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Integrating Gender Equality & Women's Voice

Integrating Inclusive Governance

Integrating Resilience

change larger contextual issues that lie at the root of gender
inequality. Only 26% of projects are gender transformative

and changing power dynamics. Only 16% of projects are
transformational in terms of inclusive governance
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21% of projects responded to the different needs and 47% of projects worked to make existing institutions and power  _gfi. 16% of projects addressed the resilience of individuals and
constraints of individuals based on their gender, but did little to Q relations more inclusive, but without significantly challenging Hi communities, but without tackling the underlying causes of the risks .
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they face. Only 11% of projects are transformative in terms of
resilience
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% of projects answering yes to governance marker dimensions
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6% of projects were fully focused on addressing SGBV, while a
further 18% mainstreamed SGBYV in other actions/thematic
areas

Civil society strengthening activities were included in 11% of
projects, but was an explicit objective in 6% of projects
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11% of projects fully addressed vulnerability caused by climate sz,
change. 53% of projects had no strategy to address climate ‘53.6.'
change vulnerability
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some activities in 22% of projects

Partners implemented all activities in 44% of projects, most activities in 0% of projects, and

6% of projects had an intensive advocacy focus, and a further 50% had a moderate advocacy focus

measured the impact of these innovations

While 56% of projects promoted innovative solutions to poverty and social injustice, only 0%
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19% of projects linked and worked with others to scale up proven solutions, and a further 0% took
solutions to scale by ourselves
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