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VAWG RISK ASSESSMENT GUIDANCE: PROTECTION
Source: IASC GBV Guidelines

This tool is part of CARE’s Do No Harm in Practice Toolkit, specifically the Assessment section.

WHAT IS IT?
The questions listed below are excerpted from the Protection Thematic Area Guide of the IASC GBV Guidelines. They are recommendations for possible areas of inquiry that can be selectively incorporated into various sector-specific assessments and routine monitoring undertaken by Protection actors. Wherever possible, assessments should be inter-sectoral and interdisciplinary, with Protection actors working in partnership with other sectors as well as with VAWG specialists.

These areas of inquiry are linked to three main types of responsibilities related to Protection program implementation: programming, policies, and communications and information sharing. The information generated from these areas of inquiry should be analyzed to inform planning of Protection operations in ways that mitigate the risk of VAWG. This information may highlight priorities and gaps that need to be addressed when planning new programs or adjusting existing programs.

KEY ASSESSMENT TARGET GROUPS:
· Key stakeholders in protection: governments (including police, armed forces and judiciary); local and traditional leaders; peacekeepers; VAWG specialists; protection specialists
· Affected populations and communities
· In IDP/refugee settings, members of receptor/host communities

GOOD PRACTICE FOR USING THIS TOOL:
· Ensure you have read and understood the Tipsheet for non-VAWG specialists on asking questions about safety
· Anyone leading or taking notes during a FGD should first be trained on safe and appropriate response to GBV disclosures prior to administering this survey. A training guide on this topic can be found here[footnoteRef:26956]. [26956:  NOTE – this course will require a separate registration on CARE’s online learning platform, Disco.] 

· Select and adapt the questions to your context. It is unlikely that ALL questions noted below will be relevant for your context or that the examples given will suit your context exactly. Pick, choose and adapt as needed.
· Ensure that program participants in all their diversity are included in the sampling (grouped separately as needed1): women and men, girls and boys (where appropriate depending on the type of service or activity), people with disabilities, and other vulnerable groups in the community (e.g. female-headed households, people from minority ethnic and/or religious groups). It is especially important to consult with women, girls, and other vulnerable groups given historic patterns of barriers faced by these groups to access humanitarian assistance safely. For additional tips on ensuring safe and ethical consultations with women and girls, please see this tipsheet.
· Many people feel uncomfortable answering direct questions about their own feelings of safety. If you believe this is likely to be the case for participants in your FGD, you can consider changing the questions to ask about the respondents’ perceptions of how OTHERS in their community feel about their own safety. For example, instead of “how safe do you feel at our service location?”, you could ask “How safe do you think most participants feel at our service location?
 

SUGGESTED AREAS OF INQUIRY: PROTECTION

Areas Related to Protection PROGRAMMING

Participation and Leadership 

a) 	What is the ratio of male to female protection staff and paid volunteers, including in positions of leadership?
· Are systems in place for training and retaining female staff?
· Are there any cultural or security issues related to their employment that may increase their risk of VAWG?

b) 	Are women, adolescent girls and other at-risk groups actively involved in community-based activities related to protection (e.g. community protection committees)? Are they in leadership roles when possible?

c) 	Are the lead actors in protection response aware of international standards (including the IASC GBV Guidelines) for integration of VAWG risk mitigation strategies into their activities?

VAWG-related Protection Environment

d) 	What are the broad protection factors that may exacerbate the risks of VAWG in the particular setting (e.g. displacement; closeness to armed forces; unsafe routes for firewood/water collection, to work, to school and/or to health facilities; safety issues for those who remain in the home; distribution times and locations of food and non-food items; overcrowded camps/ dwellings/shelters/apartments; family separation; placement of water and sanitation facilities; loss of personal identity documents; etc.)?

e) 	Do some groups face more or different protection risks because of their sex, age, ethnic background, nationality, sexual orientation, disability, particular status (e.g. as urban IDPs/refugees, asylum seekers, unaccompanied minors, etc.) or household composition (e.g. woman- and child-headed households, those with very young or very old members, etc.)?

f) 	Are there existing community-based security patrols/groups to facilitate monitoring of VAWG issues?
· When are they active (e.g. 24 hours/day, 7 days/week)?
· Do they include both female and male members of the community, where appropriate?
· Are security patrol members trained in VAWG risk identification and mitigation?
· Are they trained to respectfully and supportively engage with survivors and provide immediate referrals in an ethical, safe and confidential manner?

Documentation, Profiling and Registration

g) 	Do IDP profiling and refugee registration processes incorporate VAWG as a risk factor for vulnerability? Are profiling and registration data disaggregated by sex, age, disability and other relevant vulnerability factors?

h) 	Are there obstacles that women, girls and other at-risk groups must overcome to be included in profiling and registration (e.g. are women not allowed to leave their houses or have their pictures taken)?

i) 	What programs are in place to issue, recover and replace personal identity documents for affected populations (e.g. birth certificate and registration; marriage/divorce certificates; land titles; etc.)?
· Is there a cost associated with receiving, recovering and/or replacing documents?
· Is the loss of personal identity documents making it harder for women, girls and other at-risk groups to receive humanitarian assistance (e.g. food assistance; housing and reconstruction assistance; education, health and other social services; etc.) or to make property claims?
· Are identity documents being issued in the woman’s name, the child’s name, or jointly for spouses (in the case of matrimonial property)?
· Can women receive identity documents such as marriage certificates even in absence of their husbands?

j) 	Do registration forms and procedures restrict gender to male/female only, or do they allow for a ‘third gender’ or ‘other’ gender?

k) 	Are there resettlement options for survivors of VAWG who do not have adequate care and protection in their current displacement context?

Capacity of Security Sector/Actors

l) 	What is the ratio of male to female police and security personnel?

m) 	What is the extent and quality of the training provided to security sector actors (e.g. police and armed forces; peacekeepers; security personnel; administration staff; etc.) on VAWG prevention and response?

n) 	Is the peacekeeping mission mandated to address sexual violence and other forms of VAWG?

o) 	Are there codes of conduct in place for police and other security personnel? Are there policies on discrimination, sexual harassment and violence perpetrated by security personnel?
· Are appropriate measures documented and applied in cases of misconduct and/or policy violations?

p) 	Are Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) in place to guide security personnel in assisting survivors of VAWG, investigating complaints and documenting incidents of VAWG (e.g. private meeting rooms; standard investigation and evidence collection procedures; etc.)?
· Do these procedures limit the risk of re-victimizing the survivor?
· Is the referral pathway for further assistance clearly mapped out and publicly available?

q) 	Are there confidential environments for reporting incidents of VAWG to police (e.g. specialized police stations; desks or task forces for females and other at-risk groups; specialized units to investigate crimes of VAWGs; etc.)?

r) 	Are medico-legal forms—and other official forms used for recording incidents of VAWG—gender-inclusive (i.e. is it possible for the reports of women, men, transgender, non-binary and other survivors to be accurately documented)?

s) 	Do holding/incarceration facilities have policies in place to prevent GBV and other forms of violence against women, girls, men and boys who are being held in detention?
· Are children and adult detainees held separately?
· Are these policies inclusive of the needs of LGBTI persons?

Capacity of Justice Sector/Actors

t) 	What is the capacity of the national justice system to deal ethically and efficiently with cases of VAWG?
· Are all actors within the justice sector (e.g. judges; lawyers; prosecutors; court administration staff; traditional leaders) adequately trained on issues related to gender, VAWG, women’s/human rights, social exclusion and sexuality?
· Do judicial systems address and uphold the rights of survivors and mitigate their risk of re-victimization?

u) 	Are free or low-cost legal aid services available to survivors of VAWG? How accessible are they (e.g. distance to travel for services; accessibility features for persons with disabilities; privacy and confidentiality in location and delivery; etc.)?

v) 	Do judicial processes provide protection to survivors of VAWG and witnesses (e.g. infrastructure such as witness and survivor protection programs; separate or in camera hearings; etc.)?
· Are there any networks of judges, lawyers, prosecutors or other legal actors working to ensure that existing laws and legal procedures related to VAWG are upheld? How can these networks be supported?

w) 	Does the affected population rely on traditional justice or other dispute resolution mechanisms?
· What types of situations do these mechanisms address?
· How do these mechanisms interact with the national judicial system? Do they systematically refer serious cases, including cases of VAWG, to the national justice system?
· How do these mechanisms treat survivors of VAWG?
· Who are the decision makers, and what training do they have?
· Does the affected population and/or host community support the use of these mechanisms?
· Do men and women have different views on the value of these mechanisms?
· Is there any risk that these mechanisms will contribute to the re-victimization of survivors?

x) 	Are there any independent national and local human rights commissions?
· Does their work include monitoring and reporting on VAWG cases?
· Are civil society actors with human rights and VAWG expertise permitted to visit places of detention and interact confidentially with detainees?

Areas Related to Protection POLICIES

a) 	Are VAWG risk mitigation strategies incorporated into the policies, standards and guidelines of humanitarian protection programs?
· Are women, girls and other at-risk groups meaningfully engaged in the development of protection programming policies, standards and guidelines that address their rights and needs, particularly as they relate to VAWG? In what ways are they engaged?
· Are these policies, standards and guidelines communicated to women, girls, boys and men (separately when necessary)?
· Are protection staff properly trained and equipped with the necessary skills to implement these policies?

b) 	Do national and local laws support the prevention of and response to VAWG, as well as the empowerment of women (e.g. the right to legal assistance and free legal aid for survivors; prosecution for perpetrators; punishments that are commensurate with the crime; etc.)?
· Do they conform to international law and human rights standards? (e.g. CEDAW, CRC, etc.)?

c) 	What types of VAWG are mentioned in laws, and how are they defined (e.g. intimate partner violence and other forms of domestic violence; rape; sexual harassment; female genital mutilation/cutting; child and/or forced marriage; honor crimes; sexual abuse of children; forced and/or coerced prostitution; etc.)?
· Do definitions of rape only recognize rape using the penis, or do they recognize the use of objects?
· Do definitions of rape recognize both female and male rape survivors?
· Do laws restrict women’s and girls’ rights to marriage, divorce and child custody?
· Are there justifications for any crimes of VAWG in national and traditional laws (e.g. crimes committed in the name of ‘honor’)?

d) 	Are there national policies, action plans or strategies in place that support coordinated, prompt and supportive services for survivors of VAWG (e.g. national action plans on gender, youth or the strengthening of laws)?
· Are protection-related programs and activities set up in alignment with these policies and plans?

Areas Related to Protection COMMUNICATIONS and INFORMATION SHARING

a) 	Has training been provided to protection actors on:
· VAWG risk Identification and mitigation?(i.e.: the pre-requisite course for this Toolkit, on CARE’s learning platform, Disco)
· How to supportively engage with survivors and provide information in an ethical, safe and confidential manner about their rights and options to report risk and access care? (i.e.: the pre-requisite course for this Toolkit, on CARE’s learning platform, Disco; see also the GBV Pocket Guide)

b) 	Do protection-related community outreach activities raise awareness within the community about general safety and GBV risk mitigation?
· Does this awareness-raising include information on survivor rights (including to confidentiality at the service delivery and community levels), where to report risk and how to access care for VAWG?
· Do awareness-raising campaigns provide information to persons about their legal rights to due process and available legal services?
· Is this information provided in age-, gender-, and culturally appropriate ways?
· Are males, particularly leaders in the community, engaged in these outreach activities as agents of change?

c) 	Are protection-related discussion forums age-, gender-, and culturally sensitive? Are they accessible to women, adolescent girls and other at-risk groups (e.g. confidential, with females as facilitators of women’s and girls’ discussion groups, etc.) so that participants feel safe to raise VAWG issues?
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