


Research Questions

What Is the impact of UXO clearance on
household livelihoods?

What helps or stops impact?

What are appropriate indicators of impact?



Definition of impact as used in this
research

“significant or lasting changes in people’s lives, brought
about by a given action or series of actions”

recognizing that,
“programs can make an important difference to people’s

lives even Iif that change is not sustained over time”

Roche, C., Impact Assessment for Development Agencies: Learning to value change. 1999, Oxford:
OXFAM.



Conceptual framework



Methodology: Mixed method,
seqguential two part design

Qualitative
Preparation:

Selected villages and households with high impact/low
post clearance impact.

Developed interview guide.

Data collection:
FGD (9 male, 9 female) and individual interview (11 male,
5 female)

Data analysis:
Analyzed into output, outcome, impact and factors which
help/stop impact using SLF.



Research Context

MAG programs in Khammouane

Tasks undertaken between 2004-2007

Tasks in support of partners and MAG prioritised groups
Primary target most vulnerable households (likelihood of

contamination, likelihood of exposure through livelihood
tasks, food insecure > 4 months of year and with land use

plan)

No baseline data



Characteristics of
recipient households



Characteristics of recipient
households

Agrarian, subsistence rice farmers
Chronically food insecure
Resource poor

Risk averse

Minimal engagement in cash economy



What was the impact?

Impact: increase inheritance, better school
attendance (children not hungry), people feel
proud.

Outcome: Increase rice, less need to borrow rice,
land is more valuable, increase safety, quicker to
prepare the land.

Output: cleared land used for agriculture




What was the impact?

Impact: people feel proud/increased self-esteem,
Increased income and development opportunities,
feel more secure.

Outcome: Iincreased access to village health,
hospital and market, increased business, children
feel safer going to school/parents worry less.

Output: cleared land used for road




What helps or stops impact?

Access to assets (esp. Labor, equipment, finance)
Type of land

Project support

Community works together

Road access

Meets perceived need/Convenient

Floods, drought, pest, seasons, trends



HH factors that impact on outcome/impact
Labour(H), Quality/availability of water all
yrs (E), Appropriate equipment (P), Ability
to maintain (H,F, P), Perceived need,
Positive expectations , Perception of risk,
External support
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Increased participation /inclusion

Decrease in skin disease (H)
Decrease in diarrhoea (H)
Increased labour (H)
Improved school attendance (H)

Women use cash income to buy

food/household items (H)
Feel more positive for the
future/increased self-esteem (H)
Real/perceived reduced risk of
children drowning (H)
Water collection shared
male/female activity (H)
Real/perceived reduced risk of
children being exposed to uxo
Increased land value /inheritanct
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Human Financial Physical Social

Food security Increased Capital asset Social status
Labour financial asset: of women
School attendanc Increased land Networking
Safety value (vertical and
Home /inheritance horizontal)
Improvements Small cash
Optimism Income/saving
Self-esteem/prou
Environment Rights
Land Education
Water Water
Safety
Food
Health

Participation
Development



Next Steps

Develop structured questionnaire (scales) from
gualitative data

Structured questionnaire validated, tested/retested using
statistical tests

Administered to 210 households, Head/spouse of head
of household = 420 questionnaires

Cluster sampling, PPS, random HH selection, 95% CI



Concluding thoughts

Who defines the right job?
Who defines impact? Whose values?

Developing a complete accounting system. What is the value
of cultural, social and natural capital?

How can the poorest and most vulnerable be best supported
to maximise benefits?

Whose responsible for impact?

Service provision or collaborative partnerships?



