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Glossary

Cohorts

Demographic groups such as women, men, adolescent
girls, adolescent boys, the elderly, persons with disabilities,
family members/caregivers of persons with disabilities,
ethnic group or a particular livelihoods group (for example,
farmers, shepherds, traders or laborers).

Gender

Gender refers to the socially defined differences between
females and males throughout the life cycle that are learned
and thus acquired during one's socialization in a specific
community/society. These socially defined differences in atti-
tudes, behaviors and expectations are context specific, deeply
rooted in culture and amenable to change over time. Gender
and other factors, such as social class, race, ethnicity, sexual
orientation and caste, determine economic, social, political
and cultural roles, power and resources for females and males
before, during and after humanitarian crises.’

Gender-based violence

Gender-based violence (GBV) refers to “any harmful act
that is perpetrated against a person’s will and that is based
on socially ascribed (i.e., gender) differences between
males and females. It includes acts that inflict physical,
mental or sexual harm or suffering, threats of such acts,
coercion and other deprivations of liberty, whether occur-
ring in public or in private life! 2

Gender mainstreaming

Gender mainstreaming is “a strategy which aims to bring
about gender equality and advance women's rights by building
gender capacity and accountability in all aspects of an organiza-
tion's policies and activities, thereby contributing to a profound
organizational transformation. It involves making gender
perspectives — what women and men do and the resources
and decision-making processes they have access to — more
central to all policy development, research, advocacy, develop-
ment, implementation and monitoring of norms and standards,
and planning, implementation and monitoring of projects” 2

Gender analysis

Gender analysis explores inequalities in gender roles and
responsibilities in society, and identifies the practical needs
and strategic interests of women and men. It asks key ques-
tions such as “who does what?" “who decides?” “who gains?”
and “who loses?” It examines the impact not just on men and

women in general, but on particular groups of men and women,
taking into account diversity according to, for example, age,
race, class, ethnicity, disability and sexual orientation.*

Gender risk analysis

Gender risk analysis identifies the risks faced by targeted
communities with respect to gender relations and identi-
ties, thereby increasing the visibility of the risks faced
by different cohorts and indicating specific needs and
targeting actions.

Protection

Protection encompasses all activities aimed at obtaining
full respect for the rights of individuals in accordance with
human rights, refugee and humanitarian law. Protection can
involve either removing individuals or groups from a risk,
threat or situation of violence that may adversely affect their
fundamental rights or freedoms, or intervening at the source
of the violence to stop or reduce it.°

Protection mainstreaming

Protection mainstreaming is the process of incorporating
protection principles and promoting meaningful access,
safety and dignity in humanitarian aid. Protection main-
streaming encompasses four elements: prioritizing safety
and dignity and avoiding causing harm; meaningful access;
accountability; and participation and empowerment.®

Status groups
Community groups with different displacement status: IDP,
refugee, returnee or host.

1. IGWG, Developing a Shared Vocabulary: Defining Gender and
Related Terms (Washington, D.C.: Interagency Gender Working
Group, 2012).

2. IASC, Guidelines for Integrating Gender-based Violence
Interventions in Humanitarian Action: Reducing Risk, Promot-
ing Resilience and Aiding Recovery (Draft, publication pending,
2015).

3. Ibid.

4. Definition from footnote in Thalia Kidder's chapter, “How do you
eat between harvests?” in Ruxton, S., (Ed.), Gender Equality
and Men (Oxfam, 2004), p. 75.

5. 1ASC, Guidelines for Gender-Based Violence Interventions
in Humanitarian Settings (Geneva: Inter-Agency Standing
Committee, 2006).

6. Global Protection Cluster, Protection Mainstreaming, (2014).
http://www.globalprotectioncluster.org/en/areas-of-responsi-
bility/protection-mainstreaming.html 2015



http://www.globalprotectioncluster.org/en/areas-of-responsibility/protection-mainstreaming.html 2015
http://www.globalprotectioncluster.org/en/areas-of-responsibility/protection-mainstreaming.html 2015




Executive Summary

During emergencies, crisis-affected communities
leverage their assets to survive while navigating a complex
landscape of changing power dynamics, unequal access
to resources and information, and threats of violence
and displacement. Livelihood interventions are a double-
edged sword; assets can help people overcome crises
and build resilience and self-sufficiency, but can also
quickly turn into liabilities, increasing vulnerability to risks,
including gender-based violence (GBV).

Humanitarian practitioners can unintentionally contribute
to risks associated with livelihoods, including increased
GBV, with insufficient planning. When gender and
gender risk analysis inform program design, livelihood
initiatives can safely contribute to longer-term recovery
while saving lives.

In April 2015, the Women's Refugee Commission (WRC)
partnered with Oxfam in Irag/Kurdistan Region of Iraq
(KRI) to pilot the Cohort Livelihoods and Risk Analysis
(CLARA) guidance and tool. Developed by the Women's
Refugee Commission, CLARA assesses needs, risks
and opportunities, and highlights mitigation strategies for
safer, more responsive humanitarian assistance.

Findings from the north Diyala/Garmian region
of Iraq

The conflict between the Government of Irag, Govern-
ment of Kurdistan and armed opposition groups,
including ISIS, has displaced approximately 2.8 million
people within Iraqg, with over 90 percent living outside
of camps. Assets have been destroyed, transportation
routes are more dangerous, which affects markets, and
a deeply ingrained fear of strangers exacerbates social
tensions. All of this has disrupted the livelihoods of both
internally displaced persons and the host communities
and limits what options remain.

Both the IDP and host communities attempt to protect
women, and particularly adolescent girls, by restricting

their mobility, in some cases even more than they were
restricted before the crisis. This has limited women’s
ability to participate in livelihoods, and they are mainly
now confined to their homes.

Farming and shepherding have not fared well, and for
most IDP men their best livelihood options require them
to travel farther away to find work, although they prefer
to stay in the host village to protect their wives and
daughters. Likewise, men in the host community reported
leaving their villages for work less often in order to protect
their wives and daughters.

Recommendations

While displacement exacerbates vulnerabilities, and can
sometimes disproportionately affect women and girls, it
can also lead to changes in gender norms and the disrup-
tion of social and cultural practices, providing opportuni-
ties for the promotion of gender equality.

As men are the primary breadwinners in Irag/KRI,
support for their livelihoods is imperative for the recovery
of both IDP and host families, as well as to gain allies
for women's livelihoods. Male farmers and shepherds
are best supported by cash or in-kind provision of seeds,
tools, farm equipment such as pumps and livestock.
Support to reestablish supply-chain networks and mobile
income-generating activities for IDPs are promising inter-
ventions for male traders. Cash-for-work is important for
male laborers.

Mainstreaming gender and gender risk analysis across the
program’s duration enables agencies and practitioners to
seize transformative opportunities and to build inclusive,
safe, effective and responsive livelihood programs.

Because women tend to be confined to their homes for
cultural reasons or due to insecurity, their livelihoods
should be activities generally accepted as women'’s work
— for example, backyard farming, cattle and chickens that
do not require grazing, dairy production and home-based
businesses, particularly those where in-kind provision is
possible. Direct participation in cash-for-work outside of

Photo: A returnee trader gives a tour of her shop during an interview.



the home may increase vulnerability for women. Joining up
women into partnerships and cooperatives and assisting
in the business plans for female customers — done with
the full engagement of men and adolescent boys — may
reduce vulnerability to GBV.

WRC's checklist for Integrating Protection/GBV Mitiga-
tion in Livelihoods Programs' pinpoints minimum require-
ments for building inclusive, safer, more responsive
livelihoods programming. Program design should adhere
to these minimum standards wherever possible and take
a graduated approach. Continuous gender risk analysis
throughout the program cycle is needed to ensure that
interventions do not unintentionally increase risk to those
receiving support.

For a full list of detailed recommendations, see page 18.

2. Introduction to CLARA -
Cohort Livelihoods and Risk
Analysis

During emergencies, crisis-affected communities lever-
age their assets to survive while navigating a complex
landscape of changing power dynamics, unequal access
to resources and information, and threats of violence
and displacement. Livelihood interventions are a double-
edged sword: assets can help people overcome crises
and build resilience and self-sufficiency, but can also
quickly turn into liabilities, increasing vulnerability to risks,
including gender-based violence (GBV). Women, girls,
boys and men experience these dynamics differently and
their risks of violence are unique.

When gender analysis informs program design, liveli-
hood initiatives can safely seed longer-term recovery
while saving lives. However humanitarian practitioners
can unintentionally contribute to increased risks due to
poor response planning. The links between gender, liveli-
hoods and protection are critical and often overlooked.
It is essential that the urgency to “do something” does
not compromise the imperative to “do no harm."? While

displacement exacerbates vulnerabilities for crisis-
affected communities, disproportionately affecting
women and girls, it can also lead to changes in gender
norms and the disruption of social and cultural practices
thereby providing opportunities for the promotion of
gender equality.®

Mainstreaming gender and gender risk analysis in
assessments, program design, implementation, moni-
toring and evaluation are imperative in order to create
effective and safe economic opportunities for crisis-
affected communities.*

Since 2009, the Women's Refugee Commission (WRC)
has been researching and promoting how to make
economic programs for displaced and returning popula-
tions both effective and safe. Findings have shown that
new economic opportunities can increase women's and
girls’ risk of GBV. However, economic programmers
can mitigate many of these risks by understanding how
their programs expose women and girls to risks and
then building protective elements into program design
and implementation to mitigate these risks as much as
possible.®

The WRC is currently conducting a two-year action
research project to improve emergency response
through safe, market-based livelihood recovery
programs. Previous work® highlighted that field practi-
tioners lack guidance and tools to assess risks associ-
ated with livelihood activities and in particular, capturing
risk of increased exposure of GBV for women and girls
related to livelihoods programs. Such guidance and
tools are needed in order to inform and implement safe
livelihood interventions.

The WRC published the draft Cohort Livelihoods and
Risk Analysis (CLARA) guidance and tool in September
2014. CLARA is a set of four steps to capture GBV
risks associated with pre-crisis livelihoods, as well as
the potential risks arising from programs in response to
crisis: 1. secondary data review; 2. primary data collec-
tion; 3. data analysis and program design; and 4. imple-
mentation and monitoring. The CLARA may be used
alongside livelihood assessment tools already in use or
as a stand-alone tool.”



WRC and Oxfam partnered to pilot the CLARA in Irag/
Kurdistan Region of Iraq (KRI) in order to:

* assess the livelihood recovery needs of conflicted-
affected communities and associated risks,
including GBYV, through mainstreaming gender risk
analysis;

* design appropriate livelihoods initiatives that
incorporate gender risk analysis and risk mitiga-
tion throughout the program cycle for safer, more
responsive and effective livelihoods programming
for conflict-affected communities;

* capture learning relevant to CLARA implementa-
tion and dissemination of the guidance and tool
among key stakeholders.

The CLARA is designed to safely and rapidly collect
top-line information that allow humanitarian practi-
tioners to assess if and how such programs might
heighten participants’ risks, including GBV, as well as
how to modify livelihood programs if they do in fact
increase exposure to risk, including GBYV, in order to
reduce exposure associated with engaging in post-
disaster economic opportunities.

This report details findings from an April 2015 field-
test of the CLARA in Irag/KRI. The report also outlines
recommendations for Oxfam’s livelihoods program-
ming in the north Diyala/Garmian region.

The primary audience for this report is the humanitarian
agencies, livelihoods, protection and gender staff who
are responding to the crisis in Irag/KRI, as well as
practitioners who support livelihood programs in other
contexts. A secondary audience includes communities
of practice and donors.

This report begins by providing background on the
current political, cultural and economic context in
Iraq, followed by the methodology. The report then
describes the CLARA findings in the north Diyala/
Garmian region. Recommendations for program
design follow. See Annex B for select sections of the
CLARA guidance and tool.

3. Irag Context

As the conflict between the Government of Iraq,
Government of Kurdistan and armed opposition
groups (including ISIS) continues, the shifting front
lines have resulted in multiple population displace-
ments, occasional returns and new areas becoming
accessible for humanitarian work. The UN reports
that as of May 2015, close to 2.8 million IDPs were
displaced within Irag® with over 90 percent living
outside of camps.® Many of these people are living
in areas disputed by the Government of Iraq and the
Government of Kurdistan, as well as areas under the
control of ISIS. Women and girls are among the most
vulnerable displaced. Broad social and cultural accep-
tance of inequality and discrimination against women
and girls across Irag/KRI results in everyday risks and
not only obstructs their social, economic and political
empowerment but that of their communities.

Since late 2014, Oxfam has been working in the
Garmian region of Irag which encompasses the
northern part of Diyala Governorate (Iraq) as well as
parts of KRI. The northern part of Diyala Governorate
constitutes a contested area. Administratively, it comes
under the authority of the Iragi Government; however,
the Government of KRI provides security for the area
and is consulted on higher-level decisions. The front-
line against ISIS has been pushed farther south by
multiple actors, including Iraqi Security Forces, Pesh-
merga and various militia groups. Newly accessible
areas have come under the control of multiple actors,
proliferating the conflict and land grabs.

Oxfam is supporting non-camp IDPs, returnees and
vulnerable host communities in both rural and urban
areas. Current and planned support includes increased
access to clean water, sanitation, food and other basic
needs, as well as support for livelihoods. Oxfam is
committed to mainstreaming gender and protection in all
its initiatives. In particular Oxfam is committed to main-
streaming gender risk analysis in all livelihoods initiatives.

Potential livelihood interventions Oxfam will implement
in the north Diyala/Garmian region to support the most
vulnerable include support to the recovery of farming live-



lihoods in conflict-affected areas, including kitchen gardens
to promote food security; support to the recovery of animal-
rearing livelihoods in conflict-affected areas; cash grants to
previously existing businesses to revitalize the economy of
towns/villages; grants to start-up businesses and associ-
ated skills training — prioritizing non-competing business
plans; support for existing businesses to re-establish the
supply-chain network; mobile income-generating activi-
ties for IDPs with limited livelihood options — with market
assessment support; cash-for-work; and unconditional
cash grants to vulnerable households.

4. Methodology

The methodology employed for the north Diyala/Garmian
region CLARA assessment is as follows, with further
detail presented in Annex A.

«  WRC and Oxfam selected Iraq as an implementa-
tion site for the CLARA pilot assessment based on
WRC's donor requirements for an IDP, rapid-onset
or protracted emergency context and given Oxfam's

established country presence.

*«  WRC and Oxfam identified three target populations
for the assessment: IDPs living in non-camp settings,
returnees and host communities.

* Oxfam identified five villages in the north Diyala/
Garmian region as assessment sites that were either
villages with returnees or host villages with a higher
proportion of IDPs to hosts.

e Oxfam recruited a team of nine data collectors,
including five women and four men, who received
two days of training on gender, GBYV, livelihoods,
ethical data collection, focus group and interview
facilitation, as well as note taking.

Twenty-eight focus group discussions (FGDs) and 31
household interviews were conducted over six days with
208 IDPs, returnees and hosts hosts using the CLARA
guidance and tool. In accordance with the IASC Guide-
lines for Integrating Gender-Based Violence Interven-
tions in Humanitarian Action,'® consultations took place
separately with women, men, adolescent girls and boys.
In addition, FGDs were held with predominant liveli-

208 Participants

102 IDPs 61 Returnees 45 Host
—\-R N ‘\.\\E_ g _\-\\MR i

17 Persons
with disabilities

13 Care-givers
of persons with
disabilities




Data collectors.

hood groups, including farmers, shepherds, traders and
laborers. FGDs included persons with disabilities (PWD)
and caregivers of PWD, as well as the elderly (see graphic
on page 4). Follow-up interviews were held with cohorts
that were underrepresented in the FGDs.

e Daily debrief sessions and two additional days of
data analysis were undertaken with the data collec-
tion team.

*  Program design recommendations were formulated
with the data collection team, taking into account
risks and mitigations strategies for each status group
and cohort.

* One day of validation meetings took place wherein
findings were shared with and clarified by targeted
communities in each of the five villages.

* A half-day workshop was held with the data collection
team to discuss the process of the CLARA assess-
ment as well as the contents of the guidance and tool
in order to capture learning for its future revision.

The CLARA tools — English and Arabic versions — can
be found in Annex C.

5. Livelihoods in Iraq

Wealth Groups'!

Oxfam conduced wealth group breakdowns in three
areas prior to the CLARA assessment. The wealth group
breakdowns provided baseline information on income,
prevalent livelihoods and rural/urban variation. The WRC
and Oxfam used these findings to identify key livelihood
groups for further investigation.

Livelihoods in Iraq/KRI are varied. The wealth breakdowns
conducted indicated that the wealthier/better off livelihoods
groups include families with salaried employment, families
with more than one income, landowners with larger amounts
of land (more than 50 donums)'? and families owning more
than 50 cows (although livestock ownership is not always
typical of this group). The better off groups are more likely
to live in concrete structures, own a car and often own farm
equipment such as a tractor or combine harvester machine.
Wealthier people in the community often have access to
a larger number of wells for irrigation, are more able to
access formal credit through banks or money lenders and
have savings to fall back on in lean months.

Those in the poor and very poor wealth groups tend
to work as farmers, shepherds, traders and laborers.
There are few shepherds without secondary sources
of income, and most farmers also own livestock. The
poor and very poor farmers usually own or rent less
than 15 donums and are more likely than the better off
group to own livestock. This group also includes elderly
and retired people who receive a government pension
as well as those who receive welfare payments such
as disability or widow's payments.'® The poor and very
poor are more likely to depend on the public distribution
system (PDS) food rations for meals, are unable to buy
clothes and tend to live in mud-brick houses. This group
cannot access formal credit and is more likely to borrow
money from friends or relatives during lean months.

Based on results from the wealth breakdown study, the
research team focused CLARA implementation on four
of the poorest livelihood groups: farmers, shepherds,
traders and laborers.



Seasonal Calendar'#

Cropping

The main cash crops are wheat and barley. Farmers plant
these crops in October/November and harvest them
the following May—July. Wheat and barley are cultivated
on a large scale, using tractors for plowing, planting
and spraying, and combine harvester machines for
harvesting. These machines are often rented by farmers,
although some own their own machinery. Most wheat
and barley is sold directly to the government, which pays
higher prices than private buyers. The government subsi-
dizes these crops in order to support the PDS. Wheat
and barley farming is predominantly done by men.

Most farmers also grow fruit and vegetables, such as
eggplants (aubergines), tomatoes, cucumbers, onions,
peppers, sesame and watermelon. These are spring/
summer crops, generally planted in April and harvested
between May and July. Farmers who own greenhouses
and drip-feed irrigation systems can have multiple
harvests throughout the year. Women often engage
in vegetable farming on their family farm, participating
in soil preparation, planting, weeding and harvesting.
Women also commonly grow fruits and vegetables in
kitchen gardens.

Labor

The peak season for both construction and hollow-block
factories is during the summer months from May—
August. The peak season for farm labor is March to April
for weeding and irrigation canal clearing, and October
for land preparation.

Income and Expenditure Patterns

The period of highest income for almost all groups
is May—August, the high season for labor and crop
sales. From September to December most farmers and
laborers live on their savings and crop sales. January to
April are the leanest months, when people are most likely
to borrow money or sell animals and other assets.

6. Findings

6.1 Internally Displaced People (IDPs)

IDPs are the most vulnerable group in this context, as
most IDPs abruptly fled their homes and livelihoods,
taking few assets with them. The majority of IDPs have
extremely limited livelihood options and do not know how
long they will stay in their current location nor when they
can return home. Many IDP families are eager to return
home and hesitant to consider livelihood options.

“I have [my husband’s] pension and it's
good. We do not farm here, because
every day we say we will go back to our
village.”

Woman, IDP FGD

Displaced farmers have lost access to their own land and
cannot afford to rent or purchase land in the areas where
they have resettled. While some IDP shepherds fled
their homes with their livestock, some have purchased
new animals after resettling. Lack of access to suitable
grazing land and lack of money to purchase fodder has
led to the death of many animals. As a result, many IDPs
have sold their remaining animals at reduced prices.

Some displaced traders have been able to re-establish
their businesses by doing mobile trading. However, their
activities remain constrained due to limited capital and
space to restart trading fully.

A number of IDPs are finding limited casual labor oppor-
tunities, but have to travel greater distances to find work.
IDPs face high competition between IDPs and with host/
returnee laborers to secure scarce labor opportunities in
urban areas. In addition, IDPs face difficulty moving freely
between checkpoints to access labor work. Most IDPs
working as casual laborers manage to find only one
or two days’ work per month, which is insufficient to
support their families and provide a stable income.

“Iraveling to Khanaqgin is hard..The
checkpoints suspect our names because



of having similarities [with members of
ISIS]. Itis also hard to find a job because of
the large number of the IDPs. There is risk
for the laborers who try to travel to other
areas. A big problem is the checkpoint
because they ask us for a sponsor in the
city [where the labor opportunities are]”
Man, IDP laborers FGD

IDPs are living on rapidly depleting savings. In addi-
tion to selling off animals, they are selling other
household assets and women are selling their
jewelry. Access to loans is increasingly scarce; however,
IDPs who do have access to loans (most often through
host family members) have increased debt burdens.

“l am unemployed. We do not take loans
now because the hosts do not have
money and if we did get a loan we have
no way to repay it because we do not
have work."

Man, IDP laborers FGD

Many IDPs said they suffer from psychological trauma.
Their traumatic flight, ongoing state of uncertainty as to
how long they can stay in their current location without
being evicted and where their next meal will come from
are taking a toll on their mental and physical health.

“We are breathing but we are dead. We are
tired psychologically.
Woman, IDP FGD

“We are really bad psychologically. We do
not care about life now because life has
lost it its beauty for us. We are waiting for
death. We do not feel safe and this has
impacted our livelihood so much. Even
now we do not have enough money for
buying food for our children.”

Elderly woman, IDP FGD

6.2 Social Cohesion

Tensions between IDP and host communities has been
documented by a number of organizations. The aim of the
Social Cohesion and Sustainable Livelihoods (SC-SL)
cluster in Iraq is to try to find innovative ways to address
these issues.

For both host communities and IDPs, social networks are
critical to livelihoods and safety and security. Fear of ISIS
remains high, and the ethnic dimensions of Arab IDPs
moving into Kurdish villages and of Sunni—Shia dynamics
add to the underlying fear of strangers. In some areas,
mistrust between host communities and IDPs is
extremely high, with rumors being the main driving
force of mutual mistrust.

“Before the IDPs came | was more
confident about my house and shop but
now | do not feel safe. | heard there have
been acts of stealing in the other shops.
| am more careful now than | was before.
| do not leave my shop open because of
stealing.”

Man, host Traders FGD

“Our livelihood is not safe now, but what
should we do? We have no other choice.

A data collector leads a focus group discussion with men
from the host community.



The IDPS are Arabs, they do not like
Kurds. They openly show their dislike [for
Kurds]. Their children steal from us. They
kill our animals. We do not feel safe.”

Adolescent girl, host FGD

Community fears regarding strangers focus on two
risks. First, the risk that displaced families could be
connected to ISIS. Second, regarding the protec-
tion of women and adolescent girls. IDP men are torn
between the need to travel farther away to find work and
the desire to stay in the host village to protect their wives
and daughters. Men in the host community reported
leaving their villages less often in order to protect their
wives and daughters.

“Most of the men do not go to work
because they do not want the women to
be alone in the village. We do not let our
children go to work because there are
strangers in the village.”

Woman, IDP FGD

All status groups and cohorts reported that women and
adolescent girls need to be protected from strangers.
While neither IDP nor host respondents reported inci-
dents of sexual assault or sexual harassment by other
status group, both groups are actively mitigating against
these risks by further restricting the mobility of women
and particularly adolescent girls.

“I do not allow my daughters to leave the
house because we are very afraid of the
people in the village because they are
strangers. We do not know them.”
Woman, IDP FGD

“We never go out because we do not know
the IDPs and they are Arab. We are like
prisoners.”

Adolescent girl, host FGD

Both IDP and host adolescent girls reported that they
felt like prisoners in their own houses.

“The area is strange and we cannot move
freely in the village. | cannot go out and
leave my daughters in the house.”

Woman, IDP FGD

Communities fear that women and in particular adoles-
cent girls might be kidnapped and trafficked by ISIS. It
appears that the fear of strangers is deeply ingrained in
cultural norms and traditions and may have been exac-
erbated by media reports relating to ISIS kidnapping
women and children.'®

“We go to the house of my husband’s
grandmother to sleep because we are
afraid. There is no fear, risk or threat
from the IDPs — the IDPs are busy with
their lives and livelihoods... There is no
change in the safety of the village apart
from fear of ISIS.”

Woman, host FGD

In some areas, host communities and IDPs have found
ways to overcome these barriers and collaborate. Areas
where IDPs have family connections, or have resettled in
communities with the same ethnic group/clan reported
less tension. The areas of highest tension seem to
be those places where there is little or no ethnic/clan
connection between status groups.

It was notable that some Kurdish host families said they
felt less worried about the fear of strangers than Arab
host families or Arab IDPs. When asked how long a
stranger needed to live in the village before they were no
longer considered a stranger, some Kurdish communi-
ties said that after a few months they had established
relations with the IDPs and felt comfortable with their
new neighbors. However, not all Kurdish communities
felt this way and in some areas the fear of strangers was
clearly mutual and persistent for both groups. Many IDPs
stated that they would never feel integrated and would
always feel like strangers in the community.

“Even if we die here, we will always be
strangers.”

Woman, IDP FGD



6.3 Farmers

The majority of farmers surveyed had multiple income
streams and either owned livestock or worked as casual
labor intermittently during the year. Farmers have been
affected by the conflict in a variety of ways.

For the farmers returning to their land after a period of
displacement the needs are diverse. Some returnee
farmers fled their land before harvesting the previous
year’s crops and therefore had neither income from last
year’s harvest nor stored seed stock. Some returned to
find their assets destroyed, including tractors, water pumps,
generators and other machinery. In particular, access to
water is a key issue inhibiting the restart of farming activi-
ties. Most returning farmers lack sufficient capital to restart
farming and replace their key assets. In some returnee
communities farmers’ land is still considered off limits by
security forces. This may be due to the presence of impro-
vised explosive devices (IEDs) or because the area remains
strategically important for armed groups to control. Only a
few farmers reported they had been able to rent new land
in order to restart activities.

“The most important thing is we need
money to return to our previous situation.
We do not have enough money to
restart farming. We need a machine for
agriculture and also we need farming
tools.”

Elderly woman, IDP FGD

The destruction of towns and disruption of normal
market functions also means that farmers can no
longer buy and sell agricultural products in familiar
markets. Farmers now need to find new suppliers/buyers
for their crops and in some cases have taken on debt
related to the additional costs of transporting crops to
more distant markets.

“Most of the roads are closed. Our wheat
and barley were sold in Jalawla before,
but now they are sold in Kalar. The
transportation payment is expensive, so
we have taken a bigger loan.”

Man, host farmers FGD

“No one supports one another because
no one has money to help others.”

Man, host farmer FGD

Farmers, irrespective of status group, also now need to
spend significantly more on inputs such as seeds, fertil-
izer and pesticides. Key agricultural inputs that used
to be either provided freely or subsidized by the
government are no longer available/accessible.

Women’'s engagement in farming activities is both crop-
specific and seasonal. Women are heavily engaged in
vegetable farming (planting, weeding and harvesting) but
are significantly less involved in wheat and barley produc-
tion, which requires more mechanization. Farm machinery
is almost exclusively operated by men. Women only
work on land their families own as it is viewed as cultur-
ally inappropriate for them to work as laborers on other
farms. Farming activity has been severely restricted for
women since the crisis. Women host community farmers
reported that they used to feel safe working on their land
but now fear ISIS and other threats to their safety, such as
the presence of strangers/IDPs in the village. Such risks
prevent women from going to their land to farm.

6.4 Shepherds

The research team did not manage to speak to many
shepherds. It is unclear whether shepherds were
unavailable because they were tending to their animals,
or whether they were absorbed into other livelihood
focus groups. Most livestock owners also engage in
farming or work as laborers in order to diversify their
sources of income.

The crisis has diminished many shepherds’ herds, as
animals have been stolen or are being sold off. Lack
of fodder and safe grazing land is an issue for all status
groups and particularly for IDPs. The lack of govern-
ment-supplied fodder is also having a negative impact
on host community shepherds. Several host shepherds
commented that the price of sheep has dropped. It is
unclear if this is connected to the crisis, due to lack of
accessible markets or that animals are malnourished and
thus are fetching lower prices.
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“Now | am a shepherd. | still look after
sheep. | depend on fodder and do not
have land to graze. Now [ sell animals
daily because | do not have fodder and
a place for grazing. We do not have a
good livelihood, it is not enough for our
needs. Now we have taken 3 million Iraqi
dinar as a loan because of the crisis. We
were getting fodder from the government
before, but now | depend on myself. Most
of the sheep died as we do not have
enough fodder and water for the sheep.”

Man, host shepherds FGD

“We lost a lot of our animals and they
died because they had nothing to eat.”
Woman, IDP FGD

In some locations shepherds commented that the
change in security forces controlling the area made them
feel safer when grazing animals now compared to the
past. They stated that before the crisis shepherds were
commonly arrested or detained on grounds of being
suspicious or unknown to the local security forces, but
this is happening less often now.

“Security is better now than it was in the
past. We used to stay far away from the
military bases and stay near the village.”

Man, host shepherd FGD

“I was not feeling threatened before but
there was one barrier. It was the xxx'°
military. They obstructed us from having
sheep and being shepherds. When the
xxx army was coming, we used to hide
ourselves beyond the mountain because
we were really scared of them. When
the xxx forces came, there is no threat
anymore.”

Adolescent boy, host FGD

The issue of IEDs and explosives was also discussed
as an issue both prior to and post crisis. In the past,

landmines and unexploded ordnance planted during
the Saddam Hussein regime were a risk. Shepherds
mitigated this by not grazing animals in areas that were
known by communities to be unsafe. The same mitiga-
tion strategy is being employed currently in areas where
shepherds are not sure if there is unexploded ordinance.

While women look after animals when they are in the
home, including feeding and giving fodder, it is exclu-
sively men and boys who take animals such as sheep
and goats out to graze. Grazing is typically an activity
done by boys and young men aged 12-20.

6.5 Traders

The majority of traders interviewed have small-scale
shops, often located in their houses, which sell sweets
and snacks, and in some cases clothing and household
items. Some male traders are mobile, traveling to neigh-
boring villages, and rely on cars, tricycles or small vans
to sell vegetables, clothes and other items.

Traders face a variety of challenges due to the current
conflict. A number of host communities and returnees
had their shops looted or attacked by ISIS. Many traders
lost assets and stock, or suffered physical damage to
their shops during the conflict. In addition, traders no
longer have enough customers to make ends meet,
as people have less to spend.

A store established by an IDP trader.



“My house was demolished, my shop
was looted and everything in it has been
stolen.”

Woman trader, returnee interview

“Now no one buy things from me
because no one has money.”

Woman trader, host interview

Social networks between traders and suppliers played a
big role in trading before the crisis. Widespread damage
and destruction to neighboring towns and their pre-
existing markets are now limiting traders’ access to credit
from known suppliers, who allowed them to purchase at
better prices. Traders now have to travel farther and buy
from new, unknown suppliers, resulting in paying higher
prices for items and increased transport costs.

“When | was going to Jalawla to buy
goods | knew everyone there, but now
| have to go to Kalar. Kalar is far and it
costs so much to go there. | do not have
money for transport and | do not know
anyone there now. In the past | was
selling different goods but now things in
Kalar are more expensive.”

Woman trader, returnee interview

“Before the crisis | took loans between
3 and 5 million 1QD. Now there are no
loans. Before | got materials from Jalawla.
I could take loans from my friend who
owned the shop where | got stock and
we were working together and we knew
each other. Before the crisis my shop had
a lot of items like food, drinks, meat and
vegetables but now [ only sell vegetables
because | get stock from Kalar and the
prices are more expensive than what |
got from Jalawla.”

Man, host traders FGD

Accessing new markets has also led to security
concerns. Traders report being stopped at checkpoints

and not being allowed to pass through with their goods.
Some markets are now too dangerous to access. The
majority of traders commented that taking new routes is
dangerous as they do not know the roads well nor the
security risks associated with those routes.

The lack of market networks is particularly challenging for
female traders. Women traders are exposed to higher
risks of sexual harassment without their pre-existing
social networks. Accessing new markets is especially
challenging as it is considered culturally inappropriate
for women to travel long distances alone.

“Sometimes when | feel scared | take a
person with me so as not to be alone,
because the area [new market] is far
away and | do not know anyone there.”

Woman trader, returnee interview

Host communities reported that a large number of IDPs
have begun to open shops or engage in mobile trading,
which is impacting their businesses. One or two host
communities believed this was made possible by NGO
cash grants, but this was not verified.

“The IDPs sell their materials at lower
cost than us. There are a lot of cars
[mobile traders] that bring materials like
food and clothes to the village to be sold.
There is more competition now.”

Man, host traders FGD

Competition between host and IDP traders was a
topic discussed by the majority of traders. Host traders
reported that IDPs are selling items at a cheaper prices,
thus undercutting the local shops, increasing competition
and resulting in higher tension in some communities. Due
to loss of income and assets, host communities also have
lower purchasing power than before the crisis. Both host
and IDP traders are making less income than before.

6.6 Laborers

Host and returnee laborers are underemployed or unem-
ployed and have extremely limited options for work,
especially in villages close to Jalawla. This area had at
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least 18 hollow-block factories before the crisis where
the majority of residents in the area — both men and
adolescent boys — worked as laborers. Laborers used
to earn a daily wage of approximately 25,000 IQD for
loading and unloading blocks onto trucks.

Of the 18 factories, only three have resumed operations
since the crisis. Laborers reported that the factories them-
selves were not damaged during the fighting and have the
capacity to be operational. The main reasons cited for the
continued closure were that factory owners left the area
and the disruption of the transport network. The access
roads from Baghdad, Baquuba and Muqgdadiya in the
south are blocked, mainly due to insecurity and damaged
infrastructure. The majority of the hollow blocks from this
area were sold to buyers in these southern cities. The cost
of producing hollow blocks in the south towards Baghdad
is much more expensive than in Jalawla, driving buyers to
come north to purchase them. Very few buyers come from
the road north towards Kalar, as there are a number of other
factories servicing the areas in Kifri, Kalar and Khanaquin.

The road to Baghdad through Jalawla has been closed
by security forces and most commercial traffic is not
allowed through. A bridge that was badly damaged
during the fighting can now only support smaller, lighter
vehicles. Respondents unanimously agreed that without
trucks and traffic, the factories cannot restart business.

“We need work to make a livelihood.
We need the road to be opened so the
vehicles can use the road.”

Adolescent boy, returnee FGD

Child labor in block factories was frequently mentioned
by men, women, adolescent girls and boys. One adoles-
cent boy reported that he had been disabled during a
work accident in one of the factories. Many families rely
heavily on boys to bring in labor income (discussed
further below).

“If the road was opened and the
factories were opened again we would
send all of our children there.”

Woman, returnee FGD

Competition for scarce labor opportunities between IDPs,
host and returnee men and boys have driven down the
daily wage in the reopened factories. Workers are now
earning approximately 15,000 1QD per day. In addition
to decreased rates, laborers are only finding two to three
days of work per month compared to an average of six
days a week before the crisis. In addition, men and boys
are traveling farther from home for labor opportunities.

“It [the crisis] has impacted us. In our
village we were working every week, six
days a week. But now in a month we only
work two to three days. Now we have to
travel 32-65 kilometers away. Now we
only make 30,000 1QD per month.”

Man, IDP laborer interview

When the men travel farther away for work, there is
greater risk of being stopped and questioned at check-
points. In some areas, if laborers are not able to return
home before 5:00pm, they are denied permission to pass
the checkpoint. The farther laborers travel to find work the
less likely it is that they can return home before 5:00pm,
putting them at additional risk. There is also a perceived
risk to women; as men travel farther and farther away
for work, necessitating a stay overnight, many women
say they feel more at risk staying at home alone.

“We are worried about our husbands
because they go to the far places to work
and to get water. Those places are risky
and far”

Woman, IDP FGD

6.7 Women

Discussions of livelihood needs and activities for women
varied across villages, status groups and cohorts. Some
men and boys responded that women do not/should not
participate in livelihoods at all or could only do house-
work; others were more open to discussing ideas of
which livelihood activities were culturally appropriate
or inappropriate and viable. Women, men, adolescent
girls and boys did not acknowledge women’ and
girls’ care work as work.



“Women here do not do things that
support livelihoods.”
Adolescent boy, host FGD

“Women cannot do any activity because
Arab women cannot work.”

Man, IDP FGD

When women and girls were asked, they initially only
discussed their husbands’ and male relatives’ activities
and echoed that women cannot/do not participate in
livelihoods at all. Upon probing, however, the majority of
women and girls had clear ideas as to their livelihood
contributions, needs and potential opportunities.

Livelihoods opportunities identified by women as
appropriate for women included farming, sewing,
baking, beauty salons, broom-making, dairy/food
processing, animal husbandry in the home and
trading/running a small shop. The viability and safety
of these activities is further discussed in the recommen-
dations section.

“Our women can do different things
like working at a beauty salon, sewing,
[managing] shops. We can also farm. |
grew crops of vegetables in my home
for our use. | have planted tomatoes and
some other types of vegetables. | had two
cows before the crisis, and | got benefit
from their milk by selling it, but | do not
have any animals now.”

Woman, returnee FGD

“We can do everything like owning a

salon or a shop, sewing, owning animals

at home. But we do not have anything.”
Adolescent girl, IDP FGD

Farming for women is usually restricted to the household
or kitchen gardens, or on the family’s land. Farming on
their own family land is now significantly restricted as
women no longer feel safe going out of the village.

“If a woman owns a shop to sell clothes

that will be good. Women cannot do
farming.”
Adolescent boy, returnee FGD

“Our livelihood is affected because we
do not farm now, we are at home. We
sold our animals because of ISIS.”

Woman, host FGD

Looking after animals, restricted to feeding and cleaning
animal stalls, is an activity that both women and adoles-
cent girls engage in at the household level. Women are
not permitted by cultural norms to take animals outside
of the village to graze. Sometimes women take cows out
to graze if they stay within the village. Grazing sheep and
goats requires travel farther away from the village, and is
now considered too dangerous.

“We cannot be shepherds. If they
[agencies] give us animals we can be
shepherds, but we cannot go far from the
village.”

Woman, host FGD

Some female traders reported that before the crisis
women were sexually harassed and intimidated for
running small shops, as trading is traditionally a man’s
occupation. Some participants also commented that
younger women were at greater risk running their small
shops because of greater exposure to male customers.
Women suggested that limiting their stock to female-
related items minimized that risk as men would be less
likely to come to their shop. Before the crisis women
traders relied heavily on social networks for accom-
paniment in the market and for access to credit. Many
women traders have now lost their market networks
and have to travel farther from their homes to find
new suppliers resulting in increased risk.

“Atthe beginning of my work some people
said the job is shameful, you should not
do that job and go alone to the cities. No
one threatened me. The major threat was
that | was going alone to those areas”

Woman trader, returnee interview
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IDP women'’s focus group discussion.

“The shop is not a risk because my son
helps me when a strange customer
comes to buy.”

Woman trader, host interview

Beauty salons were perceived as both suitable and
unsuitable livelihood opportunities for women. Some
communities embraced salons as a common women'’s
livelihood activity, while others deplored salons as
disallowed by men and repudiated by Islam. It should
be noted that in the villages where men reported this
activity was disallowed, salons still existed and were run
by women. One IDP woman noted that she had run a
salon in the past, and now she struggled to charge any
money for her services. It is not clear if the host commu-
nity had refused to pay her, or if she felt indebted to her
hosts and so was too embarrassed to ask for money.

“We do not have a job and we do not work.
Now | have beauty salon, but people of
the village do not pay me. | do that work
without money.”

Woman, IDP FGD

“The kind of activity that can be done
by women is sewing. Our location is a
rural and traditional area. Women are not

allowed to work and have beauty salon
because of tradition.”
Man, returnee FGD

Every focus group unanimously identified sewing as
the most acceptable livelihood activity for women. A
large number of women had either fled without their
sewing machines or had lost these assets due to theft.
Sewing machines were the most commonly requested
asset by IDP, returnee and host women. Several women
commented that they had previously been able to earn
modest incomes from sewing. One widow commented
that she has been wearing the same clothes for a year
until Oxfam gave her a cash grant. She immediately
bought material to make a new dress for herself.

Collecting sticks and making brooms was identified
as a livelihood activity in only one village. It was noted,
however, that due to security risks, this was no longer an
activity that women could engage in safely.

“Now there is ISIS we cannot do anything
like farming or raising animals. We used
to collect sticks from Chimana to make
brooms to sell but now we cannot go there.”

Woman, host FGD

A small number of women across status groups make
cheese, yogurt, butter and other dairy products, either for
household consumption or for retail sale to their neigh-
bors. A few women who used to live in Qara Tapa town
said they had the skills to bake bread and desserts for
sale; however, they would not do this because women in
the village make their own.

“We look after animals, we sell the milk,
cheese and get benefit from it. Every
three or four families live on one salary
from a son, father or brother.”

Woman, host FGD

“Before the crisis we had animals like
cows, sheep and chickens. We can do
everything and get money by selling
eggs, yogurt, milk, but we do not have



anything now. We sold all the animals for
a little money. The seeds were ours. We
did not buy seeds from anywhere. Every
year we stored half of the crop as seed
for the next year.

Adolescent girl, IDP FGD

The majority of women in both the host and IDP
communities felt that their movement within the
village and participation in livelihood activities had
been safer and freer in the past. At present, women say
that their participation in livelihoods has been restricted
by the presence of strangers, as well as constrained by
general insecurity and fears of ISIS. Many women and
girls are now confined to their houses and no longer
leave the village or move within the village.

“We cannot be free in the village or move
freely in the village. We cannot go outside
on the street”

Woman, host FGD

“We do not have any livelihood source.
We do not go out because of ISIS.”
Woman, host FGD

6.8 Adolescent Girls and Boys

Both girls and boys regularly participate in their
families’ livelihood activities. However, there is a
clear distinction between the types of work that girls
and boys engage in, as well as a clear link between
participation in livelihoods and decreased access to
education. The most common activity engaged in by
both girls and boys is the care of animals. However, girls
care for animals in the home and boys take animals to
pasture in the field.

“The children participate in looking after the
animals and grazing. Girls and boys do it
every day.”

Man, host shepherds FGD

There is a direct link between perceived safety and
participation in school. Many women, men, adolescent

boys and girls stated that when primary schools existed
in their villages, boys and girls were afforded equal
access. Lack of money for tuition and transportation
to school is a constraining factor for adolescent girls’
and boys’ schooling, and travelling to other areas with
schools is considered unsafe for both girls and boys, but
more so for girls. Further discussion on girls’ and boys’
schooling and school access is below.

“It is our tradition, we do not allow girls
to study and go out when they grow up.
There is difference between boys and
girls. The boys can study and travel for
school but our tradition does not allow
girls.”

Adolescent girl, IDP FGD

“My children are at risk because they are
in high school. They should go to Qara
Tapa to school but the area is not secure.”

Woman trader, host interview

For IDP students in particular, lack of Arabic language
schools in areas of resettlement means that both girls
and boys have discontinued their schooling.

Several girls and boys said they suffered psychological
trauma, including feelings of anger and helplessness at
being trapped inside all the time, anxiety, fear of crowds
and fear of fire.

“It [the crisis] has impacted my health and
psychology. | am angrier now. | cannot
go close to fire because | get nervous. |
cannot go outside of the house because
of the weather and the cold affects my
health. | cannot stay in a crowded place.
| stay at home. | cannot go out.

Adolescent girl with disabilities, IDP interview

“One of the boys became angry all the
time and no longer speaks to anyone. He
does housework.”

Adolescent boy with disabilities, IDP FGD
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Adolescent Girls

Girls are primarily engaged in school work and
household chores, such as sewing and feeding
chickens or cows. Many respondents said that girls
performed their chores in the mornings and evenings
so as not to interfere with their schoolwork or school
attendance. One boys’ focus group unanimously said
that girls did better in their school work because they
spent more time physically in the home, making it easier
to complete their homework and study for exams.

Focus group discussions found that most Arab girls
stop attending school at the ages of 13-15 because
it is culturally disallowed or due to lack of access to
secondary school within the village and/or unafford-
able tuition. Arab girls often get married at this same age.
Respondents did not assert an explicit link between leaving
school and early marriage. Some IDP, returnee and host
women mentioned that girls who are out of school prefer
to get married than to stay at home, while girls attending
secondary school prefer to continue their studies. Focus
group discussions found that most Kurdish girls continue
with their education and often marry at ages 18-25.
Kurdish returnee women said that if families of “good boys”
approach a family whose daughter is out of school with an
offer of marriage, the girl and the girl's family will likely accept
the arrangement. Where access to secondary school was
limited and travel outside the village was required, girls’
participation was limited and considered risky. WWomen
explained that this is partly for cultural reasons, but also
due to risk of abuse or attack while walking to the school or
while on a bus with male passengers.

“Girls have left the school before the
boys because the schools are far and
we do not have money for traveling. We
are afraid that our daughters would face
abuse (touching).”

Woman IDP FGD

All IDP and host community girls relayed that they
are affected by the increased restriction of move-
ment. Girls reported that before the crisis they could
move freely within the village, including visiting each
other's homes.

“How can we allow them [girls] to go
out? They [IDPs] have young boys, we
do not know who they are.”

Woman, host FGD

Girls' restricted mobility is discussed further below.

Adolescent Boys

Boys are far more likely than girls to engage in live-
lihood activities. They can begin participating in liveli-
hoods work as early as age nine, and many respondents
stated that most boys work full time by ages 13-15.
Boys primarily engage in farming, shepherding, trading
and casual labor. Boys whose fathers are not present
(e.g., deceased, away from the village for labor oppor-
tunities) are much more likely to begin work at younger
ages. These boys reported having little time for studying
and that dropping out of school was common.

“Working affected our kids. Their work
made the kids leave school at sixth
primary. Because we have animals, we
obliged our kids to give up their studies.”

Man, host FGD

“Before this crisis | was working as
a laborer (transferring bricks). | was
supporting my family with that work. |
was a student at the same time | was a
laborer, but because of the hardness of
my situation, | gave up studying.”
Adolescent boy, returnee FGD

Boys are more likely than girls to attend secondary
school and university when families can afford tuition.
Whether or not higher education was available within the
village was not seen by respondents as a determining
factor for boys’ schooling.

Boys face a number of risks when participating in liveli-
hood activities. In addition to the negative impact on
their education, boys face physical risks due to insecurity
or accidents in the workplace. One adolescent male
respondent suffered a permanent disability as a result of
a workplace accident in a factory.



A data collector facilitates a focus group discussion with IDP{wen.
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6.9 Elderly/Persons with Disabilities

A minority of elderly and disabled people have continued
to receive pensions and disability payments since the
crisis. Some IDPs are eligible for pension and disability
payments, respectively, but cannot access them from
their new locations. However, many are not eligible to
receive payments at all.

Livelihoods for the elderly and PWD are primarily home-
based. It is unclear whether PWD and the elderly prefer
home-based livelihoods due to limited mobility, or due to
stigma or limited access to suitable alternate opportunities.

The majority of elderly and disabled women engaged in
sewing before the crisis and earned a modest income.
Many IDP and returnee women their sewing machines
damaged or stolen when they fled their homes. Several
expressed their desire for new sewing machines in order
to resume this activity.

Elderly and disabled people reported that suitable livelihood
options include home-based shops, which requires repair
to existing shops, capital for (re)stocking, and making and
selling handcrafts (e.g., loofahs), as well as selling mobile
phone credit (which operates on fixed prices).

Some PWD articulated their experience of prejudice and
harassment both before the crisis and currently. Persons
with mental disabilities are particularly at risk. One
participant said that her disabled brother could not leave
the house as he might get lost or be in danger. Another
group reported that in Bagdad terrorists would exploit
mentally disabled people by dressing them in suicide
vests and direct them to public places where the vests
would be detonated.

7. Recommendations

7.1 Program Design

While displacement can lead to changes in gender
norms and the disruption of social and cultural practices
which are accompanied by new risks, these disruptions
also yield opportunities to promote gender equality.'”
Mainstreaming gender and gender risk analysis across
the program cycle enables agencies and practitioners
to seize these transformative opportunities and to build
inclusive, safe, effective and responsive livelihood
programs. The livelihood needs of IDP, returnee and host
communities, and of women, men, adolescent girls and
boys, the elderly and PWD vary and should be assessed
contextually to ensure the most appropriate support.
Findings from the north Diyala/Garmian region affirm
that cohorts face unique risks associated with livelihood
activities and highlight mitigation strategies employed
by communities towards addressing such risks. All
livelihoods support should consider potential associ-
ated risks and integrate mitigation mechanisms, aiming
in particular to strengthen community-based protection
mechanisms.

WRC's checklist for Integrating Protection/GBV Miti-
gation in Livelihoods Programs'® pinpoints minimum
requirements across emergency contexts and interven-
tion methods for building inclusive, safer, more respon-
sive livelihoods programming. Program design should
adhere to these minimum standards wherever possible
and take a graduated approach according to vulnerability
level so that people do not receive services that they
are not in a position to take advantage of. Furthermore,
a graduated approach is essential in order to ensure
that interventions do not unintentionally increase risk to
those receiving support. Program design should aim to
enable communities to build multiple assets to improve
resiliency outcomes.

The following interventions are proposed for Oxfam’s
North Diyala/Garmian region Livelihoods Program for
which Oxfam will seek funding (see next page):



Intervention

Key Issues

Support to the recovery of farming livelihoods in conflict-
affected areas, including kitchen gardens to promote
food security

Farmland - lack of safe access, inclusion/participation
of women

Support to the recovery of animal-rearing livelihoods in
conflict-affected areas

Grazing — safe access to land, host-IDP tensions, lack
of fodder

Cash grants to previously existing businesses to revi-
talize the economy of towns/villages

Market access for supplies, disrupted transport network,
lack of credit, increased prices and transport costs,
support for vulnerable women traders

Cash grants to start-up businesses and associated skills
training — prioritizing non-competing business plans

Competition between hosts and IDPs, market access
for supplies, disrupted transport network, lack of credit,
increased prices and transport costs, support for vulner-
able women traders

Support for existing businesses to re-establish supply-
chain networks

Owners absent, transport networks may not reopen

Mobile income-generating activities for IDPs with limited
livelihood options — with market assessment support

Competition between hosts and IDPs, increased

tensions

Cash-for-work

Protection issues depend on the nature/location of work
— farm-based cash-for-work versus factory labor, debris
clear-up needs to be closely monitored with de-mining
groups

Unconditional cash grants to vulnerable households

Support to the most vulnerable irrespective of status
group

Agencies should select interventions that are market
based and are most likely to support households as a
whole in their recovery and improve resilience to the next
probable displacement (given the protracted nature of
the conflict in Irag/KRI). However, agencies should opti-
mize support to households with support to individuals.
Livelihood programs should target the most vulnerable
and most economically viable household members -
irrespective of IDP, returnee or host status — and ensure
safe and equal access to all forms of support across
cohorts, to build resilience to overcome economic
shock(s) that characterize displacement. In doing so,
clear and transparent targeting practices are essential
in order to avoid exacerbating tensions between status
groups or reinforcing gender inequality at the household
level.” IDP livelihoods in particular are extremely limited
and targeting IDPs should consider social cohesion
in the design of interventions. Agencies should play a
mediating role with communities in particular to minimize

land-related and other natural resource conflicts. More
specific interventions that address social cohesion are
mentioned below.

Men'’s livelihoods are critical for the recovery of families/
households. As men are the primary breadwinners in Irag/
KRI support to men’s livelihoods are imperative for the
recovery of families, irrespective of status group, as well
as to gain allies among men for the support of women's
livelihoods. Engagement of men and boys is essential in all
livelihoods support to women and girls in order to enable
safe opportunities for women and adolescent girls and
to achieve gender transformative outcomes. * Without
engaging men and boys, agencies may exacerbate risks
for women and girls, including risk of GBV. Extensive
sensitization is needed in communities to gain support for
women'’s livelihood activities prior to implementation. Men
and boys should be engaged as role models for other
men to prevent GBV. However, engaging men and boys
should not reinforce existing power imbalances and the
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restricted mobility of women. Engagement should take
place at the community level, family level and individual
level.”’

A case management approach should be taken in order
to continually deepen understanding of risks among
cohorts and across status groups in each context and
to integrate appropriate and effective mitigation strate-
gies into programming. WRC's Protection Assessment,
provides guidelines and tools (safety mapping, safety
tool and decision chart) for a comprehensive case
management approach.??

Detailed Recommendations for Livelihood
Interventions

In this section, program design recommendations
are made according to prevalent livelihood activities,
displacement status and cohort. Where agencies lack
the capacity to undertake the recommended main-
streaming and targeting actions, partnerships should be
built among stakeholders in order to engage technical
expertise to bridge existing gaps. In addition, recommen-
dations for implementation and monitoring and evalua-
tion are made.

7.1.1 Farmers

Only farmers who have safe access to their land should
be selected so as to minimize protection risk of farmers
venturing to insecure lands. Where farmers lack safe
access to land, alternative livelihood support should be
prioritized alongside engagement with relevant demining
authorities in the area, such as Mines Advisory Group, to
help reestablish safe farmland. The Food Security and
Agriculture Cluster (FSAC) should lobby and support
the recovery of the government’s PDS system in areas
where subsidized inputs, such as seeds and fertilizers,
has ceased.

Returnee and Host Farmers

Support to returnee and host farmers may include
cash or voucher/in-kind provision of agricultural inputs,
including seeds, tools, fertilizer, water pumps and fuel.
Where possible, this should be done in coordination

with government authorities to support and complement
existing PDS structures and avoid undermining them. In
addition, many farmers need support to repair or replace
assets such as farm machinery as well as generators and
water pumps for irrigation. Agencies should consider
alternatives, such as solar pumps, which can reduce
expenditure on fuel, as well as supporting farmers to
clean and dig irrigation canals through cash-for-work
activities. Newer farming technologies should also be
considered (where feasible and appropriate), such
as provision of greenhouses and drip-feed irrigation
systems, along with training. For returnee farmers who
no longer have safe access to land, support for renting
viable land is recommended, or support for viable liveli-
hood alternatives in the short term.

IDP Farmers

In order to address land and safety constraints, support
for IDP farmers could include kits for backyard farming/
kitchen gardens (pots, sacks, seeds, tools — either
as vouchers or in-kind) to improve households’ food
security or support to rent viable land from the host
community where possible. If IDP farmers can secure
safe access to land, the same support recommended for
returnee and host farmers is advised. For those without
safe access to land or alternate labor opportunities,
cash-for-work is recommended, as well as investigating
short-term income-generating solutions, such as mobile
trading through provision of a motorbike/trailer, or
food processing. Cash-for-work might include clearing
irrigation canals, as well as assisting in planting and
harvesting.

Women Farmers/Kitchen Gardens

The restoration of farming activities may support women
by generating household income; however, women's
participation on family farms is unlikely to resume until
the security context improves. Women can instead be
supported by prioritizing crops that engage women
or are produced by women in a safe manner. Women
should be targeted in seed and tool dispersal programs
to complement the kits dispersed to male farmers for
use in backyard farming and kitchen gardens. Kitchen
gardens can improve families’ food security and be



sources of small amounts of additional income for
women gardeners. Seeds should include key vegetables
and fruits used in the production of value-added prod-
ucts and food processing. Where necessary, negotiating
women'’s safe access to/from available land and water
sources is essential for women’s safe participation in
farming/gardening.

Agricultural cash-for-work programming for women was
discouraged in some areas as unsafe and unacceptable
in assessments conducted by Oxfam prior to the CLARA.
Cash-for-work should be assessed on a case-by-case
basis as cultural restrictions on women’s work in farming
are extremely varied across different villages and may
be considered acceptable in some areas. Unless further
assessments indicate that farm-based cash-for-work is
a safe for women, such support is not recommended.
However, alternative home-based cash-for-work activi-
ties should be investigated, such as sewing or other
activities.?® In addition, allowing male relatives to escort
women to cash-for-work activities should be further
investigated before ruling out women's participation in
field-based cash-for-work projects.

7.1.2 Shepherds

Support to IDP, returnee and host community shepherds
can include cash or voucher/in-kind provision of animals
(cows, sheep, goats and chickens) to restock herds, as
well as veterinarian kits and fencing. Animal packages

A host community shepherd.
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should include fodder in order to strengthen all shep-
herds’ capacity to use fodder as a protection strategy
and to reduce their financial burden. Agencies should
lobby for the recovery of the government’'s PDS system
in areas where subsidized inputs, such as fodder, has
ceased. However, fodder alone is insufficient for animals’
health; thus, animal packages should be contingent on
shepherds’ access to space to pen animals as well as
their access to safe grazing land.

Where shepherds lack safe access to grazing land,
agencies can negotiate with landowners and/or the
government for common grazing areas in locations that
have been certified as safe. In order to improve the secu-
rity of grazing lands, agencies should coordinate with
agencies clearing mines to target areas where animals
are commonly grazed.

Selection criteria should include IDP, returnee and host
community shepherds who lack safe access to land in
order to enable these shepherds to safely graze their
livestock. For shepherds who do not have safe access to
grazing lands, alternate support, such as cash-for-work
or alternative income-generating activities, is recom-
mended. As findings showed that most shepherds have
an alternative livelihood, and very few people were stand-
alone shepherds, support to other livelihoods or income
streams (such as farming) may be appropriate.

Animal-rearing and Social Cohesion

Support to shepherds presents an opportunity to
facilitate partnerships between IDP and host community
shepherds to improve social cohesion. Humanitarian
agencies can facilitate partnerships across status
groups in order to incentivize returnee/host shepherds
to share space for keeping animals and access to safe
grazing lands with IDPs in exchange for fodder. IDPs
should also receive vouchers for fodder. Such a partner-
ship can enhance the mitigation strategies of shepherds,
while helping to develop relationships in areas of tension.

Women Caretakers of Animals

Concurrent with support for male shepherds, women
should be targeted in livestock dispersal programs and
veterinary training. Livestock dispersal to women should
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include large livestock (cattle) as well as small animals
(chickens) to build their safety nets. Goats and sheep
dispersals are not recommended for women as these large
animals are grazed by men and boys — and may increase
the participation of boys in shepherding. Large livestock
relevant to women'’s dairy production should be favored
to support the formation of women’s dairy cooperatives
(discussed below). Negotiating women's safe access to
and ability to travel to/from water sources is essential for
their safe participation in taking care of animals.?*

7.1.3 Traders

Several interventions are promising for traders, including
cash grants to re-establish previously existing businesses
alongside support to re-establish supply-chain networks
for traders who can no longer access familiar markets
and networks; cash grants to start up new businesses
and associated skills training; and mobile income-
generating activities for IDPs with limited livelihood
options. In addition to grants, humanitarian agencies can
support the reestablishment of trading networks across
status groups by underwriting or guaranteeing credit,
thus allowing traders to develop trust with new buyers/
suppliers. Opportunities for building social cohesion
across status groups includes facilitating discussions
between IDP and host traders on price setting, opportu-
nities for bulk purchasing and selecting commodities for
trading which are non-competing.

IDP Traders

Support for IDP traders should minimize competition
with host traders in order to prevent/reduce tensions
between the two trader groups. Tricycles can be a good
option for IDPs, enabling mobile trading to reach multiple
villages. However, this intervention, following a market
assessment, should include business training focusing
on diversifying business plans in order to reduce compe-
tition between IDP and host traders. These mobile
income-generating activities should be carefully moni-
tored alongside the activities of host traders. In addition,
tricycles serve as a movable asset that IDPs can take
home with them.

Returnee and Host Traders

Many returnee and host traders require capital to replace
stock and assets, such as freezers, refrigerators and
generators. In addition, support is needed in order to
repair/rebuild shops that have been damaged or in order
to rent new spaces. Recommended support includes
cash grants and business training in order to revitalize
the economy of villages/towns.

Women Traders

Selection of women traders — both those with existing
activities and the identification of women for start-up
businesses — should be done with the full engagement
of men in the community. Where men in more conser-
vative communities do not accept women being traders
despite sensitization work, support should be carefully
considered in order to avoid increasing GBV risk for
women.?® Joining up women into partnerships and coop-
eratives as co-traders and assisting in the development
of business plans for female customers (such as clothing,
food and home goods stores) may reduce vulnerability
to GBV for women traders. Female traders should be
trained in asset preservation with protocols in place for
safe places to save and access money during times of
duress. In the north Diyala/Garmian region, women will
likely be unable to access supply chains (both unwilling
to and prevented from) due to insecurity and mobility
issues. Therefore, the buy-in of men is critical in order for
women to be supported to safely access critical markets.

7.1.4 Laborers

In the north Diyala/Garmian region where men are
primarily laborers (and other livelihood groups also face
limited opportunities), cash-for-work is an important inter-
vention. Cash-for-work can include working on irrigation
channels, planting and harvesting on farms, and commu-
nity clean-up works. Efforts should be made to support the
reopening of factories in order to restore labor markets.
Supporting factory owners to establish new market link-
ages via different access routes (north-bound instead of
south-bound) should be further investigated.

Humanitarian agencies can lobby the government to
support laborers, including issuing identification cards



and letters from security forces in order to allow laborers
to move more freely through checkpoints for work. Miti-
gation efforts to minimize risks — both general insecurity
as well as from labor conditions — are essential for men
and adolescent boys. Care should be taken through
community mobilization to not exacerbate tensions
between IDP, returnees and host laborers and members
of other livelihood groups given the high demand and
limited supply of labor opportunities.?

Where safe and appropriate, cash-for-work should target
women as well as men. When women and older adoles-
cent girls have safe and equal access to income, they
are much better positioned to meet their basic needs.
However, where women'’s and girls’ mobility is restricted
due to gender norms and/or insecurity, their direct partici-
pation in cash-for-work may increase their vulnerability to
sexual exploitation and abuse. Consultations with women,
men, older adolescent girls and boys must be undertaken
in each context in order to design the most inclusive cash-
for-work program that does no harm.?”

7.1.5 Women

All livelihood interventions targeting women must
be based on a market assessment and gender risk
analysis in order to ensure their viability and in order to
strengthen women's protection strategies through their
economic empowerment.?®. The conservative culture of
the north Diyala/Garmian region and across Irag/KRI
presents particular challenges for livelihood interventions
targeting women - to both their engagement and safety.

Livelihood interventions for women need to consider
the cultural context of IDPs, returnees and hosts in
each village in order to ensure safe support for women.
Women's restricted mobility since the crisis has further
limited their engagement in economic activities. Buy-in
from men (family members, community members and
community leaders) is important to ensure “permission”
for women to participate in livelihoods intervention.?®
Without acceptance by their communities, new liveli-
hoods strategies may increase risks for women.

Livelihood and income-generating opportunities for women
are especially scarce because many women are confined
to their homes for cultural reasons and because of insecu-

23

rity. During FGDs, women expressed interest in engaging
in income-generating activities, especially those that can
be realized within the home. Agencies should be aware of
women's care work so as to not exacerbate women'’s time
poverty.®® Oxfam’s Rapid Care Analysis®' toolkit provides a
methodology for assessing care work and for investigating
options for redistributing and reducing care responsibilities
more equitably. Further assessment should be undertaken
to ensure that livelihood interventions take into consider-
ation women'’s commitments and time so as to not increase
women'’s time burden. Agencies should identify strategies
to save labor, thus freeing up women'’s time for livelihood
activities.

The establishment of women-friendly spaces in villages
could enhance women’s mobility by creating places for
women to work together and strengthen social networks
across status groups. Agencies can leverage the estab-
lishment of women-friendly spaces to broaden the kinds
of services available to women through coordination
with other agencies, for example, running mobile clinics.
Community consultations to ensure buy-in and the safe
location of women-friendly spaces is integral to not
increasing risk for women.3?

For livelihood activities such as dairy production, food
processing and trading, where both Arab and Kurdish
women may require male chaperone/market intermedi-
aries, effort must be made to ensure that women’s earn-
ings remain in their control. Agencies should support the
development of saving schemes alongside income-gener-
ating activities in order to (re)build women'’s safety nets.®

Vocational and business training should be offered at
times that allow women with heavy domestic burdens to
participate. Given the cultural context, all trainers training
women should be female in order to ensure community
buy-in and women'’s safety. Training should include finan-
cial literacy, business management and marketing skills
in order to strengthen women'’s ability to manage and
control their own assets. Business training, especially
for those with less or no previous entrepreneurial experi-
ence, is critical in order to improve the financial viability
and sustainability of businesses. Business development
services, including money management, record keeping
and mentoring, should cater to female participants
with consideration for educational level.®* If training
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cannot take place locally, safe transportation should be
facilitated by implementing agencies and should include
organizing women to travel together. Child care should
be provided during training to enable the participation
of women - both the instructors and the pupils. Child
care may be considered as a short-term cash-for-work
opportunity for women not engaged in training.

Across women'’s livelihoods opportunities, it is critical
to probe deeper into the risks of GBV faced by women.
Neither risks nor mitigation strategies should be consid-
ered static during implementation. It is important to
conduct safety assessments with specific consideration
for the locations of female-operated businesses and
how this may change over time. Women with disabilities
and female family members/caregivers of women with
disabilities should be included in further assessments
in order to better capture their unique risks. Agencies
should ensure that women have emergency procedures
in place (for example, Asayish®® contacts).

Detailed recommendations follow for women's livelihood
opportunities.

Dairy Production and Food Processing

The establishment of women’s cooperatives can scale
women's current production of cheese, butter, yogurt,
pickles and syrups for their own consumption and
modest sales to neighbors. Both dairy production and
food processing are opportunities to build social cohe-
sion through the cooperation of IDP, returnee and host
women. In order to ensure profitability and scalability,
a market assessment must be conducted and market
linkages established, including identifying trustworthy
vendors and safe transport.

The provision of animals (cows), fodder, fencing and
equipment (such as churners, refrigerators, generators,
fuel, kitchen utensils and packaging materials) is recom-
mended, either through cash grants or in-kind provision.
However, in-kind may be the best approach if women are
unable to safely access markets to use cash or vouchers.
Business training is essential in order to ensure success.
Training in sanitation practices is also needed, alongside
routine health checks for the animals and produce. In
situations where women’s mobility is restricted, provi-

A data collector conducts an interview with an elderly IDP
woman.

sion of tricycles to be driven by male relatives for delivery
of goods to neighboring villages and farther markets is
a viable option. In addition, partnerships with existing
stationary traders can be built to improve market oppor-
tunities and reduce tensions between traders, as well as
to avoid duplication.

Beauty Salons

Cash grants or in-kind equipment, paired with vocational
and business training are recommended to existing
and start-up beauty salons for IDP, returnee and host
women, with attention to market saturation and competi-
tion across status groups. Support should be carefully
considered in more conservative communities where
men do not accept salons in over to avoid increasing
GBV risk for women running salons as well as their
clients. Business skills training can also include setting
prices for services and assertiveness skills to ensure
salon owners can request payments.



Sewin

While not a viable livelihood activity in its own right,
women do earn modest income from sewing. Replacing
sewing machines as a lost asset paired with training
in sewing is therefore recommended to help families
reduce household expenditure on clothing and generate
minor supplemental income for women in the home.
Sewing machines are also portable assets and can be
taken by IDPs when they return home.

Shoemaking

While not mentioned during the CLARA assessment,
Oxfam has identified shoemaking as a potential liveli-
hoods opportunity for women. A market assessment is
needed to investigate whether or not there are shops
where the shoes can be sold and to ensure limited
damage to other traders, in particular shoemakers.

Shoemaking could be a social cohesion activity that
includes IDP, returnee and host women. It is possible
that Arabic women will not want to make traditional
Kurdish shoes, so further investigation into the cultural
appropriateness of this activity is necessary. Women
could do this activity in their homes or in women-friendly
spaces and be linked with markets, for example in Kalar.
Skills training in traditional shoemaking, as well as mate-
rials and equipment, would be needed.

Baking

While baking bread or desserts may be a viable liveli-
hoods option in urban contexts, it is not seen as viable
in rural settings, as the majority of women bake their
own daily. If conducting the CLARA in an urban context,
bread and dessert making can be investigated.

Broom Making

The Safe Access to Fuel and Energy (SAFE) initia-
tive, run by WRC and its partners, has highlighted the
dangers faced by crisis-affected women and adolescent
girls while collecting firewood in displacement settings.®®
The collection of raw materials outside of the village for
broom production may put women at comparable risk of
GBYV and thus support of this activity is discouraged.
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7.1.6 Adolescent Girls and Boys

Agencies should ensure that all livelihood activities
consider how interventions might affect household
dynamics, specifically the impact on adolescent boys’
and girls’ roles in the household and the potential impact
on their education. Program design should avoid initia-
tives that are likely to result in child labor or school
dropout.’” Agencies should engage parents, muktars
(vilage heads) and communities in awareness-raising
around livelihoods and schooling to demonstrate how
education is a livelihood contribution to households.
A child protection assessment should be undertaken
to better understand and identify interventions for
economic strengthening and protection. Coordination
among agencies is critical to identify IDP, returnee and
host communities in need of access to education and
in particular access to higher education. Boys and girls
with disabilities need equal access to education.

Girls

WRC'’s recent work has demonstrated that a girl-
centered approach is critical for protecting and empow-
ering adolescent girls. Programming that responds to
girls’ needs should not be considered as valuing one
cohort over another, but rather, as an equitable focus on
a vulnerable population and as investment in the well-
being of the wider community and future generations. *®

Previous work has highlighted that economic strength-
ening is critical for mitigating risks of GBV for adoles-
cent girls.®®* WRC is currently undertaking research on
child, early and forced marriage (CEFM) to further the
evidence base for prevention and response to CEFM
and to improve CEFM outcomes in humanitarian
contexts. The following interventions are drawn from the
development context and are promising for improving
CEFM outcomes in humanitarian contexts:

* building the human, financial, social and physical
assets of adolescent girls (both married and unmar-
ried) through safe space and/or outreach program-
ming that bring together adolescent girls across
status groups as an opportunity for social cohesion;

* engaging parents in knowledge building around the
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negative consequences of CEFM;

e community sensitization to shift knowledge, attitudes
and practice;

* incentive programs to support engagement in formal
schooling, for example, loans or scholarships, as
well as facilitating sustainable safe transportation
schemes;

e improving access to formal primary and secondary
schooling, as well as higher education, including
building school infrastructure, improving curriculums
and providing professional development for teachers;

* providing sexual and reproductive health education
and services to adolescent girls affected by CEFM.*°

Adolescent girls with disabilities should be specifically
targeted as well as included in peer activities.

Boys

Agencies should take into consideration the high likeli-
hood of boys’ primary or secondary involvement in liveli-
hood activities, so as to not increase boys’ participation
and associated risks with well-intended support. For
example, providing livestock to women could increase
adolescent boys' drop-out rates if women cannot safely
graze their animals and thus are reliant on their male chil-
dren to do so. This is of particular concern in households
where there is no adult male present and boys may be
expected to be the breadwinner for the family.

Previous work on engaging men and boys has empha-
sized the importance of targeting boys not only to address
their own critical recovery needs, but for achieving trans-
formative outcomes for women and girls.*' As men are
the primary gatekeepers of current gender roles today,
boys can be considered gatekeepers-in-training.*> Agen-
cies should undertake sensitization activities in order to
engage boys alongside men in the protection of women
and girls and promoting their participation in livelihoods.
Championing gender-sensitive men and boys as role
models and mentors for male youth in the community,
and engaging boys in neighborhood watch activities is
recommended. In addition, advocating for and facilitating
equal access to schooling by girls and boys, in particular

secondary education, is critical.*®

7.1.7 Persons with Disabilities/Elderly

Support to PWD and the elderly should target these
individuals as direct participants in livelihood interven-
tions wherever possible and indirect as appropriate.
Support to family members/caregivers of PWD should
also be prioritized. Unconditional cash grants to the
most vulnerable IDP, returnee and host households are
critical. Cash grants or in-kind support to start home-
based or non-home-based activities are also recom-
mended. However, preference for home-based activities
should not be assumed, in order to not exacerbate isola-
tion among PWD and the elderly. Agencies should use
a case management approach to identify how livelihood
interventions can best meet the needs of PWD and the
elderly. PWD and the elderly should be included in skills
and business training in order to improve the viability of
their activities.

Livelihood activities that are less physically demanding,
such as shops, selling phone credit and making handi-
crafts/loofahs for sale, have been identified as oppor-
tunities for the elderly as well as persons with physical
disabilities across status groups. Support should
consider competition and oversaturation of such activi-
ties within communities in order to ensure that activi-
ties are viable. Jointly run activities can reduce risks for
participants. In addition, strengthening social networks
between the elderly and adult PWD across status
groups is important in order to improve the safety and
viability of their income generating activities.

Coordination among agencies is important for facili-
tating medical referrals and lobbying the government
for access to pensions and welfare for those eligible.
Advocacy is needed for resumed support to IDPs who
received pensions or welfare in the past and face inter-
rupted payments due to displacement. Widows who are
not receiving their widow’s payments should be identi-
fied and assisted. Linking PWD with disabled persons
organizations (DPOs) at the local and national level can
greatly enhance support for PWD. Agencies should map
DPOs and consider sub-grants to those with expertise in
livelihoods and protection.**



7. 2 Implementation and Monitoring

Given the changing face of the conflict in Iraq, risks
associated with livelihoods for IDPs, returnees and host
cohorts are fluid. Situation/conflict analysis should be
continuously operationalized in program activities to
ensure effective, safe and responsive livelihoods program-
ming. FGDs, interviews and surveys should take place
in conjunction with monitoring and evaluation (M&E) and
community mobilization. Ways in which CLARA can be
leveraged in the implementation and monitoring of the
north Diyala/Garmian region program, as well as in liveli-
hoods programming in other emergency settings, include:

Community Mobilization

* Establishing livelihood committees with crisis-
affected communities that assess the progress of
the program objectives, as well as gauge changing
threats of violence and levels of related risks.
Women, including elderly women and women with
disabilities, should participate in committees, or have
separate committees. Adolescent girls and boys
should participate in livelihood committees, including
girls and boys with disabilities, or have separate
committees.

* Establishing a feedback mechanism where men,
women, adolescent girls and boys, elderly and PWD
can anonymously and safely share information on
program results and processes.

* Facilitating focus group discussions or key informant
interviews, including CLARA questions, should be a
required and regularized activity.

Monitoring and Evaluation

* Including the status of risks based on discussions
with committees, focus groups or key informants in
monthly or other regular reports.

* Including CLARA questions in regular monitoring
surveys in order to capture key attitudes and percep-
tions about risks.

Including indicators that show that risks are being identi-
fied and measures taken to manage identified risks. °
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8. Next Steps

Field-testing the CLARA in KRIl/Iraq resulted in key
adaptations to strengthen the utility and usability of the
guidance and tool. This learning and additional field tests
will inform the revision of the CLARA tool by WRC for
dissemination in late 2015. Ways in which CLARA was
adapted during the north Diyala/Garmian region CLARA
assessment include:

* The addition of a question on the explicit livelihood
activities and opportunities of women pre-crisis and
post-crisis.

o In the Irag/KRI context, respondent women and
girls often discussed their husbands'/fathers’ or
sons'/brothers’ livelihoods. Men and boys often
did not recognize women and girls’ contribution
to families’ livelihoods as work. This question
improved understanding by respondents and
elicited more information regarding women's
own activities and opportunities as well as risks/
threats, mitigation strategies and assets, and
resources needed to resume/start these activities.

* The addition of two questions on education to
capture 1) the impact of adolescent girls’ and boys'
participation in livelihood activities on their education
and 2) the impact of the crisis on access to educa-
tion for adolescent girls and boys.

o These questions elicited information on key
considerations for child protection in order for
agencies to do no harm when planning livelihood
interventions.

* Formatting changes to improve the understanding of
participants, including the order of the questions, the
language of the questions and prompts.

o The field team noted that respondents’ under-
standing improved when questions about post-
crisis livelihoods, risks/threats and mitigation
strategies were discussed first, followed by
discussion of pre-crisis.

e An adolescent version of the CLARA FGD tool was
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developed with alternate phrasing to improve the
understanding of adolescent respondents.

WRC will pilot the CLARA guidance and tool in a
second emergency IDP setting with an implementing
partner and capture learning to further revise the tool.
The revised version will be widely disseminated across
communities of practice in order to foster the institution-
alization of gender risk analysis in humanitarian practice
for safer livelihood programming. In addition, a webinar
will be conducted in partnership with Oxfam later in the
Irag/KRI program cycle in order to share learning from
this context alongside learning from the additional pilots.

Oxfam will now leverage CLARA findings and program
recommendations in order to secure funding from donors
in order to implement the north Diyala/Garmian region
Livelihoods Program over the next three years. Once it
receives funding, Oxfam will form partnerships, finalize
program design, implement livelihoods programs with
partners and integrate gender risk analysis throughout
the program cycle. Organizational learning from the
CLARA assessment enables Oxfam to harness its exper-
tise for more inclusive, safe and responsive livelihoods
programming in north Diyala/Garmian region as well as
in other emergency settings.
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Annex A: Detailed Methodology

The Women's Refugee Commission (WRC), per its
donor requirements, sought to pilot the Cohort Liveli-
hoods and Risk Analysis (CLARA) in an IDP context,
either in a rapid-onset or protracted emergency setting.
Both WRC and its project partner Oxfam identified the
Middle East/North Africa (MENA) region as an area
of interest. Irag/Kurdistan Region of Iraq (KRI), where
Oxfam is currently responding to the IDP crisis and is
planning a three-year program intervention, was selected
as the pilot site.

Prior to conducting the CLARA assessment, Oxfam
conducted several preliminary assessments, including
wealth breakdowns and seasonal calendars. These initial
assessments provided an overview of the types of rural
and urban livelihoods in the target area, as well as asso-
ciated wealth groups. The villages assessed during the
wealth breakdowns and seasonal calendars are compa-
rable to those targeted during the CLARA assessment, as
they are within the same district. Wealth groups included
very poor, poor, middle and better off. In some villages,
communities did not recognize the very poor. Although
the wealth breakdown informed the selection of four
additional cohorts for further analysis (farmers, shepherds,
laborers and traders), the wealth group criteria did not act
as exclusion criteria for participants in the male, female,
girls and boys focus groups during the CLARA exercise.

In addition, Oxfam completed an informal secondary
data review to inform conflict/situation analysis. This
review included livelihoods and food security assess-
ments from the region conducted by other agencies, as
well as livelihoods-specific research papers relevant to
the Iraq context.

Oxfam selected five villages in North Diyala/Garmian
Region to assess which were safely accessible, where
Oxfam’s emergency food security and vulnerable live-
lihoods (EFSVL) and water, sanitation and hygiene
(WASH) interventions were already underway. These
five villages averaged 30-300 families in size, with
IDP populations of 50-300 households (HH), and
were locations where Oxfam could avoid “question-

naire fatigue.” Four villages were populated by a higher
number of IDPs to host residents since the crisis, while
one village was a returnee population. In addition to
rural contexts, Oxfam identified communities in and near
Qara Tapa Town, in order to include an urban context.
However, due to insecurity, the assessment ultimately
included only rural areas.

The CLARA assessment was led by Oxfam, with tech-
nical support from WRC. A team of nine data collectors,
five women and four men, was recruited by Oxfam with
participation from permanent Oxfam staff, as well as
temporary staff hired for the assessment. The field team
was fluent in Arabic and Kurdish. Prior to the assess-
ment, the team underwent two days of training, including
sessions on gender, protection, gender-based violence
(GBV), livelihoods, ethical data collection, focus group
and interview facilitation, as well as note-taking.

Twenty-eight focus group discussions (FGDs) of 6—-12
participants and 31 HH interviews were conducted over
six days using the CLARA guidance and tool. FGDs
were held concurrently with field teams of two or three,
with one facilitator and one to two note takers per group.
HH interviews were conducted in a similar fashion.

Per the Inter-Agency Standing Committee’s (IASC's)
Guidelines for Integrating Gender-Based Violence
Interventions in Humanitarian Action, the FGDs and
HH interviews consulted cohorts separately, and
included cohorts of women, men (including members
of key livelihoods groups: farmers, shepherds, traders,
laborers), adolescent girls and adolescent boys. Oxfam
asked village mukhtars (leaders) to recruit participants
in advance of FGDs, including persons with disabilities
(working/non-working) as well as elderly (65+, including
widows/widowers), married and unmarried participants
who were included in sex and age cohort groups. For
HH interviews, purposive sampling was used to target
specific cohorts that were underrepresented during the
FGDs (for example, members of key livelihood groups,
as well as persons with disabilities, their family members/
caretakers and the elderly).



Verbal parental consent and verbal assent were obtained
prior to the participation of adolescents in FGDs and HH
interviews. Adolescent girls and boys were between the
ages of 12 and 17, and represented a mix of married and
unmarried participants. Given Oxfam’s initial findings
that many adolescent girls in the targeted area may be
married by age 14 and many adolescent boys as young
as 12 assist in shepherding as well as other livelihoods
activities, this age bracket was selected to capture
protection issues, including GBV for livelihoods and
care work. Adolescent participants were primarily the
children of adult participants, and in some cases parents
were present during the adolescent FGDs.

The CLARA tools translated in Arabic can be found in
Annex B along with the English equivalent. The CLARA
was adapted into three tools: a CLARA FGD tool; an
HH interview tool, which included several CLARA ques-
tions and collected data on income and expenditure;
and an FGD tool tailored to gather detailed information
specific to targeted livelihoods groups (farmers, shep-
herds, traders and laborers).

The following populations were consulted during the
course of this assessment:

208 Participants

102 IDPs

a7 66
17 Persans
with disabdities

-4 13 Care-pivers
of peTsons with
‘ biltiey

Two days of data analysis were undertaken with the field
team. Initial program design recommendations emerged
from this analysis and were crosschecked/verified with
community members in each of the five villages during
follow-up meetings with the field team during one day.
Community representatives from each of the FGDs and
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HH interviews were invited, the majority of whom attended.

WRC led a learning workshop with the field team to
solicit feedback on the CLARA tool and process. This
workshop focused on the usability and utility of the tool,
capturing adaptations made during the course of the
assessment and identifying potential modifications of the
tool for its revision.

Limitations
This study had several limitations including:

* The study only included rural areas due to security
constraints.

o Qara Tapa town was not reachable during
the course of this assessment due to security
constraints. However, Oxfam may conduct
CLARA when this and other areas are accessible.

* Limited experience of the data collection team.

o While the data collection team did undergo
training, their limited prior experience restricted
the depth of information extracted from FGDs
and HH interviews. Income/expenditure data
collected through proportional piling could
not be used as teams were not able to collect
enough viable data, and some did not fully under-
stand the proportional piling activity.

* Culturally constrained discussions on GBV.

o Due to the conservative culture of Iraq/KRI, Arab
and Kurdish respondents and the data collection
team, probing on GBV proved particularly chal-
lenging. While many respondents did discuss
GBY, it was primarily in terms of perceived risks/
threats, which could have been probed further.
Nevertheless, all risks — perceived or substanti-
ated - should be addressed in program design
as part of humanitarians’ responsibility to protect
vulnerable populations.
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Annex B: CLARA Cohort Livelihoods and Risk Analysis

CLARA is a set of four steps to capture GBV risks associated with livelihoods as well as potential risks arising from
programs in response to crises. Currently in draft form, the CLARA may be used alongside livelihood assessment
tools already in use, though can be also used as a stand-alone tool.

STEPS TO TAKE IMMEDIATELY AFTER A CRISIS: Rapid Response
STEP ONE: Preparation

In preparing a response approach, a secondary data review should be conducted, including a conflict/situational
analysis, to develop an understanding of the overall context of the crisis. Review of assessments, studies, qualita-
tive and quantitative information should focus on the drivers of GBY, in complement to the broader secondary data
review. Particular focus should be on:

*  Who controls assets? How are livelihood decisions made? What are the roles of women, girls, boys and men in
earning incomes for the household?

* What are the predominant livelihood strategies?

* What are existing vulnerabilities to watch for?

*  What are the sources of violence and threats to the affected population?

*  What are some strengths and assets that individuals possess that can manage risks and threats?

* What data exists that specifically addresses GBV in the context? Are there potential overlaps of GBV and the
livelihoods predominantly practiced by different individuals?

*  What has changed due to the emergency? What are most people doing to cope with the emergency? What are
the major types of negative livelihood strategies that are likely to be seen in the crisis?

STEP TWO: Primary Data Collection

As per the IASC's Guidelines for Integrating Gender-Based Violence Interventions in Humanitarian Action:
Reducing Risks, Promoting Resilience, and Aiding Recovery (in progress), assessments should be conducted by
consulting different cohorts, including but not limited to women, girls, men, boys, elderly, persons with disabilities
and different ethnic groups.

In identifying different cohorts, critical questions to keep in mind are (1) Who are the different types of people that
are affected? (2) Who are the most vulnerable and why? (3) What are the most likely risks related to the prevalent
livelihoods? See full set of CLARA questions at the end of this document.

STEP THREE: Data Analysis and Program Design

Primary and secondary data needs to be compiled and analyzed to develop the fullest picture possible of the liveli-
hood strategies and associated risks prevalent by age cohort. The analysis needs to inform programming choices, that
is, which type of livelihood program to implement, as well as program design — how can that program be designed
and implemented to make it as safe as possible for all participants according to their unique risks. In analyzing the
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data collected, practitioners seek to design responsive programming. By collecting the risks for different individuals
related to livelihoods programming, programmers have a better understanding of the:

* Impact of conflict or crisis on household assets

* Risks identified for each cohort, at a minimum by sex and age

* Risks associated with various livelihood activities

«  Community capacity to mitigate risks

* Economic coping strategies

* Proposed community/household economic strategies and solutions

STEPS TO TAKE MONTHS AFTER THE CRISIS: Response and Recovery

STEP FOUR: Monitoring and Program Implementation

Regular review of the changing context should be operationalized in program activities. Surveys and focus group
discussions should take place in conjunction with monitoring and evaluation (M&E) and community mobilization.
Ways in which the CLARA can be included in the implementation of the program include:

Community Mobilization

* Establish livelihood committees with communities that assess the progress of the program objectives, as well
as gauge changing threats of violence and levels of related risks. Committees should include women or have
separate committees for women.

» Establish a feedback mechanism where women, girls, boys and men can anonymously and safely share informa-
tion on program results and processes.

* Focus group discussions or key informant discussions including questions from the CLARA should be a required
and regularized activity.

Monitoring and Evaluation

* Include in monthly or other regular reports, status of risks based on discussions with committees or key informant
discussions.

* Include regular surveys that include the CLARA questions to capture key attitudes and perceptions about risks.

* Include indicators that show that risks are being identified, and measures taken to manage identified risks.
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STEP TWO: CLARA Questions

1. What activities did you do to earn a living before the crisis?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in earning
income?)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in
earning income?)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income®?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

2. Did you feel that these activities were safe for you and other members of your household? If not,
what were the major threats?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families:

Discussions with adolescent girls living as alone or as heads of household:




STEP TWO: CLARA Questions (continued)

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families:

Discussions with adolescent boys living as alone or as heads of household:

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

3. How has the conflict or crisis impacted your livelihood?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families:

Discussions with adolescent girls living as alone or as heads of household:

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families:

Discussions with adolescent boys living as alone or as heads of household:

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

4. What activities are you doing now to meet your basic needs and earn a living?

Discussions with women:
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STEP TWO: CLARA Questions (continued)

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in earning
income™?)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in
earning income?)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

5. Do you feel that these activities are safe for you and other members of your household? If not, what
are the major threats?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)




STEP TWO: CLARA Questions (continued)

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

6. What are some ways that you are trying to manage these threats?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:
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STEP TWO: CLARA Questions (continued)

7. If your livelihoods activities are currently restricted, how would you get back to generating income?
What is missing currently to allow for this to happen?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in earning
income?)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (What activities did you do to support the family in
earning income"?)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (What activities did you do to earn
income?)

- Examples can include childcare, helping other members in income generating activities, helping in the fields, collecting water, etc.

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

8. Do you feel that these activities would be safe for you and other members of your household? If not,
what would be the major threats?

Discussions with women:

Discussions with men:




STEP TWO: CLARA Questions (continued)

Discussions with adolescent girls living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent girls living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)

Discussions with adolescent boys living with families: (Recall activities conducted in support of household
income generation)

Discussions with adolescent boys living alone or as heads of household: (Recall activities conducted in support
of income generation)

Discussions with elderly/disabled/other:

Examples of potential risks related to livelihoods, not exhaustive

* Exposing participants to theft, violence when travelling to and from work (location of work, time of work)

* Creating additional vulnerabilities for women or others, such as younger children and the elderly, due
to changed roles and responsibilities during workday (childcare, cooking, pulling children out of school to
assist in activities)

* Increasing exposure to exploitation by employers, clients, suppliers

* Inciting backlash from family or community members when women start earning money

* Increasing vulnerabilities of theft and violence due to greater assets and wealth

* Reinforcing inequalities by continuing to limit choices to more vulnerable groups

* Causing false expectations and dependence on short-term surge of cash or assets

* Increasing costs and drawing on resources, such as providing livestock without fodder or veterinary care

* Exacerbating tensions between host community and affected community

* Continuing physical and environmental threats from unstable infrastructure, flooding, earthquake
aftershocks

How can these risks be managed?
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Annex C: CLARA Tools Used in Irag/KRI
C.1.1 CLARA Focus Group Tool — Adult, English

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

1. What activities did you do to earn
a living before the crisis?

2. What activities are you doing now to meet
your basic needs and earn a living?

(Please include any new or different activi-
ties that people are doing now)

3. How has the conflict or crisis impacted your livelihoods?

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

4. Did you feel that these activities were safe
for you and other members of your house-
hold? If not, what were the major threats?

5. Do you feel that these activities are safe
for you and other members of your house-
hold? If not, what are the major threats?

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

6. What were some of the ways that you
tried to manage these threats?

7. What are some ways that you are
trying to manage these threats?
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BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

8. Did participating in livelihoods activities before
the crisis impact your children’s education?

9. How does their participation in livelihoods activi-
ties now impact your children’s education?

10. How has access to education changed since the crisis/conflict? Is access to
education the same for boys and girls of different ages? If not, why?

11. If your livelihoods activities are currently restricted, how would you get back to generating
income? What is missing currently to allow for this to happen? What support/inputs would
you need to make this happen? Where do you usually get support/inputs from?

12. What kinds of livelihoods activities can be done by women?




C.1.2 CLARA Focus Group Tool — Adolescent, English

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

1. Before the crisis, were there activities you

did to help earn an income for your family?

2. What are activities you do now to help
earn an income for your family?

(Please include any new or different activi-
ties that people are doing now)

3. How has the conflict or crisis impacted your family’s livelihoods?

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

4. Did you feel that these activities were safe for you
and other members of your household? If not,
what were the reasons you did not feel safe?

5. Do you feel that these activities are safe for you
and other members of your household? If not,
what are the reasons you do not feel safe?

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

6. What were some of the things you did to
feel safer when doing these activities?

7. What are some of the things you do to
feel safer doing these activities?
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BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

8. Did helping your family earn an income
impact your education before the crisis?

9. Does helping your family earn an income
impact your education now?

10. How has access to education changed since the crisis/conflict? Is access to
education the same for boys and girls of different ages? If not, why?

11. What are the livelihoods activities your family would like to do but can’t? Why not?

12. What kinds of livelihoods activities can be done by women?
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C.1.3 CLARA Interview Tool, English

Notes should be recorded verbatim as much as possible, capturing the words of participants as spoken. Write
legibly. If you run out of space use the reverse side.

BEFORE THE CRISIS: NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):
1. What activities did you do to earn 2. What activities are you doing now to meet
a living before the crisis? your basic needs and earn a living?

(Please include any new or different activi-
ties that people are doing now)

3. How has the conflict or crisis impacted your livelihoods?

BEFORE THE CRISIS: NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):
4. Did you feel that these activities were safe 5. Do you feel that these activities are safe
for you and other members of your house- for you and other members of your house-

hold? If not, what were the major threats? hold? If not, what are the major threats?
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BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

6. What were some of the ways that you
tried to manage these threats?

7. What are some ways that you are
trying to manage these threats?

BEFORE THE CRISIS:

NOW (AFTER THE CRISIS):

8. Did participating in livelihoods activities before
the crisis impact your children’s education?

9. How does their participation in livelihoods
activities now impact your children’s education?

10. How has access to education changed since the crisis/conflict? Is access to
education the same for boys and girls of different ages? If not, why?
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11. If your livelihoods activities are currently restricted, how would you get back to gener-
ating income? What is missing currently to allow for this to happen? What support/inputs
would you need to make this happen? Where do you usually get support/inputs from?

12. What kinds of livelihoods activities can be done by women?
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What percentage of your income came from each source

BEFORE THE CRISIS?

What percentage of your income comes from each

source NOW?

Income Source

%

Income Source

%

Farming staple crops (specify crop)

Farming staple crops (specify crop)

Farming crops (specify crop)

Farming crops (specify crop)

Farming crops (specify crop)

Farming crops (specify crop)

Livestock - Cows

Livestock - Cows

Livestock — Chickens

Livestock — Chickens

Livestock — Sheep

Livestock — Sheep

Livestock - Goats

Livestock - Goats

Livestock -Other

Livestock -Other

Sale of Kitchen Garden/Vegetables

Sale of Kitchen Garden/Vegetables

Trading (specify goods)

Trading (specify goods)

Paid Labour (specify what types)

Paid Labour (specify what types)

Paid employment/Salaried work

Paid employment/Salaried work

Loans from Banks

Loans from Banks

Loans from other money-lending agencies

Loans from other money-lending agencies

Loans from relatives/friends

Loans from relatives/friends

PDS or other Government Safety
Net programme, Pension etc

PDS or other Government Safety
Net programme, Pension etc

Relief goods/Support from
NGOs (specify)

Relief goods/Support from
NGOs (specify)

Other

Other
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Expenditure Breakdown -- proportional piling exercise, Expenditure Breakdown - proportional piling exercise,
BEFORE THE CRISIS, what did you spend your money NOW, AFTER the CRISIS, what do you spend your

on? money on?

1. Food items % 1. Food items %
2. House repair/building material % 2. House repair/building material %
3. Medical % 3. Medical %
4. Transport % 4. Transport %
5. Repaying debts % 5. Repaying debts %
6. Hygiene items (nappies (diapers), 6. Hygiene items (nappies (diapers),

sanitary towels, soap, laundry % sanitary towels, soap, laundry %
detergent, toothpaste, etc.) detergent, toothpaste, etc.)

7. School fees/costs for children % 7. School fees/costs for children %
8. Agricultural inputs/Livelihood inputs % 8. Agricultural inputs/Livelihood inputs %
9. Clothes % 9. Clothes %
10. Shared with relatives/neighbours % 10. Shared with relatives/neighbours %
11. Others (please specify) — e.g., picnics % 11. Others (please specify) — e.g., picnics %
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C.1.4 Livelihoods Focus Group Tool — English

Question 1: Livelihood activities

What activities did you do to earn a living
before the crisis? (List main activity and
any other supplementary activities.)

What activities are you doing now to meet
your basic needs and earn a living?

Note any new or different activities, or changes

(for example, was a farmer before, still a farmer

now, but a different crop, or lower yield, or used
to be a trader, now they are a labourer).

ties mentioned, and add other activities as necessary.)

(Please continue and ask the follow-up questions relating to the activi-

Farming:

Before the crisis Now (after the crisis) What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

What crops What crops do

did you grow? you grow?

What was the What is the

average farm average farm

size/land size? size/land size?

What was the What is the

average yield average yield

per donum? per donum®?

(for each crop) (for each crop)
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Farming (continued):

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

Where did you Where do you

get your seeds get your seeds

from (own stock from (own

from previous stock from

crop, pur- previous crop,

chased, other) purchased,
other)

What kinds What kinds

of labour did of labour do

you employ?
(Hired staff
for planting/
land prep, hire
tractor and
driver, other)

you employ?
(Hired staff
for planting/
land prep, hire
tractor and
driver, other)

What times of

What times of

year do you year do you
hire labourer? hire labourer?
Who was Who is
involved in involved in

these activities
(men, women,

these activities
(men, women,

girls, boys)? girls, boys)?
What was What was

the average the average
monthly/ yearly monthly/yearly
income for income for
farmers? farmers®?
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Shepherd:

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

Which animals
did you

rear? (Cows,
goats, sheep,

Which animals
do you rear?

animals (every
month, once
a year etc)?

chickens)

What was What was

the average the average
herd size? herd size?
Cows Cows

Goats Goats

Sheep Sheep

Where did you Where do you
graze/water graze/water
your herd? your herd?
Who was Who is involved
involved in in this activity
this activity (men, women,
(men, women, girls, boys)?
girls, boys)?

How often did How often did
you sell the you sell the

animals (every
month, once
a year etc)?

What was What is the
the average average price?
price for?

Cows Cows

Goats Goats

Sheep Sheep
Chickens Chickens
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Shepherd (continued):

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

Did you use

the animals for
other produc-
tive uses (milk,
eggs, leather/
hide, wool etc)?

Did you use

the animals for
other produc-
tive uses (milk,
eggs, leather/
hide, wool etc)?

What was What was

the average the average
monthly/yearly monthly/yearly
income for income for
shepherds? shepherds?
Labourer:

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

What type of What type of
labour were you labour were you
engaged in? engaged in?
(Construction, (Construction,
farm labour, farm labour,
domestic domestic

work, other) work, other)
Where do you Where do you
go for this work go for this work
(how far?) (how far?)
What times of What times of
year do you year do you

do this work? do this work?
Who was Who is involved
involved in in this activity
this activity (men, women,

(men, women,
girls, boys)?

girls, boys)?
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Labourer (continued):

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

What was

the average
monthly/yearly
income for
labourers®? Or
the average

What is the
average
monthly/yearly
income for
labourers®? Or
the average

daily wage? daily wage?
How often did How often did
you do this you do this
work? (daily, work? (daily,
2-3 times a 2-3 times a
week, only week, only

some months of
the year, etc.)

some months of
the year, etc.)

Trader:

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

How big was

How big was

food, clothes,
other items)

your shop/ your shop/
business? (Very business? (Very
small, small, small, small,
medium, large) medium, large)
What did you What did you
mostly trade mostly trade in”?
in? (e.g.,

Where did you
usually buy your

Where do you
buy your stock

stock from? from now?
Who was Who was
involved in involved in
this activity this activity
(men, women, (men, women,
girls, boys)? girls, boys)?
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Trader (continued):

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

What was

the average
monthly/yearly
income for
traders?

What is the
average
monthly/yearly
income for
traders?

Other livelihoods activities:
(e,g., Gov. workers, salaried work,

army, teachers, etc.)

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

What was the impact of the crisis
on these activities? (e.g., if there
was a change before and after,
explain what it is and why)

What other What other
types of types of
livelihoods livelihoods

are people are people
engaged in? engaged in?
Who did those Who does
activities? those activities?
Where did Where do they
they happen? happen?
What was What is their
their average average
income”? income?
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QUESTION 2: Did you feel that these activities were safe for you and other
members of your household? If not, what were the major threats?

Before the crisis

Now (after the crisis)

specify)

specify)

Was it safe If not, what Was it safe If not, what If there is a
before? were the before? were the change in
threats? threats? the threat/
risk before
and after,
explain why)
Farming Y/N Farming Y/N
Livestock Y/N Livestock Y/N
herding/ herding/
rearing rearing
Trading Y/N Trading Y/N
Labour Y/N Labour Y/N
Other (please | Y/N Other (please | Y/N

QUESTION 3: What are some ways that you manage these threats? (Either now or in the past)




57

QUESTION 4: If your livelihoods activities are currently restricted, how would you
get back to generating income? What support/inputs would you need to make
this happen? What assets do you need to re-start your livelihoods?

List both specific assets, such as animals, seeds, tools, etc, as well as natural
assets — need water or food for animals, access to grazing land, or access to farming
machinery, or social capital, such as childcare or other welfare support.

Type of livelihood Assets needed to re-start liveli- | Where would you usually
hood (be as specific as possible) | get these assets from?

Farming

Livestock herding/rearing

Trading

Labour

Other (please specify)

QUESTION 5: What are the livelihood opportunities for women in the community?

QUESTION 6: Are children involved in any livelihood activities? If so, which ones, and how often?
(for example, do children look after/feed animals, or work in shops, or do construction work, etc.)

Livelihoods Activity Children involved? How often (e.g., every day, once in a
(if yes, specify while, only at harvest time etc.)
male or female)
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QUESTION 7: How have your levels of debt changed since the crisis?

Average debt before the
crisis

(e.g., usually need to
borrow xx amount per
month/per year)

Average level of debt
now (after the crisis)

Main reason for changed debt levels, if any




C.1.5 Demographics Tool, English

Focus Group Discussions
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Location:
FGD Facilitator: Note Taker:
Language used:
Translation used: Yes No Ifyes, from (language) to language)
Translator:
Check [ v ] all the boxes that apply
# |Age Male |Female | Female |Adoles- | Adoles- | Adoles- |Adoles- |Person Family
Head of |cent Girl | cent Girl | cent Boy |[cent Boy |with Member
House- [Married [Unmar- [Married |Unmar- disability | of person
hold ried ried with
disability
]
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
Circle which group is being interviewed: Rural  Urban
Host IDP

Number of participants:

If persons with disability, types of disability
in the group (#):

Physical disability

Hearing disability

Vision disability

Intellectual disability

If family of person with disability, types of disabilities
in the group (#):

Physical disability
Hearing disability
Vision disability

Intellectual disability
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If persons with disability, types of disability If family of person with disability, types of disabilities
in the group (#): in the group (#):

Mental disability Mental disability

Multiple disabilities Multiple disabilities

Contact information for group representative who will attend validation meeting.

Name:

Location:

Phone number:
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C.1.6 Verbal Consent Form, English

Hello. My name is XXX. XXX will be taking notes. Today we are representing two international NGOs, Oxfam and the
Women's Refugee Commission. = Ask the participants if they understand the language being spoken.

Oxfam is an international organisation which plans to provide support to conflict-affected communities over the next
three years in a number of different locations in KRI. Our main areas of work are Water, Sanitation, Food Security and
Livelihoods, Women's rights and Protection.

The Women's Refugee Commission is based in the USA and is not delivering services in Iraq. WRC travels to
different countries to visit communities affected by crisis to learn about the needs of communities and how programs
can be improved.

Oxfam and WRC are partnering to gather information about livelihoods needs and associated risks for [displaced,
returnee, host] members of this community.

We will be talking about different risks of and threats that people face in their daily lives here in [location]
related to livelihoods activities, and strategies that people use to feel safer.

We are interested in hearing the different types of threats you are exposed to during your livelihoods activities. One
area of threats we will look at is Gender-based violence (GBV), which is violence that is based on the gender roles
in society. There are many forms of GBV. It can be physical violence, where someone is forced to have sex (rape) or
someone is hit or beaten. It can also be emotional violence — being harassed, intimidated, being verbally threatened,
or being talked to in a negative way about your gender/because of your gender. It can also come in the form of
discrimination, for example [being denied services, or being denied a job] because of your gender. Whether physical,
emotional, and whether the perpetrator is within the family, a neighbour, someone on the street, GBV involves a viola-
tion of human rights. We are here today because we are interested in understanding better the risks of violence that
you face in the community, and ways to help reduce those risks. In particular, how might risks associated with your
livelihoods be reduced and managed so that livelihoods can be safer and stronger.

SELECTION: You have been identified because you are [women, adolescent girls, men, adolescent boys, farmers,
shepherds, labourers, traders] and living in this community. Oxfam and WRC value the perspective you can offer on
livelihoods needs and risks.

PROCEDURE: The focus group discussion will take approximately 1-2 hours. We appreciate the time that you have
taken to attend. We will ask you a series of questions and discuss the topics. You are free to respond to any of the
questions asked and provide additional comments. If you do not wish to answer specific questions or participate
in activities you do not need to do so. We will take notes to document responses and may ask for clarifications if
needed. In a group discussion it can be challenging to ensure that all voices are heard equally, but we will do our
best to make sure everyone is heard. It is important that all of you agree that everyone's voices are valued and also
make effort to make sure everyone's voices are heard [agreement?].

VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION: Your participation in the focus group is entirely voluntary. You may decide to partici-
pate or not. If you decide not to participate in or to leave the focus group at any time, it will not affect your future
access to potential Oxfam services or that of any other provider. Again, you may leave the group discussion at any
time if you feel uncomfortable.
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RISKS AND BENEFITS: There are no identifiable risks to participating in the group discussion. We will ask you
some questions related to your personal life including livelihoods and any associated risks. We do not think that
these questions will be upsetting to you but if you do not wish to answer certain questions you do not need to. The
main benefit of your participation is help us ensure that our programmes are appropriate to your needs and do no
harm communities.

USE OF INFORMATION: Your ideas and suggestions will be used along with other information sources (interviews)
to improve programs here and in other countries. Depending on your permission, there may be photos taken during
these activities.

CONFIDENTIALITY: Participants in this group will not be identified by their names. Your comments will remain
anonymous. We ask that all participants in this discussion keep each other's comments confidential. This is very
important, as some aspects of the discussion may be on sensitive topics, (such as GBV) [agreement?]

SHARING OF RESULTS: We will look at all of what we have learned here and will make a presentation of initial
findings in a meeting in a few days. This meeting will be attended by Oxfam and WRC staff. This meeting will also
be attended by 1 representative from each focus group we have conducted in this area. This meeting will be an
opportunity for this group’s chosen representative to make sure that the ideas shared today were well-captured by
Oxfam and WRC. This group'’s representative(s) will be responsible for sharing feedback from that meeting with the
other members of this group afterward. At the end of this session this group will select a representative.

| will provide this group'’s representative(s) with the contact information for the person at NAME OF ORGANIZA-
TION for further information on livelihoods programming [share the information below or business card]:

Name, Position
Organization
Email, Phone

I would like to answer any questions you might have about this research and/or your participation. Do you
have any questions? If there is anything you didn’t understand, | am happy to give clarification.

CONSENT: Again, your participation is completely voluntary. | will now ask for the group to tell me verbally if everyone
understands the purpose of this research [to improve programs and advocate for quality services] and agrees or
does not agree to participate. If you agree, | will make a note of this [agreement?]. If there is anyone who does not
agree, please feel free to leave now [adjust participant numbers on cover sheet].

It will be helpful to us if we can include some photographs of people from this community. We would like to take
some photos of people in this group. However, if there are participants who do not want their photo to be included,
you can still participate in the group and no photos will be taken of this group [agreement?] (If no, no photos!)

Initials of recruiter upon completion of verbal consent.

Closing script

Thank you. Those were all of my questions for now.

[Give brief summary for feedback with note takerl. We are trying to learn more about livelihoods and GBV.
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Do you have anything you would like to add?
Do you have any questions for us?

Do you think that other groups [women, adolescent girls, men, adolescent boys, ethnic groups, farmers, shepherds,
labourers, traders] would have very different answers?

Do you have any questions that you think should be asked of other groups?
Anyone else we should be talking to?

Thank you for your help, for your time, views and recommendations. Remember that all of you agreed to keep what
was shared during this discussion confidential, as some of it may have been personal/sensitive. Please do not share
information or the names of other participants with other members of the community in order to respect their privacy.

The purpose of this discussion was to better understand the livelihoods needs, risks and community strategies about
these risks for learning how livelihoods programs can be safe for communities around the world affected by crisis.

We will look at all of what we have learned here and will make a presentation of initial findings in a meeting in a few
days. This meeting will be attended by Oxfam and WRC staff. This meeting will also be attended by 1 representatives
from each focus group we have conducted in this area. This meeting will be an opportunity for this group’s chosen
representative to make sure that the ideas shared today were well-captured by Oxfam and WRC. This group’s
representative(s) will be responsible for sharing feedback from that meeting with the other members of this group
afterward. Is there someone in this group who is willing to attend the findings meeting? Are all members of this group
in agreement with this representation? [Agreement? Note contact information for representative on coversheetl.

If anyone wants to speak in private with me | can be available after the meeting.
Thank you all!

Initials of facilitator
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C.2.1 CLARA Focus Group Tool — Adult, Arabic
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C.2.2 CLARA Focus Group Tool — Adolescent, Arabic
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C.2.3 CLARA Interview Tool, Arabic
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C.2.4 Livelihoods Focus Group Tool — Arabic
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C.2.5 Demographics Tool, Arabic
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C.2.6 Verbal Consent Form, Arabic
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Annex D: Wealth Breakdowns

Urban Rural Rural
Note — initially they only
identified 2 groups — very
poor (26%) and middle
(74%) but later they divided
the middle group into 3,
so we have divided them,
but the three groups (poor,
middle and better off) are
extremely close together
Very poor 18% 26%
% households Poor 26% 73% 15%
in wealth group | Middle 44% 19% 38%
Better off 13% 8% 21%
Very poor 5-6 4-8
Household Size Poor -8 a9 -8
Middle 9-10 4-9 4-8
Better off 10-12 4-9 4-8
Very poor 10-15 donums None
Poor 15-20 donums | 10-30 donums 90% do not own land —
most is rented from the
government; some pay
Land owned rent, some don't. Average
land area is 3—4 donums
Middle 20-30 donums | 20-50 donums 30% own land,
2-3 donums
Better off 60+ donums 50-200 donums 3% own land, 2—3 donums
Very poor
Land share- Poor
cropped Middle
Better off
Very poor
Land not Poor
cultivated Middle

Better off




Urban Rural Rural
Land cultivated Very poor
(owned/rented) Poor Not all land is culti-
sharecropped Middle vated — approx. 75%
land—unculti- Better off is planted/cultivated,
vated land) and most is irrigated
Very poor None
Poor Wheat, barley, tomato, Watermelon is their main
cucumber, onion agriculture, followed
and water melon by Fistuq (nuts), Some
Middle Wheat, barley, tomato, | barley and wheat, but
Main crops cucumber, onion not much. Tomatoes,
grown for sale and water melon peppers and cuc.umbers
are grown sometimes
but for consumption
only, not for sale
Better off Wheat, barley, tomato,
cucumber, onion
and water melon
Very poor None None
Poor 50% of wealth group 50% have 1-6 cows
has 1-3 cows — cattle
can be tended by
men or women
Livestock: Middle 50-60 cows 70% of wealth group 20% have (1-9) cows
owned (used has 3—-5 cows — cattle
cattle owned ,
mainly for can be tended by
milking) men or women
Better off 50-60 cows 50% of wealth group None
owned (used has 3-30 cows —
mainly for cattle can be tended

milking)

by men or women
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Urban Rural Rural
Very poor Approx. 5% of None
people have
Poor some sheep or [ 509% of wealth group None
goats across has 6—10 goats — sheep
all groups — and goats are taken
how many is to graze by men only
; not known
Middle 50% of wealth 20% have 7-50
Goats owned group has 10-30 goats and sheep
goats — sheep and
goats are taken to
graze by men only
Better off 30% of wealth None
group has 25-50
goats — sheep and
goats are taken to
graze by men only
Very poor Approx. 5% of None
Poor people have 50% of wealth None
some sheep or | group has 6-10
goats across sheep — sheep and
all groups — goats are taken to
how many is graze by men only
Middle not known 50% of wealth 07 s 750
Sheep owned group has 10-30 goats and sheep
sheep — sheep and
goats are taken to
graze by men only
Better off 50% of wealth None
group has 25-50
sheep — sheep and
goats are taken to
graze by men only
Very poor 0-20 5% have 5-6 chickens
Poor ? 80% of HH in the 20% have 5—10 chickens
Middle ? village have chickens 70% have 5-15 chickens
? for eggs and meat — None

Chickens owned

between 5-25 chickens
owned — HH level, not
farming on large scale.
Chickens are usually
tended by women




Urban Rural Rural
Livestock Very poor
sharing Poor
(pahuptan)in/out [ Middle
(under what type Better off
of arrangement )
Very poor Cannot buy
new clothes
Poor Can buy some | Bicycle, or some-
clothes times motorcycle
Middle Can buy more Tractor, water pump,
Other cases expensive one or two wells
of difference clothes
production Better off Can buy more Two tractors, three
expensive deep wells
clothes (e.g.,
can spend
60,000 Iraqi
dinar (IQD)
on clothes
Very poor Bicycles — mainly
Other produc- for children
tive household Poor Some have 50% have a car
assets (ploughs, car, motorcycle and/or tractor
hand trac- or tricycle
tors, sewing Middle Have a car Have an old or used car | 30—-40% have a car/jeep
machine, etc.) Better off Have a car Have fish ponds, one to | 70% have a car
two cars, have a factory
Very poor Receive welfare
payments, e.g.,
widows, people
with no income/
salary, elderly/
Other major retired people
distinction Poor Mostly laborers, [ Not all of the group own

between groups

or elderly/
retired govern-
ment workers
on pensions,
or have only 1
salary/income
in the HH

land — about 50%
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Urban

Rural

Rural

Other major
distinction
between
groups (cont.)

Middle

2 or more
incomes/
salaries in the
family, mostly
salaried work

Have similar liveli-
hoods but wealthier
groups have more land,
more animals etc.

Better off

Politicians,
several HH
members have a
good salary, or
own many prop-
erties (houses/
restaurants, etc.)

Type of
household

Very poor

Mud brick
house, only
1 house

Half concrete, half
mud brick or mixture

Poor

Some have
mud brick
houses, some
have concrete
houses. Some
have 2 houses

Own mud brick house

Good quality
concrete house

Middle

Concrete
house, more
than 1 house

Own mud brick
house, but larger

Good quality
concrete house

Better off

Concrete
house, more
than 1 house

Own concrete house

Good quality
concrete house

Income sources

Very poor

Government
welfare system
(100%$ a
month) PDS,
selling eggs

Poor

Salary (low),
pension for
retired 400,000/
month

Selling livestock,
crops sales, farm
laborer wages

Farming — mainly
watermelon and nuts

Middle

Gov. salary,
Army, teachers,
traders, labor-
ers, farming
crops/crop sales

Selling livestock, selling
crops, salaried work
(e.g., teacher, Asayish,
police, army, govern-
ment worker etc.)

Laborers: loading and
offloading concrete
hollow blocks from local
factories, have work every
day (before the crisis),
they get good money.




Urban Rural Rural
Better off Gov. position, Factory for animal Government salaries
senior parlia- products, fish ponds,
Income sources .
ment staff, livestock & crop sales
(cont.) _
oil workers,
crop sales
Very poor 125,000 1QD/ 120.000 1QD welfare
month payments approx. (based
on number of children)
Poor 400,000 1QD/ 100,000-300,000 Approx. 3—4 million
month IQD/month IQD/year
Middle 1.5 million — 6 250,000-500,000 450,000 -1,050,000/
million HH/ IQD/month month
Average monthly
. Month
income
Better off 2-8 million IQD | 750,000- 3,000,000 From 800,000 to more
salary/month or | IQD/month than 1 million IQD/month
more (individual
salaries, not
including crop
sales or other
incomes)
Very poor No formal Borrow from friends
access to credit. and neighbors.
Can sometimes
get shop credit,
or borrow money
from neighbors/
friends
Poor Can get shop Borrow from friends
Sources of . ,
, credit, borrow and neighbors.
credit .
from friends
& relatives
Middle Can access Sometimes they can
credit from borrow from truck drivers
banks or friends or relatives.
Better off Can access
credit from

banks
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Urban Rural Rural

Very poor Borrow money
Bad year

Poor Borrow money
response , ;

. Middle Use savings

strategies

Better off Use savings
School levels Very poor
attained by Poor
children Middle
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OXFAM

Oxfam

John Smith Drive
Oxford, OX4 2JY
United Kingdom

+44 (0) 1865 47 3727

www.oxfam.org.uk

WOMEN’S
REFUGEE
COMMISSION

122 East 42nd Street

New York, NY 10168-1289
212.551.3115
info@wrcommission.org

womensrefugeecommission.org
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