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 INTRODUCTION 

The New Times New Targets project is implemented in the West of Guadalcanal Province and will 
support Ministry of Health and Medical Services (MHMS) through Provincial Environmental Health 
Division (EHD) (who are responsible for overseeing rural WASH) to improve WASH services and access 
in rural communities.  This will be done through the collaborative implementation of participatory, 
risk-based approaches to supporting WASH improvements in 60 communities.   

The Project supports the Guadalcanal Provincial Education Authority (PEA) and Ministry of Education 
and Human Resource Development (MEHRD) to strengthen WASH in 22 selected schools in the 
project area, promoting UNICEF’s 3-Star School WASH approach, and providing an opportunity for 
sector collaboration, piloting and establishment of evidence-based methodologies.  

The Project supports Guadalcanal Provincial Health Services (GPHS) to respond to the urgent need 
for upgrade, repair or renovation of WASH facilities in 8 rural clinics. To do this, the Project will 
introduce the World Health Organisation’s (WHO) WASH Facility Improvement Tool (WASH FIT) to 
guide WASH management in clinics. 

The Project is led by Plan International Australia (Plan) in collaboration with Live & Learn International 
(Live & Learn).  This partnership consists of technical oversight and management in Melbourne, with 
the implementing team made up of Live & Learn Solomon Islands and Plan International Australia in 
Solomon Islands staff.    

The project’s WASH implementation revolves around risk-based approaches and tools following an 
‘assess-plan-act-monitor’ cycle, each contributing to overall WASH Resilience Planning within a 
targeted area.  The key WASH tools and approaches to be used in the project include: Climate 
Resilient Water Safety Planning, Community Led Total Sanitation, WASH Facility Improvement Tool, 
UNICEF’s 3 Star Schools approach, Social marketing approaches to improve hygiene practice and 
behaviours, Supply strengthening informed by research and Seed funding for infrastructure 
improvements for clinics, schools and communities.  

The Project includes the use of ‘twin track’ approaches to achieve transformative change. The 
Project will mainstream gender and social inclusion elements into all activities to ensure the 
participation, consultation and/or consideration of all, in parallel with promotion of human rights and 
social inclusion more directly, the impacts of which will be assessed and monitored through Plan’s 
Gender WASH Monitoring Tool (GWMT).   

The project includes the following four end of project outcomes (EOPO):  

- EOPO 1: Government (RWASH, PEHD, MEHRD, PEA) utilising gender and socially inclusive 
guidelines and tools to lead and monitor WASH improvements in schools, clinics and 
communities  

- EOPO2: approximately 14,575 people in 60 communities, 22 schools, and 8 rural clinics 
have access to inclusive, safe and resilient WASH services.  

- EOPO 3: Agency and voice of 50% women and marginalised people is improved in 60 
communities  

- EOPO 4: Solomon Islands Government adopts project approaches in policy and 
guidelines and WASH sector implementation is informed by them. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY – FOR WASH SECTOR 
 
The Solomon Islands are an archipelago of over 900 tropical islands and atolls, in the Pacific Ocean, with a culturally diverse 
population estimated to reach 667,044 in 2018i, 80% of whom reside in the 1800 rural communitiesii in 9 Provinces. Civil unrest, 
locally referred to as “the tensions,” concentrated largely in Guadalcanal (Honiara) and Malaita Provinces between 1998 
and 2003 stalled development significantly.  The Solomon Islands Human Development Index (HDI) ranking rates it the worst in 
the region and 156th out of 188 countries and territories globally.iii  Below is a summary of how the baseline finding confirm 
and/or expand the project WASH context analysis done during the project design phase. 
 

PROJECT CONTEXT ANALYSIS RELEVANT BASELINE FINDINGS 
Sanitation statistics for Solomon Islands are some of 
the worst in the world and open defecation rates are 
the highest in the South East Asia-Pacific Regioniv.  In 
urban areas, access to improved water is estimated 
at 90%, and access to improved sanitation at 76%v 
though this may overstate the reality.  In comparison, 
the 2016 National Rural WASH Baseline reports 
improved water access at only 54% and access to 
improved sanitation (basic level service1) at 13%vi.2  
 
Open defecation is very common (80% in rural 
areasvii) and a culturally accepted practice both in 
seaside and bush communities.  Pour flush and 
improved pit latrines are the most common improved 
sanitation in rural areas.viii Hygiene practices are also 
poor, with household handwashing facilities with soap 
only available in 16% of rural households.ix   
 

o Have easy access to safe toilet – 8.6% of men with a 
disability; 9.3% of women with a disability; 15.5% of men; 12% 
of women 

o Have easy access to drinking water – 47.5% of men with a 
disability; 37.2% of women with a disability; 46.5% of men; 38% 
of women 

o Have easy access to and hand-washing facility with soap – 
37.7% of men with a disability; 34.9% of women with a 
disability; 35.9% of men; 37% of women 

o Have easy access to a bathing facility – 23% of men with a 
disability; 30% of women with a disability; 24.6% of men; 19% 
of women 

 

Non-subsidised sanitation approaches (e.g. CLTS) 
have proven successful at village level but are yet to 
be scaled and community operation and 
maintenance of water supply systems remains an 
ongoing challenge. 

Survey respondents identified 10 barriers or challenges to 
improved WASH. The top two were  
o lack of money for investment in WASH (at community and HH 

level) and  
o poor community governance and/or support for WASH 

improvements 
 

An unpublished UNICEF study in 2015 found 41% of 
schools in Guadalcanal without toilets and 56% 
without water supply.x  Many toilets that are in place 
do not consider gender needs such as menstrual 
hygiene management for girls.   
 

Baseline survey conducted with 10 primary schools.  
o Only 1 school had facilities in place for girls to manage 

menstruation at school 
o All schools reported issues in consistency and adequacy of 

water supply, with 4 schools not able to use their water supply 
for drinking water 

o 1 school is reliant on an unprotected spring for all water 
o 3 schools rely on rainwater 
o 5 schools are connected to piped water (mostly unreliable 

and insufficient) 
o All the schools have at least 1 toilet 
o 6 schools did not have separate toilets for boys and girls 
o No schools meet the government standard student:toilet 

ratio 
o 1 school has a toilet accessible for a person with a disability 
o 4 schools had evidence of open defecation 
o 4 schools have no hand-washing facilities for students 
o None of the schools had a system for disposal of sanitary 

pads or provided a bin for used sanitary pads in the toilets 
 

Globally, women (64%) and girls (8%) shoulder three 
quarters of the responsibility for collecting water in 
households without access to an improved source.xi 
Baseline data quantifying women’s workload 
associated with collecting water is unavailable for 
Solomon Islandsxii (Care and UNICEF research into GSI 
and WASH was conducted in March 2018 but is not 

There is a good foundation for changing perceptions of roles of 
women concerning participation in WASH decision-making.  
o Just under 50% of men and women interviewed felt that their 

communities did not do enough to meet the needs of 
women.  

                                                   

1 Note: there was a shift in terminology during the transition from MDGs to SDGs, describing an access ‘ladder’ with “safely 
managed” being the goal and ‘basic’ describing access to ‘improved’ facilities targeted by MDGs.   
2 The Rural WASH baseline showed Guadalcanal statistics of 43% and 14% access to improved water and sanitation respectively. 
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yet published) but it is acknowledged that according 
to traditional roles, women are expected to stay at 
home and do domestic tasks.xiii  Despite this, women 
are often not involved in the decision making process 
or in management activities xiv and culturally, feel that 
despite their essential role, they must not contradict 
the decisions of men. xv  Women are impacted most 
by poor water and sanitation services and the risk of 
sexual and physical violence from collecting water or 
defecating away from home late at night or in the 
early morning is real. xvi    
 

o Over 50% of women said that they didn’t participate in WASH 
decision-making because it wasn’t the role of women (or 
men did not permit it). 

o Under 40% of people with a disability surveyed felt they can 
share ideas about WASH with family members who will listen. 
Only 19% influence decisions or make decisions with their 
family members. At community level only 13.5% speak up to 
share their ideas. Participation is constrained because 
disability is seen as a barrier, people with disabilities lack 
confidence, or they are not invited. Respondents who 
noticed changes in the participation of people with a 
disability in WASH activities identified influences such as an 
increased public acceptance of inclusion of people with a 
disability, strong support for inclusion by community leaders, 
community encouragement for participation, and realization 
that WASH is important for all. 

Significant research from Solomon Islands and the 
region has informed the development of tools to 
tackle and monitor gender equality and social 
inclusion and WASH but uptake remains limited. A 
Vanuatu study showed that women’s involvement in 
WASH programs is associated with effective water 
management and improved functioning of systemsxvii 
and an earlier study recognises that when women 
and men are equally and meaningfully involved in 
WASH programs, the program results are more 
sustainable.xviii   

o At a household level over 80% of men and women said that 
they always participate in decision-making about WASH at 
household level.  

o At community level approximately 50% of women have some 
kind of active participation, 30% listen and watch only, and 
only 5.3% of women help organise or facilitate.  

o Over 50% of women said that they didn’t participate in 
community WASH decision-making because it wasn’t the role 
of women (or men don’t permit it). 

Burnett Institute’s 2017 research, The Last Taboo,xix 
found adolescent girls and women face a number of 
challenges that influence their ability to manage 
menstruation effectively and with dignity.  Many 
adolescent girls lack knowledge, are unprepared for 
menarche and key sources of information such as 
female teachers, relatives and friends often lack 
accurate information and understanding.  This is 
exacerbated by a lack of affordable, quality sanitary 
products in rural and urban areas and inadequate 
WASH facilities in schools, workplaces and public 
places.xx   
 

o 52% of women stated that they “still have questions or worries 
about menstruation.”  

o Women and men have similar levels of knowledge about 
different aspects of MHM.  

o 48% of women learned about menstruation from their 
mothers, 45% from aunties or other family members, 26% from 
friends (multiple responses allowed).  

o 53% only learned about it when they got their first period.  
o Most men learn about menstruation from their wife/girlfriend 

(56%), their friends (19%) and/or a health worker (19%). 
o 48% of women had brought disposable sanitary pads in the 

past 6 months. Of those who did not buy them 45% wanted 
to but couldn’t.  

o 63% of women stated that they often don’t have enough 
money to purchase disposable sanitary pads.  

o Approximately 50% of women prefer commercial sanitary 
pads, and 50% prefer to use cut-up cloth, even if they have 
plenty of money to purchase commercial sanitary pads. 

o Some 58% of men felt there were no restrictions on women 
during menstruation.  

o 28% of women said they should stay home from work, and 
28% mentioned they should not go into the taro/yam 
gardens when menstruating.   

o 18% of women felt that can and should do anything they 
want during menstruation, while other women preferred not 
to do heavy housework (28%), garden (19%), or play sport or 
walk long distances (10%). 

The 2009 Census employed Washington Group type 
questions (i.e. Difficulty remembering/concentrating, 
seeing, walking or hearing) and identified 14% of the 
total population as experiencing  a disability.xxi 
The Solomon Islands National Policy on Disability 2014-
2018 aims to “break down the barriers associated 
with disabilities and encourage people with 
disabilities to be fully and actively involved in 
community life.”xxii  It also recognises that women and 
girls with disabilities experience the combined 
disadvantages associated with their gender as well 
as their disability and recommends an action for 
MHMS to ensure WASH services for all people living 
with disability.  

104 interviews were conducted with people with a disability. Of 
those,  
o About 65% of men and 83% of women had difficulty walking. 
o About 55% of men and 59% of women had difficulty seeing 
o About 49% of men and 53% of women had difficultly hearing 
o For people with disabilities, and men in the community, 

behaviour when under the influence of alcohol and drugs is 
an important influence on discrimination, harassment, and 
community violence. 

 
  



 

   
6 

This report contains the findings from baseline data collection in December 2018 for End of Project Outcome 3: Agency and 
voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities. For Outcome 3 the project Monitoring, Learning & 
Evaluation Framework (MELF) outlines three Incremental Outcomes (Years 3 & 4) and four Short Term Outcomes (Years 1 & 2). 

EOP Outcome 3: Agency 
and voice of women and 
marginalised people is 
improved in 60 
communities. 

Outcome Indicators 
o # or % of marginalised groups reporting 

improvements in dignity, security, and 
convenience of their WASH facilities 

o Number of women supported to take on WASH 
leadership roles at the community, provincial 
and/or national level (disaggregated by disability) 

o Number or % of non-marginalised people in target 
communities reporting changes in attitudes, belief 
and behaviours towards marginalisded groups 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent do women and 

marginalised people in 
communities have knowledge, 
confidence and opportunity 
to influence WASH decisions? 

 
Incremental Outcome 3.1 
Household WASH roles and 
decision-making are more 
inclusive and shared more 
equally in households and 
communities 
 

Outcome Indicators 
o # of women who express that their engagement is 

influential and respected in household decision-
making related to WASH 

o % increase in women’s engagement in household 
decision-making related to WASH 

o # of women who express that their engagement is 
influential and respected in community decision-
making related to WASH 

o % increase in women’s engagement in community 
decision-making related to WASH 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent is household 

decision-making related to 
WASH more equally shared? 

 

Short-term Outcome 3.1: 
Men and women are 
upholding human rights 
and inclusion 
 

Outcome Indicators 
o # of people who feel ‘marginalised’ community 

members contribute to a stronger community and 
should be involved in community activities and 
decision making. 

o # of women, men, boys and girls reporting 
changes in attitude and behaviour as a result of 
increased knowledge of human rights and 
marginalisation and exclusion 

o Number of people considered 'marginalised' who 
report increased confidence to participate in 
community WASH activities  

o Number of people considered 'marginalised' who 
can demonstrate their confidence to participate 
in community WASH activities 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent are men and 

women promoting and 
upholding human rights and 
inclusion? 

 
Incremental Outcome 3.2 
Marginalised people have 
agency and voice in 
community forums and 
decision-making on WASH 
 

Outcome Indicators 
o % of female and disabled WASH committee 

members reporting agency and influence within 
community forums 

o Number/percentage of community WASH forum 
members who believe that marginalised people 
should have voice in community WASH forums 
decision making 

Key Performance Questions 
o What changes in roles and 

decision-making power do 
women and marginalised 
groups have in community 
WASH forums? 

 

Short-term Outcome 3.2: 60 
community WASH 
committees are 
representative and have 
40-60% women 
participation and 100% of 
communities have women 
in some leadership positions 
 

Outcome Indicators 
o Number of women involved in WASH committees 

or units who consider their participation is 
meaningful and respected 

o Number of WASH committees or units that have at 
least 40% women members (disaggregated by 
disability)  

o Number of WASH committees or units that have 
women in management or technical roles 
(disaggregated by disability)  

o Number of women reporting improvements in their 
participation and leadership 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent are WASH 

committees realising equal 
representation and women's 
leadership? 

 
Incremental Outcome 3.3 
Women and girls have 
agency and resources to 
confidently and 
comfortably manage 

Outcome Indicators 
o # of women and girls reporting improvements in 

their ability to manage menstrual health 
o # of schools and communities with improved 

sanitation facilities for women 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent has capacity 

to manage menstruation 
hygienically and with dignity 
improved? 
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periods at home and in 
school 
Short-term Outcome 3.3: 
Improved knowledge, 
attitude and practice of 
boys and girls on menstrual 
hygiene management in 60 
communities and 22 schools 
 
Short-term Outcome 3.4: 
Affordable and accessible 
menstrual hygiene 
management products 
available in 60 communities 
and 22 schools 

Outcome Indicators 
o # of boys, men, girls and women able to explain 

menstruation correctly 
o # of boys, men, girls and women reporting 

changed and improved attitudes regarding 
menstruation 

o # of boys, men, girls and women reporting 
improved menstruation practice 
 

o # of women and girls reporting improved access 
to sanitary pads 

o % of women and girls reporting access to sanitary 
pads is meeting their needs and expectations 

o % of women/girls in 60 communities reporting 
improvements in access to menstrual products 

Key Performance Questions 
o What changes in KAP related 

to menstrual hygiene has the 
project influenced? 

o To what extent has access to 
and affordability of sanitary 
pads improved? 

 
The survey tools also contribute evidence to the following outcomes from End of Project Outcome 2: 
 

Incremental Outcome 2 
70% of households in 60 
communities achieve basic 
level service for sanitation 
and water for all, including 
multiple improved water 
sources 

Outcome Indicators 
o # or % of people with disability reporting 

improvements in their access to and within WASH 
facilities 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent has access to 

safe, resilient and inclusive 
WASH services improved in the 
target area? 

 

Short-term Outcome 2.7: 
300 vulnerable households 
have improved latrines 
meeting needs of all 
members 
 

Outcome Indicators 
o % and # of people with disability with access to  

latrine that meets their needs 
o # of latrines that have been modified or designed 

for the specific needs of all household users 

Key Performance Questions 
o To what extent do household 

latrines meet the needs of 
diverse members 

A full list of Baseline Tools mapped to each MELF element is given in Annex 1. 

Note – Where required data has been included from the School Bottleneck Analysis Reports (Outcome 2 Baseline tool) on boys and girls attitudes to inclusion and 
knowledge of human rights  

Baseline Tools Overview 
Tool 3.1 – Gender WASH Monitoring Tool  Incremental Outcome 3.1 

Incremental Outcome 3.2 
Annual GWMT Reports contribute to 
Baseline, Midline and Endline – not 
included in this report 

Tool 3.2 – Participation Ladders HH/Community Incremental Outcome 3.1 
Incremental Outcome 3.2 
Short-term Outcome 3.1 

Baseline, Midline, Endline, Spot Monitoring 
 

Tool 3.3 – Participation Ladders PWD 
HH/Community 

Incremental Outcome 3.2 Baseline, Midline, Endline, Spot Monitoring 

Tool 3.4 – PWD attitudes to Marginalisation and 
WASH Access Survey  

Incremental Outcome 3.2 
Incremental Outcome 2 
Short-term Outcome 2.7 

Baseline, Midline, Endline 

Tool 3.5 – HH Attitudes to Marginalisation and 
WASH Access Survey 

Incremental Outcome 3.2 
Short-term Outcome 3.2 

Baseline, Midline, Endline 

Tool 3.6 – Women Decision-making and MHM 
Survey 

Incremental Outcome 3.3 
Short-term Outcome 3.2 
Short-term Outcome 3.3 
Short-term Outcome 3.4 

Baseline, Midline, Endline 

Tool 3.7 – Male perspective on Women 
Decision-making and MHM Survey 

Incremental Outcome 3.3 
Short-term Outcome 3.2 
Short-term Outcome 3.3 
Short-term Outcome 3.4 

Baseline, Midline, Endline 

Tool 3.8 – MHM Supply Chain Assessment Incremental Outcome 3.3 Not included in this report 
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROJECT ACTIVITIES 

APPLICATION TO PROJECT ACTIVITIES 
 
Below is a summary of some of the key findings and practical actions recommended following the 
review of the baseline data. This list is not exhaustive, but a starting point for closer reflection and 
planning by the project implementation team. 

IMPROVED WASH ACCESS 
Finding Target Group Action 
Urgent need for household WASH facilities 
that meet the needs of users. Only 9.3% of 
women with disabilities, and 12% of non-
disabled women surveyed have easy 
access to safe toilet. 

Women, elderly, 
people with 
disabilities, children 

Project team to develop/collate a portfolio of WASH 
HH infrastructure designs that are inclusive, affordable 
and easy to maintain. Build on existing designs3 and 
use human centered design approach  

Access to reliable water is an issue for 
some communities – with either no water 
system in place, or a poorly functioning 
water system in place 

All affected 
households 

Project team to access innovative and proficient 
technical skills to design new community water 
systems, and/or resolve problems in current systems 
(poor pressure, other O&M issues, etc). Key factors 
identified by households are: WASH facilities close to 
house, safe and reliable, sufficient water supply or 
storage for all HH needs (drinking, cooking, bathing, 
laundry), affordable, toilets are private and safe. 

Survey respondents identified 10 barriers or 
challenges to improved WASH. The top two 
were lack of money for investment in 
WASH (at community and HH level) and 
poor community governance and/or 
support for WASH improvements 

All affected 
households, 
Community WASH 
Committees 

1 - Vital for project supported WASH designs to be 
affordable and appropriate technology, and linked 
appropriately to a seed funding mechanism. This will 
require working with WASH Committees to promote 
incremental WASH improvements, beginning with 
actions within their means while maintain aspirations.  
2 – Support improved WASH community governance 
through conflict resolution training, influencing 
activities based on power analysis reflection, and 
including lessons learned from IWC research project 
into WASH community governance. 

WORKING TO REDUCE MARGINALIZATION OF PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES: 

Finding Target Group Action 

The Washington Group questions showed 
the most common impairments for people 
with disabilities as difficulty walking, 
difficulty seeing and difficulty hearing 

People with 
disabilities in the 
community 

Project team to review the incidence of impairment 
based on the Washington Group questions and work 
with WASH Committees and School Leadership to 
address barriers to participation (such as meeting 
locations, getting their opinions/ideas before meetings, 
etc) 

Urgent need for household WASH facilities 
that meet the needs of users. Only 7% of 
people with disabilities can access a safe 
toilet at home. 

Women, elderly, 
people with 
disabilities, children 

Project team to develop a portfolio of WASH HH 
infrastructure designs that are inclusive, affordable and 
easy to maintain. There is a desire for improved WASH 
facilities, but lack of funds, lack of knowledge/skills, 
and lack of community coordination/governance are 
barriers. There is also strong community support for 
doing more to meet the WASH needs of marginalized 
groups. 

                                                   

3 https://washmatters.wateraid.org/publications/compendium-of-accessible-wash-technologies  
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There is a good foundation for changing 
perceptions of roles of women concerning 
participation in WASH decision-making. 
Just under 50% of men and women 
interviewed felt that their communities did 
not do enough to meet the needs of 
women. Over 50% of women said that they 
didn’t participate in WASH decision-
making because it wasn’t the role of 
women (or men did not permit it).  

Women, 
Community WASH 
Committees 

In each community, project officers need to find male 
and female champions for women’s participation and 
try to use their confidence and experience to catalyse 
changes in the thinking of others. Some women 
responded that when they see other women leaders, 
or have had an opportunity to participate, then their 
confidence in future participation grows. 

 

Under 40% of PWD surveyed felt they can 
share ideas about WASH with family 
members who will listen. Only 19% 
influence decisions or make decisions with 
their family members. At community level 
only 13.5% speak up to share their ideas. 
Participation is constrained because 
disability is seen as a barrier, people with 
disabilities lack confidence, or they are 
not invited. Respondents who noticed 
changes in the participation of PWD in 
WASH activities identified influences such 
as an increased public acceptance of 
inclusion of PWD, strong support for 
inclusion by community leaders, 
community encouragement for 
participation, and realization that WASH is 
important for all. 

People with 
disabilities, 
Community WASH 
Committees 

The project needs to strengthen and leverage the 
influences and influencers already in place in some 
communities. This includes facilitating the spread of 
inclusion messages by organisations representing 
people with disabilities, identifying community 
members who are champions for inclusion and 
strengthening their influence in WASH Committees, 
and an overall project message that the management 
of safe WASH for a community must consider all 
community members. Use the familiar metaphor of the 
different parts of a body all having a purpose and all 
having to work together – if one element of 
community WASH isn’t working (such as open 
defecation by a person with a disability) then there are 
risks to the health of all in the community. 

Men with disabilities have higher rates of 
participation in community decision-
making, and higher levels of confidence 
to speak up.  

Women with 
disabilities in the 
community 

Project staff will need to work with the WASH 
Committees on finding ways for women with disabilities 
to have their voice heard that respect the needs of 
these women – so not necessarily through always 
being present in community meetings, but by ensuring 
that those in the meeting have gathered a wide range 
of input before making WASH decisions. 

For people with disabilities, and men in the 
community, behaviour when under the 
influence of alcohol and drugs is an 
important influence on discrimination, 
harassment, and perhaps on community 
violence.  

People with 
disabilities, other 
vulnerable people 
in the community 

Project staff need to engage rights based and anti-
discrimination partners and/or approaches to improve 
social inclusion and harmony.  The alcohol is not the 
root cause of the problem, rather the social stigmas 
that are voiced under the influence of alcohol.   

WORKING TO REDUCE MARGINALIZATION OF WOMEN (IN GENERAL, AND ALSO 
SINGLE MOTHERS AND WIDOWS) 

Finding Target Group Action 

At a household level over 80% of men and 
women said that they always participate 
in decision-making about WASH at 
household level. At community level 
approximately 50% of women have some 
kind of active participation, 30% listen and 
watch only, and only 5.3% of women help 
organise or facilitate. There is a good 
foundation for changing perceptions of 
roles of women concerning participation in 
WASH decision-making. Just under 50% of 
men and women interviewed felt that their 
communities did not do enough to meet 
the needs of women. Over 50% of women 

Women, Men, 
Community WASH 
Committees 

In each community project officers need to find 
male and female champions to challenge traditional 
gender roles. Some women responded that when 
they see other women leaders, or have had an 
opportunity to participate, then their confidence in 
future participation grows. Other reasons to build 
confidence include personal feelings of responsibility 
to help improve community, and an interest in 
gaining relevant knowledge and experience that 
women can then use to improve WASH in their 
community. Useful leadership activities are in LLEE 
resources such as “Working with Men and Women for 
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said that they didn’t participate in 
community WASH decision-making 
because it wasn’t the role of women (or 
men don’t permit it).  

WASH” and “Gud Desisons, gud lidasip”4 and the 
Plan International’s Gender WASH Monitoring Tool. 

46% of women surveyed identified as a 
woman who feels “somewhat comfortable 
speaking up about issues that are 
important to her, but only in her home – 
not in the community”. A further 38% 
identified as also being “comfortable 
speaking up in the community”. There was 
a correlation between those “comfortable 
speaking up” and whether they felt their 
opinions were respected in the community 
and/or the household.  

Women, Community 
WASH Committees 

As above 

Both men and women said that busyness 
was one of the main reasons for not 
attending community meetings, followed 
by inconvenient location, unaware or not 
being invited, and lack of confidence.  

Women, Community 
WASH Committees 

Project staff will need to work with the WASH 
Committees on finding ways to increase avenues for 
marginalised people to input into community WASH 
decision making. Perhaps utilize school meetings, 
church meetings, marketing activities and other 
areas where people gather to collect input and 
ensure committee members represent a diverse 
section of the community. 

For women, gossip and jealousy is a major 
factor in discrimination and harassment. 
Other major factors are family status and 
marital status. For men, alcohol abuse was 
the primary cause for discrimination, 
followed by family status and marital 
status. 

Women, Community 
WASH Committees 

These are interpersonal issues that will continue to 
cause conflict, so integration of innovative culturally 
appropriate conflict resolution skills training for WASH 
Committee members is very important. LLEE has 
resources on conflict resolution for committees (see 
Gud Disisons Gud Lidasip). 

Responses of school children concerning 
equality for girls reflect the adult 
responses, with a possibility that children 
raised with parents who support greater 
equality in decision making may consider 
this normative.  

Women, Community 
WASH Committees 

More targeted GSI activities need to be conducted 
in schools to expand thinking on roles and 
responsibilities and normalise inclusive decision-
making – such as identifying the student champions 
for equality in the schools and enabling them to 
influence other students through WASH Club 
activities. 

Approximately 75% of both men and 
women (with and without disabilities) 
considered that single mothers and 
widows are almost equally the most 
marginalised in the community, followed 
by people with disabilities. 

Single Mothers, 
Community WASH 
Committees 

It is good that there appears to be agreement on 
the vulnerability of single mothers in the communities. 
GSI activities need to facilitate open discussion in this 
area that includes the voice of single mothers 
themselves, and also addresses the core reasons for 
negative attitudes or marginalisation from other 
community members. 

Only 9.3% of women with disabilities, and 
12% of non-disabled women surveyed 
have easy access to safe toilet. Only 21% 
have easy access to a bathing facility. 
Therefore women face a barrier to 
managing their menstruation hygienically. 
Barriers mentioned included poor water 
pressure, water too far, lack of O&M, lack 
of money to improve WASH, poor 
community support or governance, lack of 
privacy and/or crowding. 

Women, people with 
disabilities, WASH 
Committees 

Project team to develop a portfolio of WASH HH 
infrastructure designs that are inclusive, affordable 
and easy to maintain. Inclusive design approaches 
(human centered design) and design considerations 
are already published in WASH sector (see CBM and 
WaterAid for examples). 

52% of women (not age specific) stated 
that they “still have questions of worries 
about menstruation.” Women under 20 
mentioned puberty. Women 20-35 

Women and girls 
between age 
approx. 15 to 50 

Project team to work with or subcontract partner 
organization experienced in conducting MHM 
awareness programs in communities and schools. 
This could include; direct activities to reduce stigma, 

                                                   

4 https://livelearn.org/what/resources/gud-disisons-gud-lidasip-community-facilitation-guide 
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discussed menstruation and childbirth. 
Women 35-50 expressed confidence in 
MHM due to experience. Women and men 
have similar levels of knowledge about 
different aspects of MHM. Both (W: 75% 
M:63%) have incorrect perceptions on the 
danger of menstrual blood. Approximately 
50% of men consider menstruation as a 
kind of disease. 48% of women learned 
about menstruation from their mothers, 
45% from aunties or other family members, 
26% from friends (multiple responses 
allowed). Several women responded that 
no-one told them about it. 53% only 
learned about it when they got their first 
period. Most men learn about 
menstruation from their wife/girlfriend 
(56%), their friends (19%) and/or a health 
worker (19%). 

deconstruction of entrenched myths, and  
strengthening correct knowledge, attitudes and 
practices (KAP) of women to mentor or make correct 
information more available to younger girls, establish 
appropriate and effective ways to inform men and 
boys about MHM and reduce associated stigma and  
conduct an appropriate campaign to inform girls 
about menstruation before they get their first period. 

Project staff (male and female) to also be confident 
in their knowledge about MHM and able to 
communicate accurate knowledge in an 
appropriate way with both males and females as 
needed during project activities. Schools are also 
clearly an under-utilised opportunity to share correct 
information about reproductive health including 
MHM. 

28% of women said they should stay home 
from work, and 28% mentioned they 
should not go into the taro/yam gardens.  
Some 58% of men felt there were no 
restrictions on women during menstruation. 
26% of men mentioned “Other” restrictions 
– the most common was not going into the 
taro/yam gardens. 18% of women felt that 
can and should do anything they want 
during menstruation, while other women 
preferred not to do heavy housework 
(28%), garden (19%), or play sport or walk 
long distances (10%). 

Women and Men As above.  

At least some of the time women reported 
dealing with used sanitary material by: 
34% wash and reuse; 36% throw in bushes; 
23% throw in the sea, river or water; 34% 
bury or burn. Four women reported 
washing material before disposing. 

Women, WASH 
Committees 

Project team to work with or subcontract partner 
organization experienced in conducting MHM 
awareness programs in communities and specifically 
work with WASH Committees and women’s 
representatives to establish hygienic and safe system 
for dealing with used sanitary material.  Promotion of 
reusable and ‘home-sewn’ sanitary pads to reduce 
waste and improve hygienic MHM.   

Just over half of the women surveyed 
preferred commercial pads to re-usable 
materials.  48% of women had brought 
disposable sanitary pads in the past 6 
months. Of those who did not buy them 
45% wanted to but couldn’t. 63% of 
women stated that they often don’t have 
enough money to purchase disposable 
sanitary pads. Of the 37 communities 
surveyed only Bubumala, Isunavara, 
Kokona, Kosika and Pengora did not sell 
disposable sanitary pads. Only 16.4% (22) 
women had seen reusable pads. Approx 
50% of women prefer commercial sanitary 
pads, and 50% prefer to use cut-up cloth, 
even if they have money to purchase 
commercial pads. 17% preferred to use 
reusable pads. Four women preferred a 
menstrual cup. Only 16% (22) women had 
used or seen reusable pads. 

Women Project to share data in baseline with organization 
subcontracted to do further market research into 
supply chain for sanitary pads. There appears to be a 
good potential market for reusable pads, especially 
with the women who prefer to use cut-up cloth. 
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SELECTION OF COMMUNITIES AND PARTICIPANTS FOR SURVEYS 

SELECTION OF COMMUNITIES 

• Confidence level of 95% and interval of ±10%. This gave a sample size of 37 out of 60 villages.   

• The 37 villages are selected randomly and then the list was manipulated to ensure a sample size 
that reflects the demographics of overall target villages.  That is, coastal vs inland, access to 
roads, access to town, cultures/kastom, history of logging/other programs etc.  

SELECTION OF INTERVIEWEES – PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES AND HOUSEHOLDS 

Confidence level of 95% and interval of ±10%. This gave a sample size of ~95.  Given the logistics of 
getting to 37 villages was the time-consuming component we aimed to reach as many people as 
possible. A minimum of 16 Surveys were conducted in each community: 

8 Household Surveys (4 women and 4 men) 

4 Surveys with People with Disabilities (2 women and 2 men, if possible) 

2 WASH Decision-making and Menstrual Hygiene Management Women Surveys 

2 WASH Decision-making and Menstrual Hygiene Management Men Surveys 

To ensure that the interviewees are not pre-selected households were selected by starting at church 
or central point in community and going to one house in N,S,E,W directions and the 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 
4th house in those respective directions.   

The rationale for using lower statistical reliability was use of information and logistics. The data 
collected is being used to: 

• Test the program logic and inform approaches 

• Provide a statistical starting point from which to assess project progress and achievement.  The 
mid-term and endline may use more statistically significant data collection if this is deemed 
appropriate/necessary and more feasible at that point in the project.  

The program had not yet established community relationships, travel and accommodation logistics, 
etc. so if a larger sample size was used the data collection became much more ambitious and risky.  

RESPONDENT OVERVIEW 

 Respondents Over 50 35 - 50 20 - 35 Below 20 

People with 
Disabilities 

104 Individual Interviews - 
59% Male and 41% 
Female. 

M: 56% 
F: 70% 

M: 20% 
F: 18% 

M: 14% 
F: 2% 

M: 10% 
F: 10% 

Household Survey 236 individual Interviews - 
60% (142) Male and 40% 
(94) Female. 

M: 22% 
F: 16% 

M: 49% 
F: 38% 

M: 25% 
F: 40% 

M: 4% 
F: 6% 

MHM Survey – 
Women 

134 women interviewed 1.5% (2) 25% (33) 58% (77) 15.5% (20) 

MHM Survey – Men 73 men were interviewed 8.2% (5) 32.9% (24) 53.4% (38) 5.5% (4) 
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WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY SEEING 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 36.1% 42.6% 13.1% 8.2% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 30.2% 39.5% 20.9% 9.3% 

WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY HEARING 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 50.8% 37.7% 11.5% 0% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 41.9%% 27.9% 25.6% 4.7%% 

WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY WALKING 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 23% 27.9% 37.7% 11.5% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 14% 32.6% 51.2% 2.3% 

WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY REMEMBERING/CONCENTRATING 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 47.5% 37.7% 14.8% 0% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 27.9% 44.2% 25.6% 2.3% 

WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY WITH SELF CARE 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 36.1% 31.1% 31.1% 1.6% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 34.9% 39.5% 18.6% 7% 

WASHINGTON GROUP QUESTIONS – DIFFICULTY COMMUNICATING 
 Respondents None Some 

difficulty 
A lot of 
difficulty 

Can’t do 
at all 

PWD Male 61 Male Interviews 42.6% 39.3% 16.4% 1.6% 

PWD Female 43 Female Interviews 37.2% 48.8% 9.3% 4.7% 
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BASELINE FINDINGS 
END OF PROJECT OUTCOME 3: AGENCY AND VOICE OF WOMEN AND 
MARGINALISED PEOPLE IS IMPROVED IN 60 COMMUNITIES. 

# OR % OF MARGINALISED GROUPS REPORTING IMPROVEMENTS IN DIGNITY, 
SECURITY AND CONVENIENCE OF THEIR WASH FACILITIES 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 

How well do the WASH facilities in your home meet your needs? 

These figures are the combined responses from males and females living with a disability.  

26% said very difficult 

30.8% said sometimes hard 

43.3% said easy 

Have you been asked about changes you would like to your home WASH facilities? 

NO – 83.7% 

YES – 16.3% 

In the past 2 years has your family improved WASH facilities at home for you? 

NO – 89.4% 

YES – 10.6% 

There are small differences when analysed by sex: 

o WASH facilities not meeting needs: M: 57.4% F:62.8% 
o Family making changes to WASH facilities to make them easier to access: M:8.2% F:14% This may 

be because a greater number of female respondents (70% compared to 56%) are over the age 
of 50 

Current WASH Facilities - DISLIKES 

Some 117 responses given to 
the question:  
What do you dislike about the 
WASH facilities in your 
household? 

Pigs pollute 
water 

Bad O&M 
and/or poor 
design 

Water too 
far 

No WASH 
facilities 

6 40 17 54 

5% 34% 15% 46% 

Just under half of the respondents (46%) did not have WASH facilities. Of the approximate half of 
those surveyed who had WASH facilities, 34% listed extensive problems with design and operations 
and maintenance. The full list of design problems has been shared with project staff to inform the 
Water Safety Planning and CLTS activities. 
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RESPONSES FROM WOMEN IN HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 
 
How well do the WASH facilities in your home meet 
your needs? 

 

 
Have you been asked about changes you would 
like to your home WASH facilities? 

 
 
In the past 2 years has your family improved WASH 
facilities at home for you? 

 

December 2018: Access to WASH facilities at home 

 Easy access to 
Safe Toilet 

Easy access to 
drinking water 

Easy access to 
HWF with soap 

Easy access to 
bathing facility 

PWD Men (61) 8.6% 47.5% 37.7% 23% 
PWD Women (43) 9.3% 37.2% 34.9% 20.9% 
Men (142) 15.5% 46.5% 35.9% 24.6% 
Women (94) 12% 38% 37% 19% 

Only 38% of women respondents find it 
easy to access drinking water 

Only 37% of women respondents can 
easily access a hand-washing facility with 
soap at home 

Only 12% of women respondents can 
easily access a safe toilet at home 

Only 19% of women respondents can 
easily access a bathing facility at home 

The table below compares results 
between four groups – and shows that 
men report slightly higher ease of access 
than women and people with disabilities 
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Current WASH Facilities - LIKES 

Men & 
Women:  
What do you 
like about the 
WASH 
facilities in 
your 
household? 

Water close 
to house 

Safe, reliable 
drinking 
water 

Water 
Storage 
easier 

Affordable Private 
and safe 
toilet close 
to house 

Water for 
cooking, 
laundry, 
bathing 

47 31 12 2 19 27 

34% 22% 9% 1% 14% 20% 

Current Barriers & Challenges to improved WASH 

Women & 
Men:  
What 
barriers or 
challenges 
do you still 
face 
accessing 
and using 
WASH 
facilities at 
home?  

Poor 
water 
pressure 
or not 
enough 
water 

No 
toilets 

Water 
too 
far 

Lack of 
Money 

Lack of 
skills 

O&M 
needed, 
or 
vandals 

Poor 
community 
support or 
governance 

No 
privacy, 
crowded 
or poor 
design 

Lack of 
materials 

No 
water 
supply or 
dirty 
supply 

12 48 19 90 21 24 46 31 19 24 

3% 13% 5% 24% 6% 6% 12% 8% 5% 6% 

A small number of respondents also mentioned poor hygiene practice, low capacity of water tanks 
and pollution or damage to water systems by animals. 

# OF WOMEN SUPPORTED TO TAKE ON WASH LEADERSHIP ROLES AT THE 
COMMUNITY, PROVINCIAL AND/OR NATIONAL LEVEL (DISAGGREGATED BY 
DISABILITY) 

December 2018 – This question will be answered retrospectively during midline and endline  

# OR % OF NON-MARGINALISED PEOPLE IN TARGET COMMUNITIES REPORTING 
CHANGES IN ATTITUDES, BELIEF AND BEHAVIOURS TOWARDS MARGINALISED 
GROUPS 

December 2018 – Attitudes towards participation of people from marginalized groups in decision-
making at different levels differs between men and women, with men appearing to be more 
supportive. For the first three categories of participation over 50% of men responded “Yes, Always.” 
A qualified answer (“depends on the situation”) was more likely to be given by women. There is a 
stronger difference in the final category – people from marginalized groups being able to help 
others – with about 20% of men and women responding “No.” Over 50% responded “Sometimes, 
depending on the situation” so it will be important in project implementation to probe more deeply 
into what the “approved” situations are and how these relate to WASH decision-making.  

There is an interesting discrepancy between what people say (ie. “Marginalized should be 
included”) and what seems to be actually happening (ie. 89% of people with disability have not 
been consulted about changes they need for their WASH facilities.).  There’s a clear difference 
between mindset and practice. This creates an opportunity for the project to help people realise this 
and embed improved practice. 
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Participation of people from marginalized groups in 
decision-making at different levels 

Yes, always Sometimes, 
depends on 
situation 

No 

Do you think people from a marginalized group can and 
should participate in decision-making that affects them? 

Men: 57% 
Women: 42% 

Men: 39.4% 
Women: 50% 

Men: 3.5% 
Women: 7.4% 

Do you think people from a marginalised group can and 
should participate in decision making which affects their 
family? 

Men: 54% 
Women: 42.6% 

Men: 41% 
Women: 50% 

Men: 3.5% 
Women: 7.4% 

Do you think people from a marginalised group can and 
should participate in village meeting and activities? 

Men: 52.1% 
Women: 42.6% 

Men: 40.1% 
Women: 48.9% 

Men: 7.7% 
Women: 8.5% 

Do you think people from a marginalised group can and 
should help other people (e.g. friends, family members, 
neighbours)? 

Men: 22.5% 
Women: 18.1% 

Men: 54.9% 
Women: 57.4% 

Men: 22.5% 
Women: 
18.1% 

December 2018 – in the past four years have you noticed any changes in the way that people with 
disability participate in activities about WASH in this village? 

Of the 236 responses, 21% (50) answered YES to this question. Changes mentioned covered the 
following changes: 

o People with disabilities are attending meetings and activities, some sharing thoughts during meetings, some not 
participating in discussions 

o Sharing their stories and ideas to a representative to raise it up during a meeting 
o Youth program affiliated with church 
o Their families changed because of their participation to workshops and meetings about WASH 
o They are free people compared to household heads, they can be very busy being jealouse about each other 
o Women are participating 
o They help in fixing pipes, or help digging dry pit toilet, or construction and installation of rainwater tanks 
o Several projects in communities have provided WASH facilities to people with disabilities they didn’t have before 
o Because they are landowners they can manipulate decisions made concerning WASH, such as location of tap 

stands 
o Disabled people can be lazy now 

What has influenced these changes? 45 responses, influences mentioned covered the following: 

o They want to be part of the work 
o They have the right to attend such meetings 
o They want to participate 
o Youth leadership with church influence 
o World now considers opinions of people with disabilities and their ideas 
o They see the importance of water, these issues concern everyone therefore they do should  
o Community programs with other NGOs like World Vision 
o I don’t know 
o They take advantage of their disability 
o Strong community support, including chiefs 
o Leaders in community think it is time to stop open defecation system which causes a lot of diseases after CLTS 

triggering 
o Working together as a community, benefit when all community members are involved 
o SIDT influences these changes 
o Community encourages them to attend and be part of decision-making process 
o Increase of people with disabilities in our community 
o Provincial government (G Province) influences these changes 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT DO WOMEN AND MARGINALISED PEOPLE IN COMMUNITIES 
HAVE KNOWLEDGE, CONFIDENCE AND OPPORTUNITY TO INFLUENCE WASH 
DECISIONS? 
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BASELINE – KNOWLEDGE 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 
 
How much of a problem do you think there is in 
your community with discrimination? 
 

 

 
Do you think people from a marginalised group 
can and should help other people? 

 

 
How do you feel that your community meets the 
needs of people with disabilities? 

 

 
How well informed do you feel about human 
rights? 
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RESPONSES FROM WOMEN 
 
December 2018 - Do you feel your opinions are valuable and you can contribute to village 
discussions? 
 

Women – Do you feel your opinions are valuable and you can 
contribute to village discussions? 

 

BASELINE - CONFIDENCE 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 
PWD: What makes 
you feel not 
confident in 
participating in 
meetings and 
activities in the 
village? 

Age (too 
old) 

Poor 
Access 
and/or 
time 

Not invited, 
no info 
shared 

Lack 
confidence 

Disability 
seen as 
barrier 

Other 

17 8 10 16 25 12 
19% 9% 11% 18% 28% 14% 

“We special needs people always stay out and are not involved in any form of community meetings that concerns the 
development of our environment” 

“I was left out because of my age. They believe I will not contribute to any community events that concerns our community.” 

“My condition has made me less confident to make bigger decisions within the community.” 

“I feel like I am not eligible to participate in any meeting or activities in the village.” 

PWD: What makes you feel 
confident in participating in 
meetings and activities in the 
village? 

Values and/or 
Attitude 

Status in community Interest / skills 

9 10 5 
38% 42% 21% 

“I just do what I know is right and important.” “Because I want to keep myself updated with what is going on in the village.” 

“I am still respected in the village and able to attend meetings.” 
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Responses concerning levels of influence on household WASH decisions were similar to the above 
information – with a higher proportion of responses focusing on old age or infirmity from disabilities. 

In the past 2 years do you think your level of 
influence on household WASH decisions has 
increased, decreased or stayed the same? 

 

In the past 2 years do you think your confidence in 
participating in village meetings increased, 
decreased or stayed the same? 

 

 

RESPONSES FROM WOMEN 
 
December 2018 – Themes of reasons given for being confident or not in participating in community 
decisions about WASH 
 

WOMEN: What 
makes you feel 
confident to 
participate in 
meetings about 
WASH? 

Other women 
leaders and 
NGOs 

Good 
community 
participation 

Want to improve 
community 

Responsible 
and/or status and 
respect 

Knowledge & 
Experience 

5 8 8 12 10 
12% 19% 19% 28% 23% 
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BASELINE - OPPORTUNITY 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 
Do you always feel that your opinions are valued 
and you contribute to decisions in the home? 

 

Do you participate in any meetings or acctivities 
about water, sanitation or hygiene in your village? 

 

Chose the statement that best describes how you 
participate in WASH decision-making in your home 

 

Chose the statement that best describes how you 
participate in decision-making in your community 

HOME: 41% don’t participate, with 17% of these just listening. Just under 40% felt that they can share 
ideas with family members who will listen. About 19% influence decisions, or make decisions with their 
family. 
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Community: A higher percentage don’t participate at community level – 37.5% Of those who attend 
just under 10% feel they are allowed to join, and 32% just watch and listen. Only 13.5 speak up to 
share ideas.3.8% help organize/facilitate community meetings. 

RESPONSES FROM WOMEN 
 
December 2018 – at the time of the baseline data collection there were very few WASH 
Committees, and none were sufficiently active. So neither women or men had the opportunity to 
participate in community WASH decision-making. 
 
Regarding general participation in community decision-making, more than half of the women 
surveyed expressed a belief that women were not allowed to participate, and men culturally should 
make all the decisions in the community.  
 

WOMEN: 
makes you 
feel not 
confident to 
participate 
in meetings 
about 
WASH? 

Conflict in 
community 
or family 

New to 
community, 
too young 

Shame, belief 
women can't 
participate, men 
must make all 
decisions 

No previous 
participation 

Isolation - 
only 
contact 
with family 
and 
church 

Don't trust 
leaders, 
people  
not 
motivated 

Land 
issues, 
lack of 
knowledge 
& skills 

4 3 30 8 2 6 4 
7% 5% 53% 14% 4% 11% 7% 
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INCREMENTAL OUTCOME 3.1 –WASH ROLES AND DECISION-MAKING ARE MORE 
INCLUSIVE AND SHARED MORE EQUALLY IN HOUSEHOLDS AND COMMUNITIES 

# OF WOMEN WHO EXPRESS THAT THEIR ENGAGEMENT IS INFLUENTIAL AND 
RESPECTED IN HOUSEHOLD DECISION-MAKING RELATED TO WASH 
 
December 2018 – 142 male responses and 94 female responses in the household survey. Almost 
three quarters of men and women interviewed felt they can take care of themselves as much as 
they would like, with women just under the men in answering “Always.” Significantly more men than 
women feel that their opinions and contributions to household discussions are always valued, but 
95% of women felt that their opinions are valuable sometimes or always. 
 

Personal influence in household decision-making Yes, always Sometimes,  No 
Do you feel that you are able to take care of yourself as 
much as you would like? 

Men: 74.6% 
Women: 68.1% 

Men: 23.9% 
Women: 29.8% 

Men: 1.4% 
Women: 2.1% 

Do you feel that your opinions are valuable and that you 
can contribute to household discussions? 

Men: 69% 
Women: 48.9% (45) 

Men: 28.2% 
Women: 45.7% (42) 

Men: 2.8% 
Women: 5.3% (4) 

 
Participation Ladder: Point to or speak the statement that best describes how you participate in 
decision-making in your household? 
 
Male Participation in Household Decisions 

 

 
Female Participation in Household Decisions 

 

 
 
The male and female results are not drastically different. Slightly more men (5.6%) than women (4.3%) said they don’t 
participate in household decision-making. More men (27.5%) than women (14.9%) said they make the decisions with their 
families, but more women(44.7%) said they share ideas with their families. 
 

% INCREASE IN WOMEN’S ENGAGEMENT IN HOUSEHOLD DECISION-MAKING 
RELATED TO WASH 
 
December 2018 – Over 80% of men and women said that they always participate in decision-making about WASH at 
household level, with a slightly higher percentage of women’s engagement than men. 
 

Engagement  in household WASH decision-making Yes, always Sometimes,  No 
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Do you participate in decision-making about WASH in your 
household? 

Men: 81.7% 
Women: 84% 

NA Men: 18.3% 
Women:16% 

 
Personal influence in household decision-making Increased Decreased  Stayed Same 
In the past two years has your level of influence on household 
decisions about WASH changed? 

Men: 39.4% 
Women: 31.9% 

Men: 7% 
Women: 10% 

Men: 53.5% 
Women: 57.4% 

 
 

# OF WOMEN WHO EXPRESS THAT THEIR ENGAGEMENT IS INFLUENTIAL AND 
RESPECTED IN COMMUNITY DECISION-MAKING RELATED TO WASH 
 
 
December 2018 Participation Ladder: Point to or speak the statement that best describes how you 
participate in decision-making in your community? 
 
Male Participation in Community Decisions 

 

 
Female Participation in Community Decisions 

 

13% of men help organise and facilitate, compared to 5.3% of women. Women’s responses are 
divided fairly evenly between “I speak up and share my ideas,” “I listen and/or watch only,’ and “I 
join in and participate. Only a small amount of men and women felt that were not invited or were 
too busy to attend.  
 
December 2018 – 142 male responses and 94 female responses. Approximately half of all men and 
women interviewed feel their confidence to participate has remained the same for the past two 
years. Significantly more men than women feel that over the past two years their level of confidence 
in participating in village meetings and activities has increased. More women than men said their 
confidence has decreased. 
 

Confidence to participate in community decision-making Increased Decreased  Stayed Same 
In the past 2 years has your level of confidence in 
participating in meetings and activities in the village 
changed? 

Men: 40.1% 
Women: 26.6% (25) 

Men: 10.6% 
Women: 17% (15) 

Men: 49.3% 
Women: 56.4% (53) 
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December 2018 – Themes of reasons given for being confident or not in participating in community 
decisions about WASH 
 

WOMEN: What 
makes you feel 
confident to 
participate in 
meetings about 
WASH? 

Other women 
leaders and 
NGOs 

Good 
community 
participation 

Want to improve 
community 

Responsible 
and/or status and 
respect 

Knowledge & 
Experience 

5 8 8 12 10 
12% 19% 19% 28% 23% 

 
A key theme for confidence by women is their feelings of responsibility to the community, existing 
feeling of respect, and building on knowledge and experience gained through prior participation.  
 
Interesting quotes from female respondents:  
 

o “I want change in my village. I am not frightened to share what is wrong and the truth about my village.” 
o “Being part of the community discussion and decision making i have gained confidence.” 
o “Because I have the right to speak in whatever meeting is held in my community since I am part of the community.” 

 
WOMEN: 
makes you 
feel not 
confident to 
participate 
in meetings 
about 
WASH? 

Conflict in 
community 
or family 

New to 
community, 
too young 

Shame, belief 
women can't 
participate, men 
must make all 
decisions 

No previous 
participation 

Isolation - 
only 
contact 
with family 
and 
church 

Don't trust 
leaders, 
people  
not 
motivated 

Land 
issues, 
lack of 
knowledge 
& skills 

4 3 30 8 2 6 4 
7% 5% 53% 14% 4% 11% 7% 

 
A variety of themes emerged from the reasons given by women for not feeling confident, but more 
than half expressed a belief that women were not allowed to participate, and men culturally should 
make all the decisions in the community. This is consistent with the approximately 50% of respondents 
(male and female) who felt that their communities did “just the right amount” to meet the needs of 
women.  
 
Interesting quotes from female respondents:  
 

o “I was not given the opportunity to share my ideas in the wider community, only men are allowed to attend and talk 
more in meetings in our community.” 

o “I do not feel confident as other women because we mothers always allow to join at times and watch only in any 
community program these also includes the recent water maintenance by the provincial authority.” 

o “People or chiefs in the village don't allow women to make decisions  due to customs that men  are the head of 
everything.” 

 
MEN: What 
makes you feel 
confident to 
participate in 
meetings about 
WASH? 
  

Have support of 
NGOs 

Community 
Organisation 

Personal 
commitment 
and/or status 

Acess to 
infrastructure and 
materials 

Good 
knowledge 
and skills 

4 13 53 5 5 
5% 16% 66% 6% 6% 

 
MEN: What 
makes you feel 
not confident to 
participate in 
meetings about 
WASH? 

Lack of skills 
and 
knowledge, 
materials 

Waiting for 
others to help 
or do it 

Poor 
community 
participation 

Poor 
leadership 

Too old, too sick, 
busy, ashamed, 
young, etc 

Other 

9 3 18 13 19 9 
13% 4% 25% 18% 27% 13% 
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Interesting quote from a male respondent: “I am confident in my home but not in the community decision making. We have 
chiefs and leaders to do that for us.” 

% INCREASE IN WOMEN’S ENGAGEMENT IN COMMUNITY DECISION-MAKING 
RELATED TO WASH 
 
December 2018 – 142 male responses and 94 female responses. Almost 75% of men participate in 
community WASH meetings. Only 60% of women participate. This question relates to actual 
participation in WASH meetings, which is different to the self-assessment on type of participation in 
general community decision-making using the Participation Ladder exercise. 
 

Personal influence in community decision-making Yes No 
Do you participate in any meetings or activities about 
WASH in your village? 

Men: 74.6% 
Women: 60.6% 

Men: 25.4% 
Women: 39.4% 

 
 

MEN: What are the main reasons you 
can find it hard to attend meetings or 
activities about WASH? 
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WOMEN: What are the main reasons 
you can find it hard to attend meetings 
or activities about WASH? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The above two bar charts showing that, with exception of “people being busy” the most prominent 
reason for women relates to “confidence” which is not same for men.  This demonstrates the 
importance of building women’s confidence to strengthen participation.  

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT IS HOUSEHOLD AND COMMUNITY DECISION-MAKING 
RELATED TO WASH MORE EQUALLY SHARED? 
 
December 2018 – Over 80% of men and women said that they always participate in decision-
making about WASH at household level, with a slightly higher percentage of women’s engagement 
than men. 
 

Engagement  in household WASH decision-making Yes, always Sometimes,  No 
Do you participate in decision-making about WASH 
in your household? 

Men: 81.7% 
Women: 84% 

NA Men: 18.3% 
Women:16% 

 
Personal influence in household decision-making Increased Decreased  Stayed 

Same 
In the past two years has your level of influence on 
household decisions about WASH changed? 

Men: 39.4% 
Women: 
31.9% 

Men: 7% 
Women: 
10% 

Men: 53.5% 
Women: 
57.4% 

SHORT-TERM OUTCOME 3.1 – MEN AND WOMEN ARE UPHOLDING HUMAN RIGHTS 
AND INCLUSION 

# OF PEOPLE WHO FEEL ‘MARGINALISED’ COMMUNITY MEMBERS CONTRIBUTE TO 
A STRONGER COMMUNITY AND SHOULD BE INVOLVED IN COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES 
AND DECISION MAKING. 
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December 2018 – Attitudes towards participation of people from marginalized groups in decision-
making at different levels differs between men and women, with men appearing to be more 
supportive. A qualified answer (“depends on the situation”) was more likely to be given by women. 
There is a stronger difference in the final category – people from marginalized groups being able to 
help others – with about 20% of men and women responding “No.” Over 50% responded 
“Sometimes, depending on the situation” so it will be important in project implementation to probe 
more deeply into what the “approved” situations are and how these relate to WASH decision-
making.  

Participation of people from marginalized groups in 
decision-making at different levels 

Yes, always Sometimes, 
depends on 
situation 

No 

Do you think people from a marginalised group can and 
should participate in village meeting and activities? 

Men: 52.1% 
Women: 42.6% 

Men: 40.1% 
Women: 48.9% 

Men: 7.7% 
Women: 8.5% 

Do you think people from a marginalised group can and 
should help other people (e.g. friends, family members, 
neighbours)? 

Men: 22.5% 
Women: 18.1% 

Men: 54.9% 
Women: 57.4% 

Men: 22.5% 
Women: 
18.1% 

 

# OF WOMEN, MEN, BOYS AND GIRLS REPORTING CHANGES IN ATTITUDE AND 
BEHAVIOUR AS A RESULT OF INCREASED KNOWLEDGE OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND 
MARGINALISATION AND EXCLUSION 
 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 

As at December 2018 responses from people with a disability showed that: 

o 35% (36) felt that discrimination was a major problem in their community 
o 55% (57) sometimes or often experience discrimination or unfair treatment due to their 

disability 
o 70% (72) feel that their community does not do enough to support people with disabilities 
o 70% (72) feel that their community does not do enough to support single mothers 
o 68% (70) feel that their community does not do enough to support widows 
o 57% (59) feel that their community does not do enough to support women 

The top three reasons given by PWD for discrimination in the community are: 

1. Other (60 responses) 
2. General Ignorance of people/attitude towards others (43 responses) 
3. Disability (32 responses) 

Family status, marital status and pregnancy are the next most common reasons, but they were not 
mentioned in significant numbers. Religion was not identified as a major cause of discrimination in 
the community. Neither was sex (being male or female). 

There were 60 responses of “Other.” The majority of “Other” responses refer to alcohol and drug use. 
Some 40% (24) respondents said that alcohol and drug use caused discrimination, which may mean 
that when people are drunk or using marijuana they are more likely to harass people with disabilities 
or marginalised people. Most of these responses are not specifically about types of prejudice that 
cause discrimination, but give interesting information into causes of conflict in the community. 

The other significant area for discrimination relates to other types of power abuse over others. This is 
a label applied to responses such as: 

“When leaders mis-used community funds” 
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“Lack of cultural respect” 

“Family members argue against themselves” 

“Jealousy, jokes, calling people names” 

Alcohol and Drugs Land issues No problem Don't know Other power abuse 
over others 

24 8 5 5 18 

40% 13% 8% 8% 30% 

 More women than men report experiencing discrimination. Men feel more confident than women 
that they should participate in village meetings, but still only one third of men interviewed. 
Household decision-making concerning themselves is about equal.  

 Have you experienced 
discrimination or been 
treated unfairly by others 
because of your disability? 

Do you think you should 
participate in village 
meetings and activities? 

Do you think you should 
participate in decision-
making which affects 
you? 

Do you always feel 
that your opinions are 
valuable and that you 
can contribute to 
village discussions? 

Men Often – 20% 
Sometimes – 33% 

Always – 33% Always – 41% Always – 41% 

Women Often – 18% 
Sometimes – 40% 

Always – 18% Always – 44% Always – 39.5% 

RESPONSES FROM WOMEN 

o 37% (34) of women felt that discrimination was a major problem in their community 
o 45% (42) of women said they have never experienced any form of discrimination or 

harassment (compared to 38% of men who have never experienced any discrimination or 
harassment) 

When compared, a similar proportion of women and men agree on their communities needing to 
do more to support vulnerable groups, with more women tending to feel that insufficient support is 
available. 

 Does not do enough 
to support PWD 

Does not do enough to 
support single 

mothers 

Does not do enough to 
support widows 

Does not do enough to 
meet needs of women 

PWD M-59% F-70% M-67% F-74% M-63% F-74% M-57% F-58% 

HH Survey M-52% F-56% M-63% F-72% M-58% F-63% M-45% F-47% 

Of those who have experienced discrimination, the top three reasons given by women are: 

1. Other (28 responses) 
2. Family status (17 responses) 
3. Marital status (12 responses) 

Men who have experienced discrimination gave the following: 

1. Other (61 responses) 
2. Family status (24 responses) 
3. Political beliefs (10 responses) 
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Religion was not identified as a major cause of discrimination in the community. Neither was sex 
(being male or female). 

When investigating the “Other” causes of harassment or discrimination there were significant 
differences between men and women. Men mentioned family issues, alcohol and drugs, land issues, 
jealousy and some specific problems. Women primarily mentioned gossip and/or interpersonal issues 
and jealousy. Alcohol abuse was insignificant. 

MEN:  

In the past 5 years have 
you experienced 
discrimination or been 
treated unfairly by others 
because of…. (Other 
(please specify)  

Alcohol & 
Drugs 

Land 
Issues 

Logging Jealousy Leadership 
disputes 

Family 
issues 

Sorcery Other 

10 10 4 9 6 11 2 9 

16% 16% 7% 15% 10% 18% 3% 15% 

WOMEN:  

In the past 5 years have 
you experienced 
discrimination or been 
treated unfairly by others 
because of…. (Other 
(please specify) 

 

Alcohol & 
Drugs 

Land 
Issues 

Physical 
abuse 

Jealousy Leadership 
disputes 

Family 
issues 

Gossip or 
inter-

personal 
issues 

Other 

1 4 2 9 1 4 7 3 

3% 13% 6% 29% 3% 13% 23% 10% 

 

RESPONSES FROM BOYS & GIRLS 
 
December 2018: Student KAP surveys completed in 10 schools with 285 responses: Boys 47.7% (136) 
Girls 52.3% (149).  
 

 We don’t do enough Just the right amount We do too much 

How do you feel that your school meets the needs of people with 
disabilities? 

Boys: 69.9% 
Girls: 65.8% 

Boys: 16.9% 
Girls: 21.5% 

Boys: 13.2% 
Girls: 12.8% 

How do you feel that your school meets the needs of women and 
girls? 

Boys: 60.3% 
Girls: 55% 

Boys: 27.2% 
Girls: 30.9% 

Boys: 12.5% 
Girls: 14.1% 

 
A higher percentage of boys felt that their school doesn’t do enough to meet the needs of people 
with disabilities, or the needs of women and girls. 
 

 A major problem Sometimes a problem Not a problem 

In your community how much to do you see people being harassed 
or discriminated against? Is this… 

Boys: 40.4% 

Girls: 37.6% 

Boys: 48.5% 

Girls: 51.7% 

Boys: 11% 

Girls: 10.7% 

 
 A lot A little bit Nothing/Other 

What do you know about children’s rights? Boys: 2.2% 

Girls: 0% 

Boys: 26.5% 

Girls: 22.1% 

Boys: 71.3% 

Girls: 77.8% 

 
Combined responses of boys and girls showed that just over half (537%) said they remember a lesson 
about child rights, but more than 70% felt they knew nothing about child rights. 
 

 Yes No Don’t know 

Is everyone in your school treated equally? Boys: 57.4% 

Girls: 53.7% 

Boys: 36% 

Girls: 39.6% 

Boys: 6.6% 

Girls: 6.7% 
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Do you think girls should get the same opportunities as boys? Boys: 51.5% 

Girls: 65.1% 

Boys: 43.4% 

Girls: 30.9% 

Boys: 5.1% 

Girls: 4% 

Do you think young people should be consulted in important 
decisions 

Boys: 67.6% 

Girls: 61.7% 

Boys: 27.9% 

Girls: 30.9% 

Boys: 4.4% 

Girls: 7.4% 

 
School children responses concerning equality for girls reflect the adult responses, with a possibility 
that children raised with parents who support greater equality in decision making may consider this 
normative. More targeted GSI activities need to be conducted in schools to expand thinking on 
roles and responsibilities and normalise inclusive decision-making – such as identifying the student 
champions for equality in the schools and enabling them to influence other students through WASH 
Club activities 
 

# OF PEOPLE CONSIDERED 'MARGINALISED' WHO REPORT INCREASED 
CONFIDENCE TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMUNITY WASH ACTIVITIES  

For this KPI data was drawn from people with disabilities and household interviews with women. 
Specific data is not available from single mothers and widows (who were identified in all surveys as 
the most marginalised groups in the community. 26 women from 94 said they always feel their 
opinions are valuable and they can contribute to community discussions. 10 men with disabilities 
said they always feel their opinions are valuable and they can contribute to community discussions. 
5 women with disabilities said they always feel their opinions are valuable and they can contribute 
to community discussions. 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH A DISABILITY 
 
December 2018 – Have you noticed changes in the way that people with disabilities participate in 
activities about WASH in your village? 
 
104 responses: 
Men:   Yes 19.7% (12) No 80.3% 
Women:  Yes 11.6% (4) No 88.4% 
 
Of the 16 who said yes, responses included: 
 

o They participate in meetings and share their ideas 
o They are more respected now 
o They participate in digging pits for latrines 
o They help raise money for themselves 
o New WASH facilities also helping people with disabilities 

 
These changes have been influenced by: 

o Activities of the churches 
o Community working together with NGOs like Red Cross 
o Logging companies are connecting water to homes of people with disabilities 
o Personal commitments to improving the community and working with others 
o Have some skills and knowledge to share 
o Choosing to participate and take an interest in the agendas of meetings 
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PWD Men – Do you feel your opinions are valuable and you 
can contribute to village discussions? 

 

PWD Women – Do you feel your opinions are valuable and you 
can contribute to village discussions? 

 

 

RESPONSES FROM WOMEN 
 
December 2018 – Do you feel you have the ability and opportunity to help other people? 
Some 41% of women feel they always have the ability and opportunity to help others (57% said 
“Sometimes”).  
 
December 2018 - Do you feel your opinions are valuable and you can contribute to village 
discussions? 
 
Some 28.7% of women interviewed feel their opinions are always valuable and they can contribute 
to village discussions.  Over half (57%) said “Sometimes.” Almost a quarter (23.4%) said “Never.”  
 
 
 
 
 

NUMBER OF PEOPLE CONSIDERED 'MARGINALISED' WHO CAN DEMONSTRATE THEIR 
CONFIDENCE TO PARTICIPATE IN COMMUNITY WASH ACTIVITIES 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH A DISABILITY  

The two graphs below show the responses of men and women separately to their participation in 
general community decision-making as at December 2018. The graphs demonstrate clear 
differences between the participation levels of men and women. Key things to note: 

o The same percentage of men and women with a disability (37%) don’t participate at all for 
various reasons.  

o No women with a disability help organize or facilitate, whereas 6.6% of men with a disability 
help organize or facilitate community meetings. 
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o 54% of women with a disability attend but don’t speak up, compared to 35% of men with a 
disability. 

o 22% of men with a disability join in and sometimes share ideas, whereas only 9% of women 
with a disability said they speak up and share ideas. 

 
PWD Male Participation in Community Decisions 

 

 
PWD Female Participation in Community Decisions 

 

At the household level WASH decision-making there is greater involvement by women with a 
disability, but men with disability are more engaged. Some 67% of men with a disability share ideas, 
feel their families listen, feel they have influence and can make decisions with their family. The figure 
for women with a disability is 46.6%. The difference is also large when looking at who is not 
participating at all – with 34% of men with a disability compared to 51% of women with a disability 
not participating at all in WASH decision-making at household level. 
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RESPONSES FROM WOMEN IN HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 

No WASH Committees in place 
when the baseline was 
conducted. The graph on the left 
shows responses from women 
concerning participation in 
community meetings:  

8.5% don’t participate  

36% attend, but don’t speak up 

50% join in, perhaps share ideas 

5% help organize or facilitate. 

To compare, the male 
respondents reported:  

12% do not participate at all 

22% attend, but don’t speak up 

53% join in perhaps share ideas.  

13% help to organize/facilitate 

 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT ARE MEN AND WOMEN PROMOTING AND UPHOLDING 
HUMAN RIGHTS AND INCLUSION? 

December 2018 – How well informed do you feel about human rights? 

Men and women feel significantly more informed about human rights than people with disabilities. 
Almost three quarters of women with disabilities do not feel informed about human rights at all.  

 Very Informed A little bit informed Not informed at all 
PWD Men (61) 4.9% 36.1% 59% 
PWD Women (43) 0% 27.9% 72.1% 
Men (142) 9.2% 70.4% 20.4% 
Women (94) 10.6% 64.9% 24.5% 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH A DISABILITY 

December 2018 – people with disability attitudes to meeting the needs of marginalized groups: 

 We don’t do 
enough 

We do just the 
right amount 

We do too 
much 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of people with disabilities? 

Men: 59% 
Women: 69.8% 

Men: 34.4% 
Women: 25.6% 

Men:6.6% 
Women: 4.7% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of single mothers? 

Men: 67.2% 
Women: 74.4% 

Men: 29.5% 
Women: 20.9% 

Men: 3.3% 
Women: 4.7% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of widows? 

Men: 63.9% 
Women: 74.4% 

Men: 34.4% 
Women: 20.9% 

Men: 1.6% 
Women: 4.7% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of women? 

Men: 57.4% 
Women: 58.1% 

Men: 37.7% 
Women: 34.9% 

Men: 4.9% 
Women: 7% 
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61 men answered; 43 women answered. 

The majority of respondents felt that their community did not do enough to meet the needs of the 
marginalized groups mentioned. Both men and women considered that single mothers and widows 
are almost equally the most marginalized, followed by people with disabilities, and then finally 
women in the community. More than half of all men and women interviewed felt that their 
communities don’t do enough to meet the needs of women. 

December 2018 – How well do you think people’s rights in your community are protected when 
discrimination or harassment happens? 

More than half of the men and women with disabilities surveyed felt that rights are not protected 
very well when discrimination or harassment happens. 

PWD Very well 
protected 

Sometimes 
protected 

Not protected 
at all 

I don’t know 

Men (61) 9.8% 47.5% 27.9% 14.8% 
Women (43) 14% 39.5% 32.6% 14% 

RESPONSES FROM HOUSEHOLD SURVEY 

December 2018 – community attitudes to meeting the needs of marginalized groups: 

 We don’t do 
enough 

We do just the 
right amount 

We do too 
much 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of people with disabilities? 

Men: 52.1% 
Women: 56.4% 

Men: 43% 
Women: 38.3% 

Men:4.9% 
Women: 5.3% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of single mothers? 

Men: 63.4% 
Women: 72.3% 

Men: 33.1% 
Women: 25.5% 

Men: 3.5% 
Women: 2.1% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of widows? 

Men: 57.7% 
Women: 62.8% 

Men: 38% 
Women: 34% 

Men: 4.2% 
Women: 3.2% 

How do you feel your community meets the 
needs of women? 

Men: 45.1% 
Women: 46.8% 

Men: 49.3% 
Women: 50% 

Men: 5.6% 
Women: 3.2% 

104 men answered; 94 women answered. 

For three of the four marginalised groups included in the survey (PWD, single mothers and widows) 
the majority of respondents felt that their community did not do enough to meet the needs of the 
marginalized groups mentioned. Both men and women considered that single mothers are the most 
marginalized, followed by widows, then people with disabilities, and then finally women in the 
community. Around half of all men and women interviewed felt that their communities do just the 
right amount to meet the needs of women. 
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INCREMENTAL OUTCOME 3.2 – MARGINALISED PEOPLE HAVE AGENCY AND VOICE 
IN COMMMUNITY FORUMS AND DECISION-MAKING FOR WASH 

% OF FEMALE AND DISABLED WASH COMMITTEE MEMBERS REPORTING AGENCY 
AND INFLUENCE WITHIN COMMUNITY FORUMS 

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

# AND % OF COMMUNITY WASH FORUM MEMBERS WHO BELIEVE THAT 
MARGINALISED PEOPLE SHOULD HAVE VOICE IN COMMUNITY WASH FORUMS 
DECISION MAKING 

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

KPQ: WHAT CHANGES IN ROLES AND DECISION-MAKING POWER DO WOMEN AND 
MARGINALIZED GROUPS HAVE IN COMMUNITY WASH FORUMS? 

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

 

SHORT-TERM OUTCOME 3.2 – 60 COMMUNITY WASH COMMITTEES ARE 
REPRESENTATIVE AND HAVE 40-60% WOMEN PARTICIPATION AND 100% OF 
COMMUNITIES HAVE WOMEN IN SOME LEADERSHIP POSITION 

NUMBER OF WOMEN INVOLVED IN WASH COMMITTEES OR UNITS WHO CONSIDER 
THEIR PARTICIPATION IS MEANINGFUL AND RESPECTED 

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

NUMBER OF WASH COMMITTEES OR UNITS THAT HAVE AT LEAST 40% WOMEN 
MEMBERS (DISAGGREGATED BY DISABILITY)  

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

NUMBER OF WASH COMMITTEES OR UNITS THAT HAVE WOMEN IN MANAGEMENT 
OR TECHNICAL ROLES (DISAGGREGATED BY DISABILITY)  

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

NUMBER OF WOMEN REPORTING IMPROVEMENTS IN THEIR PARTICIPATION AND 
LEADERSHIP 
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As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation of people with disabilities or include women’s leadership. 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT ARE WASH COMMITTEES REALIZING EQUAL REPRESENTATION 
AND WOMEN’S LEADERSHIP? 

As at December 2018 WASH Committees are not common in the 60 communities, and do not have 
equal representation or include women’s leadership. 
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INCREMENTAL OUTCOME 3.3 – WOMEN AND GIRLS HAVE AGENCY AND RESOURCES 
TO CONFIDENTLY AND COMFORTABLY MANAGE PERIODS AT HOME & IN SCHOOL 

# OF WOMEN AND GIRLS REPORTING IMPROVEMENTS IN THEIR ABILITY TO 
MANAGE MENSTRUAL HEALTH 
 
December 2018 
 
Of the 134 women interviewed: 

o 50 (37%) said they have a lot of useful knowledge and experience in managing menstruation 
o 34 (25%) said they didn’t have a lot of useful knowledge and experience in managing 

menstruation 
 
Days of work missed per month during menstruation 
62% (83) reported missing no days of work or school. 37% (49) of women reported missing one or 
more days of work or school per month because of their period, and of those 88% (43) miss between 
one and three days. 
 
Of the 285 school students interviewed (10 separate school BNA surveys) at the time of the baseline, 
61 were girls who had to manage menstruation at school. Of these students 17.4% avoided school 
during menstruation and 7.4% said they tried not to use the toilets at school. 
 
Pain management  
74% (99) of women experienced some pain during their menstruation and 14% (18) experienced a 
lot of pain. 124 women responded to a question on pain management – with 83 not doing anything 
for the pain, 45 just resting, 23 taking paracetamol, and 2 using hot water. 
 
Knowledge of how to manage menstrual hygiene 
25% (33) of women identified that she “thinks she doesn’t have useful knowledge and experience 
about managing her menstruation” and 23% of men reported the same about their wife/girlfriend. 
 
52% (69) of women stated that they “still have questions or worries about menstruation”. This was not 
age specific and accounted for about half of each age group.  
 
When asked what the most significant change in the past year that they have experienced relating 
to managing their period, there were some regularities in response based on age.  
 
Women Under 20 - Younger women mentioned puberty as the most significant change. Some 
explained changes to their body as causing “attraction between opposite sexes”. 
 
Women 20-35 - These women explained changes in the regularity and duration of menstruation, 
especially after child birth. Some showed “worry” about irregularity. 
 
Women 35-50 - This age group explained improved hygiene practices after becoming 
knowledgeable with less mention of irregularity. 
 
Women 50+ - Of the two women over 50 years old, one no longer had her period after menopause 
and the other had stated that she still had questions or worries about menstruation. 
 
 
# OF SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITIES WITH IMPROVED SANITATION FACILITIES FOR 
WOMEN 
 
December 2018 - response to be informed by WASH collected during implementation of activities.  
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December 2018 - Schools 
At the time of the baseline 10 schools had Infrastructure Spot Check reports completed that 
assessed MHM facilities at the schools. Of the 10 schools assessed, only Visale Primary School had 
MHM facilities for girls and women 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT HAS CAPACITY TO MANAGE MENSTRUATION HYGIENICALLY 
AND WITH DIGNITY IMPROVED? 
 

December 2018: Access to WASH facilities at home 

The report uses access to WASH facilities and attitudes and confidence regarding MHM as indicators 
for “dignity”  

 Easy access to 
Safe Toilet 

Easy access to 
drinking water 

Easy access to 
HWF with soap 

Easy access to 
bathing facility 

PWD Women (43) 9.3% 37.2% 34.9% 20.9% 
Women (94) 12% 38% 37% 19% 

Current Barriers & Challenges to improved WASH that affect managing menstruation hygienically 
and with dignity 

Women & 
Men:  
What 
barriers or 
challenges 
do you still 
face 
accessing 
and using 
WASH 
facilities at 
home?  

Poor 
water 
pressure 
or not 
enough 
water 

No 
toilets 

Water 
too 
far 

Lack of 
Money 

Lack of 
skills 

O&M 
needed, 
or 
vandals 

Poor 
community 
support or 
governance 

No 
privacy, 
crowded 
or poor 
design 

Lack of 
materials 

No 
water 
supply or 
dirty 
supply 

12 48 19 90 21 24 46 31 19 24 

3% 13% 5% 24% 6% 6% 12% 8% 5% 6% 

A small number of respondents also mentioned poor hygiene practice, low capacity of water tanks 
and pollution or damage to water systems by animals. 

December 2018: Attitudes & Confidence 

48% of women learned about menstruation from their mothers, 45% from aunties or other family 
members, 26% from friends (multiple responses allowed). Several women responded that no-one 
told them about it. 53% only learned about it when they got their first period. 
 
Of the 134 women interviewed: 

o 93 (69%) said that menstruation should not affect their daily lives 
o 10 (7%) said there are many activities they don’t do during menstruation 
o 85 (63%) said they feel confident and happy with themselves when they have their period 
o 16 (11%) said they felt no good an unhappy with themselves when they have their period 
o 32 (23%) said that there were some activities they didn’t participate in when they had were 

menstruating 
o 50 (37%) said they have a lot of useful knowledge and experience in managing menstruation 
o 34 (25%) said they didn’t have a lot of useful knowledge and experience in managing 

menstruation 
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SHORT-TERM OUTCOME 3.3 – IMPROVED KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDE & PRACTICE OF 
BOYS & GIRLS ON MENSTRUAL HYGIENE MANAGEMENT IN 60 COMMUNITIES AND 
22 SCHOOLS 

# OF BOYS, MEN, GIRLS AND WOMEN ABLE TO EXPLAIN MENSTRUATION 
CORRECTLY 

KPQ: WHAT CHANGES IN KAP RELATED TO MENSTRUAL HYGIENE HAS THE PROJECT 
INFLUENCED? 
 
December 2018 
104 women were interviewed. 73 men interviewed 

 
 

 
 
Proportionally women and men demonstrated similar responses to the menstruation knowledge 
questions, with more women than men recording correct answers concerning menstruation 
knowledge. Men have reasonably good levels of correct menstruation knowledge, but 
approximately 50% consider menstruation as a kind of disease. A higher proportion of both men and 
women consider menstrual blood dangerous or dirty (discussed further below). 
 
When does menstruation happen? 
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All respondents (W: 104 M: 73) were able to identify that menstruation is recurrent at roughly monthly 
intervals. Some described this through moon cycles or as the beginning or end of the month, 
however, this still showed positive understanding of menstruation as a cycle. 
 
Who experiences menstruation?  
25% (18 of 73) of men surveyed correctly identified that all women who have “reached puberty” 
experience menstruation. Generally, 84% (61 of 73) appreciated that all women “experience 
menstruation” which could also be taken as correct.  
 
How did men learn that women have periods each month? 
 

 
Most men learn about menstruation from their wife/girlfriend (56%), or their friends (19%) and/or a 
health worker (19%).  
 
Attitudes towards menstrual blood 
A majority of male and females agreed that “Menstrual blood is dangerous or dirty” and “Pain 
during menstruation means that someone is sick”. For each of these questions it is possible for 
multiple correct responses. For example, one might disagree with the statement that “menstrual 
blood is dangerous” but agree with the statement “menstrual blood is dirty”. Dirty being subjective, it 
might not be dangerous, but it stains clothes and could increase the need for personal hygiene. 
Similarly, it could be argued that pain during menstruation is not a sickness but might be agreed that 
pain can make you feel “sick”. Regardless of these ambiguities the data suggests a negative 
attitude towards menstrual blood and a confusion or translation difficulty around the term “sickness” 
and “disease.” This may need to be clarified in future use of the survey tools. 
 
30% of women felt there was no benefit to having a period and 40% of men. The remaining were 
mostly able to describe some physiological benefit for women. 
 
December 2018 – Student KAP 
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285 students were surveyed from 10 schools at the time of the baseline. Overall 80% of students 
remembered a school lesson that talked about menstruation. 149 girls responded – with 83.2% saying 
they remembered school lessons about menstruation. Students were not asked specific questions to 
test menstruation knowledge. This will be done during specific MHM activities with the schools during 
project implementation. 

# OF BOYS, MEN, GIRLS AND WOMEN REPORTING CHANGED AND IMPROVED 
ATTITUDES REGARDING MENSTRUATION 
 
December 2018 
 
Do you think women should be treated differently when they are menstruating?  
Generally, men believed that women did not need to be treated differently while menstruating. Of 
those who stated that women should be treated differently the reason given was respectful of the 
woman’s needs and generally prioritised their health and safety. “It is important to give them time to 
rest from their duties since they are [losing] blood” and “Men should support them do their daily work 
during menstruation.”  
 
55% percent of women felt they were treated differently if others knew they were menstruating. 63% 
of those had been teased by boys or men when they had their period.  
 
92% of women felt they had to keep their period secret from at least some if not all of the males in 
their family, not including their husband or boyfriend. Only two stated keeping it secret from their 
husband. 
 
Who do you talk to about menstruation?  
Women generally speak to their mother, aunties, sisters, friends or husbands about menstruation but 
less so to teachers or boyfriends. 76% of men surveyed only talk to their wife/girlfriend about 
menstruation, with 24% talking with friends, and to a lesser degree with friends, teachers and other 
family members. 
 
Note for midline and endline: Change in number of boys and girls reporting changed and improved 
attitudes regarding menstruation will be reported through the WASH in Schools Bottleneck Analysis 
KAP survey. 
 
 
ATTITUDES 
 
December 2018 
 
Male head of household 
88% of the 207 men and women surveyed reported a male head of household. 
 
Perceptions on women speaking up and having opinions respected 
46% of women surveyed identified as a woman who feels “somewhat comfortable speaking up 
about issues that are important to her, but only in her home – not in the community”. A further 38% 
identified as also being “comfortable speaking up in the community”. There was a correlation 
between those “comfortable speaking up” and whether they felt their opinions were respected in 
the community and/or the household.  
 
42% of men surveyed reported that their wife or girlfriend was “somewhat comfortable speaking up 
about issues that are important to her, but only in her home – not in the community”. A further 33% 
reported her also being comfortable speaking up in the community. However, of the 75% of men 
who reported her as “comfortable speaking up” 20% of those did not feel like her ideas or opinions 
are valued either in her household or in her community. This could suggest a male perception that 
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women’s opinions are not valued by the community or alternately it could suggest that women who 
are comfortable “speaking up” also voice opinions about not feeling their opinions are valued. 
 
Does menstruation signify anything important in your family or community? 
Women and men felt that menstruation signified that; a girl becomes a woman (75%); a girl is ready 
for marriage (15%); a girl should have children (7%); a girl should stop attending school (no 
responses). Of those who responded other, women mostly stated that there was no significance 
while men stated that a girl was able to have sex and/or become pregnant. 

# OF BOYS, MEN, GIRLS AND WOMEN REPORTING IMPROVED MENSTRUATION 
PRACTICE 
 
December 2018 - Restrictions on women during menstruation 
WOMEN: Some 28% (37) of women said they should stay home from work. 8% (10) said they should 
stay home from church. 8% (10) said they should not cook. 28% mentioned that they shouldn’t go 
into the taro and yam gardens when they are menstruating.  
 
MEN: 58% (42) of men generally felt there were no restrictions placed on women during 
menstruation. 9% suggested women be restricted from cooking. 26% of men mentioned “other” 
restrictions. Of these 41% (7) said that women should not go into taro and yam gardens when they 
are menstruating (“it may cause a bad harvest”). 
 
December 2018 – Do you stop doing any usual activities during menstruation? 

 

December 2018 - Things women prefer not to do during menstruating 
The 134 women interviewed listed 191 things in response to this question. Gardening and heavy 
housework or other heavy work were mentioned the most frequently. 
Responses are summarised into themes in the table below: 
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Are there things 
you prefer not to 
do when you are 
menstruating? 

No - can 
do 
anything 

Gardening Cooking Heavy 
housework, 
laundry, work 

Church Sport / 
walking 
long 
distance 

Sex Other 

34 37 13 53 2 19 18 15 

18% 19% 7% 28% 1% 10% 9% 8% 

 
December 2018 - Disposal of sanitary materials 
At least some of the time women reported dealing with used sanitary material by; 34% wash and 
reuse; 36% throw in bushes; 23% throw in the sea, river or water; 34% bury or burn. Four women 
reported washing material before disposing. 
 

SHORT-TERM OUTCOME 3.4 – AFFORDABLE AND ACCESSIBLE MENSTRUAL HYGIENE 
MANAGEMENT PRODUCTS AVAILABLE IN 60 COMMUNITIES AND 22 SCHOOLS 

# OF WOMEN AND GIRLS REPORTING IMPROVED ACCESS TO SANITARY PADS 

% OF WOMEN/GIRLS IN 60 COMMUNITIES REPORTING IMPROVEMENTS IN ACCESS 
TO MENSTRUAL PRODUCTS 

% OF WOMEN AND GIRLS REPORTING ACCESS TO SANITARY PADS IS MEETING 
THEIR NEEDS AND EXPECTATIONS 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT HAS ACCESS TO AND AFFORDABILITY OF SANITARY PADS 
IMPROVED? 
 

December 2018 

Of the 134 women interviewed: 
o 56 said they find it difficult to buy menstrual hygiene products due to cost or availability 
o 50 said they have access to a range of affordable menstrual hygiene products in their 

community 
o 32 said they cannot find stores in their community that sell affordable menstrual hygiene 

products 

43 (58%) of women had bought disposable sanitary pads in the past six months. Of those who did 
not buy disposable sanitary pads (55) 45% wanted to but couldn’t.  

About half (38) of the men reported that their wives/girlfriends had bought disposable sanitary pads 
in the last six months.  

47 (63%) of women stated that “I often do not have enough money to buy disposable pads in a 
shop” 

43 (58%) used their own income to buy sanitary pads. 29% use either their own income or money 
supplied by mother, father, husband or friends. 

The price paid for disposable sanitary pads, as stated by men and women, ranged from [SBD] $3 
and $30. It is unknown what quantity was purchased. 
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December 2018 - If money is not a problem, what would you like to use during your period? 

 

Approximately 50% of women prefer commercial sanitary pads, and 50% prefer to use cut-up cloth, 
even if they have plenty of money to purchase commercial sanitary pads. 17% preferred to use 
reusable pads. Four women preferred a menstrual cup. Only 22 women had used or seen reusable 
pads, like those made by Days for Girls. The qualities they like about these pads were that they were 
reusable, affordable and offered security from leaks. Only one respondent did not like them. Of all 
women who responded the majority stated that they would be willing to pay between SBD 50-100 
for a packet of reusable pads. 

**There were conflicting responses about whether disposable sanitary pads were available, 
sometimes available or unavailable. Where respondents from the same community stated that pads 
were available and also unavailable, they have been listed as sometimes available. 

Disposable Sanitary Pads availability by community: 

Available in; Chapuru, Hauvalisi, Honiara*, Horabau, Ishunavutu, Kasika, Koghabugha, Kogeva, 
Kokomuruka, Kokona, Kologhona, Konangoa, Kongao, Lambi, Mangakiki, Murumbo, Ngalivovo, 
Satona, Sohati, Tanavasa, Tiqe, Verahue, Wanderer Bay Anglican Community, Wanderer Bay 
Catholic Community. *not surveyed 

Sometimes available in; Duidui, Hauale, Horabau, Hulavu, Isunavara, Kidron/Hebron, Kobiloko, 
Kogabugha, Kologhona, Konangoa, Kongao, Kongeva, Laovavasa, Manganakao, Murumbo, Paila, 
Pengora, Ravu, Satona, Sohati, Sumate, Tamani.  
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Not available in; Bubumala, Isunavara, Kokona, Kosika, Pengora.  

December 2018 - Most common material used for MHM. 

Women and Men identified “cut up cloth” and “shop sanitary pads” as being the most common 
materials used for MHM.  

80% of women surveyed used “cut up cloth” and 64% “shop sanitary pads” as one method of MHM. 
59% stated that they used more than one type of material for MHM. No women reported using 
“tampons”, “menstrual cups” or “natural materials (leaves)” and only 3% had used “reusable pads”.  

71% of men stated that their wife/girlfriend used either “cut up cloth” or “shop sanitary pads” or 
both. 

If “money was not a problem” women still preferred “cut up cloth” or “shop bought pads.” 
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INCREMENTAL OUTCOME 2 – 70% OF HOUSEHOLDS IN 60 COMMUNITIES ACHIEVE 
BASIC LEVEL SERVICE FOR SANITATION AND WATER FOR ALL, INCLUDING MULTIPLE 
IMPROVED WATER SOURCES 

# OR % OF PEOPLE WITH DISABILITY REPORTING IMPROVEMENTS IN THEIR ACCESS 
TO AND WITHIN WASH FACILITIES 
 
How easy or difficult is it for you to access drinking 
water at home? 

 

 
How easy or difficult is it for you to access a 
HWF with soap at home? 

 
 
How easy or difficult is it for you to access a safe 
toilet at home? 

 

 

Only 43% of respondents find it easy to 
access drinking water 

Only 36% of respondents can easily access 
a hand-washing facility with soap at home 

Only 7% of respondents can easily access a 
safe toilet at home 

Only 22% of respondents can easily access 
a bathing facility at home 

 



 

   
48 

 

KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT HAS ACCESS TO SAFE, RESILIENT AND INCLUSIVE WASH 
SERVICES IMPROVED IN THE TARGET AREA? 

RESPONSES FROM PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 

11 PWD respondents reported making changes/improvements to their WASH facilities at home in the 
past two years: 

o Water from stream is now piped to the house (two responses) 
o A new flush toilet was built (four responses) 
o Dug a new toilet (two responses) 
o Have a water tank instead of collecting water from the stream 
o Built a proper sanitation stand pipe for bathing (two responses) 

Decisions to make these improvements were made by: 

o Parents or children of person with disability 
o Individual, with assistance from family and/or village people 
o WASH Committee in the village 
o Village leaders 

They were influenced in their thinking by: 

o Wanting water to be closer to them and to help him with his disability 
o The defecation sites were not safe and had no privacy 
o The water collection point was too far from the house 
o Instructions given by the person with the disability 
o Toilet was on the beach and was too difficult to use 
o A group from town had some influence 

Only 5 respondents gave information on support or assistance received for the WASH improvement – 
which included an outside NGO, help from friends and relatives, help from a logging company, or 
no other outside support. Assistance provided was money for materials, training, and construction 
help. 

RESPONSES FROM WOMEN & MEN HOUSEHOLDS 

40 respondents (of 236) reported making changes/improvements to their WASH facilities at home in 
the past two years. Examples include: 

o Building proper toilets instead of using the bush 
o Connecting water supply closer to the house 
o Using good water storage containers 
o Built a hand-washing facility 
o Have a bathing facility 
o Doing hygiene promotion with my children 
o Proper disposal of rubbish 
o Water tanks installed 

Decisions to make these improvements were made by: 

o Father (male household head) 
o Husband and wife decided together 
o Everyone in the household 
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o Individual, with assistance from family and/or village people 
o People in the village 

They were influenced in their thinking by: 

o Wanting to improve family health (many responses) 
o Influence of an NGO (World Vision mentioned) 
o Ease of access and safety for family members 
o Wanting to improve hygiene and health after health awareness program (many responses) 
o Wanting to reduce the flies in the community to decrease children getting sick 
o Safety for children – decreasing chance of being raped by going to toilet in the bushes 
o Influence of visiting the big town and seeing how town people live 
o Wanting to build local tourism (home-stay) with clean beaches 
o Privacy 

Only 17 respondents gave information on support or assistance received for the WASH improvement 
– which included RWASH, Committee/Village Head, an outside NGO, help from friends and relatives, 
or no other outside support. Some assistance was provided was money for materials, technical 
design and advice, training, and construction help. 

SHORT-TERM OUTCOME 2.7 – 300 VULNERABLE HOUSEHOLDS HAVE IMPROVED 
LATRINES MEETING NEEDS OF ALL MEMBERS 
 
% AND # OF PEOPLE WITH DISABILITY WITH ACCESS TO A LATRINE THAT MEETS 
THEIR NEEDS 
 
As at December 2018 – comparison of PWD, women and men in the community: 
 

 Easy drinking water 
access 

Easy HWF with soap 
access 

Safe toilet at home Easy bathing facility 
access at home 

PWD 43% 36% 7% 22% 
Women 38% 37% 12% 19% 
Men 46.5% 36% 15.5% 24% 

 
 

# OF LATRINES THAT HAVE BEEN MODIFIED OR DESIGNED FOR THE SPECIFIC NEEDS 
OF ALL HOUSEHOLD USERS 
 
As at December 2018 – comparison of PWD and women: 
10.6% (11) of people with disabilities surveyed have had modifications or changes to latrines to meet 
their specific needs 
20.2% (18) of women surveyed have had modifications or changes to latrines to meet their specific 
needs. 
 
KPQ: TO WHAT EXTENT DO HOUSEHOLD LATRINES MEET THE NEEDS OF DIVERSE 
MEMBERS 
 
December 2018 - Some 93% of people with disabilities interviewed did not have a safe toilet at 
home. 88% of women interviewed did not have a safe toilet at home. 74.5% of men interviewed did 
not have a safe toilet at home. So toilet availability is a current barrier, but also an opportunity for 
the project to facilitate the design of toilets for homes that will meet the needs of diverse members. 
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REPORT DISTRIBUTION AND USE 

Share a copy of this report with: 

Name Organisation Use 

Elmah Panesi Live & Learn Solomon 
Islands 

This report is to be used to inform the planning 
of influencing activities related to Outcome 2 
and 3, and to inform feedback to government 
and sector partners in Solomon Islands 

 

Emmanuella Kauhue Plan International – 
Solomon Islands 

This report is to be used to inform the planning 
of influencing activities related to Outcome 2 
and 3, and to inform feedback to government 
and sector partners in Solomon Islands 

Tom Rankin Plan International - 
Australia 

This report is to be used to inform the planning 
of influencing activities related WSP, CLTS, 
WinS, GWMT and other project approaches. It 
is also to be used to inform GHD/DFAT and 
WASH sector. 

 

Michelle Abel Live & Learn – Australia This report is to be used to inform the planning 
of influencing activities related WSP, CLTS, 
WinS, GWMT and other project approaches.  

 

Angelah Anisi Plan International – 
Solomon Islands 

This report is to be used to inform the planning 
of influencing activities related to Outcome 2 
and 3, and to inform feedback to government 
and sector partners in Solomon Islands 

 

Ange, Erick, Caroline, 
Greg, Hexly, Kylie, 
Brendan 

Water for Women 
Project Team 

This report is to be used to report back to the 
communities, and inform the planning of 
influencing activities related to Outcome 2 
and 3 

 

Government 
stakeholders 

RWASH, PEA, PEHD Key finding shared through summaries and 
briefings 

 

The New Times, New Targets Project aims to improve sustainable and inclusive access to water, sanitation 
and hygiene (WASH) services and facilities with schools, clinics and communities in rural Solomon Islands. 
The project is an Australian aid initiative implemented by Plan International Australia in partnership with Live & 
Learn Environmental Education on behalf of the Australian Government.  
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ANNEX 1 – OVERVIEW OF BASELINE TOOLS AND LINKS TO MELF OUTCOMES, 
INDICATORS AND PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS 

BASELINE TOOL 3.1 – GENDER WASH MONITORING TOOL (NOT INCLUDED IN THIS 
REPORT) 

This tool and the analysis provides qualitative data from interviews and/or focus group discussions 
for the following project outcomes: 

o IO 3.1: Household WASH roles and decision-making are more inclusive and shared more 
equally in households and communities 

o IO 3.2: Marginalised people have agency and voice in community forums and decision-
making on WASH 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF (Outcome 3) 

o To what extent do women and marginalised people in communities have 
knowledge, confidence and opportunity to influence WASH decisions? 

o To what extent is household decision-making related to WASH more equally 
shared? 

o What changes in roles and decision-making power do women and 
marginalised groups have in community WASH forums? 

OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

# of women supported to take on WASH leadership roles at the community, 
provincial and/or national level (disaggregated by disability) 

# of women who express that their engagement is influential and respected in 
household decision-making related to WASH 

% increase in women’s engagement in household decision-making related to 
WASH 

# of women who express that their engagement is influential and respected in 
community decision-making related to WASH 

% increase in women’s engagement in decision-making related to WASH 

% of female and disabled WASH committee members reporting agency and 
influence within community forums 

# and/or % of community WASH forum members who believe that marginalised 
people should have voice in community WSH forums decision making 

% and # of people with a disability with access to a latrine that meets their needs 
(Outcome 2) 

 

 

FREQUENCY: 

Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

Annual GWMT 
monitoring 

WHO: Project 
Staff 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Feb 
2018 

 

BASELINE TOOL 3.2 – PARTICIPATION LADDERS – MALE AND FEMALE 
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There are two participation ladders to be used with women – one relates to community and the 
other to household. The participation ladders are used in the baseline and in ongoing monitoring 
spot-checks to provide qualitative data for the following project outcomes: 

o EOPO 3: Agency and voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities 

o IO 3.1: Household WASH roles and decision-making are more inclusive and shared more 
equally in households and communities 

o IO 3.2: Marginalised people have agency and voice in community forums and decision-
making on WASH 

o SO 3.1: 60 community WASH committees are representative and have 40-60% women 
participation and 100% of communities have women in some leadership positions 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF 

o To what extent do women and marginalised people in communities have 
knowledge, confidence and opportunity to influence WASH decisions? 

o To what extent is household decision-making related to WASH more equally 
shared? 

o What changes in roles and decision-making power do women and 
marginalised groups have in community WASH forums? 

o To what extent are WASH committees realising equal representation and 
women’s leadership 

OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

# of women who express that their engagement is influential and respected in 
household decision-making related to WASH 

% increase in women’s engagement in household decision-making related to 
WASH 

# of women who express that their engagement is influential and respected in 
community decision-making related to WASH 

% increase in women’s engagement in decision-making related to WASH 

% of female and disabled WASH committee members reporting agency and 
influence within community forums 

# of women involved in WASH committees or units who consider their 
participation is meaningful and respected 

# of women reporting improvements in their participation and leadership 

 

 

 

FREQUENCY: 

Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

Spot check 
monitoring 
(collect 
Participation 
Ladder feedback 
at least quarterly in 
each community) 

 

WHO: Project 
Staff 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Dec 
2018 

 

BASELINE TOOL 3.3 – PARTICIPATION LADDERS – PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 
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There are two participation ladders to be used with people with disabilities – one relates to 
community and the other to household. The participation ladders are used in the baseline and in 
ongoing monitoring spot-checks to provide qualitative data for the following project outcomes: 

o EOPO 3: Agency and voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities 

o IO 3.2: Marginalised people have agency and voice in community forums and decision-
making for WASH 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF 

o To what extent do women and marginalised people in communities have 
knowledge, confidence and opportunity to influence WASH decisions? 

o What changes in roles and decision-making power do women and 
marginalised groups have in community WASH forums? 

o To what extent are men and women promoting and upholding human rights 
and inclusion? 

OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

# or % of marginalised groups reporting improvements in dignity, security and 
convenience of their WASH facilities  

% of female and disabled WASH committee members reporting agency and 
influence within community forums 

FREQUENCY: 

Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

Spot check 
monitoring 
(collect 
Participation 
Ladder feedback 
at least quarterly in 
each community) 

WHO: Project 
Staff 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Dec 
2018 

* This tool also used to provide evidence for Outcome 2: The # or % of people with disability reporting improvements in their 
access to and within WASH facilities 

BASELINE TOOL 3.4 – KEY INFORMANT INTERVIEW WITH PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES 

This survey is conducted using M-Water. It provides quantitative and qualitative data from 
interviews with people living with disabilities for the following project outcomes: 

o EOPO 3: Agency and voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities 

o IO 3.2: Marginalised people have agency and voice in community forums and decision-
making for WASH 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF (Outcome 2) 

o To what extent do women and marginalised people in communities have 
knowledge, confidence and opportunity to influence WASH decisions? 

o What changes in roles and decision-making power do women and 
marginalised groups have in community WASH forums? 

o To what extent are men and women promoting and upholding human rights 
and inclusion? 

FREQUENCY: 

Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

 

WHO: Project 
staff, perhaps 
with PWD 
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OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

The # or % of people with disability reporting improvements in their access to and 
within WASH facilities (outcome 2) 

# or % of marginalised groups reporting improvements in dignity, security and 
convenience of their WASH facilities 

% of female and disabled WASH committee members reporting agency and 
influence within community forums 

Advocacy 
Organisation 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Dec 
2018 

 

* This tool also used to provide evidence for Outcome 2: The # or % of people with disability reporting improvements in their 
access to and within WASH facilities 

BASELINE TOOL 3.5 – HOUSEHOLD SURVEY WASH DECISION-MAKING AND 
ATTITUDES TO MARGINALISATION 

This survey is assessing perceptions of marginalisation and participation in WASH decision-making. It 
is based on interviews in randomly selected households in each community. Answers should be 
recorded into the M-Water survey form. The tool provides qualitative data from interviews with 
Households for the following project outcomes: 

o EOPO 3: Agency and voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities 

o IO 3.2: Marginalised people have agency and voice in community forums and decision-
making for WASH 

o SO 3.2: Men and women are upholding human rights and inclusion 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF (Outcome 3) 

o To what extent do women and marginalised people in communities have 
knowledge, confidence and opportunity to influence WASH decisions? 

o What changes in roles and decision-making power do women and 
marginalised groups have in community WASH forums? 

o To what extent are men and women promoting and upholding human rights 
and inclusion? 

OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

# of non-marginalised people in target communities reporting changes in 
attitude, belief and behaviours towards marginalised groups 

# of people who feel ‘marginalised’ community members contribute to a 
stronger community and should be involved in community activities and decision 
making. 

# of women, men, boys and girls reporting changes in attitude and behaviour as 
a result of increased knowledge of human rights and marginalisation and 
exclusion* 

FREQUENCY: 

o Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

o Option for 
annual survey 
with reduced 
HH numbers in 
randomly 
selected 
communities 
to have more 
frequent 
feedback 

WHO: Project 
Staff 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Dec 
2018 

*Boys and girls human rights knowledge and attitudes are measured through WASH in Schools Student KAP survey 

BASELINE TOOL 3.6, 3.7, 3.8 – MHM SURVEYS 
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This survey is assessing knowledge, behaviour and access of women in management of 
menstruation. It is based on interviews with women in randomly selected households in each 
community. Answers should be recorded into the M-Water survey form. The tool provides 
qualitative data from interviews with Households for the following project outcomes: 

o EOPO 3: Agency and voice of women and marginalised people is improved in 60 communities 

o IO 3.3: Women and girls have agency and resources to confidently and comfortably manage 
periods at home and in school 

o SO 3.2: Men and women are upholding human rights and inclusion 

o SO 3.3: Improved knowledge, attitude and practice of boys and girls on menstrual hygiene 
management in 60 communities and 22 schools 

o SO 3.4: Affordable and accessible menstrual hygiene management products available in 60 
communities and 22 schools 

KEY PERFORMANCE QUESTIONS FROM MELF (Outcome 3) 

o To what extent has capacity to manage menstruation hygienically and 
with dignity improved? 

o What changes in KAP related to menstrual hygiene has the project 
influenced? 

o To what extent has access to and affordability of sanitary pads improved? 

OUTCOME INDICATORS FROM MELF 

# of women and girls reporting improvements in their ability to manage 
menstrual health 

# of schools and communities with improved sanitation facilities for women 

# of boys, men, girls and women able to explain menstruation correctly 

# of boys, men, girls and women reporting changed and improved attitudes 
regarding menstruation 

# Number of boys, men, girls and women reporting improved menstruation 
practice 

# of women and girls reporting improved access to sanitary pads 

% of women and girls reporting access to sanitary pads is meeting their needs 
and expectations 

% of women/girls in 60 communities reporting improvements in access to 
menstrual products 

FREQUENCY: 

o Baseline, 
Midline, 
Endline 

o Option for annual 
survey with 
reduced women 
numbers in 
randomly 
selected 
communities to 
have more 
frequent 
feedback 

WHO: Project Staff 

Completion 
Dates: 

Year 1 – Dec 2018 
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