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Background and motivation

* This paper focuses on two Sahel countries, Burkina Faso and Mali,
where female labour force participation is especially low.

* Gender-responsive social protection programmes have the potential to
support gender equality and women’s economic participation
(Peterman et al., 2024).

* The two programmes differ on their level of gender integration into
design and implementation.

* Burkina Faso is gender-sensitive; Mali is gender-responsive (see Kuss et al 2024
for more on Gender Integration Continuum).

* We present evidence on the impact of gender integrated social
protection on women's economic participation.
* Extensive and intensive margins
* Social norms as moderating factor
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Context
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Both countries are characterized by low female labour force

20 participation, and high levels of vulnerable employment, and
significant gender gaps in employment.
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Programme design

Name Child Sensitive Social Cash-plus to Women’s Savings
Protection Programme (CSSPP) Groups

Timeline 2018-2023 2022-2023

Location Boucle du Mouhoun, Centre- Koulikoro, Ségou and Sikasso
North, East, and North

Targeting PMT targeted Members of WSGs

Cash value USD 30/month, paid quarterly USD 22.67/month, paid

quarterly
Complementary WASH and nutrition support Key family practices, women’s
services economic empowerment,

women’s rights and leadership
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Evaluation design

Design Quasi-experimental Cluster Randomized Control
Trial

Timeline 2020-2023 (3 waves, 2 used) 2022-2023 (2 waves)

Study area 4 treatment municipalities, 4 71 villages
comparison

Treatment arms  Cash plus services, Cash plus services, services
comparison only, control

Sample size 3,092 households 1,780 women and households

Instruments Household survey, community Household survey, women

survey survey, community survey
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Study location: Burkina Faso
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Study location: Mali
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Main outcomes

Economic activities Domestic chores
(participation and hours) (participation and hours)

* Any economic activity

Any household economic activities
Any external economic activities
Any agricultural activities

Any non-agricultural activities

Collecting water

Collecting firewood

Caring for children, cooking or cleaning
Taking care of sick, elderly or disabled
Performing any chores

Specific activities:

* Foraging of nuts, fruits or other products
* Household farm activities

* Household non-farm business

* Own non-farm business

* Household livestock activities

* Non-household casual work

* Non-household wage work =i for every child, answers




Empirical methods: ANCOVA

* Sample is restricted to:
* Women 15-64 years
* With full information on all time use variables
* With max 20 hours of reported time spent in economic activities or chores
* With valid baseline value
4,948 women in Burkina Faso, 2,711 woman in Malli

* Empirical specification: ANCOVA (efficient when autocorrelation is
low)

* Heterogeneity by social norms dummy (less vs. more progressive
norms), interacted with treatment dummy

* Baseline controls, sampling weights and clustered standard errors
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Results: Baseline descriptives and balance

Baseline situation shows high dependence on within household economic
activities, primarily agricultural. Also limited engagement in economic
activities among women in Burkina Faso.
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Results: Baseline descriptives and balance

Most women are engaged in domestic chores, particularly water collection
and care duties.
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Results: Programme impacts on economic activities

At the aggregate level, a reduction in economic participation in the Services
only group in Mali. No disincentives from the cash treatments in both countries
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Results: Programme impacts on economic activities

Increase in foraging and livestock activities due to the cash treatment in Mali.
Services only also increased livestock activities.

Impacts on economic participation, by activity
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Results: Programme impacts on chores

In Burkina Faso: reduction in taking care of vulnerable members. In Mali:
increase in collecting firewood (C+S), reduction in collecting water and

performing any chores (S) _
Impacts on engagement in chores

Collecting water

Collecting firewood

Caring for children, cooking or cleaning

Taking care of sick, elderly or disabled

Performing any chores |
............................................. EEET A SO SOOI
I I ! I I
2 -1 0 1 2

Impact in percentage points

¢ Burkina Faso: Cash + services  ® Mali: Cash + services ® Mali: Services only
Official Use Only



Results: Heterogeneous impacts by social norms

Burkina Faso

Mali

Cash and services

Cash and services

Services only

Indicator

Cons.
norms

Prog.
norms

Diff.

Cons.
norms

Prog.
norms

Diff.

Cons.
norms

Prog.
norms

Diff.

Any economic activity

Any household economic activities

Any external economic activities

Any agricultural activities

Any non-agricultural activities

Foraging of nuts, fruits or other products

Household farm activities

Household non-farm business

Own non-farm business

Household livestock activities

Non-household casual work

Non-household wage work
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Results: Heterogeneous impacts by social norms

For the cash groups, increase in firewood collection only in more progressive
villages. In contrast, in progressive villages in Burkina Faso, reduction in care

duties, while in Mali, an increase in such duties as recorded.
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Cash and services

Cash and services

Services only

Taking care of sick, elderly or disabled

Cons. | Prog. Cons. | Prog. Cons. | Prog.
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Conclusions and next steps

* Results show different pathways of impacts across the two countries.

* |n Mali, extensive and intensive margins increased for livestock
rearing over other activities.

* Economic participation impacts were generally limited in Burkina
Faso.

e There were shifts in domestic chores in both countries.

* The level of gender integration reflects impacts across the two
countries.
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