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The Multipurpose Cash Assistance (MPCA) indicators represent USAID’s adoption of the Grand Bargain Cash Workstream Multipurpose Cash Outcome Indicators document.  The Grand Bargain Cash Workstream considers those indicators to be a “final draft for testing,” and thus the guidance in this Performance Indicator Reference Sheet (PIRS) should be understood as such, particularly for newer indicators. 
USAID encourages applicants and partners to provide their contact information to the Grand Bargain Cash Workstream here, so that the workstream organizers can contact them to provide feedback on the use of the indicators.  USAID also encourages applicants and partners to contact USAID at applicationguidelines@ofda.gov directly with feedback. 
This PIRS does not cover all of the indicators in the Grand Bargain Cash Workstream Multipurpose Cash Outcome Indicators document, as USAID has not adopted all of the indicators.  Applicants and partners are free to propose other indicators from the document as custom indicators.
The Cash Learning Partnership (CaLP) guide, Monitoring4CTP: Monitoring Guidance for CTP in Emergencies, may be useful for many aspects of designing a Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) plan for a multipurpose cash intervention.  CaLP released this guide in 2017, and is planning to release a revision in late 2019 or 2020. 


 
	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Total number of people assisted through multipurpose cash activities

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Multipurpose cash:  “Multipurpose Cash Transfers are transfers (either periodic or one-off) corresponding to the amount of money required to cover, fully or partially, a household’s basic and/or recovery needs. The term refers to transfers designed to address multiple needs, with the transfer value calculated accordingly.  Multipurpose cash transfer values are often indexed to expenditure gaps based on a Minimum Expenditure Basket (MEB), or other monetized calculation of the amount required to cover basic needs.” See CaLP Glossary at http://www.cashlearning.org/resources/glossary#MPC.  

This indicator measures the number of people that have directly received multipurpose cash transfers from a USAID-funded project. 

Cash may be transferred via bank direct deposit, mobile-phone transfer, money transfer vendor, physical currency, or other means.


	Numerator: N/A

	Denominator: N/A

	Unit of Measure: Number of individuals

	Disaggregated by:  Sex; and age group (0-17; 18-49; 50+) 

	Suggested Data Collection Method: Primary data collection through program records. Count all individuals in a household as people assisted. 

	Suggested Data Source:  Program staff



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households who report being able to meet the basic needs of their households (all/most/some/none), according to their priorities

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s): 
Basic needs (as in CaLP Glossary):  “The concept of basic needs refers to the essential goods, utilities, services or resources required on a regular or seasonal basis by households for ensuring long term survival AND minimum living standards, without resorting to negative coping mechanisms or compromising their health, dignity and essential livelihood assets.”

	Numerator:  Number of beneficiary households selecting each option (all, most, some, none) as a response

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed 

	Unit of Measure:  Percentage

	Disaggregated by:  N/A 

	Suggested Data Collection Method:   
Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from Multipurpose cash beneficiaries, using a representative sample. The enumerator may use locally-validated wording, or word the question as “Is your household able to meet all, most, some, or none of its basic needs, as you define them?” or similar. The question should not specifically mention the cash transfer, nor should the enumerator rigidly define ‘basic needs.’ (If necessary, the enumerator can prompt by providing examples, such as food, water, shelter.) 

This indicator attempts to measure how well beneficiary households are able to meet their basic needs (as they define the term) before and after receiving cash. The indicator does not attempt to measure the contribution of the multipurpose cash transfer. Depending on the size and duration of the transfer, the expected results will differ. 

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and shortly after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of beneficiaries reporting that humanitarian assistance is delivered in a safe, accessible, accountable and participatory manner

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Safe:  Assistance prevents and minimizes as much as possible any unintended negative effects of the intervention which can increase people’s vulnerability to both physical and psychosocial risks. 

Accessible:  Aid agencies arrange for people’s access to assistance and services–in proportion to need and without any barriers (e.g. discrimination);  and pay special attention to individuals and groups who may be particularly vulnerable or have difficulty accessing assistance and services.

Accountable:  Aid agencies use power responsibly through an active commitment to include the people affected by humanitarian crises in decision-making. Agencies set up appropriate mechanisms through which affected populations can measure the adequacy of interventions and address concerns and complaints.

Participatory:  Beneficiaries and affected populations have been involved in the different stages of the project, including needs assessment, project design, response, and monitoring; specific mechanisms are in place to enable beneficiaries and affected populations to provide feedback and complaints. Assistance supports the development of self-protection capacities and assists people to claim their rights.

Note: The indicator and associated definitions are adapted from the draft ECHO Protection Mainstreaming Indicator questionnaire, with slight additions from the Core Humanitarian Standard and the Global Protection Cluster Protection Mainstreaming Toolkit.

	Numerator:  Averaged scores of positive/preferred answers to survey questions
(see tool for calculation)

	Denominator:  Total possible score of survey questions (see tool for calculation) 

	Unit of Measure:  Percentage

	Disaggregated by:  Sex and age group (0-17; 18-49; 50+) of respondent 

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from multipurpose cash beneficiaries, using a representative sample of beneficiaries. 

This indicator is very closely adapted from the draft ECHO Protection Mainstreaming Indicator. 
 
USAID requires applicants to use at least one of the questions in the questionnaire for each of the four categories (question options listed below):
·         Safe: Questions #5,6
·         Accessible: Questions #2,15
·         Accountable: Questions #18,18.1
·         Participatory: Question #1
 
USAID highly recommends collecting at least seven of these, which constitute the seven questions identified as mandatory by ECHO (Questions #1, 2, 5, 6, 15, 18, 18.1), plus the question on ‘timeliness’.  Use the tool at the link and the questions in the questionnaire.  Locally-validated wording may be used; also see the pilot feedback on pp. 8-9 of the tool on alternative wordings, particularly for questions 15 and 18.  Please consider asking clarifying or follow-up, such as “if not, why not?” questions to “no” answers for certain questions, to better inform iterative program design.
 
Please use the scoring in the ECHO Tool to determine the percentage. (Please note that for some questions, the ‘preferred’ or positive answer is “”no”, e.g. the desired answer to question 9, “did the assistance deteriorate your relation with your family?” is “no.”) 
 
Monitors should adhere to best practices on the ethical collection of protection-related data, such as in the Global Protection Cluster Protection Mainstreaming Toolkit.
 
Where possible, further disaggregation of respondents by disability status allows for a comparison of beneficiary numbers and population estimates to see whether the expected percentage of older people and persons with disabilities are included in beneficiary numbers.  (Suggested guidance: the Washington Group Short Set of Questions on Disability.)
 
This indicator does not have a baseline as it refers to the experience of receiving the assistance. This indicator can be but does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey from field staff or third-party data collector; key informant interviews; focus group discussions



	
SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households by Livelihoods Coping Strategies (LCS) phase 

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):
Coping Strategy: “An action, a series of actions, or a thought process used in meeting a stressful or unpleasant situation or in modifying one’s reaction to such a situation. Coping strategies typically involve a conscious and direct approach to problems.” (American Psychological Association)

Livelihood Coping Strategies:  “The Livelihood Coping Strategies (LCS) is an existing WFP corporate indicator that is collected to understand the behaviors in which vulnerable households engage to meet their immediate food security needs in times of crisis or shock. It is designed to assess the extent to which households engage in such behaviors, but also considers the impact of these coping strategies on the household’s livelihood: given that certain behaviors may affect longer-term productive ability, households’ engaging in these will have a reduced capacity to cope when faced with future hardships.” (WFP)

See further information on this indicator from WFP here: https://docs.wfp.org/api/documents/WFP-0000074197/download/?_ga=2.181771751.1734545081.1557764693-626672262.1556721031#page=23 


	Numerator: Number of beneficiary households using: Neutral/no coping strategies; Stress coping strategies, Crisis coping strategies, and Emergency coping strategies [you will have 4 figures] 

	Denominator:   Total number of households surveyed [for all]

	Unit of Measure:   Percentage

	Disaggregated by: N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method: 
Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from multipurpose cash beneficiaries, using a representative sample of beneficiaries. 

Please refer to the instructions provided by WFP for calculating this indicator. 

Of note, coping strategies and their perceived severity can vary widely by context. This means that the appropriate 10 coping strategies to select for the questionnaire, and the severity of each, will need to be locally validated. The indicative master list provided by WFP for this indicator is a useful, but not exhaustive reference; other coping strategies may also be relevant to include. It is highly encouraged to see if other agencies present in-country have already developed a list of common coping strategies that can be used (

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and after the last transfer.

This is an optional indicator. 

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector; Livelihoods Coping Strategies tool 



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households by Food Consumption Score (FCS) phase (Poor, Borderline, and Acceptable)

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

The Food Consumption Score (FCS) (http://documents.wfp.org/stellent/groups/public/documents/manual_guide_proced/wfp197216.pdf) is a composite score based on dietary diversity, food frequency, and the relative nutritional importance of different food groups. A questionnaire is used to ask respondents about the frequency of their households' consumption of nine food groups over the previous seven days. To calculate the FCS, the consumption frequencies are summed and multiplied by the standardized food group weight (see table below). Households are then classified into three groups based on their weighted scores--poor, borderline, or acceptable--using the World Food Program's recommended cutoff points (or approved, country-specific cutoff points). 

Please refer to the USAID/Food for Peace Emergency Indicator PIRS for more information: https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1866/FFP_Emergency_Indicator_PIRS.pdf#page=7 

	Numerator:  Number of beneficiary households with score of 0-21 (Poor), 21.5-35 (Borderline) and >35 (Acceptable) [you will have 3 figures] 

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed [for all]

	Unit of Measure:   Percentage 

	Disaggregated by:  Recommended (not required) to disaggregate by household composition: Adult Female no Adult Male (FNM), Adult Male no Adult Female (MNF), Male and Female Adults (M&F), Child no Adults (CNA). 

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from Multipurpose Cash beneficiary households, using a representative sample. Occasionally WFP adjusts FCS thresholds based on local consumption patterns; partners should verify FCS thresholds with the WFP country office as able. 

This indicator needs to be measured at least at baseline and endline (at least before the first transfer and after the last transfer).

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector; Food Consumption Score tool 



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Reduced Coping Strategy Index (rCSI)

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Coping strategy (coping mechanism): 
“Some coping mechanisms are sustainable and helpful, while others may be negative, with potentially long-term harmful consequences, such as the sale of assets, reducing expenditure on medical care or education, consuming less food, or heavy alcohol consumption.” (Sphere glossary) For these indicators, references to ‘coping strategies’ imply negative negative coping strategies. 

Coping strategy: “There are a number of fairly regular behavioral responses to food insecurity—or coping strategies—that people use to manage household food shortage. These coping strategies are easy to observe. It is quicker, simpler, and cheaper to collect information on coping strategies than on actual household food consumption levels.” (Coping Strategies Index, Field Methods Manual, 2nd ed)

The rCSI is a proxy indicator of household food insecurity that is based on a list of behaviors (coping strategies). The index reflects both the frequency of each behavior (i.e. how many times the coping strategy was used by any member of the household) and severity (i.e. how serious the strategy). 

Please refer to the USAID/Food for Peace Emergency Indicator PIRS for more information: 
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1866/FFP_Emergency_Indicator_PIRS.pdf#page=10

	Numerator: Sum of the raw scores for each household surveyed

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:  Mean. Also include the total number of households surveyed when reporting. 

	Disaggregated by:  Recommended (not currently required) to disaggregate by household composition: Adult Female no Adult Male (FNM), Adult Male no Adult Female (MNF), Male and Female Adults (M&F), Child no Adults (CNA). 

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from a representative sample of Multipurpose Cash beneficiary households.  

The rCSI is based on a list of five food-related coping strategies that the household used in the seven days prior to the survey. The rCSI raw scores are calculated by multiplying the frequency with which a behavior was used by a universally used severity weight, then summing the weighted scores for each coping strategy. The maximum raw score for the rCSI is 56, i.e. a household that used all five strategies every day for the last 7 days would have a raw score of 56.

	Coping Strategies
“In the previous 7 days, did you...______?”
	Severity 
Weight

	1. Rely on less preferred and less expensive foods
	1

	2. Borrow food or rely on help from friends or relatives 
	2

	3. Limit portion size at mealtime
	1

	4. Restrict consumption by adults in order for small children to eat 
	3

	5. Reduce number of meals eaten in a day
	1



This is an optional indicator and only recommended for longer-term multipurpose cash interventions, e.g more than 6 months of transfers. This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and after the last transfer.

Refer to section 4.b of The Coping Strategies Index: Field Methods Manual 2nd Edition (January 2008) for guidance on how to develop and tabulate the reduced Coping Strategies Index. Note that the manual is designed to inform the development of the full, context-specific Coping Strategies Index, but it includes useful information on how to tabulate and analyze the reduced index, the rCSI. http://www.fsnnetwork.org/sites/default/files/coping_strategies_tool.pdf 

	Suggested Data Source: Field staff or third-party data collection; rCSI tool 



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households whose shelter solutions meet agreed technical and performance standards

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

The Sphere Handbook includes standards for shelter and settlements (http://spherehandbook.org/en/1-shelter-and-settlement/) and adequate covered living space. Or, the country of response may have its own standards for shelter. The Shelter cluster may have further defined minimum shelter in a given context; if so, use that threshold. 

	Numerator: Number of beneficiary households reporting their shelters meet minimum adequacy

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:  Percentage

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from a representative sample of Multipurpose Cash beneficiary households. The enumerator may wish to refer to language from Sphere, such as asking whether the covered living space is sufficient to provide thermal comfort, fresh air, protection from the elements, privacy, safety and health.  

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector; Sphere or national standards to inform survey design



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percent of target population living in safe and dignified shelters

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Safe:  “Refers to people's physical and personal wellbeing and integrity as
well as to their freedom from physical, environmental, social, spiritual, political, emotional or psychological harm” (Sphere Glossary)

Dignified:  Supporting people’s dignity, which is “the capacity to make one's own deliberate choices and consequently to be acknowledged as a free subject. It reflects the integrity of the person and is seen as the source from which all human rights derive...The foundation of life with dignity is the assurance of access to basic services, security and respect for human rights” (Sphere Glossary) 

“The right to access adequate housing is protected by international law. It is the right to live somewhere in security, peace and dignity. This right contains freedoms such as the right to choose one’s residence and entitlements such as security of tenure. It enshrines protection principles such as protection from forced eviction.” (Sphere Shelter Standards)

Safe, adequate housing “enabl[es] essential household and livelihoods activities to be undertaken with dignity.” (Sphere Shelter Standards) 

	Numerator:  Number of beneficiary households reporting living in safe and dignified shelter

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:  Percentage

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from a representative sample of multipurpose cash beneficiary households. The enumerator should use locally-appropriate language about safety and dignity. This indicator attempts to measure self-perceptions about shelter, and the question should be worded appropriately.

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households reporting adequate access to household non-food items

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Access:  The ability to secure or use a good, service or facility. Full access “means that there are no practical, financial, physical, security-related, structural, institutional or cultural barriers to accessing services or facilities.” For this indicator, ‘access’ means both availability and affordability -- people can find the products they need in the market, and they have enough money to buy them.
(adapted from the Sphere glossary).

Non-food items (NFIs):  The Sphere Handbook includes standards for non-food items (NFIs) (http://spherehandbook.org/en/2-non-food-items-clothing-bedding-and-household-items/). NFIs include things such as clothing, bedding, cooking utensils, and fuel and lighting. The Shelter and NFI cluster may have further defined minimum NFIs in a given context; if so, use that threshold. 


	Numerator: Number of beneficiary households reporting adequate access to non-food items 

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:  Percentage

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method:   Primary data collection:  Self-reporting from multipurpose cash beneficiaries, using a representative sample. The enumerator may wish to use examples from Sphere (see above) when asking the household about access to these items (since the term “non-food items” may not be a commonly used term).  The enumerator does not need to, and indeed should not, ask individually about each type of NFI. 

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:    Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector



	
SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households using an unsafe water source because they cannot afford to use a safer water source

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):

Unsafe water: For the purpose of this indicator, "unsafe water” is defined as not meeting, at a minimum, the following two requirements at the point of distribution:
• 0 fecal coliforms per 100 ml sample; and
• > 0.2 mg/L free residual chlorine (FRC) and < 5 nephelometric turbidity units (NTU) for piped supplies, trucked supplies. 

This indicator measures the proportion of households that are using unsafe water for drinking and cooking, as a result of not being able to afford safer water. This excludes water collected for livestock, agriculture, gardening, construction, or other livelihood generating purposes.

	Numerator:  Number of beneficiary households reporting that they used unsafe or unimproved water for drinking and/or cooking needs of household members during the last two weeks because they could not afford a safer water source

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:  Number of households for both numerator and denominator. Both numerator and denominator are reported, as well as the percentage.

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method:  Primary data collection:  The use of unsafe water sources for drinking and cooking is measured through self-reporting from Multipurpose Cash beneficiaries in household surveys, using a representative sample. 

This is supplemented with testing data about the most common water sources in the area. To meet OFDA’s minimum expectation regarding market assessments for access to safe water, partners should test the 3-4 most common water sources available in the market in the areas targeted for multipurpose cash distribution.  These can be identified during the initial assessment, or during the beneficiary selection/verification process.  Test chlorinated water for free residual chlorine (FRC); Test un-chlorinated water and water with 0 FRC for E. coli. Testing does not require laboratory certified results. The local water, sanitation, and hygiene (WASH) cluster may also have this information. Testing is done because, while households will have their own perspectives about which sources of water are ‘safe,’ this may not necessarily align with the actual safety of the water source as defined for this indicator. 

Questions should be open-ended, e.g., “During the last two weeks, from which source(s) did you collect your water for drinking and cooking?”; “Were there times in the last two weeks when water was unavailable from these sources?”; “If yes, where did you collect water for drinking and cooking when it is unavailable from these sources?;” “Do you collect water for drinking and cooking from any other sources other than those mentioned?”; “What is the main reason that you collect water from the source(s) mentioned above?”; "During the last two weeks, how many days did the household use unsafe water (without boiling/purification or other type of treatment)?”; “If so, what is the main reason for using an unsafe water source?”; “During the past two weeks, did your household reduce the amount of water collected and used for drinking and cooking?”; “If yes, what is the main reason for that reduction?”.
 
This information should be used to triangulate which sources are used, whether the source(s) used by the households for drinking and cooking are safe or unsafe, based on the available data about the safety of different water sources; and if the reason for using unsafe water is because the household cannot afford a safer water source. (If the use of unsafe water sources is mostly due to non-financial reasons, e.g. convenience or personal preference, then do not count the household as having used unsafe water as a result of unaffordability for purposes of this indicator.) 

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and shortly after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector. 
Records of water quality results for chlorinated water (e.g., FRC) and for non-chlorinated water (e.g., number of fecal coliforms per ml of water sampled).


	
SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households who have reduced essential WASH related basic needs expenditures

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):
	
WASH-related basic needs: The primary purpose of WASH related basic needs expenditures is to enable water, sanitation, or hygiene related behaviors. Examples of these include (but are not limited to): water treatment products, water transport/storage containers, soap, materials for anal cleansing, miscellaneous hygiene items (shampoo, razors, toothpaste, toothbrushes, nail clippers, etc.), menstrual hygiene management materials, diapers, cleaning materials and products.

Expenditures: Money spent on these particular needs. 


	Numerator: Number of beneficiary households that report a reduction in essential WASH-related basic needs expenditures during the past two weeks

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:   Number of households for both numerator and denominator. Both numerator and denominator are reported as well as the percentage

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method: Primary data collection:  The reduction in essential WASH related basic needs expenditures is measured through surveys, using a representative household survey. 

The enumerator may wish to use examples (see above) when asking the household about access to these items (since the term “WASH-related basic needs expenditures” may not be commonly used). The enumerator should not ask individually about each type of item. 

Questions should be open-ended and use locally validated wording, e.g., “During the past two weeks, did your household purchase more, fewer, or the usual amount of [essential WASH related items]?” [if a reduction] “What is the main reason for the reduction in purchasing essential WASH related items?”; “What are the main essential WASH related items that were not purchased?”
 
This information should be used to understand if the household reduced expenditures for WASH related basic needs (and for which items), and if this is a coping strategy in response to having insufficient income to meet their basic needs. (If the household has reduced expenditures for a non-economic reason, e.g. they no longer buy diapers because a baby has just finished needing diapers, then the household should not be counted as having reduced their WASH-related item expenditure for purposes of this indicator.) 

This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and shortly after the last transfer.

	Suggested Data Source:   Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector



	SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash Assistance

	SUB-SECTOR:
	Multipurpose Cash

	Indicator:  Percentage of households practicing open defecation because they cannot afford to pay to use a public latrine and/or to build a latrine

	INDICATOR DESCRIPTION

	Definition(s):
This indicator measures the proportion of households that practice open defecation or unsafe disposal of excreta, as a result of not being able to afford the use of a public latrine and/or to build a latrine.
 
“Open defecation” refers to the practice of defecating in fields, bodies of water or other open spaces. Unsafe disposal of excreta can lead to environmental contamination and increased breeding of vectors that spread disease. Specifically, for this indicator, a latrine includes: a simple pit latrine; a ventilated improved pit (VIP) latrine; a flush latrine (pour-flush or cistern-flush) connected to a pit, septic, or sewer; and a chemical toilet; and the use of a potty for children/infants whereby excreta are then disposed of in a toilet.

	Numerator: Number of beneficiary households reporting having practiced open defecation during the past two weeks

	Denominator:  Total number of households surveyed

	Unit of Measure:   Number of households for both numerator and denominator. Both numerator and denominator are reported as well as the percentage.

	Disaggregated by:  N/A

	Suggested Data Collection Method:   The practice of open defecation is measured through representative household surveys.
 
This indicator does not need to be measured after every cash distribution. It may be most appropriate to measure it at baseline, or shortly before the first transfer, and shortly after the last transfer.

Questions should be open-ended, e.g., “The last time you defecated, where did you do so?”; “During the past two weeks, did you practice open defecation?”; “What is the main reason that you practiced open defecation?”. This information should be used to understand if the household practices open defecation and if the reason for this practice is a direct result of not being able to afford to pay to use a public latrine and/or to build a latrine.

If household surveys are impossible for this indicator, qualitative methods such as focus group discussions can be used, but this is not preferred.

	Suggested Data Source:  Household survey by field staff or third-party data collector. 
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