Version – September 2017


EU Results Framework Indicator methodology note
	1. Name of indicator
	Number of food insecure people receiving assistance through social transfers supported by the EU.

	2. Which sector (using Result Framework heading)
	Food and nutrition security – sustainable agriculture (Systemic Resilience to food crisis)

	3. Technical Definition
	Social transfers are defined as “non-contributory, publicly funded, direct, regular and predictable resource transfers (in cash or in kind) to poor or vulnerable individuals or households, aimed at reducing their deficits in food consumption, protecting them from shocks (including economic and climatic), and, in some cases, strengthening their productive capacity.”

"Food security exists when all people, at all times, have physical, social and economic access to sufficient safe and nutritious food that meets their dietary needs and food preferences for an active and healthy life."
 Food insecurity exists whenever the availability of nutritionally adequate and safe foods or the ability to acquire acceptable foods in socially acceptable ways is limited or uncertain.
Conditional cash transfers linked to work or school attendance benefitting food insecure individuals can be included.




	Moreover, one of the main priorities identified by the European Commission's Communication on food security
 (2010) is the need to improve access to food.  The accessibility is typically enhanced by transferring capital in the form of cash, assets or food itself. 
“Establishing and operating targeted and flexible productive safety nets and other social protection mechanisms adapted to local contexts, in particular for vulnerable population groups in both rural and urban areas, including in fragile situations and transition countries” is one of the conclusions of the Council of the European Union held in Brussels on 10 May 2010. The conclusion represents the basis for the communication on an EU policy framework to assist developing countries in addressing food security challenges mentioned above.
The Special Court of Auditor report on food security 1/2012 recommends the Commission to better support the financial sustainability of agriculture and social transfer programmes in order to provide adequate support to the development of income-earning capacities of the beneficiaries.
The indicator is listed among those recommended by the reference document on “Social transfers in the fight against hunger” (see footnote 1).

	

	5. Level of disaggregation
	The data should be disaggregated as much as possible to facilitate its analysis. Main categories for disaggregation would include, in order of importance:

· Sex (only where data on individuals rather than households is available)
Where easily available:

· Geographical location 
· Age bracket (in particular to analyse possible nutrition outputs - see also EU Results Framework indicator on women and children benefitting from nutrition programmes) 
Indeed, a review by the Overseas Development Institute
 suggests that, with few notable exceptions, social protection is frequently ‘gender-blind’, and that ‘gender issues have been integrated unevenly at best’.


	6. Data Sources (including any issues on (i) different definitions by source, and (ii) level of availability of the data)
	EU Project and programme monitoring systems: annual and final reports from implementing organisations, (governments, international organisations, non-state actors), baseline surveys, ROM mid-term reviews, and evaluations. National level statistics should be used for results calculations where appropriate, e.g. Budget Support, multi-donor trust funds covering national interventions.
For reference, the number of beneficiaries is also often stated within the following documents: Action Fiche, TAPs, contribution agreement, contracts (for NGOs).


	7. Data calculation (including any assumptions made)
	The unit of measurement for this indicator is the individual receiving social transfers. It is assumed for the purpose of this indicator that only the food insecure individuals receiving a transfer in a given year are counted as beneficiaries. Food insecure individuals and/or households, according to the definition provided above, are preferably identified by local authorities.
Where only household data is available, the number of individuals will be computed by using the average composition of the household. Such data should be preferably retrieved from – in order of preference – project surveys, surveys realised in the same area of the project, department/regional statistics, and ultimately national statistics. 
Transfer made to the same person (or household) over different periods (once a year, quarterly, monthly or seasonal) will be counted as one. If the quantity of beneficiaries of a specific project/programme varies over the year, the month with highest number of beneficiary will be considered as the number of beneficiaries of the project/programme for that year. 
It will also be important to avoid double counting of the beneficiaries between years. To avoid, you should take a peak year result. Alternatively, multi-year results can be included where EU Delegations can reliably estimate the number of individuals benefitting in year 1, then in year 2 they should aim to identify new individuals benefiting (i.e. not supported in year 1) and add this to the total from year 1. 


	8. Worked examples
	EG 1:  provision of cash transfers over a period of six month with a peak number in April to 200.000 vulnerable households with an average composition of 5 people.  Number of beneficiaries: 1,000,000;
EG 2: provision of cash transfer for 12 months to 7.000 persons.  Number of beneficiaries: 7.000;
EG 3: Provision of assets and 6 months cash transfers to 400 poor families with an average composition of 4 people.  Number of beneficiaries: 1600;
EG 4: provision of assets for 12 month to 50 different families per month with an average composition of 4 people  Number of beneficiaries: 2400;
EG 5: A cash for work programme targets 500 food insecure families with an average composition of 4 people, number beneficiaries: 2,000; 
EG 6: In a fortified food programme, if the food is distributed to beneficiaries, the counting will be done as above.  In contrast, if the programme supports food processing and such food is later on distributed, the recipients should be considered as indirect beneficiaries and thus not be counted.
EG 7: Counting social transfers beneficiaries with disaggregated data: 
The Productive Safety net Programme

Table: Cash Food Split by Regions, number of beneficiaries.

(Source: MoA PSNP-HABP Annual Work Plan and Budget 2013)

Region

No. of Woredas

Cash Only

Food Only

Cash & Food

Total 
Tigray

31

38,668

21,320

997,927

1,057,915

Amhara

64

1,119,151

29,161

304,389

1,452,702

Oromia

79

485,347

534,891

222,249

1,242,487

SNNP

79

934,445

0

50,941

985,386

Afar

32

0

472,229

0

472,229

Somali

32

0

729,390

0

729,390

Harari

1

14,211

0

0

14,211

Dire Dawa

1

0

0

49,232

49,232

Total

319

2,591,822

1,786,991

1,624,738

6,003,551

The total number of beneficiaries to be reported is therefore 6,003,551.
 

	9. Is it used by another organization or in the framework of international initiatives, conventions, etc? If so, which?
	Institutions such as the World Bank
, FAO
 and WFP
 use the absolute number of beneficiaries recorded by in the project/programme management Information System, as recommended by this note.  DFID proposes the same approach as above, including indirect beneficiaries.  by multiplying the number of transfer by the number of persons in the household
.  

	10.Other issues
	N/A


� Social transfers in the fight against hunger.  A resource for development practitioners. Reference Document N° 14, Tools and Methods Series, EuropeAid April 2012.


� Definition of the Food Security Committee 1996


� Based upon the recent EC Communications on Resilience "The EU approach to resilience: learning from food security crises" (Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council (2012) 586), and Nutrition "Enhancing Maternal and Child Nutrition in External Assistance: an EU Policy Framework" (Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council, (2013) 140)


� "An EU policy framework to assist developing countries in addressing food security challenges", Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council (2010) 127.


� ODI (Overseas Development Institute) (2009b), Targeting of Social Transfers: A review for DFID, ODI, London (http://www.odi.org.uk/resources/download/4521.pdf).


� Results Readiness in Social Protection and Labor Operations Technical Guidance Notes for Social Safety Nets, Discussion paper, February 2011. � HYPERLINK "http://siteresources.worldbank.org/SOCIALPROTECTION/Resources/SP-Discussion-papers/Social-Protection-General-DP/1105.pdf" �http://siteresources.worldbank.org/SOCIALPROTECTION/Resources/SP-Discussion-papers/Social-Protection-General-DP/1105.pdf� 


� Guide for Beneficiary Results Assessment of Agricultural Emergency Interventions, The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations , Rome, 2008. � HYPERLINK "http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/emergencies/docs/Guide_for_Beneficiary_Results_Assessment.pdf" �http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/emergencies/docs/Guide_for_Beneficiary_Results_Assessment.pdf� 


� UPDATE OF WFP’S SAFETY NETS POLICY, Informal consultation, World Food Programme, March 2012.


� (� HYPERLINK "https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/361380/cash-transfers4.pdf" �https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/361380/cash-transfers4.pdf� )





