female leadership and inclusiveness in the Io%egrm.

Outcomes — Production: In addition to women’s empowerment, the fpg indicators on

production were also proposed:

fa)
Item Before intervention | After Intervention %Ch;nﬁ(
Productivity (ton/ha) 0.8 ton/ha 15ton/ha] A< 88%
Land size (ha) 02 %}V 0%
Costs (IDR) 700.000 856;9&0- 2%
Income (IDR) 1.700.000 385000 146%

ISDs are the main documents for@ ion design, tracking and measurement, including, for
example, activities, results chainsNaid indicators/targets. The ISDs — and the intervention
progress — are reviewed on al basis and therefore WEE dimensions could be included
upfront and as part of the aqn view process. Preliminary guidance is provided for this in the
Gender Guideline and :@become more tightly integrated into the results chain.

For example, In or measure how activities affect women and men, each of the indicators
in the ISD Indicators table can be gender disaggregated to get a clear picture of change over time.
This will provide answers to questions such as: are there increasing numbers of women ISPs, for
example, and are they as profitable as their male counterparts?

Another key element of ISD is the Intervention Logic Analysis Framework (ILAF) which represents
the sequence from problem analysis through to solution. The following ILAF tool illustrates how
an ILAF can be gendered by highlighting participation of women and men.



(3) (4) .
2 7) Service
(1) Problems / 2) . Supporting [ (5) (6) ) )
Underlying ) . Provider /
Symptoms functions / [ Weaknesses | Interventions
causes Partner
rules
Problem Limited Business Poor Intervention [Middle to
Public Drying & capacity of | management | planning 2: large
Storage not government deve.Iopment and Assess the agricultural
Operasional to provide services and |resources potential of traders and
competent |investment. |allocation Drying and feedmillers,
Why-2: Absence of | 3nagement by Storage in including
promotion and personnel government Multiple those
embedded services | 5ng Crops in NTT outside of
toincrease demand | ¢ fficient P Q) NTT.
for facilities by men | rasources to Unclear N Government
and women farmers | 1\-1e and business
t £67) or state-
management farmers the privage terpri
; sect enterprise
capacity to 6 Gaok
create a viable t FaF::IO ta.n
and diversified (feF eration
bussiness. )@’ 2 armer
e Limited financial @ roups)
resources to 6 Banks (BRI,
operate and N Q Bank NTT,
diversify services \) etc.)
Q Insurance
R Q (Bumiputera,
@\ etc.)

Once an ISD is complete and approved by the CMT, the next step is to finalize negotiations with
partners and sign a partnership agreement with all pertinent information included including

relevant gender expectations.

Tools for Step 3:

AIP-PRISMA has recently created a tool for categorizing sub-sectors and activities according to
women and men’s roles, level of effort and level of control. This tool informs intervention

design:

v’ Tool 4: Categorizing Sub-Sectors and Designing Interventions
v Tool 5: Potential Interventions Reference List



TIPS FOR USERS: Women-Friendly Activities
Activities can be made more women-friendly through:

e Contents or materials: appropriate to women’s educational and sociocultural
background as well as their specific roles in the sub-sector

e Location: accessible or relatively close to where women live in a non-
threatening environment

e Timing: convenient to women’s work schedule and responsibilities on the farm
and at home

e |nvitations to and participation in activities: invitations to nd men so
they can both participate in activities such as expos, de s etc. as

appropriate to their roles
. O

@0
&b’




STEP 4: IMPLEMENTATION OF INTERVENTIONS

Objective for Step 4:

The fourth step, Intervention, examines implementation with a dual focus on business
partnerships and women’s empowerment.

Description of Step 4:

AlIP-Rural works with private and public sector partners to implement interventions. PRISMA
negotiates an agreement with a partner that outlines how needed products and / or services will
be provided to farmers on a sustainable basis. Therefore, the implementation step involves a
formal partnership arrangement that is supported by but not impleme’g%y AIP-Rural.

In order to encourage gender inclusion, AIP-Rural translates partng ives into innovations,
which increase a partner’s business volume or creates a new r% ¢ Gender inclusion in deal
making has to make ‘business sense’. This means practitioners h to be creative in finding or
developing incentives for partners to be gender-inclusiveimtheir outcomes and activities. For
interventions with definite gender implications (e.g., whenthere is high involvement of women),
itis crucial to include relevant WEE objectives in deal ing. For example, there is a clear gender
implication for interventions focusing on acc Inance. Practitioners must see that loan
schemes are also accessible to women bene ‘;;ues and/or women-headed households as per
AIP-Rural target group mandate. Rural eed to convince partners on the efficacy and
benefits of being gender sensitiveiné ogether loan conditions.

Case Example for Step

The following case des \ ow partners are often very aware of women as viable customers
or suppliers even IP-PRISMA has encouraged them to be more gender inclusive. It is
helpful to ask part@bout their current activities and plans for working with women before
assuming that they may not wish to do so.

Maize Sub-Sector, Madura

Where gender is concerned, partners may be aware of women’s contribution to a sub-sector
and will automatically work with women. For example, in the maize sub-sector in Sumanep and
Pamekasan districts the partner (AHSTI — seed distributor) understands women’s dominant role
in maize production and marketing and included women in all activities related to cultivation
and sale of seeds without any specific direction from AIP-PRISMA.




AIP-Rural Output for Step 4:

Interventions are implemented through partners with facilitation support from AIP-Rural. The
partnerships are guided by a Partnership Agreement (PA), which is negotiated between AIP-
Rural and the partner, and incorporates details of gender targets as needed and appropriate.

Tools for Step 4:

In many cases, it may be necessary to build the business case for partners to engage with women
based on private sector incentives. Tool 6 provides guidance on assessing the motivations of
partners. See:

v’ Tool 6: Incentivizing Private Sector Partners %

TIPS FOR USERS: Strategies to negotiate with part‘%Q \

Master the facts and figures about women'’s role a?ntrlbutlon in the
sector to promote the value of women as busin ners, lead farmers or
other roles as appropriate.

e Think profitability and still focus on pr'va@ctor opportunities.

seed buyers), higher volumes of

e Highlight opportunities for partnegs e access to more customers (e.g.
%materials (e.g., soybean for processing)

or other commercial advan

e Educate partners on womeag.s’roles and contributions in thesub-sector that
will negatively impact%overall success of the intervention, if being
overlooked. ¢

e Develop ge 2@nsmve innovations, which will create business incentives




STEP5: MONITORING, RESULTS MEASUREMENT AND LEARNING

Objective of Step 5:

The Monitoring, Results Measurement and Learning step examines inclusion of women in
monitoring, evaluation and impact measurement, taking into consideration the goals of
increased income, and improvements in access and agency.

Description of Step 5:

The recommended approach that is used by AIP-Rural the DCED results measurement standard?
viewed with a women’s empowerment lens.® The crux of the standard invglves i) the articulation
of logic models (results chains) that track the changes from progra ivities to ultimate
impact and ii) defining of indicators that capture the changes bot Nindividual / business
level as well as wider changes in the market system. (1;6

AIP-PRISMA Output for Step 5: OQ

The Intervention Steering Document (ISD) is the toQgt is used to establish monitoring and
results measurement for interventions. As gend riority and an integral part of the AIP-
Rural program, the ISD includes gender impli?é'%os, indicators and gender-disaggregation.

r

al worksheets some of which are more relevant

for gender inclusion:
e Background —should refer@gender inclusion and WEE

e Business Model — cIear%ntion male and female actors with business implications if

The ISD is an excel file that is comprised o

any .

e Results Chain — @red RC to ensure activities and outcomes are appropriately
managed @

e MRM Plan —t®include plan for gender analysis/FGD and consolidated gender impact
assessment

e Projections and Results — all to be disaggregated by sex if the entity is an individual
e Key Indicators—all to be disaggregated by sex if the entity is an individual for access
numbers, users and beneficiaries

SDCED An Introduction to the DCED Standardhttp://www.enterprise-development.org/page/introduction-standard Viewed at
April 17, 2016.

6Markel, E. (2014) Measuring the Results of Women’s Economic Empowerment in Private Sector Development: a guideline for
practitioners. The Donor Committee on Enterprise Development.http://www.enterprise-
development.org/page/download?id=2433
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Worksheets: In the “Background” worksheet of the ISD, there is a Gender and Social Inclusion
box for listing the gender implications or WEE objectives of the intervention. These WEE
objectives are translated into quantitative and qualitative indicators in the MRM Plan worksheet.
Key Indicators are for reporting and consolidation with other sub-sector reports; while these are
currently set to be gender neutral, there is a plan to gender disaggregate for some if not all
interventions as illustrated in Tool 4 above. That is, it is possible to gender disaggregate the
indicator data collected for any intervention. This will not only help us understand women’s roles
and the change in those roles over time, but it can also provide us with information on women’s
performance.

Although in AIP-PRISMA household statistics are not always gender disaggregated —that is, when
it is recognized that both women and men contribute to a particular sub-sector in somewhat
equal measure. However, understanding engagement of men and women separately in
intervention activities, even in non-disaggregated households, wijlfy contribute to our
understanding of the gender-sensitivity of interventions and partners. %mple:

[

An example of individual unit measurement requirement for a gfi;@\ icator:

Activity: Farmer group leaders provide technical assistance on [pfaize farming techniques to

farmers Q
)

Indicator 1: Number of male and female farmersyre ng technical assistance on maize
cultivation

Indicator 2: Number of male and female farme& iving technical assistance on GPP

Reason: Processing activities are predc@ tly done by women, thus a household unit
measurement is inappropriate

Data collection and gender-bala ed%edure: Intervention teams must ensure that during
data collection for measuring rgsults, a reasonable number of women respondents and women-
headed households are chI e intervention teams need to discuss with the MRM team to
determine the reasonab ber of women respondents according to the intervention context.
Women FGD findin éﬁ used as a reference to determine an appropriate number of women
respondents. In ca the absence of primary data, then BPS data of women farmers in the
respective sub-sector is to be used as a reference. AIP-PRISMA aims to get 15% women-headed
household respondents in each data collection exercise, according to the national proportion of
women-headed household. A valid justification must be presented if the quota is not achieved.

Explicit GE and WEE indicators: AIP-Rural may articulate explicit GE and WEE indicators in its
results chain and MRM plans, and in the case interventions which aim to facilitate specific
changes, such as better results for female-headed households. As such, disaggregation will be
augmented by other indicators: e.g., number of women that are unable increase farming
activities due to already high workload, number of women adopting labour saving devices.

Qualitative Assessment: While quantitative data provide some of the information needed to
track women’s economic empowerment, a richer understanding is derived from qualitative
assessment. AIP-Rural will conduct gender impact assessments for selected sub-sectors looking
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at indicators that are usually not captured in the ISD. These indicators may include women’s
agency, leadership or decision making authority, change of perception on women'’s role, impact
on workload and quality of life. Futher, periodic qualitative assessments on specific topics across
sub-sectors (e.g., decision making authority, changes in household status) can provide
information on the impact of project interventions. These assessments will also provide material
for the selection of case studies and impact stories with the opportunity to disseminate
information on program successes that can be replicated elsewhere.

Tools for Step 5:

In addition to the tools and approaches described above, it is useful to examine the following
tools in the Annex:

v’ Tool 7: Gendering the Logic Model Q)
v' Tool 8: Sample Quantitative Indicators for Access and Agenc

0>

v

TIPS FOR USERS: Are there exceptions to im@i%r?

The above is a guide for how to proceed in dev' g inclusive sectors. However,
situations are often more nuanced and c . For example, what if there is a
great opportunity to grow a sector, butgAtwil enhance men’s roles and diminish
women’s roles (or vice versa), do we atically exclude it? The simple answer
is ‘no’ as this could be very benefi the household economy, and viewed as
desirable by both women n. However, it needs to be studied and
understood, women nee consulted, and the ramifications should be

assessed. For example loans can be given to men farmers because they
own land, and these”l Q\ave the potential for good agricultural investment with
significant retu e household while reducing women’s role (e.g., moving

from backya »'@ Itry to semi-commercial or commercial poultry) then women
many welcome this. Further, deeper examination may show that both men and
women will be involved in poultry rearing still, and that increased income will be
pooled and financial decisions jointly made. In fact, this may open the door to
women receiving skills and business development training too, with the farm unit
the focus of the intervention even though the loan may be taken against the man’s
collateral.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The revised Gender Mainstreaming Guide shows that the convergence of gender mainstreaming
and women’s economic empowerment with M4P is possible and mutually beneficial. Taking the
role and contribution of women into account is essential for the overall success of interventions
in agriculture sub-sectors. It is therefore sensible for the programs and their partners to be
gender sensitive in order to accomplish program goals and profitability for the partners.

Furthermore, to achieve gender equality and WEE objectives as directed by DFAT (using the DCED
standard, M4P guidance and the new WEAMS Framework), AIP-PRISMA needs to utilize a gender
lens throughout the whole intervention life cycle. The implications of this process of integration
include: being gender aware and inclusive when developing sub-sector strategies: identifying
opportunities that are accessible to both women and men: and more imp tly when engaging
with partners and making agreements as well as during interventi thpl oring to make sure
that women as well as men are benefiting from the program. Q;Q
n

This document is therefore intended to help intervention designernsfand managers recognize the
opportunities for poverty reduction and women’s empow t through being gender aware,
while at the same time giving them the practical tqols need to implement and measure
gendered interventions 6

<
o
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TOOLS ANNEX

STRATEGY TOOL 1: RELEVANCE, OPPORTUNITY, FEASIBILITY FOR SUB-SECTOR
SELECTION
This tool draws from M4P guidance to create a matrix for comparing relevance, opportunity

and feasibility across sub-sectors. This supports the selection of target sub-sectors and
highlighted areas where further researched is required.

SUB-SECTOR SELECTION MATRIX

Sector Number = 1 2 3 4 5 6

Sector Name =
O

Relevance for Target Group — Is there an opportunity for the target uw
Women's current or potential roles in the q>

SS

There is potential for increased numbers
of women in the SS 0\

There is good potential to include more
target women (poor or excluded) Q!

There are clear opportunities to expand ‘6’
or improve women’s roles and

opportunities in the SS (e.g., jobs Q
pp (e.g.,] 2\ ‘

Existing barriers for women can b&w./
reduced or removed (e.g., tr rtation,

norms) R 0
h

Women’s would/coul@ access to
needed supports inance, inputs,

raw materials)

Women's agency could be improved (e.g.
reduced workload, control over income)

Any risks can be mitigated or overcome

Growth Opportunity for the Sub-Sector: What is the potential growth / competitiveness
opportunity for the sub-sector?

The SS is significant in value (size, GDP %)

The SS has anticipated stability/growth

The political economy is favourable
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There are opportunities to leverage
markets, finance and other improved
supports in SS

Challenges in the SS can be overcome or
worked around

Any risks can be mitigated or overcome

Feasibility — Will the programme team be able to de

interventions?

sign, implement and mon

itor

There is or can be alignment between
relevance to target women and SS growth

Programme team has capacity to develop
SS, private sector partners and integrate
women

N

There is partnership potential in the SS

There is government, donor or other
support for the SS

05

Any risks can be mitigated or overcome

O

Other Issues that are Significant to the Specifio@k

xt (e.g., conflict, refugees situation, etc.)

25




DIAGNOSIS TooL 2 — Focus GROUP DIScUSSION GUIDE

Focus Group Discussion: Gendered sub-sector information can be collected using different
methodologies: household surveys, key-informant interviews, in-depth interviews and FGDs. The
table below is template for a Focus Group Discussion, a practical tool for collecting information
on women'’s roles and controls in target sub-sectors.

Participants: Women (8-12 people) from smallholder farming households involved in XYZ sub-
sector or intervention. If interventions are yet to be developed, participants should be women
who are involved in the targeted sub-sector. The FGD should take between 60-90 minutes —
remember that it is important to hear from a range of women but not necessary for each to
answer every question. Rather we are seeking to understand the issues and gain consensus on

these. A

5 minutes | Welcome, introduction to FGD/purpose, researchers a F?@ipants Explain the
process —it is a discussion, all comments are valuabl %uld like to hear from
everyone even if opinions are different, practical m ce is good.

5 minutes | Brief warm up question: What do these women do ¥6 contribute to household
incomes — both on their own farm and also he farm? This is not intended to
delve into specifics of the sub-sector byt t women talking in general, and not
all women need to answer. 6

S

10 Roles: What is women’s involve w%e target sub-sector (name the sub-sector

minutes of interest)? That is, what role ey play in farming activities — e.g., cultivation,
weeding, harvesting, proce »Selling etc.? Seek to understand similarities and
differences. \0

15-20 Constraints and Solutions: What are the sub-sector-specific challenges for

minutes women? For example, low quality, low volume, no storage, pests, processing
issues, lack of dge about production and marketing, no linkages to services,
etc. Given t hallenges, what services or resources do they need to make a
better tion to work in this sub- sector — e..g, appropriate finance, quality
inpu@reased information, knowledge and skills, cost-effective market linkages,
labour-%aving tools and technology.

15-20 Access Issues: Why are they unable to access the needed services etc.? (Are they

minutes available, costly, remote, appropriate?) What could be done differently so they
could access needed services and resources? Who are the potential service
providers? Discuss.

15 Agency: Who makes decisions around production and marketing? Is decision-

minutes making joint or more skewed towards women or men? Do they have different

spheres for decision-making? Who controls the income from sales? Is it pooled at
the household level? Does one or the other keep the income and make decisions

about how to spend it? Is the income from this crop spent on specific things (e.g.,
food, education, health, social obligations, agricultural inputs)? Discuss.
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10 How do they find their current workload? Who helps them to finish tasks in the
minutes farm and at home? Who looks after children when they have to work in the field?
Discuss. Would the proposed intervention have an effect on their workload? In
what way? Is this a good thing or a bad thing from their perspective? Why?

10 Questions for us? Wrap-Up
minutes

DIAGNOSIS TooL 3: FOcus GROUP DISCUSSION REPORT

The outcome of the FGD is an FGD report that summarizes the findings from which the
implications for intervention design can be drawn. An example FGD repo resented here (the
report can be much longer than this and are available in the GSI sh@ders).

q/

FGD Report — Cashew Sub-sector in Dompu Q

Two focus group discussions (FGDs) were held with on@/v ose households are active in the
cashew sub-sector in two locations in Dompu: Songgajah and Tolokalo. Songgajah is a village
closer to a main town whereas Tolokalo is further, from the town centre, and the poorer of
the two villages. In both villages, most particj ’&5 are trans-migrants from Bali (80%) and Java
(10%). In Songgajah and Tolokalo, all wo&& engaged in cashew as farmers and labourers.
Although the landholdings are larger j kalo (averaging .7 HA as compared to .5 HA in
Songgajah), the tasks are much@%e: women and men work together on cultivation,
fertilizing, planting, watering, weeing€, maintenance and harvesting. Post-harvest processing

and marketing are women’s in both villages. In Songgajah, seed selection and thinning are
done by women, while in'\o atering is women’s work. Women in both villages are mainly
marketing. Men will help with harvesting when they are not busy

responsible for harvestgz
with other crops. | jah, women are in charge of post-harvest processing but due to a high
workload, women in Wolokalo do not undertake processing (drying and shelling nuts).

In both villages, cashew theft, high workload, tree productivity and financing are challenges.
During harvest months, women watch over their cashew fields during the day and cannot go
home to rest. Men sleep in the field during peak harvest months to guard the fields. High
workload was identified by women as another major challenge since women often do most
cashew tasks and household chores, as men work on other crops such as maize. Moreover,
cashew trees in Tolokalo are about 15 years old, approaching the unproductive age of 20. This
causes lower vyields, disease and death. In addition, women are dependent on money lenders
who provide them with capital and/or input materials such as seeds and fertilizers in advance for
which they must pay interest.
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Sales are typically made at home to collectors, with women and men deciding on the desired
price. However, the actual price is usually set by collectors, particularly in Tolokalo where women
are tied to collectors who provide loans for household needs and/or input materials. Regardless
of who receives the actual cash from the collector, the money is managed by women. Decisions
about spending the money are joint decisions (e.g., buying inputs such as seeds, pesticide and
fertilizer). Women indicated that if a higher cost seeds or pesticides were available but produced
better yields or was more resistant to pests or diseases, they would recommend that their
husbands invest in such input materials, as cashew is an important crop and the main household
income.

Implications from the FGD for cashew sub-sector interventions:

inputs are to be promoted to households, then it will be advis r women to have
firsthand experience of the benefits of these inputs. So, for e women should have
access to demo plots and be exposed to promotion activi?’T/ uch as the men of the

Women are influential decision-making actors in household money gnagement. If specific

household.

A potentially beneficial women-specific intervention olokalo would be to facilitate
women’s involvement in post-harvest processing thr e introduction of technology that
reduces workload and improves outputs. b

There is an opportunity to work with a private providers of equipment who could work
through women lead farmers, entreprene roups.

Any intervention involving GAP service§ sticide might be compromised by other factors
in the sub-sector —that s, will theft ouseholds from cultivating cashew, will aging trees

respond to GAP services or pesti r will lack of finance deter households from investing
in planting materials? Women nion will influence final decisions on farming as they are
active decision makers an rs in the sub-sectors.

S
N\
@@

28



DESIGN TooL 4: CATEGORIZATION OF SUB-SECTORS AND INTERVENTION DESIGN

Assumptions at AIP-PRISMA

e Targetis poor farmers — 300,000 poor female and male farmers
e The household is the economic unit and usually involves a husband and wife
e Poor farmers are largely in the informal sector

e Poor farmers tend not to be included in official statistics; especially poor female farmers

e We need to determine involvement in and control over sectors through our own

primary research

Target Sub-Sector and Region:

Categorizing Gender of Sub-Sectors According to Three Parameters

s of level of effort)

1. % of women and men involved in the sector (raw number rég
2. Level of effort (LoE) of women and men in the sub-sect

Women in
HH LoE

0-4*

Activity

List each
main
activity e.g.,
weeding,
planting,
watering,
sorting etc.

Men in
HH LoE

0-4*

Other
Women**

LoE
¢

0-4*

E.g.
F

Other

s
&

-4

E.g. Male
Labor

, Total =

4***

Explanation — provide
justification of the scoring
for each activity. This
needs to be evidence
based (not secondary
statistics but from sub-
sector assessment). Actual
seasonal work hours are
preferred, but if not
available, subjective
information may be used.

Total effort

*Level of Effort is 0-4 where 0 is no effort, 4 is all the effort, 2 is equally shared, 1 and 3 are

somewhere in between.

**Other is someone outside the household and includes paid labour
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***The total LoE of women, men and other must equal 4 for all four (men, women and other

men and women)

v’ For categorizing sub-sectors, either women or men are functionally dominant according
to the level of effort in the sub-sector (total score of all activities) from the above.
v For designing interventions, level of effort at each relevant activity/task level determines
the focus of an intervention on women, men or both.
3. Level of Control / Access / Equality

In addition to functional contributions, men and women have different levels of ‘control’ within
the household and sub-sector, which may vary, across regions. In order to understand the power
dynamics in each sub-sector, sub-sector assessment needs to capture the following information.
The table only looks at men and women within the household as this tablzguses on househol

dynamics.

N

d

Area of Control

Menin | Women
in HH
0-4*

o |7 QS
O

)

Total("Expl¥hation — provide a

4 justification of the scoring
Vfor each activity. This

needs to be evidence

based (not secondary

statistics but from sub-
sector assessment).

Resource ownership

‘<‘,Z'

Access to resources

]

QO

HH Expenditure

Productive decisions \e
D\
NS

N\
Farming Expenditure ’<\\b

Filling other roles in su@\c\or e.g.

service provider @
Other areas as relevaft to the sub-

sector and context***

Total control

*Level of Control is is 0-4 where 0 is no control, 4 is all the control, 2 is equally shared, 1 and 3

are somewhere in between.

**The total LoC of women and men must equal 4

***For example, membership in groups, participation in training, gender based violence,

workload management.
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v For assessing control, we find that either women or men are dominant according to the
level of control (total score) from the above.

v Level of control will influence decisions around the selection of interventions,
intervention design and implementation activities.

Questions to consider for intervention selection and design:

1. Inthe target sub-sector (by region) — are men or women more functionally dominant?
2. How will this influence your choice of intervention?
3. In the target sub-sector (by region) — are men or women more dominant in terms of

control?
4. How will this influence your design of the intervention Q)
Note re: The Portfolio of Sub-Sectors
Total scores for women and men’s levels of effort and control in me-targeted sub-sectors
can be calculated by adding total effort and total control m the various sub-sector
categorizations. In addition, identification of activities wher@men exhibit the greatest level of
effort can be calculated across sectors. O

&5@6
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DESIGN TOOL 5: POTENTIAL INTERVENTIONS REFERENCE LIST

The following list are potential interventions that are commonly beneficial in gender inclusion.

Market Linkages: As described in the above case study, women are often key in the
marketing of products, and yet, as market linkages are upgraded by programs, men may
be favoured over women. Sensitivity among staff and partners to the potential for both
women and men in elevated value chain roles needs to be heightened;

Access to Opportunities: Skills Development: Inclusion of women in training from private
and public sector actors is highly beneficial, particular if partners take into consideration
women’s time constraints and the venues and approaches that will be most suitable for
them (e.g., consider distance, family responsibilities, literacy, etc.);

Access to Assets: Appropriate Technologies: Mechanization epetitive and time-
consuming tasks may not only allow women to reduce th load but can also
contribute to increased income and better quality products. t here is the potential
negative impact of reducing women’s roles in a sector tqggmechamzatlon (although
generally women welcome such opportunities). App technologies might include:

micro-irrigation for vegetable plots, post-harves 1& such as sorters and graders,

processing equipment (including simple and i ex ive devices);

Access to services: Because women often do wn land or houses, they may be refused
finance for agricultural expansion. This@s that growth strategies may favour men,
particularly those who have access ources, and therefore innovative financial
mechanisms (e.g., rent-to-own ‘&he equipment is the collateral) need to be
explored. g

Women's Leadership: Wor@ farmers and service providers provide economic role
models for other women, “and are also more likely encourage increased female
participation. In som al situations, it is easy to overlook even skilled women as the
may be quiet in r\ program meetings, but these same women may be excellent
leaders amo rwomen and exceed program expectations for stimulating economic
growth;

Networks: Women are typically less involved in all kinds of groups and associations than
men. This is a disadvantage in agricultural development since individuals without group
affiliation are less likely to receive training, benefit from bulk buying and selling, and are
not as visible to program staff and other partners. Therefore, partnerships with civil
society programs may be needed to overcome such constraints to women’s advancement.
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IMPLEMENTATION TOOL 6: INCENTIVIZING PRIVATE SECTOR PARTNERS

Assessing Motivations for Partners to
Work with Women as Suppliers,
Employees and Consumers

Yes

No

Comments

Do women represent a new market
segment for partners? E.g., as a buyer
of inputs or insurance.

Would working with women lead to
greater profitability for partners? E.g.,
as purchasers of products or reduced
costs in labour.

%)

Could a partner realize increased
efficiency by working with women? E.g.,
they are faster at a given job.

>

QY

Will a partner have access to higher
volumes of raw materials? E.g., a
needed input such as vegetables or
grain.

C
(&

g

i

Can partners expect improved qual%;a”

from engaging with women sup
E.g., a partner could share inf n
on improved post-harvest handling.

Does working with wo@present a
‘doubling of optionsfo ners? E.g.,

more consumers@ suppliers, more

employees.@

33



MONITORING TooL 7: AIP-PRISMA’s GENDERING OF THE LOGIC MODEL

The following logic model is gender neutral, while the text beneath it explains how and why a
logic model can be gendered. This is used for reference purposes by AIP-PRISMA.

a I

Saridoh (8) SP provide inbrmation and (10) SP apply| | (11) SPuse
x echnologies on quality (9) SP provide agriculture inputs e regulaton e
Provider sBndards %o entering new with embedded servce and policies in| | infasrucure
Outcome markets their business Beidbes
R
A A Y A
: (13) SP has the knowledge, (14) SP has the knowiedge,
Ps"“i“l (10 £ han fha Inoufudgn. S8 Sill, resouToes b provide Sill, r8S0UTCES D USE e
e mmm":ﬁ::: LT E servioes with the sale of improved provisions (regulation,
\ Output Vs agnculure nputs infrastructure, Poboy)
A A i i
(" Partner )\ (16) PSP S
Outcome (15) PSP invests in joint initiatves b expand their business in "'.;’:;::;“ maeenHqoen
(Private collaboraton with Servioe Prowders s
\__ Sector) ) winsp -
A A Jin |
' (18) Iniéatives on Import Subs., on Infasruchre,

: ’ ~ 4
Let’s examine each of these levels from the bottom,@ing up the chain.

Activities Level: Promotion of inclusion t@é activities level requires an understanding
of the roles of the actors in the se eir contributions to the specific product, the
interventions that will be appropkiate to their knowledge and skills, resources, time
availability, and so on. ‘The % n the sector’ can be men, women, ethnic minorities,
youth, the elderly, the ver or people living with disabilities. For example, even in a
men’s crop such as ma or coffee, women may play an important role in harvesting
and post-harvest h %/hlch can affect the quality of the product (through handling,
processing, sorti \g ding, packaging etc.). In order to improve economic outcomes for

such house roIes and contributions of women and men need to be understood
for design a rgeting of successful interventions.

Partner Outcome: This level of the program involves joint investment with the proposed
(business) partners (BP), and it is at this stage that it is important to convey gendered
knowledge to the partner, to encourage or set targets for inclusion, and to agree upon
the types of activities or approaches that the partner will undertake (and for which they
are receiving significant subsidy in many cases) while taking the business perspective and
incentives of the partner into account. For example, in the coconut sugar sector, if BPs do
not realize the significant role that women play in processing of coconut sugar, this could
negatively impact their return on investment. That is, as new technologies and techniques
are introduced, if women are not targeted, then the adoption and implementation of the
new processes may not reach expected levels. Similarly, as the program develops its

34



understanding of ‘poor’ and ‘poorer’ farmers (see discussion in thematic strategy above),
business partners may require different intervention support from the program that
incentivizes them to target more marginalized farmers who are lower resourced; for
example, offering different loan products, smaller ‘packages’ of services and products, or
bundled approaches.

Service Provider Output: Service providers (SPs) are selected and supported by the
program partner (BP). If the BP has a good understanding of the sector actors (including
the roles that women and other marginalized groups play) this can guide their selection
of and support to SPs, making sure they have the right capacities to succeed. For example,
if women have a significant leadership role in a sector such as shallots, SPs need to be
selected that are representative of their participation and contribution (that is to say,
selection of both women and men service providers). If BPs e%aware of women’s
roles, there may be an unintentional inappropriate focus o a%service providers and
farmers, which will result in diminished (rather than enh oles of and outcomes for
women in the sector. In the same vein, if SPs are not sefe‘éd from the targeted ethnic
group, then results may not be as strong. For example, ' the beef sector in NTT, traders
are from multiple ethnic groups and are there ore er able to connect with the various
farmers in the province. 6

Service Provider Outcome: At this Ie‘\&\ﬁthe results chain, the service providers (SP)
must understand the varying co s and opportunities of working with different
types of farmers, and the SP f commitment must reflect the investment and
support of the partner an@ram. If, for example, women or target ethnic groups
have been included as SPs€.g., in the case of women for processing, post-harvest
handling, livestock r then this will definitely increase outreach to women and
ethnically diverse” s. However, even when there are no suitable service providers
from the target %, the selected SPs still need to incorporate appropriate numbers of
target far n particular, for women, it is necessary to not downplay their current
roles, and undérmine the potential for growth.
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MONITORING ToOL 8: SAMPLE QUANTITATIVE INDICATORS FOR ACCESS AND

AGENCY

Quantitative evaluations typically collect sex-disaggregated but usually do not report on specific
women’s empowerment questions. Therefore, issues of Access and Agency for women in market
systems are often evaluated qualitatively. While qualitative assessment is excellent for gaining a
nuanced understanding of women’s empowerment in a market system, it is also possible to
integrate women-specific quantitative indicators into baselines, household surveys and other
assessments. A combination of both quantitative and qualitative findings will provide the richest
understanding of women’s empowerment as a result of programme interventions

Framework Area
of Focus

Sample Quantitative Indicators

D
%

opportunities
and life chances
such as skills
development or
job openings

Economic Income (gross)

advancement — Q
) Income (net)

increased

income Income per hour or day or week (calculf\d)
Access to Number of trainings suitable for wor@}nd men

Number of workshops including@-\en and men

Types and number of incor@erating activities open to women
(list)

% of women under
relevant)

Types and nu@of]obs open to women (list)

% of wo %dertaking such jobs (can be compared to men as
reIeVg& >

uch activities (can be compared to men as

Access to assets,
services and
needed supports
to advance
economically

4%i@ovwned by women (list)

e of assets owned by women
Services available to women (list)

Number of times women have accessed target services (can compare
to same for men if relevant)

Size of land available to women for agricultural production

Size and kinds of loans available to women for productive activities

Decision-making
authority in
different
spheres
including

Areas where women can make decision (list)

SS value of decisions typically made by women in a week (can
compare to same for men)
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household Areas where women do not have input into decisions (list)
finances

Manageable Hours a day working in HH

Workload

Hours a day working in fields (can be done by task)
Hours a day for leisure

Hours a night sleep

Leadership and
Networking

Number/percentage of women in non-producer roles (e.g. as lead
farmers, ISPs, traders, retailers)

7

Percentage of women in mixed groups (e.g., cooperatives/farmers

groups)
Women’s own cooperatives or farmers’ groups N%

<
N
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