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Introduction

This papéf is an initial report of a study designed to
survey farming systems pro.ects which include an intra-household
focus in data collection., design and/or implementation. Farming
systems models (Shaner, 1984) have recognized the importance of
the household as a component of the farming system. but until
recently, 1little has been done to systematically "open the black
box" of the household component in those systems models.
Pfojects respronding to the survey being revorted here are among
those attempting' to gain a more systematic undestanding of the

inter- and intra-household factors influencing farming systems.

The primary vpurvose of the present survey 1is to assess the
types of infdrmation collected and used by pro.iects. the methods
used for obtaining the information and some insight into how and
why thé intra-household information is helpful.- In addition.
pro.iects are asked to identify types of information they wish
they did have. but which is not available. and the constraints
affecting various phases of their pro.ect.
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Rationale

This study evolved from on-going work to relate household
concerns to farming systems work. When the Farming Systems
Suprort Proiect was first initiated. a family task force was
organized to focus on the integration of household and family
concerns into the farming systems perspective. One of the
recommendations of this groupr was to develop case studies and
training materials which would promote such intedgration.

In a position paper on "Intra-household Dynamics in Farming
Systems Research: The Basis of Whole Farm Monitoring of Farming
Systems Research and Extension.,"” Cornelia Butler-Flora set the
stage for an intra-household dynamics and farming systems case
studies pro.ject which was subsequently funded and implemented.
The survey being reported in this paver will horefully vprovide
supplementary information to the case studies being developed.

Concurrent with the effort to develor materials for training
about and sensitization to intra-household factors and their
importance in farming systems work. as well as other develorment
efforts, thére is a need to become more knowledsgeable about the
kinds of data currently being collected by existing proiects in
attempts to focus on intra-househcld factors. and the methods
being used to collect the data. As we seek to recognize the
complexity of household dynamics., it .i1s necessary to also

recognize the practical necessity of finding ways to obtain and

analyze information within reasonable time and other resource

limits. Questions about how much information. about which

aspects of the household should be obtained from whom have vet to
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be answered (Norem, 1983).

This 1is not to suggest that one "right" way of focusing. on

household dynamics and farming systems can be identified. Rather

it is to suggest that by examining what is being done. and how
effective researchers and practitioners involved find current
efforts. wverhaps some guidelines can be identified which will be
helpful 1in future planning. This paper is an attempt to begin
such a systematic assessment.

It may be helpful to think in terms of differences about
which units related to the household are important for which
purposes. Overall., the unit of interest in intra-household
dynamics is the household. The unit of data collection can be
one or more household members. other informants and other
existing information. The wunit of analysis can be an
individual. the household or subsystems thereof. work £roup. or
the farming system among other wpossibilities. Designing
parsimonious data collection and analysis procedures requires an

understanding of how these units relate in various situations.

For examrle. it may be possible to obtain good data on the
unit of interest from only one person if what 1is required is
bagic demogravhic information such as age. &gender and education
of household members. The householdvis also the wunit of
analysis in this example. Information about the tasks
verformed in the household as a unit of interest is more 1likely
to require data collection from more than one person. or

extensive observation or record keeringZ in order to permit the
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collection of enousgh information to focus on the household as a
unit of analysis. As we develop a clearer picture of the state
of the art as it now exists, 1t is hored a clearef set of
guidelines will evolve. The initial survey summary presented in

this parer is a first step.

Design of the study

The Farming Systems Support Pro.iect and Population Council
Intra-household Dynamics and Farming Systems Case Studies pro.ject
was initiated with support from USAID and the Ford Foundation in
late 1984. In February of 1985. a request for expressions of
interest was sent to projects and individuals on a variety of
international mailing lists. Over 75 expressions of interest
were received ig respronse to the request. These expressions of
interest were used to developr initial lists of types of data and
data collection methods being used in pro.iects. These lists were
in turn wused in coniunction with the case studies vpro.iect
conceprtual framework to draft a survey aquestionnaire. The
questionnaire was reviewed by the case studies pfoject. adviséry
comnittee and revised according using sugdgestions of the

committee.

The aquestionnaire (see Avrpendix A) 'was mailed to ali
pro.iects who had respronded to the'_Orizinal request for
expressions of interest in the case study vproject, since those
projects self-selected themselves in terms of interest in intra;

household concerns. A few other vpro.ects were alsoc included in
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the survey. Because of the short period of time since the
questionnaires were mailed., the summary being reported in this
paper only includes 17 pro.ects. More resvonses are bein#g
received and will be included in a later revision of the vpaper.
All questionnaires received are included 1in the summary.
regardless of type of wproject. Most are farming systems
oriented. with one project being specifically focused on women in
farming systems. Seven pro.iects from Asia. 6 from Africa. two
from the Middle East and two from Latin America are included.
The +titles and identifying information about the vproiects are
rresented in Table 1.

(insert Table 1 about here)

Each pro.ect has a'different specific target groupr, but all
pro.iects have target groups of farﬁs with multiple crop systems.
Fourteen Drojecté report farms in their wpro.iect also have
livestock., most for multiple use, 1including cash income. food,
traction., wealth and prestige. The average land holdings for
farmers in the vro.iects ranged from .89 hectares to 30 hectares,

with an overall mean of 9.74 hectares.

Results
Types of intra-household data
Each vpro.ect was asked to indicate whether or not they have
data about five general catesgories: (1) demogravhic information.
(2) household member’s varticipation in activies, (3) household

member’s access to production resources, (4) household member’s




participation 1in decision-making and (5) income and expenditure
data. benefits from farm production., food consumption and
nutrition. Each of these categories include several srpecific

kinds of data. Table 2 presents the information for each type of

data, indicating the number of pro.jects which collected each type.

(insert Table 2 about here)

Table 3 summarizes the ways each tyvre of information was used or
is being used by the vpro.ects which resvonded to the survey.

(insert Table 3 about here)

Demogravhic information.

The most freaquently used methods for obtaining demogravhic

information are Ppre-existing national surveys. formal wpro.ject
surveys., varticivant observation and sondeos. This information
is summarized in Table 4 for all types of data. In addition to

the most commonly used methods., other methods are used by from 2-
4 vprojects in the survey. Demograrhic information 1is also
available thfouzh pre-existing anthrovological studies and local
village records for some pro.jects. Other pro.ects collected
information through farmer records. community informants, time
allocation studies., team members personal knowledge and in-devth

case studies.

Nine ovpro.iects collected demogravhic data before the vpro.ect
began. 5 during the diagnosis stage and 7 parallel with on-farm

testing. Ten vpro.iects collect demogravhic data on an on-going
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basis.

All proiects report collection of demogravhic data involving
household structure, membership and size. Most also have
information about education and ethnic identity. Migration
ratterns and variation in household structure over the life cycle
are included by 7 and 6 Drojects'respeotively. When the patterns
of wutilization of demogravhic information are examined, it 1is
apparent that demograpvhics are important in the early vplanning
stages of pro.iects. Respondents were asked to identify the most
helpful information for each type and to Hive an explanation of
how or why the information is helpful to +their pro.ect. They
were also asked to indicate any information in each type of
information that they did not have but wish they did. These
oren—ended dquestions vprovide more deﬁail related to intra-
household concerns than the tabulated results shown 1in the

tables.

The spvecific demofravhic information identified as most
helpful to a proiect varies according to proiect as one would
expect. However. some Aeneralizations can be made. Gender and
age structure of the household is mentioned by several
respondents, sometimes sinfglely and sometimes in con.junction with
other information such as labor and incomé. The information is
useful in identifying target Agrouprs and designing +trials which
consider labor bottlenecks and total household activity patterns.

Household structure is also revorted as an important
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consideration in designing extension efforts. Ethnic information
is second most frequently mentioned as the most helpful
demographic information, because farming practices dnd values
about female participation vary according to ethnicity.

The two kinds of demograrhic information 1least often
available, migration patterns and variation in household
structure over the life cycle are also the most frequently named
in response to the aquestion "Are there demogravhic data you do

not have that you wish you had collected?"”.

Household member’s varticipation in activities

Formal surveys, participant observation and community
informants are +the most frequently used methods to obtain
information about the participation of household members in
various activities. {see tablé 4).‘ As with demograrvhic
information. there is considerable variety in the ways vpro.ects
obtain this information. All of the methods listed above for
demograprhic information are wused by at least one proiect to
obtain actiéity data, with.the addition of groupr meetings as a

source of information about household member’s activities.

Three ©pro.iects collected activity data before +the pro.jiect

began, 5 during initial diagnosis. and 6 parallel with on-farm

trials. Nine wpro.iects collect activity data on an on-going
basis.

Specific aquestions were asked about typre of activity data

collected and method of dissa&reqétion. Ten pro.jects collected
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task assignment data, disaggregated by gender and age. Seven
pro.iects disaggregate by vosition in the household as well. Four

pro.iects have information about time allocation.

Eleven pro.iects revrort collecting some information about the
participation of household member’s in various activities. Most
frequently (N=11) collected information 1is about activities
related to production of cash crops. with subsistance crors and
livestock wproduction information available for 10 out of 17
pro.ects. Other activities within the household receive less
attention as indicated in table 2. Table 3 indicates that
activity data are used less often by pro.jects than demographic
data. Assessing time and labor constraints is the most frequent

use of activity data.

Respondents Trevrort household member’s activity information
most helpful for decisions about designing research and
targeting interventions esvecially in terms of labor constraints.
They wish their pro.iects had more detailed information about noﬁ—
production activities and several respondents express a desire
for activity data which cover a period of time up to a year. The
complexity of activity data is pointed out and difficulties with

processing such data are mentioned.

Household member’s access to production resources
This study breaks production resources into sub-categories
of land. labor. cavrital. innovations and credit. The projects

represented use a variety of methods to obtain resource
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information: the most frequent are pre-existing national surveys,
pro.iect-conducted formal surveys., vparticivant observation .and

team members versonal knowledge.

Six wpro.ects collected access to resources data before the
pro.iect began. 7 during initial diagnosis and 7 parallel with on-
farm trials. Five ©vproiect collect these data on a on-#going
basis.

As indicated in table 2, this category of information about
households is available for most pro.iects. Fourteen of the 17
pro.iects have some resource information. However, examination
of table 3 suggests that the use of this information is somewhat
more 1limited than for demogravhic data in terms of actual number
of pro.ects. Resource information is used by more proiects for
a variety of purposes than activity data, but more vproijects

report use of activity data overall.

The answers to questions about the most useful resource datak
and why and how it is useful indicate land resource information
is perceived as most helprful for more pro.iects than other kinds
of resource data., but the responses also indicate the usefulness
of resource access data is very pro.iect svecifie. Access to

resources data 1s 1likely to be helpful in research design and

~selection of field trial locations. There is a pattern among

responses about the kind of resource information respondents
would 1like to have had but which was not available. More

information is wanted about monetary incomne, including gifts and
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remittances is mentioned in several contexts. including credit.

oprortunity costs for innovations and access to captial.

Household member’s participation in decision-making
Twelve proijects in the survey have some data about

decision-making within households. These data are collected most

frequently through formal surveys. team member’s versonal
knowledee and participant observation. Other methods are used.
but in a vpro.iect svecific manner. Only two ©projects revort

having decision-making data to use in initial ©vro.iect desién.
One ©pro.ect collected decision-making data during the intial
diagnosis, and four parallel with on-farm trials. 8Six pro.ects

collect decision-making data on an on-going basis.

Table 2 indicates that the pro.jects which have decision-
making data have information about mbst of the catedories
identified, 1land use., labor use, technology use, cropping and
cultivation vpractices and use of production outputs. Table 3
suggests that pro.djects are not wusing decision-making data
extensively. ‘ Seven projects use decision-making data to assess
time and labor constraints. and this is the most freaquent use

reported.

Responses to open—endeq questions about the usefulness of
decision-making data are £general, in' terms of a better
understanding of household dyvnamics permitting more knowledgeable
identification of target £roups. Seven respondents indicate

their projects could use more detailed decision-making data which

11
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would allow them to know more about the effect of decision

patterns.

Income and expenditure. benefits. food consumption and nutrition
Six vpro.ects have information about this category of data.
Formal surveys and participant observation are the most common
methods of obtaipina the information. There are some differences
among the sub-categories. howgver. Participant observation is
most likely to be the source of information about food
consumption and nutrition information. and is not as likely to be
a source of production benefits data but formal surveys are used

by several pro.jects for all three sub-categories.

Only one ©vro.iect had data from this category Dbefore the
project began. Three pro.jects collected the data during the
initial diagnosis. 4 parallel with on-farm testing and 8 collect

the information on an on-2oing basis.

Table 2 tells us that 10 pro.jects have information in -at
least one of the three sub-categories represented in this
section. Income and expenditure data are least freguently
available as a sub-category. Table 3 shows a fairly equal
distribution of the ﬁse of specific kinds of available data in
this category over the various prhases of the pro.jects. esvecially

in the design and implementation of field trials.

Since +there are 3 sub-categories in this section. the

answers to questions about which information is most helpful and

12
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wvhy and how. are somewhat complex. but they also point out the
need to integrate information about overall production .and
consumption patterns in.the household. For example. respondents
mentioned the importance of looking at off-farm income. cash
income from food érops and understanding the reliance on the
local markets both for food and income as well as the need to
assess the opvrortunity costs of innovations based on total inputs

and total income generating possibilities.

The resvonse to the aquestion about information which the
proiect did not have but wish they had was primarily better
income data. monitored over time. by household member. Several
respondents mention the difficulty in obtaining reliable income
data. but indicate they believe it is important to find better

ways of obtaining such information.

Other information

Respondents were asked to identify any other kinds of intra-
household data they have which were not included in the previous
b sections.‘ There are few responses to this section. Table 3
indicétes how the data are used and the footnote points out the
kinds of information included. These are religious information.
inheritance data and information gathered from both husband and

wife together.

Most effective methodologies

Respondents were asked to select the study or activity of

their pro.iect which was most effective in collecting information
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about intra- inter-household variables relevant to farm
production and which were most useful in determining ovproject
decisions concerning research priorities. cooperating farmers,
technology accevtance. etc. Nine respondents name the formal
survey as most helpful. This is usually done at the beginning of
the pro.ect. Eight respondents identify varticivant observation

as the most useful activity for obtaining household information.

This tends to be on-going. Three respondents name the sondeo as
most useful. The sondeo took place anywhere from the beginning
to the third year of the pro.ect. Ten respondents report the

head of household as the primary informant. whether male or

female. Six proiects tried to include at least one other adult
household member. Three relied on whoever was at home with a
preference for the head of household. One case study involved

all members of the household.

Constraints to pro.iects

Respondents were asked to identify constraints which
effected the study design. sample selection. conduct of the
study. data analysis or apprlications of the data to their pro.ject
or activity. These responses are summarized in table 5, Ten
projects revort vhysical. logistical or resource constraints on
sample selection for their pro.jects. According to the detailed
information wvprovided 1in open-ended questions about how these
factors are constraining, the most common constraint is
transportation. either in terms of availability of tranéportation

means or because of difficulties related to terrain.
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In order of decending freaquency. other constraints which are
mentioned are funds. lanfduage, personnel, a political situation,
and ethnic grour considerations. In - many instances the
constraints are named in con.iunction with one another. such as

ethnic concerns and language difficulties.

Summary

Since the survey results presented in this paver are
preliminary. any summary must be considered tentative. However,
éome points can be made at this stage. First. +there is a wide
variation 1in the kind of data being collected about households,
with a common focus on the household as a wunit of 1interest.
The data are most often collected from heads of households, so
for some kinds of data there may be difficulty in wusing the
household as a unit of analysis. For example, decision-making
data try to describe a dynamic intra-household wvprocess but
process data involving several household members probably reaquire
complex data collections procedures. It is important to examine
alternatives in context of which information is 1important fér
which stage of a @Pproiect and how it may be obtained as
efficiently as possible. One respondent ©pointed out the
difficulty in designing more standardized methods of data
collection and analysis Dbecause of the uﬁique aspects of any
given project. but élso emphasized that an&thina that can be done
to move in this direction will save significant resources and

hopefully eliminate the need for each future pro.Jject to make the

same mistakes.

15
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Teble 1. Projects responding to survey

Region/ Project Title Source
Country of Funds
Asia

Indonesia TROPSOILS USAID

S0il Management CRSP

Philippines Farming Systems USAID
Developrment Pro.ect
Eastern Visavas
now-Farm & Resource
Management Institute

Nevpal Agricultural Research USAID
& Production Pro.iect
Farming Systems Research
& Development Division

Bangladesh Women in Farming Bangladesh
Systems Asri.
Research
Council
India Role of Farm Haryana
Women in Decision Agri.

Making Related to University
Farm Business

Philipprines Balinsasavao Ford
Agroforestry Foundation
Pro.ect

Philippines Farming Systems USAID

Development Pro.ect
Eastern Visayvas
now-Farm & Resource
Megt. Institute

17
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Contractor and Unit

in Charge

University of Hawaii
with Univ. of North
Carolina & Center
for Soils Research

Ministry of Agricul-
ture and Food and
the Virginia State
University

Winrock. Int’l.
Ministry of
Agriculture, Dept.
of Agriculture

Bangladesh Agricul-
cultural Uiversity

Harvana Agricultural
University

Silliman University
Research Center

Cornell University
Ministry of
Agriculture & Food
& the Visavas State
Cclleee of
Agriculture
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Table 1.

Region/
Country

Contractor and Unit

in Charge

Burkina Faso

Burkina Faso

continued.
Proiject Title Source
of Funds
Fulbe Agropastoral USAID

Production in Southern
Burkina Faso-for USAID
Ag. Sector Grant

Income & Africultural NSF,

Frederick Sowers
University of
California.
Berkeley

University of

Investment in a Bobo Wenner-Gren Illinois
Village Foundation.
Univ. of
Illinois
Sierra Adaptive Crop USAID & Southern Il11.
Leone Research & Extension Gov’t. Univ., Louisiana
Project (ACRE) of Sierra State Uniwv.
Leone Ministry of
Agriculture &
Natural Resources
Ghana REDECASH/BIRD BIRD & Bureau of Integrat-
Minimum Tillage REDECASH ed Rural Development
Techniques for Cowpea (BIRD)
Production
Botswana Agricultural USAID Midwest Int’1
Technology Improvement Agricultural
Pro.iect Consortium (MIAC)
Kansas State Univ.
Kenya Dryland Farming Kenya Ministry of Agri. -
Research & Gov’t, National Dryland
Developrment FAO/UNDP Farming Research

18
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Table 1, continued

Region/ Pro.ject Title Source Contractor and Unit
Country of Funds in Charge

Middle East

Israel Irrigation Inno- City Univ. n.a.
vation and Family of New York,
Farming Strategies Faculty Research
in Israel Grant
Syria Syrian Households: ICARDA & Andrea Rassam
Women’s Labor & NEAWARDS _

Impact of Technologies

Latin America

Mexico Livestock Production Universidad Centro de Inves-
Systems in Central Nacional tigacion Ensenanza
State of Veracruz Autonomo de . en Granaderia
Mexico Tropical (CIEEGT)
{UNAM) Facultad de Medicina
& Zootechnia UNAM
Honduras Honduras Agricultral USAID Consortium for
Research Pro.ect International
Develovrment,
New Mexico State
University

19
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Table 2. Tvpes of intra-household data collected by pro.ects
responding to survey

No. of pro.ects
Type of Information (N=17) with information

Demogravrhic information

a. household structure. membership & size 16
b. education 15
c. ethnic identity 15
d. migration pratterns 7
e. variation in h. h. structure over the life cycle 6
Household member’s participation in activities
a. cash crops by crop 11
b. subsistance crops by crop 10
c. livestock production 10
d. other vrimary income generating activities 7
e. ma.ior tasks of household reproduction 9
Household member’s access to production resources:
Land
a. 1in Feneral 11
b. by tenure category 9
c. by vproduction potential (e.g. irrigated.
non-irrigated) 6
Labor
d. family 11
e. hired 13
f. exchange ' 10
Capital
E. seeds 12
h. tools : 13
i. equivment . 14
i. animals 13

Innovations or improved production inputs

k. information (extension contacts, training. etc.) 12
1. technology inputs requiring cash or credit 8
Credit

m. informal 11
n. formal 10

o. other . 1

20
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Table 2. continued.

No. of pro.ects
Type of Information (N=17) with information

Household member’s participation in decision-making related to:

a. land use 11
b. use of family labor 12
c. use of hired labor 10
d. use of exchange labor 8
e. use of technology invputs 13
f. use of credit 11
g. croppring choices 12
h. cultivation practices 12
i. uses of harvested cropr & residue 12
i. marketing 11
Income and expenditure data:
a, each household member’s sources of income 6
b. each household member’s expenditures 6

Benefits from farm production:

a. use of end products from crop production 10
b. desirable characteristics of each crop or

crop product 7
c. each household member’s access to or control

of end products 5

Food consumption and nutrition information:
diet survey

nutritional adequacy analysis

food preparation practices

food preferences

on—farm household food production

PROTP
Y XN
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Table 3: Use of +types of intra-household data by projects
responding to survey
No. of pro.ects reporting use of information
by typre of information*: N=17

initial pro.ject design 10
selection of a target £roup 10
identification of
recommendation domains
choice of research topic
designing trials
selection of particivating
farmers for field trials
evaluation of field trials
redesign of trials
technology recommendations
extension efforts
pro.iect evaluation design
assessing time and labor
constraints 12 10
assessing opportunity costs
for innovation 6 4

W w
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*Type l=demogravhic information. Type 2=household member’s
participation in activities. Type 3=household member’s access to
production resources. Type 4=household member’s participation in
decision-making. Typre 5=income and exvenditure data, benefits
from farm wvproduction., food . consumption and nutrition. Type
B=other.

*¥%Other kinds of information collected include religious

affiliation. inheritance data and information £gathered from
husband and wife together.
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Table 4.
of data

demograprhic information

household member’s participation
in activities

household member’s access to
production to production
resources

household member’s participation
in decision-making

income and expenditure data,
benefits from farm
production. food consumption
and nutrition

Table 5.

study design

sample selection

conduct of study/activity

data analysis

arplication of data to pro.iect/
activity

Constraints influerncing proijects

Type of constraint
physical, cultural,
logistical. social,
resource rolitical

N¥x= 8 Nx= 5
10 3

6 6

6 1

2 -

*number of pro.jects reporting constraint, total N-17

Most frequently used methods of data collection by type %{

national surveys

formal surveys
participant observation
sondeo

formal survey
participvation observation
community informants : sl

national surveys
formal surveys
participant observation

formal survey

team member’s personal
knowledee

participant observation

formal surveys
participant observation
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INTRA-HOUSEHOLD DYRNAMICE IN FARMING SYSTEMS RESEARCH

FRR Froject Survey
I. General Intormation

Froject Title

Countr

Y e e e MR L OTY

Funded by

Contractor

Contractor 's address

Government agency or University in charge

Name of person(s) completing form

Fosition in project

Flease define vyouwr target group in specific terms other than
small, resource poor, subsistence, rainfed, stc. (i.e. what is
really meant by small or resowce poor in yow area?)___
Are one or more of the following included in the target group?
. Flease check all that apply
a. househplds capable of producing most of what the family eats
YES_ no__
b. producers oriented toward the market ves __ no_____.
c. houssholds who rely on remittances from wage labor to finance
farm/household ves_ . no____ -
d. households who rely on hired labor to do work on the farm
Y&&H ne_
2. female-headed households (I=1-S no_
f. inter—household work groups yes___ . No__

What is the average farm size for your target group?

What are the main crops produced?

1
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Is livestock & factor in the farming systems for your target

group’? yes neo__

I¥f yes, how? check all that apply cash income____  food___
traction____  wealth____ othe- (please specify)_____

l.ocal professional shatf involved in project {including

administration). Note number.

BS_ 3 MS5__ s FhD____: Non-degres___ : Men___ _ Women______

\
Numbei- in plant science____3 animal science____3 economics___ _3 |
other social science__ 3 edtension___ S
Define the study region in geocgraphic terms: (i. e. location,
sirze, distance betwsen farthest experimental farm sites in kms.

and between sites and headquarters)___

Mumbers of 4ield site locations (not individual farmer plots)

What factors influence the choice of field site locations?
Strong Moderate Nil

Folitical

Froduction potential . .

Eguity

Type of crops grown

Type of environment

Froimity to research station

Qther (describe)

{I. Following is a list of types of information which may be part
of intra or inter household information collected by FSR
projects. These have been divided into six categories, based on
a review of submissions of interest to the Intra-Household and
Farmings Systems Case Studies Project. For each category, we are
interested in whether your project has the information; if so,
how the data were collected and how you have used or plan to use
the data for your project.

Fleass respond in four ways to describe vyow project.
e Checlk: all types of information your project has
available about houwsehold variabhles.

2. For those types of information yowr project has
avalls indicate the data collection method used to obtain the
information.

=, Checlk all uses yvouwr project made or plans to make of
each of the categories of data you have available,

i, Frovide some more detailed information about  the

most effective and most useful study{ies) and/or activityl{ies) of
vour project related to intra-/inter- household concerns. U




(Flease go on to the next page)

If there 1is a category of data which does not apply to vyour
project, simply skip over that whole series of questions. For
instance, if your project has no household activity data, go on
to the section about access to production resowces.

Typss of Forrmation Froject has information

1. demographic information
a. household structure, membership and size ————_ no___
2. education e nNo_____
c. ethnic identity Y. no_____
d. migration patterns e NO____
e. variation in h.h. structure over

family life cycle yes__ . no_____
If you marked a "yes" for any of the above information
categories, we are interested in how vyou obtained the
information. For each category you marked "yes" please put that
letter in front of the appropriate data collection method(s)
listed below. For instance if vyou had information about
household structure from existing national surveys and from a
formal survey your project completed, you would put an "a" in
front of those two methods listed below. List as many as you

marked above.

1. PFre-edisting secondary information
la. national surveys

ib. anthropological studies
1c. other specify)

o

2. Froject conducted studisese and activities
Z2a. participant observation :
Zb. rapid rural appraisal (sondeo)
2c. formal survey e
______________________ 2d. farmer records

Ze. community informants
2F. time allocation studies e
2g. team members personal knowledge
2h. group meetings
2i. in—depth cazse studies
2. other specity)

(Please go on to the next page)
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Did you use demographic data including household information  for
arny of the following? Flease check all that apply.

initial project design Yes____ Nno_____
selection of a target grown ves___ . no____
identification of recommendation domains yes_ 0 no__
choice of research topic yes__ . no____
designing trials yRs__ no____
zselection of participating farmers for

field trials yes____ no____
evaluation of field trials ves____ no____
redesign of trials ves___ . no____
technalogy recommendations ves____ no____
extension efforts yes____ no___ _
project evaluation design yes_____ nho____
assesgsing time and labor constiraints ves_ . Nno___ _
assessing cpportunity costs for innovation ves____ no____

olher (please SPRCyItY)
fire there specific parts of the demographic information you have
available which are most helpful to your project? yes___ no

14 ves, which are they?

How are these data helpful to your proiect? __ - _

When were the demographic data on households collected during the
project? (check all that apply) ’

betore project began, i.e. during project design
Ye5E_ no

during initial diagnosis stage ves__  no__
on—going ves____._ no____ be specific about frequency
parallel with on—farm testing vyes____ nNo____

other (please specify)

fAre  there demographic data which you do not have that you wish

vou  had collected? yes no___
I+ sn, which data do you wish vyour project bhad collected?

(Flease go on to the next page)
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Now, please respond in the same manner to gquestions about the
second category, household member’'s activities.

Types of information Froject has information
2. each household membe ipation in activities related to:
a. cash crops by crop yes__ . no___
b. subsistance crops by crop yes__ . no____
c. livestock produaction vyes_ 0 no___
e other primary incoms Qeane ing activities ne__
=. major tasks of household reproduction no____
f.o other (Please SPECI T Y o i
If vyou marked a "yes" Ffor any of the above information
categories, we are interested in how vyou obtained the
information. For each category you marked "yes" please put that
letter in Ffront of the appropriate data collection method(s)
listed below. List as many as you marked above.

1. Fre-existing secondary information -
________________________ la, national surveys
. e anthropological studies
e 12y other speci

2. Project conducted studies and activities
. 23 participant observation -
e, 2Bre rapid Frural appraisal (sondeo)
___________________ 2c. formal survey
_____ - - 2d. farmer records
_______________________ 2e. community informants
________________________ 2f. time allocation studies S
_____________________ 2g9. team members personal knowledge

___________________ 2h. group meetings S
_______________________ 2i. in—depth case studies
. 23w other specify) __

ZH. What kind of activity information have you collected?
3 grnment disaggregated by gender____age____position
houwsehold____ other (please specify)_____
~time allocation of individual bhousehold members
yes___ no____ -
{if not available for all household members, please indicate who
= Ll AN U - o U )
(Flease go on to the next page)
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Did vyou use honsehold activity data for any of the following?
Flease check all that apply.

initial project design no__
selection of a taget group no_ .
choice of research topic no__.__
desigring trials no____
identifi ion of recommendation domains ne

selection of participating farmers for

field trials ves_  no__
evaluation of field trials ves____ no___
redesign of trials YRS . no___
technology recommendations . yes__ . no___
extension etforts yes__ . no____
nroject evaluation design vyes____ no____

assessing time and labor constraints yes____ nho__ __
assessing opportunity costs for innovation vyes___ . no____

other (please specifv)

Are there specific parts of the housshold activity data you have
available which are most helpful to yow project? yes___ no

I+ yes, which are Lhey s
How are these data helpful to vour project?

When were the household activity data collected during  the
project? (check all that apply) -

before project began, i.e. during project design

ves____ no____

during initial diagnosis stage vyves_ no

on-going no___ . be specific about frequency
narallel with on--farm LPr+1ng yes____ no__

other (please specity)

Are there household activity data which you do not have that you
wish vou had collected? vyes_ re

I so, which data do you wish yow project had collected?

(Flease go on to the next page)
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The third category is about access to production resources. s -
Types of information Froject has information - i

e each household menber s

~land:

a. in general
b. by tenwe category

c. by production peotential {e.g. irrigated,

non-irrigated) Yes_ .. hoa_ =

~labor:

d. family

e. hired

f. evchange
—~capital:

9. seeds

h., tools

i. equipment
Jj«. animals

ne_
no

———— —

k. others (specify)

—innovations or improved production inputs
1. information {extension contects, training, etcd)yes__ . no___
m. technology inputs requiring cash or credit yes____  ne____ -

—credit:

n. informal

2. formal

pe Other (please specify)

{(if not availables for all howsehold members, please indicate wh
ie dncluded )

If you marked a ‘'yes" Ffor any of the above information
categories, we are interested in how vyou obtained the
information. For each category you marked "yes" please put that
letter in front of the appropriate data collection method(s)

listed below. List as many as vyou marked above.

1. Fre—existing secondary information
' la. national surveys

1b. anthropological studies
lc. other specify)

2. Project conducted studies and activities

2a. participant observation :
2b. rapid rural appraissl {(sondep).
2c. formal survey : s
2d. farmer. records

2. community informants
2. time allocation studies

<7,

____________________ 2g. team members personal knowledge
2h. group mestings e

2i. in-depth case studies
23« other specitfy)

{(Flease go on to the next page)
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In cases where household members did not
did vou collect inform
e G (T B
information?

owr or control resources
wion on the conditions of their a 2ss to
Yes___ No__ ¥ vyes, how did you gain this

Did vyou ue
Lo diw i o

apply.

to resowces data including household
;- Lloawing? Please check all that

initial project design VS no
selection of a target group : yes . no

choice of re arch topic yes__.__ no____
designing trials yess__ . no__
identification of recommendation domains yes no_____
selection of participating farmers for

field tbtrials yes_ . no____
evaluation of field btrials yes__ . no__
redesign of trials yes____ no____
technology recommendations yes____ no____
extension efforts yes____ nho____
project evaluation design ves___ . no____
assessing timse  and labor constraints ves____ nNo____
assessing oppoirtunity costs for innovation yes___ . Nno____
other (please specify) ____ — e —

Are there specific parts of the access to resources data you have
available which are most helpful to your project? yes___ no

I+ yes, which are they?

How are these data helpful to your project?

When were the access to resouwrces data collected during the
project? {(check all that apply)

before project bsgan, i.e. during project design

YEG no_

during initial diagnosis stage vyes no
on-gaing yes_

no_ he specific about frequency

Are there aco v to resouwrces data which you do not have that
wizsh you had collected? ves___ no

s,
e vt

(Flease go on to the next page)
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I+ so, which data do you

wish

o

project

had collectear

The fourth category is about decision making.

participation in d

nsehold member s
a. land use

b. use of family 1labor

o wee of hired labor

d. use of exchange labor

€. wee of gy inputs
f. use of
g. cropping choices

h,. cultivation practices

i. uses of harvested crop %
J. marketing

ke other (please specify)

{(if not available for all household members,

is included

If you marked a '"yes" §

categories, we arz interested

letter in front of the appropriate data

residues

Froject has information

sicon making related to:

rno_
no

ne_
ne

Fic_
no

na

no_
no

no

or any

listed below. List as many as

i

of

the above information
n how vyou
information. For each category you marked "yes" please put that
collection method(s)
you marked above.

1. Fre-edisting secondary information
rnational surveys
anthropological studies

i Sl e e A e e o et i T R A M MR L 1t e
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2. Froject conducted studies and

le. other specify)

activiti

obtained the

praisal (sondeo)

arsonal knowledge

Za. participant observation
Z2b. rapid rural ap

2c. formal suwrvey

2d. farmer records

2e. community informants _
2%, time allocation studies
2g. team members p

2h. group meetings

2i. in-depth case studies
23 specify)




Did you uwuse household decizsion-making data for  any of  the

following? Please check all that apply. )
initial nmroject no_
selection of a % no -
ey ESEArCh no____
designing trials no____
identification of ettty no_
selection of participating farmers for
field hrials ves___ . no
evaluaticn of field trials yes_ no____
redesign of trials RS no::::
technology recommendations ves__ . no___
extension efforts vyes no___
project evaluation design Yes no__
assessing time and labkbor constraints YRS no_ -
aswessing opportunity costs for innovation yes__ . no___
other (please specify) -

fire there specific parts of the decision-making data vyou have
available which are most helpful to yvour project? yes___ no

I+ ves, which are they?

How are these data helpful to youwr project?

vhen were the decision—making data collected during the project?
(check all that apply)
before project began, i.e. during project design
yes__ 0 ho___
dwing initial diagnosis stage vyes_ re

on-going ves_ no_ he speciffz ahnazﬂ¥requency

parallel with on-farm testing yes no
other (please specify)

Are  there decision—-making data which you do not have that vyou
wish you had collected? no_

14 wso, which date do you wish yowrs project  bhad collected?

(Flease go on to the next page)
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Category S is about income and expenditure data, benefits from
farm production, food consumption and nutrition.

DA, income and expenditure dateas

al. each household member s souwrces of income no___
a2, each household member s expendl bures ne_

SB. benefits from farm produaction
bi. use of end products from crop production Yes ne_

2. desirable characteristics of each crop or
crop procduct ves_  no____

Z. each houseihold menber ‘s access to or control
of end products

e food consumption and nutrition informations: -

cl. diet survey vyes__.__. no____
cZ. nutritional adequacy analysis ves__ . no____
c3. food preparation practices vyes____  no___
c4. food preferences vyes_ __ . no____
cS. on-farm howehold food production yes___ . no__
céH. other (please specify)
If you marked a ‘"yes" for any of the above information
categories, we are interested in how vyou obtained the
information. For each category you marked "yes" please put that
letter in front of the appropriate data collection method(s)

listed below. List as many as you marked above.

v information

a. national surveys

b. anthropological studies
c. other specify)

1. FPFre-existing secondar

e Froject conoucted studles and activities

Za. participant observation

Zbe rapid rural appraisal (sondeo)
2c. formal survey

2d. farmer records

2e. community informants

2f. time allocation studies

2g. team members personal knowledge

in—-depth case studies
cther specify)

{(Flease go on to the next page)
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your o uwse incems and expenditure data, benefits  from  farm
iong  and  or food constmption and  nutrition data for any
e +following? Flease check all that apply.

inttial mroject cleslgn

gsetection of a targebt group

identitication of recommendation domaing

choice of ressarch hopic

designing trials

selection of participating farmers for
fimld trials .

evaluation of field trials

redesign of trials

technology recommendations

xwtension efforts

project evaluation design

assessing time  and labor constraints

assgesing opportunity costs for innovation

other (please specify)

2]

there specific parts of the irncome and

n
benefite +rom {farm production, and or food consumption  and
nutirition  information yvou have avilable which were most  helpful

to your projec

I+ yes, which are they?

LY wes____ no_

How

When

are these data helpful to vour project?

were the above data collected during the project?

{check all that apply)

e
Yot

If

before project began,; i.e. during project design

yes____  nho____

during initial diagnosis stage vyes____ no____

on--gning yes_ . no _ be gpecific about frequency
parallel with on—farm testing VRS no

other {(please specify)

therse data from the do not have that

wish you had colleched? R0

g0, which data do you wish vyowr project

(Please go on to the next page)
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Finally, if there are types of household data which have not been
included above and which your project collected, please indicate
what those are in the space provided below and tell us how vyou
obtained the information.

has information

data collection mat

Did vyou usg data  identified uwnder number & for any of the
following? Flease check all that apply.

initial project design ' Y5 ne_

selection of a target group Yes___ . no__
identification of recommandation domains vyes__ . no__.__
choice of research topic vyes____ ho____

designing trials ves_ ne
selection of participating farmers for

field trials no_ ____
evaluation of field trials no___
redesign of trials no__ .

technology recommendations
extension efforts

project evaluation design no_____
assessing time and labor constraints no_ ..
assessing opportunity cost for innovation no

other (please specify) i,

¢
- 4 .{'.y)

Are there specific parts of the information identified under .-
numbigr 6 you have available which are most helpful to  vour
project? yes___ no_ , _ : .

If yes, which are they?

1=
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When were the above data collected during the project? (checlk
all that apply)
betore project began, i.e. duwring project design

ves_ . no___
curing initial diagnosis stage ves_____ nNo____
QNG 1o yes_ . no__ . be Fic about frequency

parallel with on—farm testing Y
other (please specity)

Are there other data which you do not have that you wish vyou had
collected? RS no

I+ so, which data do you wish youwr project had collected?

Now please select the study(ies) or activity(ies) of your project
which were most effective in collecting information in intra-

inter— household variables relevant to farm production and which
were most useful in determining project decisions concerning

research priorities, cooperating farmers, technology acceptance,

etc. For this study or activity please answer the questions
asked below and add any additional information which would be
helpful to others engaged in this kind of research. If you have

more than one study or activity which was particularly helpful,
please fill out a sheet for each one.

This study/activity was:

most effective in collecting THH information yves____ no____
mast useful in piroject decision making, design, etc.
yes____ no____
hoth vyes_____ na____
Characterize the kind of study or activity: (sonden, formal

survey, participant observation, etc.) 3
At what point in the project was this study/activity undertaken?
How long did it last®

How freguently were farmers/households/groups  surveved/observed/
ete {(once during the study, once a week, once a month, eka)?

Sample size __

Fercent of totbt

al population being studied

Sample selection criteria {(please describe in detail)

Who designed the study?
(Flease go on to the next page)
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Who carried out the study? Flease designate numbers carrying ou

the study?  the number of men and women? their degrees, training,
ococunations or discipline  speciality 14 applicabls (2.q.

extension  agents, secondary  school  students, locally hired

enumerators, etc.)?

What data were collected? Flease describe as speciftically  as
sible  and if you like enclo a sample questionnaire, record
shes Cy & [ o

[2 02

From whom were doata collected? (Head of household? whoever was

at home? more than one member of bthe houwsehold? etoc.)

Whes dolla{md
the end of

analvzed the data®? How long did it take after
data collection period?

How  was the information gained from this study or activity uwsed
in the farming systems project?

Did physical , logistical, or resouwce constraints affect:
—study/activity design Yes_ . ne
~gample selection yes____ no_
—conduct of study/activity ves_ no

—analysis of data YES____ No___

—application of analysis to project activities vyes____ no___
Flease describe as specifically as possible.

Did cultural/social/political circumstances atfect:
~study/activity design Yes__ no

-sample selection vyes___._ no____
~conduct of study/activity vyes___ no_ ’
—analysis of data YES____ no__

—application of anzlysis to project activities vyes____ no____
Fleass describe as specifically as possible.

any special measuwres  taken to  overcome any of the
raints listed above? If s0, please describe. ‘

Flease add any additional comments concerning the means by which
the study or activity was undertaken or its usefulness to the
project.

Instructions for returning the gquestionnaire are on the following
page. Thank you for your time and help.
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